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Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am not disputing at all that 
Mr. Haupt, after having signed this report which came to the 
Senate as the unanimous action of that Commission, had tran- 
scribed into the minutes of the Commission his dissent. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. As a matter of fact, I say that he signed 
his dissent at the time he signed the report. 


Mr.SPOONER. Certainly, but he ad not make it on the paper 
which was to be given to the world and which was to be acted 
upon by Congress. I never knew that Mr. Haupt had not signed 
unqualifiedly that report until, during the debate on the canal 
pill, the Senator from Alabama called my attention to Mr. Haupt’s 
dissent on the minutes of the Commission, which were not trans- 
mitted to Congress. y 

Mr. MORGAN. But that is not Mr. Haupt’s fault. He did 
all he could to protect himself. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I dislike extremely to com- 
ment—and I will not with anything like severity—upon the act 
of one not here to defend himself; but I am bound to say that it 
was the plain, manly duty of Mr. Haupt, who had been placed 
upon that Commission, to give to Congress the benefit of his honest 
judgment, to have refrained from signing that report if his con- 
victions as an engineer were against it. I do not look upon it as 
altogether worthy of the position which he held for him to have 
signed that report, making it to appear as a unanimous report, 
to be followed later by a declaration on the minutes of the Com- 
mission that he did not believe in the report. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was not later; it was at the same time. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was not later that he had placed upon the 
minutes of the Commission his dissent, but it was later that we 
knew of his dissent. 

However, that is a matter for Mr. Haupt to settle with himself. 
He says that he was informed that certain political considerations 
would defeat a canal altogether unless that report was unanimous, 
and, although he did not believe at all in the Panama route—no 
lan, e could be stronger than he has used—he signed the re- 
port. I do not know where he became advised of political exi- 
gencies or schemes which would defeat the canal; but I do know 
that he had been trusted with the discharge ofa great duty to the 
people of the United States, and that the straightforward, manly 
method of discharging it would have been for him to have entered 
upon that report his dissent from it. But I care nothing for that. 

Mr. F Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit a 
question 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perrvus in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Do I understand the Senator from Wis- 
consin to say that the failure to give publicity to Mr. Haupt’s 
protest was Mr. Haupt’s fault? 

Mr. SPOONER. "Oh, no. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. Then why should the Senator 
censure Mr. Haupt if at the time he signed with the rest of the 
Commission the approval of the Panama route he gave his reasons 
for so signing and at the same time put upon record the objec- 
tions he tothe Panama route? If thefault is elsewhere, then 
5 Mr. Haupt is not subject to the criticism the Senator 
from Wisconsin is making upon him. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not care anything about that. The fault 
was in signing a report that he did not believe in. That was the 
fault. And that is so obvious that I will not spend any time 
on it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. 1 k gave his reasons for signing 
the report, and at the same time he put upon record his objections 
to the Panama Canal. That was a fair, frank, manly way of do- 
ingit. Good and sufficient reasons for signing the report oper- 
ated upon his mind, and he stated those reasons to the public; 
and I imagine that if the objections that he put upon record were 
not given to the public in connection with his signature of the re- 
port, somebody is to blame other than Mr. Haupt, because cer- 
tainly he desired, as a man of honor, that the public should be 
familiar with what was in hismind and that which gave color to 
his act. Now, whether it is the fault of the friends of the Pan- 
ama Canal or somebody else’s fault I do not know, but certainly 
it is not traceable to Mr. Haupt. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam only stating a fact. Ithink the Senator 
from Colorado, had he been on the Commission and di 
entirely with the report, would have entered on the report his 
dissent. I may be mistaken. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not understand that Mr. Haupt dis- 
agreed altogether with his coll es on the Commission. As I 
understand Mr. Haupt’s protest, he had grave doubts with refer- 
ence to some of the features of construction in connection with 
the Panama route, Several matters that were simply experi- 
mental, that had not been solved with sufficient definiteness to 
satisfy him as an engineer, existed in connection with the Panama 
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route. He was willing, as I understand his protest, 
the danger that no canal at all might be constru , to forego 
his fears, when he signed the report to make it unanimous, and 
at the same time he ee his fears and his beliefs upon record. 

Mr. SPOONER. . President, the last sentence in this report, 
transmitted by the Commission to the President to be laid betore 
the Congress, as required by law, signed by Admiral Walker, 
Samuel Pasco, Alfred Noble, George S. Morison, Peter C. Hains, 
William H. Burr, O. H. Ernst, Lewis M, Haupt, and Emory R. 
Johnson, is this: 


After considering the conditions that now exist and all 1 tg 


and circumstances uj changea, resent ju ent must be based, 
mission is of the opinion that 5 — pho — and feasible n 
Using the language of the Canal Commission act 
an isthmian “under the control, ment, 
ot the United States," te that 8 the eee n 

Mr. CULLOM. Who signed that report? 

Mr. SPOONER, It is signed by every member of the Commis- 
sion. 

Mr. President, it is a fact which seems to be, but ought not to be, 
forgotten by some Senators, who refer with so much earnestness 
to the passage by the House with only 2 negative votes of the 
bill for the Nicaragua Canal, and to the passage by the Senate 
as an amendment to it of the alternative bill, by which a canal 
by the Panama route was preferred and that by the Nicaragua 
route made secondary, that between the 1 a of the bill by the 
House and the passage of the canal bili by the Senate there had 
been transmitted to Congress the report of the Canal Commission, 
signed by all of its members, based upon an entirely changed sit- 
nope by which report a canal by the Panama route was recom- 
mended. 

I have supposed that if the Canal Commission in the first in- 
stance had reported in this way for the Panama Canal, its 
recommendation would have been followed by the House, as I 
have never had any doubt that if the Canal Commission had not 
upon the receipt of the French company’s offer changed its re- 
port so as to recommend the Panama route, the Senate would 
with t unanimity have passed the House bill providing for a 


canal by the N oe route. 

I felt—I suppose the same thing is true of my colleagues with 
whom I voted to sustain the report—that I, a layman, utterly un- 
skilled in engineering science, unfamiliar, of necessity, with the 
details surrounding the question, could not place my judgment 
against the unanimous report of this great expert Commission, 
which with almost limitless funds at its disposition had made so 
exhaustive an examination of the whole question. 

As it was, Mr. President, this Commission had reported alterna- 
tively. It had reported that the Nicaragua route was a prac- 
ticable route. It reported that the Panama ronte was a 
practicable route, and if the title to the property of the New 
Panama Canal Company could be acquired for $40,000,000 and 
the necessary concessions from Colombia could be obtained, the 
public interest of the United States required that the canal should 
be constructed on that route. 


THEORY AND PURPOSE OF THE CANAL ACT OF JUNE, 1902, 


It was in that situation that I drafted the canal act, or the por- 
tion of it which I offered as an amendment to the Hepburn bill. 
It was drawn to meet the alternative presented by the Commis- 
sion. It was drawn with the main purpose of putting on the stat- 
ute books legislation under which, without further legislation or 
delay, a canal would be constructed by one of the two routes, That 
was the governing purpose of the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. S NER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does he not think that that bill, which we 
call the Spooner law 

Mr. SPOONER. I never call it that. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know yon do not. I do, because I think it 
is an honor to the man who drew it. Does he not think that that 
bill contained every provision necessary to build a canal on either 
of the alternative routes? 

Mr. SPOONER. It was so intended. 

s Does he not think the bill—— 
Mr. SPOONER. Ido. 

Was admirably adapted for that purpose? 
It was so intended. 

Yes, 

5 . Itwas not intended to leave to the Executive 
the selection of a route. The Senator, early in the observations 
which I had the honor then to submit in support of the amend- 
ment which I had offered, put to me that question, and I was 
glad of it, for it had been misrepresented in the 88 I 
told him that the bill was so drawn as to exclude from tive 
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option the ‘route; that I did not think it was a proper duty and 
responsibilit¥ to devolve upon the President. I have not at all 
changed my mind. : 

It provided, first, that if the President could obtain for $40,- 
000,000 a satisfactory title to the property of the New Panama 
Canal Company, of every name and nature, on the Isthmus, and 
also some in Paris, with the concessions, and could obtain by 
treaty the requisite concessions fromthe Republic of Colombia, 
some of the requirements of which were indicated in the act, the 
treaty being ratified, the canal should be constructed at Panama. 
But if within a reasonable time he could not obtain the Panama 

perty with a title thereto and the requisite concessions 
om: Colombia—for both had to be obtained before any act could 
be performed in relation to the Panama Canal—he was to go to 
Nicaragua. 

The President has not exercised or attempted to exercise the 
right to select a canal route. That was done by Congress, and 
that ought not, in the imputations which are cast upon the 
President, to be forgotten. e put upon him the burden of carry- 
ing out, if possible, the selection which we had made. : 

never have uttered a word here in debate against the practica- 
bility of-the Nicaragua Canal, except so far as was involved in 
attempting to show briefly the grounds upon which the Panama 
Canal should be prefe But the point which I wish to make 
is that Congress chose the Panama route on full debate and upon 
report of the Commission as the route which would best subserve 
the interest of the United States. 

POINTS OF SUPERIORITY OF PANAMA ROUTE. 

Now, Mr. President, I want very briefly to refer to some of the 
reasons why I think the Panama route commended itself to a ma- 
jority of the Senate rather than the Nicaragua route. I take this 
from the minority report, largely based, so far as I have been 
able to discover, upon the reports of the Commission. I want to 
put in the Recorp the grounds for that conclusion: 

: shorter than the Ni from sea to 49.09 
a Ty PAAA aap against 183.66 by . — ee 

It has always seemed to me too plain for debate that a practical 
route through which ships could go from sunrise to sunset must 
in the nature of things be preferable to one which would require 
two days and one night for transit. 

2. Te lass Seep caavetare, ayo antalya DEDE DESO oma 


That is a great deal. 

8. The actual time of transit is less, being but twelve hours of steaming by 
Panama as against a minimum of thirty-three hours of wet dap Nicara- 
gua—that is, of one day of daylight as against three days of daylight. 


They add: 

For the canal must be navigated by day exclusi pet gesn Aga rN 
extent, always, ially 12 which ro Aik use it. The 
Commission's plan does not provide ties for naviga by night. 


4. The locks are fewer in number, being but 5 on Panama to§ on the Nica- 


g The barbors are better, those at the termini of the Panama being 
and y used by the commerce of the world, while at the termini of the 
Nicaragua there are no harbors whatever. 

6. The Panama route traverses a beaten track in eres er Hinge eed been 
in use by the commerce of the world for four centuries. while the Nicaragua 
route through an unsettled and undev: wilderness. 

A “there already exists on the Panama route a railroad, perfect in every 
respect and equipped in a modern manner, closely following the line of the 

graty facilitating the construction of the canal, as well as 
a source of revenue, and included in the offer of the Panama 


ly settled and assured, all the physical condi 
tions are known and the estimates of the cost reliable, while the Ni 
involves unknown and uncertain factors in construction and unknown - 
culties to be encountered, which greeny increase the risks of construction 
and render uncertain the maximum cost of completion. 


I will not read the remainder. There are only a few sentences 
as to cost, 

Those considerations all seemed to me, as they seemed to the 
Commission and to a majority of the Senate, to be entitled to 
great weight. There was another thing about it, Mr. President, 
which—I have said it before, but I shall repeat it, I hope for the 
last time—had great weight with many Senators I know, and very 

t weight with me, that the concurrent testimony was that the 
3 Canal can be made a sea-level canal, while the Nicara- 
gua Canal never can be a sea-level canal. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator refer to the report of the 
Commission? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. MORGAN. The Commission reported against that view, 
and so did the French commission. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iama little surprised to hear the Senator 
from Alabama say that—— 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the record. 

Mr.SPOONER. My friend from Alabama, for whom he knows 
Ihave the profoundest respect, interrupted me with that state- 
ment when the canal act was under discussion, asserting then 


just what heasserts now and what he asserted the other day in one 
of his es on this subject. Rather esha ey ar sty ee 
gret, I denied the Senator’s assertion, although I find I apologized 
to him for the manner of my speech in that regard. But I asked 
the Senator then, as I ask him now, to turn to page 88 of the re- 
port of the Commission, as I turn now to page 88 of the report 
of the Commission, and this is what they say: 


voir in the Upper Chagres, could 

pester rene ig € 

canal lies in the lowest part of | 

would be a matter of ty. 

make the canal prism ares enough to take the full 
This would have the advantage, also, of 


What a magnificent canal that would be! 

The quantity of excavation required for such a canal has been rough! 
computed, and is found to be about 286,228,000 cubic yards. The cost of Ham 
a canal, including a dam at Alajuela and a tide lock at Mirafiores, near the 
Pacific end, is estimated at not than $240,000,000. 

Does that sound like a repudiation of the practicability of a sea- 
level canal at Panama? 

Mr. MORGAN, Its feasibility, if the Senator will 

Mr. SPOONER. It is only a question of money. use of 
the vast expense of it, and the number of years—twenty years— 
which would be required to construct it, for present Tepes the 
Commission rted against a sea-level canal and for a lock 
canal; but I will have more to say about that as I go along. 

Its construction would probably take at least twenty years. This Com- 
mis concurs with the various French commissions which have preceded 
it since the failure of the old pater a rejecting the sea-level plan. While 
such a plan would be physically practicable, and might be adopted if no other 
solution were available, the culties of all kinds, and ially those of 
time and cost, would be so great that a canal with a summit level renched by 
locks is to be preferred. 

But, Mr. President, when it is remembered that this is the 
greatest work in the history of the world; that it is to be con- 
structed for all time; that it is to meet not only the commercial 
demands and provide for the safety of 80,000,000 people, but the 
time is to come, and from the standpoint of national life is not 
far away, when it will be obviously necessary that it should be 
adequate for the demands of 200.000,000 or 300,000,000 le and 
a vastly expanded commerce of their own and of the world, what 
has the question of money to do with it? What has the question 
of time to do with it? Is it worth anything in a work like this, 
constructing it first as a lock canal, that in truth it can be made, 
as the whole 5 when our safety demandsit, when 
our commerce demands it, a canal without a single lock, excepta 
tide lock at the Pacific—no dam to be blown up or washed ont—a 
canal through which our war ships can quickly steam; one more 
easy to keep always in repair? 

I suppose if we could to-day have a sea-level canal connecting 
the Atlantic and the Pacific at Panama, to be built in ten or in 
twelve years, that would cost $400,000,000, no Senator in this 
Chamber would hesitate a moment about adopting it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, I think I must ask per- 
mission of the Senator to say a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would not vote for anything of the kind. 
The tide lock that the Senator mentions has to resist a tide of 21 
feet, which comes in every day and sometimes twice a day. Itis 
a more desperate struggle to keep that tide out of the canal, to 
keep it from destroying it, than it is now with the Chagres River, 
and you can not get more than one ship an hour through a tide 
lock in the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have always admired the al- 
most universal learning, and the great ability of the Senator from 
Alabama, as a lawyer and statesman, but I hope that the Senator 
will not consider me wanting in deference to him when I say that 
I feel a little saferat least in following upon oping cure: 
the opinion of eminent engineers who have gone over the ground, 
charged with a great professional public duty, than in following 
the distinguished Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator does himself and me more than 
full justice, for I do not profess to know anything about it except 
what I have learned from the most eminent engineers in the world; 
at least we call them so. 

Now, as soon as I can have an opportunity I will furnish to the 
Senator for his own satisfaction 2 paper written by Mr. Morison 
after he had signed this recommendation of the Panama Canal 
in which he shows the absolute impossibility of digging a 
that would be permanent at Panama with any reference at all to 
cost or with any reference to commercial advantages. In this 
article, which he submitted for the consideration of his brethren, 
and the debate and discussion of it just before he died, he demon- 


it me. 
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strates the impossibility or impracticability, within any reason- 
able cost at all, even of cutting the canal at sea level at Panama. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not seen that article by Mr. Morison. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave them and will produce them to-morrow. 

Mr. SPOONER. I inquired about it of some one who read it, 
and I was told that Mr. Morison had doubts as to whether the 
Bohio dam can be constructed upon the plan which the Commis- 
sion had considered. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is not what I am referring to, I refer 
to a sea-level canal at Panama. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwill read from Mr. Morison in a moment. I 
prefer to await the article which the Senator promises to hand me. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a 
. The Senator has stated that it would require three 

ys for a ship to pass through the Nicaragua Canal. He stated 
that it would ire only one day for a ship to pass through the 
Panama Canal. That I understand to be the fact. Now, it is also 
a fact that the entrance to the Panama route is several hundred 
miles down the coast from either ocean farther than the entrance 
to the Nicaragua route. 

I wish to ask the Senator a question, not for my own benefit, 
but because I find there is some confusion as to the fact, especially 
in my State. If a ship should start from some port upon the At- 
lantic seaboard, destined for some port upon the Pacific seaboard, 
would it require longer for that ship to accomplish its journey by 
the Panama ronte than by the Nicaragua route? 

Mr. SPOONER. Taking into account steamships? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Taking into account the fact that it takes 
three times as long to pass through one as the other, and that the 
Panama route is several hundred miles farther down the coast 
than the Nicaragua route. 

Mr. SPOONER. The testimony is almost overwhelming that, 
taking into account the difference in time which would be re- 
3 to go through the Nicaragua Canal and that required to 
Pass through the Panama Canal, in the time for the voyage there 
would be little if any appreciable difference. 

If the Senator will turn to the great speech of our dead Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Hanna]—one of the most exhaustive and illumi- 
nating speeches ever contributed to a public debate in the Sen- 
ate—he will find abundant evidence to sustain what I simply state 
in answer to his question. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understood and remember that the late 
Senator Hanna did discuss that matter and make it perfectl 
clear; but I desired a statement from the Senator because, as 
said, there is some confusion among citizens of my own State as 
to the length of time required for a ship to make the trip between 
Atlantic and Pacific E by the Nicaragua and Panama routes. 

Mr. SPOONER. 6 great Senator from Ohio brought to the 
investigation of this subject his power of concentration, which 
was wonderful, his great business judgment, which within my 
knowledge has not been excelled, and an industry which, em- 
ployed in the public interest, was absolutely i 
tireless, and his speech will forever be an infinite credit to him- 
self and a great honor to the Commonwealth which loved him and 
which he ably represented in this body. 

But I ask the attention of the Senate to what I find in Mr. 
Hanna’s speech upon the question whether the Panama Canal can 
be made a sea-level canal, and also as to whether the Nicaragua 
Canal can be made a sea-level canal, although I have never heard 
it asserted that that is a possibility. 

Senator Hanna put this question: 

Is it practicable to make the Panama Canal a sea-level canal? 

Answer of Admiral Walker. I believe it to be practicable to make the 
Panama Canal a sea-level canal. - 

The same question was put to ex-Senator Pasco, who replied: 


I do not claim to speak with authority upon engineering problems, but I 
have long been interested in questions valeting to canal construction, both 


‘ore and since my connection with the Co: n, and have given them 
much thought and study. My opinion is that a sea-level canal can be con- 
structed at Panama, but not at Nicaragua. 


The same question was put to Mr. Noble, concededly one of the 
ablest engineers in the country. His answer was: 

It is practicable to make the Panama Canal a sea-level route either before 
or after opening navigation through it, while a sea-level canal is practically 
impossible by the Nicaragua route. 

I stop to call attention to that answer, Mr. President, because 
it is supported by the testimony of others, that we may make of 
this canal a lock canal, use it as a lock canal, and while using it 
as a lock canal can transform it into a sea-level canal. Is it 
worth nothing in the long reach of time that the canal which we 
build first as a lock canal our people, when public safety or public 
interest commercially demands it, can transform into a sea-level 


canal? The question answers itself. Whatever predilection a 8 


man may have for this route or that, that question answers itself. 


The question was put to Mr. Morison, who replied: 


Yes. In my judgment the actual diture required to make the Pan- 
ama Canal a sea-level canal would not be much more than that required tb 


construct the Nicaragua Canal as a ag ci canal. The objection to build- 


ing the Panama Canal now as a sea-level canal is the time, probably from 
twenty to twenty-five years, which would be required for its construction. 

Twenty-five years! a long, long time in the life of a man; not 
an hour or a minute in the life of a nation. 

Colonel Hains, also one of the ablest engineers of the Army, a 
man of large experience, answers the question: 

It is practicable to make the Panama Canal a sea-level canal. 

Professor Burr, also a great engineer, said: 

It is entirely practicable to make the canal on the Panama route a sea- 
level canal. 

Lieutenant-Colonel Ernst, likewise justly distinguished, an- 
swered the question by saying, It is.” j 

Senator Hanna’s question No. 4 was this: 

Can this be done after construction as a lock canal? 

To which Admiral Walker replied: 

I believe that a sea-level canal can be made after the construction of a 
lock canal. 

Ex-Senator Pasco gave the same opinion, but he is a lawyer; 
and while he has studied the subject much more than I have, I 
would not be willing to base legislative action on his judgment 
alone, although I greatly respect him. 

Mr. Noble said: P 

ti cable to make — 
55 = poses bacteria rs a Canal a sea-level route either before 

Mr. Morison said: 

It can be made a sea-level while in use as a lock canal, but at a considerable 
increase of 

Colonel Hains said: 

This can be done after construction as a lock canal, but in my opinion it 
never will be, because the disadvantage of locks is not sufficient to pay the 
cost of with them. 

Professor Burr said: ; 

It is also my judgment that it i canal 
on the ect Ren a 8 . — ee if 2235 con- 
structed at first as a lock canal. This can be done by any one of several 
plans, one of which at least would involve certain adaptations of the plan for 
a lock canal to the ultimate change to a sea-level Poot 

That is, they would build the canal as a lock canal with refer- 
ence to afterwards transforming it, inthe years to come, into a 
sea-level canal. 

Another plan would not require that adaptation. The first of the preced- 
ing plans of procedure would involve an increased first cost of the lock canal 
with less expenditure in the ultimate change to a sea-level canal, while the 
second plan of procedure would not necessarily involve any increase in the 
8 Me the lock canal, but a greater final cost in changing to the sea- 

I will not read all the answers to the questions which were put 
as to whether the Nicaragua Canal could eyer be transformed 
into a lock canal. The answers are uniformly in the negative. 

Mr. MORGAN. A sea-level canal? 

Mr. SPOONER. A sea-level canal. I think I have never heard 
it claimed that it can be made a sea-level canal. 

Mr. MORGAN, No. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know how it was with other Sena- 
tors, but I had a feeling myself that if we left two-fifths com- 
pleted a short canal at Panama and had recourse to Nicaragua, 
so much greater in length—an American canal, built by the 
United States, controlled by the United States, fortified by the 
United States, the guarantor of the neutrality of which being 
solely the United States—somehow the world would see to it that 
that short canal is completed and made a world canal, and that 
we ought not to leave it, in the interest of our safety, lest some 
day in a national exigency our Oregon could not go through our 
canal while our enemy’s Oregon could’ go through the world’s 
short canal. 

_ Upon exhaustive debate, after this report by the Canal Commis- 
sion in favor of the Panama route, the Senate passed the alterna- 
tive bill, which was intended to be explicit. No one here has said 
itis not explicit. It has been said elsewhere. It has not been 
accurately or truthfully said anywhere. 

Mr. President, I will put in the RecorpD, with the permission of 
the Senate, the vote for and against the substitute, in order that 
my friend the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] 
ae see who constituted what he offensively termed the Panama 
cabal.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 34, as follows: 


YEAS—42. 
Aldrich, Dryden, Jones, Ark, Pritchard, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Jones, Ney. Proctor, 
Bard, Foraker, Kean, 8 
a Foster, Wash. Kittredge, 8 tt. 
2, b mer, 

Burrows, i mas, Her, 
Burton, Gamble, McCumber, Warre 
Clark, Wyo. e, cMillan, Wellington, 

bos, Hansbrough, mt, Mi 
Dietrich, y Piatt, Conn. 
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Ei NAYS—3#t. = 
Bac Coc i Mallory, Platt, N.Y. 
Bailey, „ Culberson, z Martin,” v. 
Bate, Daniel, Mitchell, : 

s Dubois, Morgun, Stewart. 

urn, Foster, La. ! Nelson, Taliaferro, 
Carmeck, arri Pn Turner, 

p , 2 | Penrose, Vest. 
Clark, Mont, Heitfeld, Perkins, 
Clay, McLaurin, Miss. Pettus, 
NOT N 

Depew, Ikins, c Rawlins, 
Dillingham, Gibson, McLai 8. C. Simon, 
Dolliver, earns, Money, 


So Mr. SPooxER’s amendment was agreed to. 

PROTOCOLS WITH NICARAGUA AND OOSTA RICA. 

Mr. President, now a word about the protocols to which the 
distinguished Senator from Alabama has so often and with so 
much earnestness adverted—the protocols which were signed by 
the Secretary of State and the miiiisters of Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica, although not particularly pertinent to any point I wish 
to make. I want to preserve, when this. Congress adjourns, 
in full force and vigor the alternative ition of the canal 
act, The Senator from Alabama treats the protocols as bind- 
ing compacts between the United States and Costa Rica and 
Nicaragua, and he has indicated very clearly the opinion that 
because the President did not turn, when, on August 12, the 
Hay-Herran treaty,was rejected by Colombia, to Nicaragua and 
Costa Rica a wrong had been perpetrated upon those Govern- 
ments. I do not understand these protocols—and I will refer to 
them for only a moment—to constitute any compact between this 
Government and those Governments. 

They were never sent to the Senate by the President. They 
found their way into this Chamber through the Senator from 
Alabama, having been transmitted to him by the Secretary of 
State for his information. 

Mr. MORGAN, And for the purpose of being laid before the 
Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very likely; but they were never sent to the 
Congress. That is a new way to transmit for the action of Con- 
gress recommendations of the President. But suppose they had 
been sent here by the President; they have never been acted upon 
by Congress except contingently in the Nicaragua clauses of the 
canal act. The Senator vainly sought, as he will remember, to 
secure the passage of an act by which he thought they would con- 
stitute compacts between the three Governments. 

Mr. MORGAN. What act does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. SPOONER. My recollection is that the Senator sought 
along toward the close of the session to have the protocols ac- 
cepted and adopted by resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN, I think not. 

Mr. SPOONER. If Jam mistaken—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I think so. : 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido not think I am, but I defer, of course, to 
the Senator’s recollection. Now, this is the protocol: 

It is agreed between the two Governments— 

I do not know whether the other Governments ever acted upon 
it or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; if the Senator will allow me, at the time 
and in identical terms, between the Governments of Costa Rica 
and Nicaragua and the United States. They were separate pa- 
pers, but the terms were identical. 

Mr. SPOONER. How did they act upon them? 

Mr. MORGAN, Separately, each of them, 

Mr. SPOONER. Legislatively? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; between the President and Mr. Hay and 
the ministers of Costa Rica and Nicaragua. 

Mr. SPOONER, Well, Mr. President, I do not 

Mr. MORGAN. They were signed, sealed, and interchanged. 

Mr. SPOONER. That will not do. 

Mr. MORGAN. The fact is so. A 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not dispute the fact, but I have not un- 
derstood that the Secretary of State can make a compact with 
another Government which binds this Government. I have 
drawn a distinction between an exercise of the treaty-makin 
power and a legislative compact between this Government an 
another Government, and certainly no treaty or agreement bind- 
ing upon this Government can be made by the Secretary of State 


alone. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have heretofore referred to the historical 
fact—I suppose the Senator merely omitted to notice it—that all 
of our great transactions in China were by protocol, and that in 
those we carried an invading army into P ; we put our army 
under the command of a foreign general; we entered not only 
into military operations, but we levied a fine upon China which 
amounted to $25,000,000, if I recollect aright, and we are collect- 
ing that money now. And not only were those portocols the only 
authority we had, but they were never sent to the Senate except 
through the report of the Commission sitting upon these affairs, 


“| warrant us in protecting with cannon and 5 97 the 
ega 


authorized by Con I believe. There were some of the most 
important events in American history that we are now standi 
upon as settled facts for which there is no showing in the =e | 
but a protocol signed by Mr. Hay or by our minister in China and 
the nee four or five European powers that were concerned in it, 
I suppose that was authority enough. 

Mr, SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, I am learning something 
all the while, and I know of no one who needs more to learn, 
But I had not supposed before that we reqnired any protocol to 
of the 
United States which floated over the American tion in China. 

Mr. MORGAN, Tne Senator cannot impute that to me. I 
mentioned it as one of the incidents. How about the levying of 
a fine upon China of $25,000,000? How about requiring China to 
execute her princes? How about protecting the missionaries and 
requiring indemnity to be paid to them? How about arranging 
so that China should settle upon the basis of her tariff law under 
the protocols? 

Of course I know that we can protect our people in any coun- 
try in the world under the statutes of the United States. The 
statutes have made provision by which we can do that whenever 
we are assailed in any part of the world. The President need not 
come to Congress for authority to do it. But the President, if he 
does not find it in his powers, must come here for authority to 
levy a fine of $25,000,000 on China or to cut the heads of Chinese 
princes off or to put our general in China under the command of 
a foreign general. Matters of that kind I should think of suffi- 
cient importance to require them to be laid before the Senate if it 
is necessary. It appears not to have been necessary. 

Mr. SPOONER. Those were things which are current mat- 
ters in administration, which it never occurred to me should 
take the form of anything more than an ordinary administrative 
agreement, and need not be laid before the Senate at all. I sup- 
pose if American citizens are despoiled in any country, and this 
covers all the Senator indicates, the President can negotiate for 
payment, and the amount being agreed upon it can be made with- 
out entering into any treaty on the subject. 

But I am talking now about this protocol, which is alleged to 
bind the United States and Costa Rica as to a matter of owner- 
ship and transfer of territory. 

It is between the two Governments that when the President of the 
United States is authorized by law 361 the 
territory now belonging to Nicaragua as may be desirable a on 
which to construct and tect a canal of th and capacity sufficient for 
pe geereg ng of pole e ey ge pep eaeg 

ay s 

rito, on the Pacific Ocean, they mutually engage— 

What— 3 
to enter into Soros tone wii oh other to settle the plan and the agree- 
ment, in detail, found necessary to accomplish the construction, and to pro- 
vide for the ownership anå control of the proposed canal. 

They agree, when the President is authorized to build a canal 
at Nicaragua, to negotiate an agreement under which it may be 
built. It is nothing which gives us any property right. It is 
nothing which I think is binding upon either Nicaragua or 
Rica, although I have not the slightest doubt both will enter into 
an adequate treaty when the time comes, if it shall come; but 
they would charge more for it, probably, if there were no com- 


titor. 
P pat how would this be enforced? 
cme MORGAN. If the Senator would read a little further he 
see. 


Mr. SPOONER. It continues: 
me of cid onal Fk the terminals ee chant TA TE same peraman 
stated in a treaty signed by the plenipotentiaries of the United States and 
Great Britain on February 5, 1900, and now pending in the Senate of the United 
States for confirmation, and that the provisions of the same shall be adhered 
to by the United States and Nicaragua. 

Me: MORGAN, Now, if the Senator will allow me one sec- 
ond—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. The language is, it is forthwith — 
that means immediately—as to what the terminals be; and 
the future rights that we are to acquire under that protocol are 
defined in the British treaty, which was then pending before the 
Senate—defined simply 5 reference. It shows exactly what the 
ri vig sori It is a perfectly completed contract, forthwith to 

e effect. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is an agreement, as I read it, that when 
the President is authorized to construct a canal along the line in- 
dicated and defined generally in this paper, they will enter into 
an t under which we may doit. What sort of control 
they would give us is not indicated, how much they would charge 
is not indi ; nothing is indi 8 

Mr. MORGAN. The control is indicated in the recitals of the 
Hay. Pauncefote treaty, in which it is said the control shall be ex- 
clusive and perpetual, 
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Mr. SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, this is all I wanted to 
say when I 5 755 ; 
r. MORGAN. Ishonld not interpose, but I do not wisha man 
of the distinction and ability of the Senator from Wisconsin to 
commit himself against the rights of the United States merely in 
the heat of debate, because those rights stand here yet, and we 
are not going to break them down by anything we do, even by 
the ratification of this treaty, 
E SONE ae mmg i 
T. . Weare preserve 
we shall find that we can build two canals cheaper than we can 
build a sea-level canal, and one of them will be built at Nicaragua. 
Mr. SPOONER. That may be, but, Mr. President, I have not 
the remotest doubt that never will anything be done under these 
rotocols. I have an abiding faith—it is not open to dispute or 
oubt—that Nicaragua and Costa Rica, when the time comes, will 
be delighted to enter into negotiations with us for a satisfactory 


treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. I doubt if they will be delighted, but I know 
they will be obliged to do it. 

r. SPOONER. How would you enforce it? 

Mr. MORGAN. I would enforce it in the same way as every 
other ee between sedate is enforced. 

Mr. NER. With guns? 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, we can enforce it as easily as we can 
build a republic down upon the Isthmus by guns without the fir- 


ing of them. 
A NER. We shall get to that; the Senator anticipates. 
But this is true, whatever construction the Senator may place 
upon this—and I do not wish to spend more time upon it—the 
President is contingently authorized in the canal act to build a 


them, and I think 


canal at Nicaragua, andif that time shall come—and I believe 
we shall have two canals some day—then theconditions ent 
named in this protocol—if it is of any force, which I do not be- 


lieve—will have been performed, 


THE PRESIDENT HAS OBEYED IN SPIRIT AND LETTER THE CANAL ACT— 
“REASONABLE TIME.” 


Mr. President, I have said all I wish to say about these two 
routes. I have said all I wish to say about this canal act, except 
one thing. It has been argued here with some bitterness and 
vitriolic rhetoric that the President violated this act in not turn- 
ing to Nicaragua after the oN apes of the Hay-Herran treaty. 
There is not, in my judgment, the slightest shadow of founda- 
tion for that contention in the act itself. The words reason- 
able time’’—and he was given a reasonable time—are words of 
different definition in different cases. What is a reasonable 
time in one set of circumstances is not a reasonable time” in 
another set of circumstances. As the Supreme Court of the 
United States says: 


plicable to 
circu 


mstan case, etc. ( 

v. Union Canal Co., 109 U. S., 404; 18 Central La 
Central Law Journal, 376-880, 1888; 10 Wallace, 129. 

Congress, using this phrase reasonable time in this connec- 
tion, knew that the President was obliged to carry on negotiations 
with a Government whose relations with us had made it abso- 
lutely certain that it was a Government difficult to negotiate with. 
This act contemplated not only the negotiation of a treaty, but 
the ratification of a treaty; and, so far as the Senate is concerned, 


it doubtless contemplated the fact that the debate on the treaty | Ga 


would be as 598 as any Senator in this body might desire it to be. 

It is impossible to spell out of this language any limitation of 
time, aoe that limitation which sensible men, wise men, look- 
ing at all the circumstances, would Sr was adequate to accom- 
plish an object which the Congress declared the public inter- 
ests required should be accomplished. - 

When it is shown that until the 31st day of October last—eight 
days before the meeting of this Congress in extraordi session— 
there was not only pending in the Colombian Congress a bill to 
authorize the President of that Republic to enter into new nego- 
tiations on certain lines with the United States, but that a cable- 
gram from our minister notified this Government that a new en- 
voy would be sent to negotiate a treaty, it became perfectly appar- 
ent, Mr. President, that the President has acted entirely within 
the language as well as within the spirit of the law. 

It was for him to determine—primarily, at least—what was or 
what was not a reasonable time.“ So long as the Colombian 
Congress was in session there remained for it upon this subject a 
locus penitentic. The President could not have aban ge 
cipitately this preferential route—so established by act of - 

without violating the law. I believe if he had abandoned 
t, if he had turned away from Panama, if, when the Hay-Herran 


treaty 


was rejected, he had gone to Nicaragua, there would have 
been found Senators in this Chamber—in the bitterness which 
sometimes comes upon us—who would have reprehended the Presi- 


dent for his strenuous ” haste in his back upon a route 
solemnly declared by Congress to be the one which this Govern- 
ment’s interests required should be selected. 
SENATE PASSED ON QUESTION OF REASONABLE TIME. 

FCC eek AEAT fies eee 
upon the ident, obvio and s y forget some thi 
whack occurred in the Senate when the canal bill was pending, 
bearing upon this question. Senators opposed to the adoption of 
the provisions relating to the Panama route objected to the words, 
reasonable time,” and sought to eliminate them. They pre- 
sented the question, and it was copas by the Senate, on the 
day the bill this body. is did not, it is true, make it 
clearer than I think it is now, because the law makes it clear and 
common sense makes it clear, havi to the momentous 
character of the transaction and the ties and delays which 
of necessity would besetit. But it happens that the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. MALLORY] offered an amendment to section 4 pro- 
viding for the Ni route alternatively, which, if adopted, 
would have eliminated the words“ reasonable time,” the amend- 
ment being as follows: 

line 11, after the words “Section 4,” itis to strike out 

„terms,“ in line 16, and to insert in lieu 


should the President 3 within six months after the a. 
Lot this act, to obtain for the United States, on reasonable te a Sa) 
title to the y of the New Panama Canal Company and such 
control of and  Jariedic over the necessary terri of the blic of 
Colomb; oned in sections 1 and 2 of this act, inclu the right to per- 
petually and operate the Panama Railroad.” 

I moved to lay that amendment on the table. It would have 
been tantamount to commanding the President to do e 
at the same time putting it in the power of any Senator in 
Chamber to defeat it by prolonging discussion of the treaty beyond 
the six months’ limit. e vote upon the amendment was as fol- 


lows: 
YEAS—44. 
Aldrich, Trae, S Perkins, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Jones, Ark. oe 
Foraker, Jones, Ney. . Pritchard, 

Beveridge, Fester, Wash. Kean, A 
Burnham, 2, Kittredge, les, 
Burrows, G: Lod, 
Burton, am McComas, Spooner, 
Clark, Wyo. Hale, McCumber, eller, 
Cullom, Zan Me Millan, r 

boe, ansbrough, Mason, n. 
Dietrich, Hawley, Wetmore, 

NATS-3l. 

Bacon, Clay, McLaurin, Miss. Platt, N. Y. 
Bailey, Cockre! Mallory, Y, 
Bate, Cuiberson, aaan on, 
Bu niel, Mitchell, wart, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Mo: Taliaferro, 

mack, Foster, La. 8 bs er, 
Clark: Mont. Heitfeld, Pett 


The Senator from Florida then reoffered his amendment, with 
a limitation of twelve months instead of six, which amendment 
was rejected by the following vote: 


YEAS—35. : 
Bacon Clay, Heitfeld, 
Bailey, Coc McLaurin, Miss. Platt. N. Y. 
Bate, Daniel. Martin’ 8 
B burn, Datei M a Taint 
e 
„ Parmer, 
ar TSOD, 
Clark. Mont. Hawley, Perkins, 
AYS—3. 
Aldrich, Foster, Wash. Kean, Pritchard, 
> Gat baa —— 
m allinger, Y. 
Burrows, Gamble, 8 guari 
Clark, Wyo. Hale, ber, Spooner, 
Cullom, ienna, McMillan, Teller, 
Deboe, Hansbrough, arren, 
Orian, oar, Wellington, 
‘banks, Jones, Ark. Penrose, etmore. 
Foraker, Jones, Nev. Platt, Conn. 


The Senator from Florida then offered the same amendment 
with the exception that the time was made eighteen months, and 
this amendment was rejected without a call of the yeas and nays. 
This shows that the Senate did not regard eighteen months as a 
reasonable time,” that it was unwilling to limit the President 
in the great work of glare ing the canal title and for the 
negotiation of a treaty with Colombia for the necessary conces- 
sion, and the ratification thereof by the Congress of Colombia and 
the Senate of the United States, to eighteen months; that its pur- 
pose was to place no time limit upon him in carrying out the will 
3 except that involved in the elastic words reasonable 
e. 


So far as the matter of time is concerned, the Senators who 
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voted for à limitation of eighteen months are utterly agi de 
from consistently charging the President with violation of the 
act of Congress by transcending the limit of reasonable time, for 
it has happened that within the eighteen months for which they 
voted the ident has negotiated and sent to this body the treaty 
which on the 23d instant we are to act upon, obtaining from the 
Republic of Panama, the successor in sovereignty of the Republic 
of Colombia, requisite and generous concessions to enable the 
United States to build the canal at Panama. 

Mr. MORGAN. May I inquire of the Senator what explana- 
tion he gives of the statement in the President’s message that, 
under the surrounding circumstances, the question of ‘* reason- 
able time” did not enter into the case? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave not the language of the President in 
mind, but I suppose the President meant what I think unprejudiced 
men generally think, that, having reference to our past transac- 
tions with the Government with which we had to deal and with 
which we had had large experience in negotiation, considerin; 
the distance between this capital and ta, and the thousan: 
other elements entering into it, no man dclaim that the ques- 
tion of reasonable time” had ever arisen with this Government 
for consideration even, and in that I agree with him. 

Congress put this mandate as to a preferential route upon the 
President. In making every effort to acquire that route he was 
obeying the command of Congress. 

Senators may say that Congress ought not to have passed the 
act; that it ought not to have preferred the Panama route. That 
is a matter about which men may differ; but having passed it, I 
can not for the life of me see upon what basis that is kind or broad 
or just any man can accuse the President of having violated this 
act for not having gone precipitately to Nicaragua. 


Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me a moment 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have accused the President of the United 


States with willfully and openly violating this act. I believe it. 
I therefore fall under the denunciation of the Senator 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not mean to denounce anyone. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say, not the denunciation, but the criti- 
cism of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. President, I voted for that act. Ididitin good faith. I 
did it expecting that every pan ofit would be executed when the 
time came to execute it, and I have felt very 10 wa aggrieved, as 
one of the Senators of this body, in having faith broken with me, 
that when the President had the opportunity to do so he refused 
to do it, and said that the question of time did not enter into con- 
sideration at all. That only aggravated what I considered to be 
an unwarranted breach of faith on the part of the President of 
the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ithink the Senator from Alabama voted with 
his colleagues in favor of the proposition to strike out the words 
reasonable time and insert “ eighteen months.“ 

Mr. MORGAN. I presume I did. I wanted to put some limit 
upon this matter, particularly as the President was not especie’: 
as the Senator has admitted to-day, to make a selection of these 
routes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly not. 

Mr. MORGAN. That selection was made by Congress 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. And made alternatively. The Senator has 
said to-day that the President had not anything to do with the 
selection of the route. I wanted, therefore, that the time should 
be limited in order that, having submitted this matter to Con- 

for determination, he might be compelled, according to the 
judgment of Congress, to act upon the subject within a limited 
date. I did not suggest the proposition. I voted for it, however, 
preferring that course to leaving the discretion entirely at the 
option of the President, who now says that the question of reason- 
able time did not enter into the case. 

Mr. SPOONER. He had not reached the point where the ques- 
tion of reasonable time could enter into the case. 

I did not intend to animadvert in any harsh way upon any Sen- 
ator here; and if, in the heat of discussion, I did so I withdraw 
it; but I can not see how the Senator from Alabama or any other 
Senator finds warrant for attack upon the President when he 
has carried out fully the mandate of Congress within a time 
to which the Senator voted to limit him. 

Mr. MORGAN. But he did not act in obedience to the act at 


all. He acted con to it. 
Mr. SPOONER, ell, Ido not know what there is in the act 
that he disobeyed. 


Mr. MORGAN. There is no war with Panama; there isno in- 
dependence—— 

Mr. SPOONER. That is another thing. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no independent republic down there 


or anything of the sort. It is a simple question of going on and 
disposing of the negotiations. 


Mr. SPOONER. That is another thing. That has nothing to 
So vs the question of whether the President violated the canal 
act or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ithink it has. 

Mr. SPOONER. That has to do with the question whether 
he violated the Constitution and international law. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say that if there ever was a way of 
complying with that canal act it was in the mind of tha honora- 
ble Senator from Wisconsin when he p it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course I had no thought when the canal 
bill was prepara that this situation would confront the United 
175 5 one of us had, I suppose. The President had not; but 
it came. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In any event the President would 
have been e ted to obtain the Panama route. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; as the Senator from Connecticut sug- 
gests, if we had anticipated it I suppose it would have been ex- 
pected that the President would use every honorable and lawful 
effort to obtain the Panama route, if not from Colombia from the 
Republic of Panama. 

But what I have been discussing, Mr. President, is simply the 

uestion of whether it has been just or in any degree fair, taking 
the act itself and the history of it upon that particular phase of 
the case, to make this chargo against the President. It is so 
utterly baseless and without foundation that it should have and 
will have no more weight in public estimation than the snowflake 
which falls upon one’s coat sleeve. 
HAY-HERRAN TREATY AND TREATMENT IT RECEIVED AT BOGOTA. 

The Hay-Herran treaty was negotiated with Colombia. That 
was in obedience to the mandate of the act. It took a long while 
to negotiate it. I think Secretary Hay would be willing to say 
that never, in all his splendid career as a diplomat, has he encoun- 
tered a negotiation so irritating, such a tax upon his patience, 
and so full of variableness, with demands upon demands, always 
increasing. The best he could obtain he secured. 

I do not think there was a man on either side of the Chamber 
who liked that treaty. I did not conceive it possible that Colom- 
bia could object to it; but I want to say now, Mr. President, that 
I think no government ever was more shabbily treated than was 
„ by the manner in which that treaty was handled 
at Bogota. 

Colombia sought that treaty. Colombia twice had lodged a 
protest against our going to Nicaragua because of the immense 
superiority of the Panama route, and because of the detriment it 
would be to the interests of Colombia. 

In 1902 Colombia, in the treaty with Herrera, a man who had 
fought valiantly during three years for reforms in government 
and for civil liberty, agreed to take up and submit promptly to 
the Colombian Congress the canal negotiation—this treaty signed, 
not by President Marroquin, but signed by his command by 
Doctor Herran, avery able lawyer. What happened the moment 
the treaty reached Bogota? 

Before the Colombian Con had been convened to consider 
the treaty the Government issued notice, December 24, 1902, to 
the New Panama Canal Company in Paris, asking them, both on 
behalf of the New Panama Canal Company and of the Panama 

i Company, to appoint an agent at that capital— 
who should be present at the time when the sessions of that high boag tako 


place, provided with ample and sufficient authority and power to with 
all the points which are to be settled with the company concerning the rights 
and obligations existing between it and this Republic. 

Adding: 

It will not be superfluous to inform you, in order that you may so notify 
the Panama Railroad Company— . 7 


The same language was addressed to the canal company— 
if yon think fit, that the Government will not in any way oppose and, 
on the contrary, will second and support the granting of the permission 
for the transfer of the concession, but it will demand and require, if there 
shall be occasion for it, a sum of an ee shall be previously u 
and the cancellation, on the part of the same company, of every (accion) un- 
dertaking and obligation which the Government a ae has contracted 
by virtue of the concession for the construction of Panama Railroad— 


Also canal— 
up to date on which it passes to the new concern. 

Secretary Hay justly resented this, because, while the treaty 
would not be binding on that country any more than on ours until 
ratified, upon the exchange of ratifications it relates back to the 
time of its signing; and it is settled in international law that pend- 
ing the signing of a treaty and its ratification or rejection nothing 
shall be done by either government in violation of its terms as a 
tentative agreement. If Senators will think for a moment they 
will see that such an understanding is a necessity to treaty nego- 
tiation and obligation. 

By the very first article of the Hay-Herran treaty Colombia as- 
sented to the transfer to this Government of the canal and rail- 
road concessions. Those concessions, with the property which 
had been acquired under them, were what we were to buy and 
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yog POOOR SE raa: a F and 
insisted upon incorpora in a provi- 
o 
capital of the New Seana Cane) Coops eee under 
the provision, however, to be im upon or assumed by the 
United States. This meant a payment to regs! the canal com- 


Colombia, of 
15 8 


Calenb i 
time. She ha, bed tis noe power, and the timo was expiring, to forfeit 
the franchise and take to herself the entire Of course 
it would be a piece of national robbery 
company issued 5,000,000 francs of stock, and it was nominated 
in this treaty that it e akould be taken upat least at par. Although 
5 to do it, it was said that we were not to 
oit. 

What did that mean? It meant that Colombia could refuse to 
ratify the treaty or could refuse to exchange the ratification with 
us without offense to us until after the canal company or its rep- 
resentatives had taken up at par that 

But think of a treaty, by the diplomatic representatrive 
of both countries, the first part of which assented to the transfer 
to the United States of the canal concessions and property, the rail- 
way concession and with a provision as to payment fos 
the redemption of s at par, . 
before, it reached Bogota the papers show, those companies were 

summoned to provide a representative who would enter into an 
agreement with Colombia canceling these concessions which were 
to be conveyed to us upon such conditions as C might pre- | cession 
scribe! And Senators say we have no cause of complaint against 
Colombia, because the treaty was not ratified. I am not talking 
about that. Iam speaking of the act of the administration there 
which 1 tear’ the treaty. It was a gross act of bad faith. 
Marroquin. 


Mr. SPOONER. Marroquin. Secretary Hay, with proper in- 
dignation, resented it „5 t in words: 

The gaens of Colombia to the sale of the canal company's 
concessions to Sem ted States is a matter of are 
nations. It has not been granted by Colombia 5 but 
also to the United States. To that agreement 3 the canal nor the 
. T1 oe 
national compacts to — Be degree of an 
tion. Such a course would be cnsisteat neither with the 
cog — nor with ee interests. 


Tenders any such plan wholly — 
Mr. MORGAN. T£ the Senator will allow me, that was because 

the of Colombia, to whom we referred the the treaty for 

ratification, could not agree with Marroquin about the terms. 
canes Se ace The Congress at that time had not been as- 


tr MORGAN. What time does the Senator refer to? 
Mr. SPOONER. I am talking about an early day after the 
treaty g ot down there. It was before the session of Congress. 
Mr. MORGAN. Congress stood on the ground definitely and 
distinctly that Marroquin did not have the constitutional power 
to make the agreements, and proposed to amend the constitution 
so that he woes have the power, 


some 
Then, before Congress assembled, the minister of finance, Gen- 
eral Fernandez, issued a direction 


2 | speaks“ 


ofit. Whoever — 5 such a thing before negotiating a treaty 
Government 


— — — soy batt 8 don of Colom, 
not only in money but in ent, a portien o om- 
bia, and before the Congress assembles the President who negoti- 
ated i e agent Ahah no oaa Doi caze 
whether it is ratified or rejected? It would require a government 
without much sense of dignity not to consider it an unfriendly 


thing. 
55 MORGAN. That is what I thought about it when I op- 


press he Dar Bere erran treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; I know the Senator thought about every- 
bay ere human being could think about, and therefore 
the tht about that. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘The ol thority 3 of 

7 yau ey in 
the Senate there j the rejection of the 
ers grounds isthe i Sena from 


bama. 
Mr. MORGAN, That is not the 7 case where a certain indi 
8 been accused of 


of | made in the Senate. It was an interview. It only shows how 


careful we who are in the Senate ought to be about our obser- 
vations in public concerning international matters which are 


Mr. MORGAN. Still it does seem, if the Senator will alow aoe 


to suggest it merely, that was some occasion for havi 
1 vide for that million dollars w ich 
we said trae not owe, which should be paid. epee 


there to enter into an ry 
which were to be transferred, with the consent of Colonie E 
the United States. Itis one thing to secure the payment of the 
million dollars and another thing to attempt, 5 of the 
eee ete Oe eee con- 
ten or fifteen million dollars. I think I am 
3 VVFFVVTVTTVTT ore: tebe 
received suc pine hangs pect geld ieeneg oE ot 
8 1 ht ee ee eee 
tho treaty as t at ‘ore it was sen gress. 

eMe MO 8 5 rote it was 55 
and very ungra act on the of Marroquin, particularly as 
the President of the United States had just Within a few months 
before used the Navy of the United States to hold him in power 
ways thought it was a very ungrateful thing on his part. 
Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that after a little. The Senator 
words of truth and soberness.“ The President of the 
States did use the Navy and the marines—that was the 


effect of it 
Mr. MORGAN. To keep him in 
Mr. SPOONER. 3 that is, to sustain the 
existing government. For fifty years the presence of our war 
ships and the intervention, ten or twelve times, of our blue a 
a ed the ee e A of ee eee ee 
of hope for liberty, against the people o 3 
Mr. MORGAN. FCC 


Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that. 
THEIR ALLEGED GROUNDS OF REJECTION MERE PRETEXTS. 


Iam not going at length into this, but I want to put into the 
Recorp some quotations from the dispatches, The 


power to alienate territory is laid down in all the interna- 

5 be 5 eee almost a test of 
sovereign say a sovereign 
not bound y restrictions to other countries; has not the power bo 
grant by treaty a servitude fora great publicwerk is the sheerest 
and baldest nonsense. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unless it is prohibited from doing it by the 
constitution. 


Mr.SPOONER. It wasnot prohibited by the constitution from 
3 doa ie & provision im the oonihtation concerning the 
y the President to away “national 85 


contract 
— Previous authorization. If he could do it with previous 
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authorization, and he had contracted it away without previous 
authorization, the legislative body could make it valid by ratify- 


ing it. But there is a separate on in their constitution, 
entirely distinct, containing provisions as to international nego- 
tiations and compacts. It confers upon the President the same 
power that our Constitution eonfers upon our President to con- 
duct foreign relations and to negotiate treaties, which are to be 
ratified by the Congress. Under that clause it was perfectly 
constitutional. 

Mr. President, no ground can be found, and I have heard none 
suggested, upon which can be predicated a contention that Colom- 
bia was not absolutely free, had she so desired, to grant this ease- 
ment. And the insincerity of it all is found in the two cable- 

offers after trouble came in Panama, that if the United 
States would ae the old 8 of — = fasten iao asaca 
of slavery and tyranny u the people of Panama they woul: 
give us the treaty just as u had been signed. M uin would 
roclaim martial law, and under authority of the constitution, 
1 decree, ratify the treaty. 

So, Mr. President, and I do not mean to too harshly of 
any government, I am only discussing the situation as it is, we 
have had from the beginning trouble with Colombia. Iwill show 
it as I go along. I wish to hurry through this branch. And the 
other point upon which they found so much difficulty was that 
the treaty provided for a court to be created by the United States, 
under authority of the treaty, to sit in the canal strip and decide 
cases between citizens of the United States and between citizens 
of countries other than Colombia and citizens of the United 
States. They alleged it to be an invasion of their sovereignty. 
We had expressly recognized the sovereignty of Colombia. Every 
line in that treaty, some of them going almost too far for our own 
self-respect, safeguarded the sovereignty of Colombia. 

But if there is anything settled by our Supreme Court, settled 
in the international law books all over the world, it is that it is 
entirely competent to agree by treaty for judicial tribunals es- 
tablished by one of the treaty-making powers within the bound- 
ary of another to execute there between its citizens its laws. 

The treaty-making power vested in our Government extends to all proper 
10} age of negotiation with foreign governments. It can, equally with any 
of the former or present governments of Europe, make treaties providing 
for the exercise of judi authority in other countries by its o ap- 
pointed to reside therein. (Ross v. McIntire, 140 U. S., 453.) 

Such treaties of jurisdiction as have been made in modern times generall: 
provide for the establishment ot special courts for the settlement of su 
questions as may arise between foreigners not domiciled (transeuntes), or be- 
tween such foreigners and the subjects of the country in which they reside, 
or for the exercise of jurisdiction over the same classes of persons by consuls 
or commercial agents. Special courts of the type referred to existed at an 
early day under conventions entered into between Great Britain and Portu- 
gal. (Taylor's International Public Law, sec. 85, p. 875.) 

And the utter folly and insincerity of their contention about 
that is shown by the fact that in the act which they proposed, 
authorizing a treaty with us, they provided as follows: 


ralty jurisdiction, which tribunals shall be composed of jurists named in 


onal nuer by each of the two Governments, and the laws and regulations | b 
W. 


they may agree upon shall be in force. 


My friend the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] will see in 
a moment that that might be called a concession of sovereignty. 
The treaty left the enforcement of the criminal laws for other 
tribunals, not to the tribunal provided for by the treaty. 

They raised the price, some demanding $15,000,000 from the 
United States and $10,000,000 from the canal company, and Lo- 
renzo Marroquin, a senator and the son of the President, insisted 
upon a total of $35,000,000. After they had rejected the treaty 
on August 12 the committee to which the subject had been re- 
ferred introduced a bill saree: the disapproval and prescrib- 
ing the terms upon which the Government was authorized to 
negotiate with governments and private parties for an interoce- 
anic canal (S. . No. 51, 2d sess. 58th Cong.), in which they 

vided that Colombia would permit the New Panama Canal 
8 to transfer its rights and engagements to any other 
government, provided the said company fulfills certain conditions, 
as follows: 

First. When the transfer is made, the payment to Colombia of 
50,000,000 francs, surrender of 500,000 hectares of public land, 
Colombia herself to grant a zone 10 miles wide for the sole end 
of constructing, maintaining, and operating a canal, etc., the 
duration of this right to be for one hundred years, renewable at 

tion of concessioner for equal periods, with an annual rental 
of $150,000 gold up to the year 1967, and $400,000 from 1968 and 
thereafter for periods of equal duration, provided the concessioner 
agrees to increase in the proportion of 25 to 100 above the maxi- 
mum bases of the preceding period the annual rental sum,’’ and 
in addition ‘‘an initial compensation for the granting of the 

right,“ etc., the contracting government shall pay to Colombia 


~ 


as a minimum the sum of $20,000,000 in American gold upon the 
ratifications of the treaty.” 
ULTIMATE PURPOSE OF DELAYS AND REJECTION. 
But the ultimate and real strategy of the Colombian Congress 
is indicated by the following quotation from Minister Beaupré’s 
letter of September 30, 1903, to Mr. Hay: 


It is said, and generally believed in this city, that there is a project on foot 
among certain Senators to annul the arrangement entered into by the Colom- 
bian Government and the French Canal Company in 1%, extending the fran- 
chise and privilegesof that company. Even men good enough to be candidates 
for president are advocating this m withallseriousnessand solemnity. It 
is urged that Con has full power to either annul or ratify the action of 
the Government in this matter, and that if the arrangement made extending 
the contract is declared null and void, the French company’s rights and in- 
terests on the Isthmus cease to exist, and Colombia could then arrange with 
the United States to receive not only the $10,000,000 offered her, but the 
$40,000,000 offered the company. 


And this scheme found its way into a formal report on the bill 
to authorize the President to negotiate a new treaty. We could 
not have been a party, of course, to such a scheme of robbery. I 
desire to call the attention of the Senate to this report. and then 
I will be through with this branch of the subject. This record 
is a painful one: 


rejection Aer) Senate and because the time for the exchange of its ratifica- 
of September, has already expired, without ed extension hay- 
ing been provided or asked for, Conse ently 8 state of the case is the 


This is it: 

The treaty concluded April 4, 1893, which amended those of March 2, 
1878, and December 10, 1890, granted to the New Panama Canal Company an 
extension of ten years—that is to say, until December 31,1904. Consequently, 
even without a new extension, the oompany will be in the full enjoyment of 
its rights and privileges until October of the coming year. But there is 
another consideration: The legislative decree No. 721 of 1900 granted to the 
company anew extension of six years, which to be reckoned next year 
and will end October 31, 1910. 

One point now remains to be examined, which has so often been discussed 
o kh dst a point which, now that the matter is under discussion, should 


Is the extension granted by that legislative decree valid or not? 


They had had for some years the million dollars paid for it. 

In the first case—that is to say, if it is considered valid—seven years must 
elapse before the extension expires, and therefore 12 law concerning au- 
thorizations seems premature. as sessions might still be held Which 
would be able to examine the matter and to legislate concerning it with bet- 
ter data and evidence than the present Congress has; and if the extension is 
not valid, the fons of the n changes entirely, and the basis of discussion 
will be quite different. By the glat of October of next year—that is say, when 
the next Congress shall have met in ordinary session—the extension will have 
expired and every privilege with it. In that case— 


Now they quote from the concession— 


“the Republic will become the possessor and owner, without any need of a 
icial decision and without any indemnity, of the —.— i aÀ 


revious j and 
of the adjuncts that belong to it, according to the contracts of 1878 and 1900.” 
When that time arrives Republic, without any impediment, will be able 


to contract— 


3 Republic, without any impediment, will be able to con- 
t 3 | en 


t is seen, therefore, that it is the duty of Con to decide, as a previous 
question that can not ed, concerning the validity of the extension 
granted in 1900. We ven nothing on the subject, and we 


n in ad- 
vance, the decision of Co g that it 


does a sted pa 5 is well to 3 seer ef y isur be nec- 
In e e e & essary 
— the 9 the: ti of 5,00, 000 ane with interest. 155 * 

Out of the $40,000,000 or the $50,000,000, Which having become 
the owner of the whole property by forfeiture and declaration of 
the invalidity of the extension Colombia expected to take—she 
would pay back to the company the 5,000,000 francs. 

Mr. TELLER. Had there been any other extension? 

Mr. SPOONER. There had been extensions, but they had all 
been paid for and all had been made by the legislature except this 
one made by the President while the constitution was suspended 
during revolution. 

It is no wonder—and Senators ought not to forget this—that Pre- 
mier Delcasse, speaking upon this subject in France—and France 
knows, as every government is bound to know, what transpires 
in the different nations affecting its international interests or 
affecting the interests of its subjects or its citizens—said that the 
could not tolerate that proposed action. It could not be 2 

By the way, I observe, going over these papers, notwithstanding 
the power of the United States, notwithstanding our guaranty un- 
der the treaty of 1846, that on more than one of the many occa- 
sions when there has been strife on that Isthmus revolution there 
against the tyranny of Colombia—and our war ships were there to 
look after the interests of our people and the lives of our people, 
French war ships have been there, too. On one of the last occa- 
sions the Suchet and the Protet, two French war ships, were 
there. They were not far away when the trouble came, and one 
of their officers requested of our commanding officer permission to 


1904. 


land his marines to protect the men at work on the canal owned 
by the French 3 Our officer declined, and he was informed 
by the French officer that if he were not permitted to go ashore for 
that purpose fault would be found with him by his Government, 
and our commander permitted him to do so. 

And it is not the first time, either, that the French have landed 
men there to look after French interests. With this record of pro- 
posed spoliation, with the whole history of Colombia’s treatment 
of this canal and of the concession—the proposition to forfeit it, 
to invalidate the extension, to cut off the French ownership and 
take it to Colombia as if she had created it—you may find fault 
with Mr. Loomis for saying it; you may ask the Senate to reject 
the treaty to rebuke what you deem an indiscretion in a sub-Sec- 
retary of State, but I have no doubt thatif on the 12th day of Au- 
gost the President had abandoned the Isthmus of Panama and 

d gone to Nicaragua, had keptour 2 from there, there 
would have been ships at Colon and at Panama, and they would 
not have been our ships. < 

Mr. MORGAN. What would they have done? 

Mr. SPOONER. They would have looked after the interests of 
Frenchmen on that Isthmus. Every government worthy of the 
name looks after the interests of its people anywhere in the world 
when threatened with outrage. We could not permit France or 
any other government to take our place on that Isthmus. 

. MORGAN. That is what they did when they made that 
compact with Panama. 

Mr. SPOONER. What who did? 

Mr. MORGAN, France. 

Mr. SPOONER. What compact? 

Mr. MORGAN. Delcasse. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, Mr. President, what Franc2 did was just 
what any other government would do. She deferred recogni- 
tion until adequately assured that the new government would 
do justice and keep faith as to French interests on the Isth- 
mus. That is only an assurance. It is an assurance which 
France believed would be kept. But notwithstanding our guar- 
anty of soyereignty and neutrality there, France has a right 
if we fail, to protect the interests of her people. What would 
have been said about the President of the United States if 
he had negotiated a treaty with Nicaragua in hot haste, with 
that impulsive speed which is imputed to him here so glibly, 
which he did not happen to possess? There would have a 
French fleet down there locking after French interests, and the 
President would have been denounced here for his sacrifice of 
American interests. 

TREATY OF 186, ARTICLE 35. 


At last I come to article 35 of the treaty of 1846. I do not look 
upon it exactly as some of the Senators do. Article 35 was greatly 
desired by New Granada. The minister of the United States ob- 
jected very strongly to the insertion of article 85 in a treaty of 
commerce and amity. He says: 

With oe 2 obser vn er I 8 you = 5 3 ved 8 V3 

5 m; 
Non 10 — — this . — 8 cal. a Ege 

I turn for a moment to the exposition of Mr. Mallarino, who 
was the foreign minister. It isa very interesting side light on 
this obligation. Itcontains one sentence that has been strangely 
ignored, perhaps compulsorily ignored, as to a subsequent and 
complementary convention in which the transit of the oceanic 

should be arranged and its permanent neutrality strength- 
ened.” It has come at last. He speaks of the grasping policy of 
Great Britain, how she is attempting to seize the mouth of the 
Orinoco, how she is gradually enlarging and strengthening her 
hold upon different portions of South America, how she is corral- 
ing, if I may use that word, commercial spots here and there, 
which threaten the permanent interest of the United States, 
which, in this minister’s judgment, bode no good in the long ran 
to the South American republics, 
- And continues— 


From these facts and general considerations may be inferred the urgent 
necessity in which the United States are— 


That is urged from New Granada— 


of inte: their moral influence, and even their material strength, be- 
tween the weakness of the new republics and the ambitious views of the 
commercial nations of and particularly of Great Britain. This pro- 
tecting mediation must have an entirely peaceful and conventional origi 
as its effects would necessarily touch upon, or be referent to, the li of 
the American seas, and the mercantile interest of this h here, as w 
the exportations of its productions, to be freely exchanged ina 
SH Sag Ut al oda ical advantages forall Tapore 
which oug) o W. e van or all im 

On account of ed e and for the a convenience of not awakening in- 
ternational jealousies by 55 12 the gua: of 
ng ad owe a to be given by the United States, ought to be inci: 
tally i: uced in treaties of commerce, asa part of and subordinate to tem 

Afraid to do it singly, afraid to put it in a treaty the sole ob- 
ject of which it should be, he felt that their interest and ours 


required that it should be in a treaty, as 1 have read it, full of 
provisions about amity and commerce and reciprocity— 
but this should be done so that at the same time that the freedom of the seas 


should be assured, the nations of > should be compelled to abandon 
their anti-American plans, and Great Britain her plans of territorial encroach- 
ments; or, in case they should not abandon them, that their trade should 
suffer the da: es consequent on the want of a participation in the fran- 
chises that the United States would thus acquire. 

This end is simply and naturally to be obtained b 5 in favor of 
the United States, the total repeal of the differential duties as a compensa- 
tion of the obligation they impose upon the ves of guaranteeing the ti- 
mate and complete or integral ion of those portions of territo: 
the universal mercantile interests require to be free and open to all ns.“ 


In the Granadian treaty this ty of territorial pro and neutrali 
would only refer to the rovinees of the Isthmus from the jar om 


extremity unto the boun of Costa Rica. 

Then he adds: 

When a treaty containing such a stipulation shall exist between New Gra- 
nada and the United States—and it could be completed and perfected a 
subsequent and complementary conventi in which the transit of the in 
8 should be arranged and its permanent neutrality st 
ened—half the plans of Great Britain would fall by themselves, as it would no 
longer be possible for her to encroach upon the us nor to free herself 
from the rapid consequences of the mercantile ity under which she 
would have to suffer, unless she invited New Granada to alter, upon the same 
conditions, the British treaty. 

5 is the key which unlocks the whole purpose which led to 
article 35. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to refer for a moment to this arti- 
cle—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Article 35? 

Mr. SPOONER. Article 35—to our rights under it and to our 
duties under it. Iwant to show, if Ican, that the argument made 
on the other side in opposition to this treaty. so far as it is based 
on article 35, places the United States in a position of having guar- 
anteed the neutrality of the Isthmus, the rights of sovereignty 
and property of New Granada, later Colombia, on the Isthmus, 
without our acquiring in exchange for it any right whatever, and 
worse, perhaps losing the right that all nations without treaty 
may exercise, of protecting their citizens or subjects in a country 
which can not or will not protect them. 

_ Senators can not read out of article 35 everything that is essen- 
tial to the United States and leave in it everything that was put 
there for Colombia or New Granada as compensation for a grant. 

First. For the better understanding of the articles, it is 
has been stipulated between the high contrac parties that ‘the Tuona — 
vessels, and merchandise of the United States s enjoy in the ports 
New Granada, including those of the part of the Granadian territory gener- 
ally denominated Isthmus of Panama, from its southernmost extremity until 
the boundary of Costa Rica, all the exemptions, pri and immunities 
concerning commerce and navigation which are now or may hereafter be 
. Warhead ta the TEE tees 
and merchandise of the United States in their transit dorota the tad tact 
tory from one sea to the other. . 

Now, we come to this language, which some Senators would 
practically eliminate from the treaty: 

The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Governm 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Tatamu of — 
upon any modes of communication t no 
a ae ro ee shall be open and free to the Government i had 

To the Government— 
and citizens of the United States, and for the tra 
of produce, manufactures, or merchandise of lawf 
the citizens of the United States— 

This is a grant of the right of way or transit, not simply to our 
commerce, not simply to our citizens, but to the Government of 
the United States and the commeyce of its citizens 
that no other tolls or charges shall be levied or collected 
the United States, or their said merchandise thus . 
can 

Some one said the other day that a canal was not mentioned in 
Article XXXV— 
that may be made by the Government of New Granada, or by the authority of 
the same, than is under like circumstances levied d 
g eoid e uponand collected from the 

I omit some language that is not pertinent to my discussion. 

And, in order to secure to themselves 

That is ourselyes— 
the tranquil and constant enj tof these advant. i 
„5 . E 

That refers to the right of way or transit, because they say 
and for the favors they have acquired by the fı fifth, and sixth 
x 255 Beato iy 55 States guarantee positively „ 85 

e n 
Ney Granada, y present stip on, the perfect neutrality of the be- 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. g 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will look at the third and fourth 
epin see that there are some other privileges granted besides 

Mr. SPOONER. I know that, 


tion of any articles 
commerce belonging to 
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Mr. TELLER. I think that refers to the admission of our 
goods into Colombia, not to transit. 

Mr. SPOONER. But if they had referred to that they would 
have put the eee Pe eee ee in fi fifth, 


and sixth. No man can read this d believe for a moment that 


ing of the blood of our soldiers and serra aac laced in 

Article X for nothing. It is very si tin his 
elaborate “exposition of m Mr. 
argument entirely to article 35, and makes no mention of the com- 
mercial phases of the treaty except as a pretext or cover for arti- 
cle 35 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not answering the Senator, 

Mr. TELLER. Allow me to say—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not intend 

Mr. TELLER. I said there were other considerations beside 
12 — transit. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not controverting what the Senator 
said. I hope the Senator will do me the favor, because I turn to 
him in rather an earnest manner sometimes—I can not help it 
not to suppose that I am controverting something he said or 
challenging him to controvert something I said. I do not mean 
that. ‘ 


And in order to secure to themselves the tranquil and constant enjo 
of · SOVEN INESS S sap —ç— the favors ta bey ey acquired by the Parth. 


thi . tively 
ang aficaciouniy to New Granada by the present he Le gerne a a ag 


That is the whole Isthmus. It is described here in the begin- 
ning of the article, ro ee Ne aed a ea a aad a eal 
the of Costa Rica. Itis not simply the railroad transit 


with the view— 

Here isspeaking language. Here is expressed the object of this 
great peep ste domme hyn which may mean at any time untold 
expense and vast costin life— 

the one to the other 
TASEA A E fakes Sane one ——— „ 


Of course it was a 3 


the United States also in the same manner, the rights of sover- 
F New Granada has and possesses over the said ter- 
tory. 


OUR RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS UNDER ARTICLE 35, TREATY 1816. 

Now, Mr, President, what did we get by that grant, and what 
were we to do in consideration of it? We received for the Gov- 
ernment and our people as well-defined a right of passage for the 
Government and the commerce of its citizens across the Isthmus 
bes sae mitad, highway, or canal as could be placed in an 
instrument. 


Some one has said that itis a secondary obligation. I think 
= IfI guarantee my own contract, thatis not secondary. If 
the Senator guarantees my contract, that is secondary. The pri- 
liability is on me; the secondary liability is on him. 
mW here there is a sovereign grantor there are two elements. 
The first is a grant. It is contained in the large word guarantees.“ 
A grant of what? A grant of the right of way or transit across 
the Isthmus, as is here stated. What is the guaranty in addition 
to the grant? It is like the individual warranty of a grant be- 
tween man and man in a sense. It is the sovereign grantor’s 
to make good the grant and to keep it good. It rested with 
no other government to make good Colombia's grant of the right 
of way for which we were to pay war, millions, and blood for 
8 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I should like to say to the Sena- 
tor that I have not heard anyone dispute the proposition he has 
ust laid down, that wo had the right of transit, and that Colom- 
had bound herself to protect it. 
hs, Sp SPOONER. That been challenged. The Senator did 


ir TELL I did not challenge it, certainly. 
And he will not challenge it. But this propo- 
— ait down, that assuming the grant and the sover- 
5 guaranty to make it and keep it good, we had no right under 
to 5 good in any event ourselves except on the 


other 
Bm ao mae eas mete 
terrupt him unduly. I took some time in the presentation of 
this case, and I do not like to be on it because 
the Senator thinks somebody else took some other view. 


his as great as it wo 


= SPOONER. No; I — not 8 the Senator's position. 
Mr. TELLER. I think w had the right of transit across that 
CCC eee ee 
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have been if we had built it, except that we 
would not have got a profit perhaps. I mean the right of transit 
would have been the same. I did not know that anyone seriously 
contended that e I certainly did not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not understood that the Senator did 
contend an: con to what I am contending. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I can not say that I did on that proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. ie Darat An DA taal LONE S ees ars TMA 


canal on the should liko k route and the 3 z had a canal 
8 mbia could not 
shut us out because we bad another way of getting across the 
Isthmus; and if she did, what our relations would be and what 
our rights would be would be an entirely different question, which 
I do not think it is now worth while to go into. 
Does the Senator wish to finish to-night? 
Mr.SPOONER. Iam mortified to have goneonsolong. Iam 
willing, if it is the desire of the Senate, to continue for a while 


ae CULLO me Is ami inclined to think that the Senator would 
esire morrow—— 
Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not. 

Mr. CULLOM. And that we should adjourn until Saturday 


morning. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senate ought not to be in session 


to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. Unless it may be in session for a little while. 

Mr. 3 NER. But it ought not to be in session for business 
prai y. 

CULLOM. Not very long. I am glad the Senator from 
Maryland —.— . GORMAN] has come into the Chamber. The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin can not conclude his speech to-night, and 
lest we may be crowded on Monday and Tuesday, as we have 
agreed to vote on Tuesday, I am inclined to think that we ought 
to adjourn until Saturday morning. I think we had better meet 
on Saturday at noon so that the Senator’s speech may be con- 
cluded, and so that any other Senator who then desires to be heard 
may have the opportunity to speak. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose it is not intended to have anything 
more than a formal session to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not think we ought to sit to-morrow. 

Mr. TELLER. I think it is proper that we should not sit to- 
morrow under the circumstances which surround us, 

Mr. GORMAN. I think we should adjourn over to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me we ought to adjourn over to- 
morrow and sit on Saturday on account of the speeches to be 
made in open 8 which 5 not be concluded with- 
out crowding Senators who to speak if we should adjourn 
from to-day until ae 

Mr. SPOONER. ident, I was ready to spesk some 
days ago, but was prevented from doing so for three or four days 
by reason of trouble with my throat, and of course the calami Tull, 
which has since befallen us has disarranged 2 1 
however, go on and finish this afternoon if it is desired. 

å 2575 CULLOM. I think the Senator had better not attempt to 
o that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iwill do so, if it is desired by Senators on the 
other side, because I do not want to occupy time. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SpoonER]) will adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. CULLOM O SJOKE age nao 

Mr. M. If the Senator from Wisconsin will yield to 
me, I will move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 


A POONER. Va Very well. 


ADJOURNMENT TO SATURDAY. 
Mr. CULLOM. 777... ͤ apaa 
to- day it be to 
The PRESIDING “OFFICER Gr. Kean in the chair). The 
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uestion is on the motion of the Senator from Illinois that when on . 5 . Spray, a me ee 


Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr, CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Saturday, February 
20, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 18, 1904. 
CONSULS ‘TRANSFERRED. 

William Ross Davis, of Ohio, now consul at Alexandretta, Tur- 
key, to be consul of the United States at Martinique, West Indies, 
vice John F. Jewell, nominated to be consul at Alexandretta. 

John F. Jewell, of Illinois, now consul at Martinique, West 
Indies, to be consul of the United States at Alexandretta, Turkey, 
vice William Ross Davis, nominated to be consul at Martinique. 

MEMBER OF PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 

W. Cameron Forbes, of Massachusetts, to be a member of the 
Philippine Commission and to be secretary of the department of 
commerce and police in the government of the 8 8 Islands, 
to succeed as member of the Commission William H. Taft, ap- 
pointed Secretary of War, and to succeed as secretary of the de- 
partment of commerce and police Luke E. Wright, appointed 
civil governor, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander James K. Cogswell to be a captain in the Navy from 
the ary day of February, 1904, vice Capt. les C, Cornwell, de- 
ceased. 

Commander William H. Everett to be a captain in the Na 
from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Capt. Caspar F. Good. 
rich, promoted. 

Ensign James B. Gilmer to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, having completed three 
years’ service in his present grade. 

Elijah H. Cope, a citizen of Tennessee, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 13th day of February, 1904, to filla 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 


POSTMASTERS, 
ALASKA. 
Gustav Spongberg to be postmaster at Valdez, Alaska. Office 
became Presidential January 1, 1904. 
ILLINOIS. 


William T. Thorp to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Illinois, in place of William T. Thorp. 
Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

INDIANA, 

Edwin S. Gilbert to be postmaster at Indiana Harbor, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana, Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1904. 

James E. Zook to be at Lima, in the county of La- 
grange and State of Indiana, Office became Presidential January 


1, 1904 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 

William Noble to be postmaster at South McAlester, in the 
Choctaw Nation, Ind. T., in place of William Noble. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires March 6, 1904, 

KENTUCKY. 

Charles G. Robinson to be r at Earlington, in the 
county of Hopkins and State of Kentucky, in place of Charles G. 
Robinson. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1904. 

MINNESOTA. 

John Atz to be postmaster at Hancock, in the county of Stevens 

and State of Minnesota. Office became Presidential January 1, 


‘ MISSOURI. 

Benjamin C. Klusmeier to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the 
county of Lewis and State of Missouri, in place of Benjamin 
Klusmeier, Incumbent's commission expired December 15, 1903. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Charles F. Hopkins to be postmaster at Boonton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in place of Charles F. Hop- 
kins. Incumbent’s commission expires February 19, 1904. 

Andrew Mercer to be postmaster at Lodi, in the county of Ber- 
gen and State of New Jersey. Office became Presidential January 


1904, 
i NORTH CAROLINA. 
Roy C. Flanagan to be postmaster at Greenville, in the coun 
of Pitt and State of North Carolina, in place of James J. Perkins. 
Incumbent's commission expires February 19, 1904. 


Presidential July 1, 1902. 
UTAH. 


Stephen W. Ross to be postmaster at Lehi, late Lehi City, in the 
county of Utah and State of Utah, in place of Stephen W. Ross. 
To change name of office. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 18, 1904, 
MARSHAL. 


George K. Pritchard, of North Carolina, to be United States 
mahal for the central district of Indian Territory. 


POSTMASTERS. 
INDIAN A. 


eee at Montezuma, in the county 
iana f 


LOUISIANA. 
Albert H. Bassett to be poranse at Kentwood, in the parish 
of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana. 
Levi P. Carter to be postmaster at Bunkie, in the parish of 
Avoyelles and State of Louisiana. 
tm at Lafayette, in the 
nisiana, 


Joseph R. Domengeaux to be 
parish of Lafayette and State of 

Ernest A. Dupont to be postmaster at Houma, in the parish of 
Terrebonne and State of Louisiana. 

Edward E. Fitzgerald to be postmaster at Minden, in the parish 
of Webster and State of Louisiana. 

John W. Miller to be postmaster at Alexandria, in the parish of 
Rapides and State of Lonisiana. 

Rutis Morgan to be postmaster at New Roads, in the parish of 
Pointe Coupee and State of Lonisiana. 

S. F. Steere to be postmaster at Shreveport, in the parish of 
Caddo and State of Lonisiana. 

Jessie B. Wells to be postmaster at Leesville, in the parish of 
Vernon and State of Louisiana, 

MISSISSIPPI. 

Irene F. Elliott to be postmaster at Okolona, in the county of 
Chickasaw and State of Mississippi. 

Thomas F. Logan to be postmaster at Friar Point, in the county 
of Coahoma and State of Mississippi. 

John R. Matthews to be postmaster at Wesson, in the county 
of Copiah and State of Mississippi. 

Wade H. Phyfer to be postmaster at New Albany, in the county 
of Union and State of Mississippi. 

Thomas Richardson to be postmaster at Port Gibson, in the 
county of Claiborne and State of Mississippi. 

NEBRASKA. 

James L. Lashbrook to be postmaster at Oxford, in the county 

of Furnas and State of Nebraska. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

Edmund K. Cavileer to be ster at Pembina, in the 
county of Pembina and State of North Dakota. 

Emil O. Ellison to be postmaster at La Moure, in the county 
of La Moure and State of North Dakota. 

Arthur H. Johnson to be postmaster at Drayton, in the county 
of Pembina and State of North Dakota. 


John G. Lowry to be 
of Parke and State of In 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 18, 1904. 


The Honse met at 12 o’clock noon. - 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CouDeN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 10954. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
83 bse the e e = 15 fiscal year ending June 

5 and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 3400. An act toamend the act entitled “An act granting a pen- 
sion to Flora Stanton Kalk,” approved February 25, 1899; 

8 2947. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas But- 

n; 

S. 2924. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 


Cormany; 
S. 3166. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi B. Lewis; 
S. 2889. An act granting an increase of pension to John Beaird; 
S. 2858. An act granting an increase of pension to Delia B, 
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S. 2841. An act granting a pension to Jane Patterson; 


1 An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet Bil- 
1 oeo. An act granting an increase of pension to David M. 
e 2568 An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus Faw- 
"S. 2250. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna Pritch- 


S. 2245, An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz; 
S: 2236. An act granting an increase of pension to James Reed: 
S. 2230. An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda C. 


Lothrop; 
Lan An acé granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
8. 2217. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 


iggs; 
8. 2215, o Hoffecker; 
Saban An act granting an increase of pension to George A. 
S. 2126. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wil- 
liams, alias Thomas W. Lennox; 
S. 2103. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. Me- 


Vey; 

Sims. An act granting an increas» of pension to Julia A. 

Steed, An act granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 
ae 


Barlow; 
Sh 1947. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
ndge; 
8. 1056. 1 ˙ s sean Nate ghia Craig; 
a 1954. An act granting an increase of pension to Benton D, 
itner; 
S. 1953, An act granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 
S. 1937. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


Richards; 
Bak, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
er; 
S. 1911. An act granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W. 


Severance; 
8. 1799. An act granting an increase of pension Charles E. 


Decker 
8. 1902, An act granting an increase of pension to Isazs M. 


ch; 
S. 1689. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Houghton; 
8. 1688. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


Be 
8. 1597. An act granting a pension to 5 — D. Mayhew; 
S. 1532, An act granting an increase of ion to Electa Allen; 
8. 1451. An act granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H. 
Hord 


5, 2061. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. | min 


S. 2561. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. 
S. 2797. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward A. | Friend; 


8. 2559. An act granting a pension to James Graham; 
ay 2558. An act granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. Kin- 


* 2557. An act granting a pension to Johniken L. M 
An act granting an increase of pension to 15 W. 


Jallison: 

8. 2548. An act granting an increase ot pension to Emma Me- 
rant 

8. „An act granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Severance; 

S. 2543. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella B. Green; 

aca An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 


Lar 
S. 2597, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Rob- 


erts; 
S. 2517. An act granting an increase of pension to ah Farr; 
S. 2509, An act granting an increase of pension to = te B. 


Edson; 

Wing; 2400. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
8. Siu. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee; 
S. 2440. An act granting an increase of nsion to George Olsen; 
S. 2418. An act granting a pension to Marit J Johnson; 

1 An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Joanna 

8; 

ag An act granting an increase of pension to William W, 

er; 

8. 2373, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Cum- 


gs; 
8. 2874. C REER A AORE T Moses; 
8. 2298. An act granting a pension to Patrick J. Conway; 
online An act CENNE ax e of pension to Catharine W. 

S. 880. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen W. (alias 
Albert) Hall; ; 

S. 797. ‘An act granting a pension to Mary H. Allen; 

S. 782. An act granting a pension to Mary D. Duval; 
Foda 594. An act granting an increase of pension to Finley T, 
ohnson 

8. 593. 555 of pension to William H. 


Horn 
8. 265. Anact granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray: 
S. 191. An act granting an increase of N eneen to Francis Roy; 
S. 189. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Wheeler; 
55 75 An act granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson 


whol An act granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 
icho; 
S. 136. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary T, 
Strickland; 
S. 980. An act granting an increase of pensicn to Mary von 


usserow 
S. 70. an act granting an increase of pension to John G. Brown; 


8. is, An act granting an increase of pension to George Pen- and 


S. 1358. An act granting an increase of pension to William W, 
Lackey 

8. 155. An act granting a pension to Robert Kelley; 

8. 1242. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas Davis; 

. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. 

Rebe 

8. 1255. An act granting an increase of pension to John Adam- 
son; 


S. 962. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits; 

S. 897. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 
Frogge; 

8. 80. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 


bro 
8. 601. An act granting an increase of to Erwin R. Cole; 
S. 889. An act granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 


8,205 An act granting an increase of pension to John Her- 

8.2643. An act granting an increase of pension to Malinda H. 

CS e An det granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar- 
—— 2570, An act granting an increase of pension to James Red- 
S. "2042. An act granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 
8. 2012. An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy; 


S. 38. An act granting an increase of pension to Miriam R. 
Adams. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12446) making 
appropriations for fortifications, and for other purposes, 

e motion was 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
holies House on the state of the Union, with Mr. SHERMAN in 

e chair. 

The C . The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of House 
bill 12446, the title of which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 5 
A bill (H. R. 12446) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of fense, for the armament f, for procurement of heavy 


ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

Mr, Ar. LITTAUER, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the formal first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, in presenting the fortifica- 
tion bill to the committee, I desire, in beginning, to call at- 
tention to the moderate expenditure proposed in comparison with 
the estimates submitted. The annual estimates submitted by 
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the Secretary of War amounted to $12,099,297; but, immediately 
on the assembling of Congress, additional estimate upon estimate 
was received, aggregating $9,473,900. A worse example of the 
abuse of the additional estimate I do not believe can be found in 
Congressional experience. The aggregate of these estimates is 
$21,573,197. Your committee have, after diligent investigation, 
reported to the House this bill, ree en es e of $5,038,- 
000 for continuing the coast-defense work in the United States 
and $1,138,000 for the beginning of the fortification of the har- 
bors of our insular possessions and $955,000 for the newly adopted 
type of field and mountain gun to be issued to the army in the 
field. The able chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
in presenting the urgent deficiency bill called the attention of the 
House, in his forcible and efficient manner, to where we are at 
in the comparison of estimated expenditure with estimated in- 
come and surplus. 

The imperative conclusion following his plain statement of 
facts and figures has been steadily borne in mind by your com- 
mittee 5: framing = WES Pgs item pA diture has been 
thoroughly examined wi e purpose o owing everything 
that was necessary and eliminating everything that was super- 
finous. 

An essential consideration in connection with this bill is the 
vast amount now being expended annually for national insur- 
ance.” The increasing expendituresof the Navy now amount to 
$109,000,000. Few of us believe and yet fewer desire that these 
shall be less in the near future. Weare ding for the Army, 
on the present basis of establishment, a like sum; and yet the 
country seems satisfied with these vast expenditures; for the 
people look upon them as upon the expenditure for coast fortifi- 
cations, as items of our national insurance, guaranties of peace, 
guaranties for the protection of our interests and our settled pol- 
icies, and precaution against any eventuality. 

Our investigations have led to an examination of the subject of 
coast defenses, based upon the conditions, methods, and means 
employed in the progress of this work to date and its cost, as well 
as a further examination of uncompleted projects, with their esti- 
mated cost for battery placements, for armaments, and for the 
men who will be required to man the guns when the work is 
completed. 

It is now about twenty years since the country realized that its 
coast fortifications, like its Navy at that time, were practically 
worthless, utterly inadequate to our needs, and required building 
up from the very bottom, for we had expended for coast fortifi- 
cations between 1875 and 1886 but $540,750 annually. In 1887 and 
1888 no a iations were made, in view of the projects then 

‘under consideration. The fortification acts of 1888 and 1889 in- 
augurated the new policy to carry into effect the recommendations 
of the Endicott board for the fortification of the twenty-seven 
chief harbors of our country and led to appropriations between 
1889 and 1896, in eight appropriation acts, of $22,489,224, or an 
average of $2,811,153 annually. 

e eee time of the war with Spain, with its 
attendant, though utterly uncalled for, fear of attack along our 
eastern coast, Congress, in response, be greatly increased 
expenditures, and the eight fortification bills from 1897 to 1904 
carried $60,800,000; and, in addition, $8,674,898 was carried dur- 
ing this period in deficiency bills, and $12,865,840 was allotted for 
coast fortifications out of $50,000,000 appropriated in March, 1898, 
for national defense. : 

We therefore have an aggregate expenditure during these eight 
years of $82,840,000, or an average each year of $10,292,000, in 
comparison with $2,800,000 during the previous eight years, and 
$463,500 during the fourteen years prior to those. 

In addition to the sums carried in the fortification appropria- 
tion acts, the -General has already expended for 
quarters and barracks at seacoast forts $9,806,849; and he esti- 
mates that to provide barracks for the number of men needed by 
the Chief of Artillery to man the guns already in place will require 
$8,707,000 additional. So that we have a total aggregate expendi- 
ture for coast-defense work in the United States, up to date, of 
$89,599,621, or a round sum of $90,000,000. 

And now as to the cost for the completion of the scheme of the 
Endicott board as originally laid down and as it has been pro- 

sssively modified to include thirty-one harbors. During the 

teen years that have elapsed since the Endicott scheme was 
adopted great advance has taken place in ordnance and in ship 
construction. At that time the rapid-fire gun was in its infancy, 
and ships were built to guns of the largest caliber and with 
extremely heavy armor. e development of the rapid-fire guns 
and the increase in the resisting power of armor have brought 
about changes in ship construction and necessitated correspond- 
ing changes in coast fortifications. The tendency at this time is 
toward the installation of guns of more moderate caliber on dis- 
appearing gun carriages, with a large reenforcement of the rapid- 


fire armament. To complete this modified scheme the Chief of 
ineers estimates that he will have to expend $22,006,565 in ad- 
dition to the $27,993,434 already exp2nded for the installation of 
his work. The Chief of Ordnance estimates that for armament 
he will require $12,113,775 in addition to the $51,342,779 already 
expended. The Quartermaster-General estimates $15,260,000 in 
addition to the $9,806,489 he has expended for barracks. 

The Chief Signal Officer estimates a million and a half in addi- 
tion to the half million he has so far expended on the new 
of fire control. We therefore have an aggregate of estimates of 
$50,000,000 to complete the projected or approved work, in addi- 
tion to the $90,000,000 y expended. 

This brings us up to the consideration of the annual charge for 
repairs, for maintenance, for alterations, for keeping up to date 
the battery emplacements, the guns, the barracks, and all other 
construction. The Secretary of War estimates that cost will be 
5 per cent of the total cost of the completed plant, or $7,250,000 
eac : 

And now for the men who will have toman the guns. The chief 
of artillery states that to man the guns already emplaced he will 
require at an early date an additional force of 8,050 men for the 
coast defenses in the United States alone; that when the work 
now approved and projected is completed his force must be in- 
creased by 15,063 men, or, in other words, that when the approved 
Endicott scheme has been installed it will be necessary, in order 
to man the guns, to havea force of 944 officers and 28,710 men, at an 
annual expense for pay, clothing, and subsistence of $10,856,987, 
together with an artillery reserve of organized militia consisting 
of 803 officers and 27,402 men. 

To sum up, when this coast-fortification Peer in the United 
States shall have been completed, at a cost o 
require an annual charge of $18,000,000 to keep it up to date and 
to man the guns, 

Mr. Chairman, these are formidable figures. They represent a 
heavy annual charge for coast-defense insurance, and your com- 
mittee, in consideration of these matters, have determined to go 
“slow” and not rush this work of completion, being guided in 
their conclusion by the opinion of General Gillespie, late Chief of 
Engineers, and now assistant Chief of Staff, that the twenty-five 
principal harbors of our coasts are now so fortified as to present an 
effective defense against any naval attack, and that, moreover, tor- 

omaterial necessary fora quick and effective submarine defense 
is on hand at every harbor designed for such defense that would 
make any naval commander hesitate to approach our harbors. 

And, again, General Randolph, Chief of Artillery, lately re- 
tired, states that the condition of our coast defenses to-day has 
reached such a state of completion that the paramount necessity 
is to be able to use the guns to the best advantage, and that ap- 
propriation for apparatus to carry out this purpose should take 
precedence over the installation of more s; that overfortifica- 
tion at this time is not good policy, but that efficient handling of 
the guns installed is now an absolute necessity. We have pro- 
vided plentifully and liberally in the bill for such apparatus, for 
searchlights, for range finders, for the new system of fire control, 
which we are now informed will double the effective value of 
every in our seacoast defenses. 

We have made liberal appropriations for ammunition, powder, 
and projectiles for practice of the troops, and we have believed 
that the delayed installation and completion of this work will per- 
mit of an adequate training of the officers and men of the artillery 
force who have to handle the guns. 

The problem of the fortifications of the harbors of our insular 
possessions has again been brought to our attention by the sub- 
mission of estimates. Last year it was thought best to defer 
specific rile errs but the mt requests of the Secretary 
of War and the of the Navy demanded consideration 
and could no longer be disregarded. 

This appropriation should not arouse partisan consideration, 
for no matter what may be our opinion as to the permanent re- 
tention of these islands, whether or not we believe that at some 
day they will be given autonomous government, we all must 
agree that whatever the future may have in store for them a 
naval base will be retained at each of the principal islands. just 
as has been provided for in Cuba. Six harbors have been ap- 

oved for defense—San Juan in Porto Rico, Pearl Harbor and 

onolulu in the Hawaiian Islands, San Luis d’Apra in Guam, 
Manila and Subig Bay in the Philippines. 

In case of war the permanent retention of these islands could 
not be continuously maintained against an enemy commanding 
the sea, but a temporary loss of sea power with the harbors forti- 
fied would prevent complete disaster, and it would seem» but the 
part of common prudence to prevent such complete disaster by 


providing fortifications. Without fixed fortificatiogs a ship or- 
squadron could enter any of these harbors and have at its mercy ~ 


the city, just as we did at Manila, 
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Your committee have proposed an appropriation of $1,138,000 
for the beginning of these fortifications, which, 
to the estimates, will cost for the engineers’ work alone $9,992,100, 
and in all probability a round $25,000,000 for their completion. 

I would ask the gentleman from Arkansas whether he wishes 
to take any time now? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Before the gentleman resumes 
his seat, I would like to have an explanation of an item of this 


bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Indiana? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Iseethe gentleman reporting the 
bill from the committee having it in charge has carried in this 
bill, on page 9, the same general language, I understand, as has 
appeared in bills heretofore on the subject of the Board of Ord- 
nance and Fortification an appropriation of $100,000 for purposes 
stated in the acts. I would like to ask the gentleman what was 
done with the $100,000 appropriated in the last bill? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would answer the gentleman by referring 
him to the report of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, 
which gives the detail of a large amount of examinations of all 
sorts of projectiles and guns and such matters as generally come 
before this Board. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. As the gentleman has not men- 
tioned it, I will ask him specifically 

Mr. LITTAUER. You mean in regard to the air ship. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Iwas going toant the gentleman 
how much of that $100,000 that the last bill carried was used in 
making the Langley air-ship experiment? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Iam advised that during the last two years 
$25,000 each year was allotted for that yore 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman be able to 
inform us how much was allowed for several years prior to those 
two years for the purpose of the Langley air-ship experiment? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I have not any information on that point. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is the gentleman informed how | advised than 


much of the $25,000 was used in the payment of salaries? 
Mr. LITTAUER. That matter was not gone into in our hear- 


ings. 

Sir. ROBINSON of Indiana. The committee has made no in- 
quiry upon that point? 

Mr. LITTA . The committee has made tngairy upon the 
point, as it appears in the report of the hearing of the representa- 
tives of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications. I will just 
read you what he states in that i gee 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. the information is not specific 
andthe gentleman will state that specific information is contained 
in the hearings, I can avail myself of it there. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Just general information. That the Board 
of Ordnance and Fortifications believe that if an air ship could be 
invented such as was proposed by Mr. Langley it would be of 
great service in time of war. ey therefore allowed for that 
purpose $25,000 for each of the last two years. 

Mr. ROBINSQN of Indiana. Any sum prior to that time? 

Mr. LITTAUER. We did not ask that question. I do not 
know whether there was any or not. We were informed that 
any number of similar projects for aerial navigation have been 
presented to the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, and they 
made an allotment for this one project. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Can the gentleman say whether 
any portion of that allotment was used for the payment of sal- 


aries? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can not state that. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Can the gentleman state as to 
whether any sum, in addition to the 825.000 which were given, 
came out of the private funds of the Smithsonian Institution for 


that p ? F à 

Mr. LITTAUER. Again I am obliged to say that did not come 
before the Subcommittee on Fortifications, and we have no in- 
formation on that subject. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Noinformation from the Bureau? 

Mr. LITTAUER. No, sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. May Task the gentleman whether 
Mr. Samuel P. 18 1 § draws a salary from this $25,000? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can not give you any information as to 
that. From what I know in a general manner of the allotment 
by the Board of Ordnance and Fortification a lump sum was 
given Mr. Langley to continue his riments for the last two 
years in the way of endeavoring to achieve his purpose. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Can the gentleman say upon what 

.salary list Mr. Langley appears in the Government service? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Ihave not examined the Government salary 
list to find whether he drew any salary or not. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. With reference to the $100,000 


appropriated in this bill, in the same language as formerly, what 
information has the gentleman as to whether that appropriation, 
or any portion of it, is to be used for the further projection or ex- 
perimentation of this device of the Langley air shi ? 

Mr. LITTAUER. That was a consideration taken up by the 
committee, and it was determined to place no limitations on this 
bill, for the committee felt that perhaps experiments even in air 
ships might in the future lead to some good result and provide 
some more efficient means of defense. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Is it the 2 of the gentle- 

man or the committee reporting the bill, then, to continue appro- 
priations for the Langley aerial experiments? 
Mr. LITTAUER. The committee has never reported any ap- 
propriation for that 8 The committee has sought to ap- 
propriate each year for many years ee to carry out the 
purposes for which the Board of O ce and Fortification was 
established, and every allotment must have the approval of the 
Secretary of War before it can become available. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I assume from the gentleman’s 
statement that Congress at no time has authorized any expendi- 
ture for the Langley air-ship experimentation except in the gen- 
ond language set out in this bill following the language of former 


Mr. LITTAUER. That is all as far as I am informed. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask the gentleman if it is the 
purpose of himself and the members of his committee to continue 
experiments for the Langley air ship by the appropriation made 
in this bill, and in connection with that if he would not think 
that a proviso to this $100,000 appropriation, designing to cut off 
further loss of money by experimentations in the line of the Lang- 
ley air ship, should not be presented in the form of an amend- 
epes the bill limiting the use to which the appropriation could 

2 

Mr. LITTAUER. E think that amendment would be subject 
to the point of order. Moreover, I believe that Congress should 
have confidence in its board of experts, who of course are better 
i ourselves as regards such matters. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman then stands sanc- 
tioning the expenditure of money for the Langley air ship, as I 
understand? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I believe it was expended with the best of 
intention. Unfortunately, I suppose for the time being it looks 
as though it was 8 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman say it was 
wasted or not, and in his judgment would it not be well for us to 
expressly put a limitation in this act that no more money should 
be used for these experimentations? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I am not prepared to give any opinion on 
that subject, nor does the report of the Board of Ordnance and 
Fortification state whether or not they mean to continue the fur- 
ther approval of this project. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, before the gentle- 
man takes his seat I would like to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LITTAUER. Certainly. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I understand from the gentleman's 
statement that this bill, if passed, commits us to a policy of per- 
manently fortifying our insular possessions. Did I understand 
the gentleman correctly? 

Mr. LITTAUER. This bill, if , would make a begin- 
ning in the fortification of the harbors of our island possessions. 
So far there has been no specific authorization for that purpose. 

1 SMITH of Kentucky. How much does the bill carry for 
that purpose? 

Mr. LITTAUER, One million one hundred and thirty-eight 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. How much does the gentleman say 
is the estimated cost of fortifying these insular ions? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The project covers six ‘bors, and the 
Chief of Engineers states that to carry out the approved projects, 
as far as the emplacement of the guns goes, will cost in the neigh- 
borhood of $10,000,000, and from that I infer that the total cost 
will probably amount to $20,000,000 or $25,000,000. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
New York, before he takes his seat, what arrangement was made 
as to debate. I was not in the House at the time. 

Mr. LITTAUER. There were no arrangements made as to 
general debate. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. About what time does the gentleman 
5 should continue before a vote should be taken on 
the bill: 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York re- 
serve the balance of his time? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I reserve the balance of my time. I will say 
to the gentleman that I trust debate will not extend more than 
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an hour on each side; in fact, if there isno desire to debate the 
bill further, I would ask that it be read by paragraphs, 
Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to 


before the committee reporting this bill and which has been | $60 


printed in the hearings upon the same, from all of which, without 
exception, if appears that we are better A sages now than ever 
before to successfully resist any attack may be made upon 
this country from any source, our seacoast fortifications all being 
well equipped; and in view of the further fact that we are not 
confronted with any danger of a possible attack in the near fu- 
ture, it seems to me that there are some items in this bill that are 
extremely extravagant and subject to a just criticism and ought 
to be materially reduced before acted upon and passed by the 
House. 

It is true the bill appropriates only $7,131,192, or about one- 
third of the amount estimated and called for by the War Depart- 


ment. The committee has done well so far in cutting it down to 
its present size, and yet, in my candid judgment, it is subject to 
still further meritorious and just reductions. 


We 5 for instance, in the one item for the installa- 
tion of control the sum of $500,000. This is an electrical 
communication connected with the use of coast artillery and 
must be attached toeach gun. This item, it seems to me, is out 
of all proportion, especially so since this contrivance is solely a 
new and untried experiment—one that has never been thoroughly 
tested or investigated. There is not to-day in operation in the 
United States one single fire-control machine that has been in- 
stalled in any fortification, and if they have ever been installed 
anywhere else we have no knowledge of it. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to 
me for a suggestion? 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I would like to advise wey colle that 
since our hearings have ended the Chief Signal has advised 
me that two of these have been installed, one at Pensa- 
cola and the other at Portland. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I am glad to know that they have at last 
gotten in two of them, but their rapid installation just at this 
time must have been hastened by the reaps arp the appro- 
priation of this half million do „for only last week it was 
positively stated that not one was in operation. 

But, be that as it may, it makes no difference. I have stated 
that this was an untried riment, and so it is. Abundant 
evidence of this fact will be found in the estimates of their cost 
submitted with the first request for their purchase. The 
estimate made for the fire-control system was that they would 
cost $2,100 apiece to install and put them in operation. 

The next estimate brought before the committee was that it 
would cost $4,200 each to put them in operation, or an increased 
cost of double the original amount. Evidently both the machine 
and its cost are but little understood. 

I protested against this item in the committee, and I still think 
that $500,000 is a most extravagant sum to be er by this 
House for an experiment yet Wholly untried and one that nobody 
knows what it will cost to complete, or that it will not be worth- 
less when it is completed. At the proper time I shall offer an 
amendment to the bill reducing this appropriation, and sincerely 
hope for its adoption. 

„again, we appropriate by this bill for armament and forti- 
fications $3,443,000, and for guns and mortar batteries $655,000, 
making more than $4,000,000 for that purpose. 

I concede that under ordinary conditions this would not be an 
extravagant sum to spend for fortifying the forts of the country 
and the installation of new guns and mortars, but when we con- 
sider present itions this sum is worse than extravagance, for 
itis not needed. The testimony of General Story, of the United 
States Artillery, is to the effect that without the diture of 
another cent we already have all the armament and installations 
in place that the present force of men subject to his control and 
command can possibly use. If this be true, then why the neces- 
sity for this appropriation at this time? No valid reason has yet 
been given for it, and I predict none will be given. 

Iam not unmindful of the fact that General Story has asked 
for an increase of the artillery force from 12,000 men, which he 
now has, to 28,000 men, and this estimate does not include about 
1,000 officers. In other words, we are given to understand that 
it will take 29,000 men to properly man the fortifications of this 
country and protect our cities along the seacoast from possible 
bombardment. 

Mr. Chairman, if we are to give the 28,000 men asked for by the 
War Department for coast fortifications alone, together with 1,000 
officers, and then add to that the expense that will necessarily fol- 


iding for the installation of new guns and 
find ourselves, in the next six or seven years, 


year. Add to this the $10,000,000 estimated for our insular posses- 
sions, and we are almost face to face with the proposition that 
we are called upon to expend annually the enormous sum of 


000,000 for the defense of our coast alone. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. With pleasure. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. {should like to know whether the 
committee has any information touching the cost per annum of 
each man employed in these fortifications? 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Only ina general way. My information 
is that it now exceeds more than a thousand dollars per annum 
each, I think there is no question about it being as much as that. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. So that 29, 000 men will cost annually 
about $29,000,000? 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. At least that sum; certainly not less. 

Now, let me say that I would not take one dollar away from 
an appropriation that was necessary and needed to protect and 
defend this Government or any part of it, but, Mr. i 
believe that at present these large sums are needless. Yes, more 
than that, I believe that they are unjustly extravagant, and this 
House in justice to itself and in justice to the country ought to 
reduce them to a basis economical and just under conditions as 
they to-day exist. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. inly. 

Mr. RIXEY. I notice that this bill carries provision for the 
construction of seacoast batteries in the insular possessions, 
Can the gentleman tell us in which of those islands these batter- 
ies are to be placed? 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. No, sir; Ican not. The matter of their 
location is, as I understand it, left entirely with the War Depart- 
ment to say where such batteries are most needed, with the ex- 
* possibly, of one at Manila. 

. RIXEY. I should like to ask the gentleman further, 
whether his committee, the Committee on A priations, made 
any investigation as to where these batteries d be placed? 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. They did not, further than it was under 
stood that the intention was to fortify Manila and Subig Bay. 

Mr. RIXEY. Let me ask the gentleman further, what is sup- 
posed to be the ultimate cost of coast defenses in the Philip- 


pine 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I will simply say to the gentleman that 
the ultimate cost was not even attempted to be estimated by any- 
one before our committee. The estimate for the present year was 
for $10,000,000; but this, you will understand, was just the com- 
mencement, 

Mr. RIXEY. To what extent would the sum of $10,000,000 fur- 
nish coast defenses for the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. It would be impossible to say; but my 
understanding is that it would fortify Manila and Subig Bay only 
in the Philippines and Honolulu and Pearl Harbor in Hawaii. 

But, Mr. d an, before this interruption I was discussmg 
the enormous sum that we would soon be expending for coast de- 
fenses alone, and in this connection I desire to call attention to 
some other items of expense that are being paid out for the Army 
and Navy. The army bill just carries, I believe, $75,000,- 
000, and the naval bill will call for ninety-six millions more. 

Nor is this all—far from it. To complete the four battle ships 
which has already provided for will take $82,000,000, and 
the bill now pending before this Housecallsfor fourmore. They 
will no doubt cost equally as much, to say nothing of the cost of 
equipment. I ask, in all candor, why should we proceed at this 
rapid rate along this line of defense? Why not wait until we 
have pane the battle ships already ordered before we authorize 
more 

We are fast reaching that period in our career when we will find 
ourselves expending annually in a time of peace as much or more 
for our defense as we ordinarily be expected to expend in 
atime of actual war. Such a condition can find no justification 
and ought to receive the condemnation of all fair-minded people, 

I recognize the fact that for the past few years the spirit of mili- 
tarism seems to be abroad in the land, and the clamor is for 
larger armies and larger navies; but it is at just such times that 
the most wanton and reckless extravagance, shielding itself be- 
hind the mask of patriotism, does its most effective and danger- 
ous work. 

Against progressing further along these lines I desire to register 
a solemn protest, for this is not an untried experiment. Other 
governments have proceeded along the same paths until they 
found that every producer, in addition to providing support for 
himself and family, was obliged to support one soldier. 
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And if we shall continue to lay the heavy hand of taxation | sular 
upon every industry and upon every producer to raise these large 


sums annually, and that too at a time when we are at peace with 

all the world, we may expect to hear—and ought to hear—the 

murmuringsand complaints of a justly indignant people, demand- 

ing economy in governmental affairs . Other gentlemen may do 

ond, 3 sg Ican not give my support to these measures. 
ud applause. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can answer that question. It is designed 
to fortify the harbor of Manila and the harbor of Subig Bay, and 
no other projects are now approved for the defense of the Philip- 
pine Islands. 

Mr. RIXEY. Those are the only two points now approved? If 
it is important to fortify those two points, is it not equally impor- 
tant to fortify other points in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. LITTAUER. My personal opinion would be that it is not. 
One object of the appropriation is to pe the city of Manila, 
the most considerable city of the Philippine Islands, and the 
other is designed to fortify Subig Bay, where it is expected that a 
naval orpoaren be established, 

Mr. RIXEY. Now, will the gentleman let me ask him whether 
the War Department has outlined what it expects in the Philip- 
pine Islands in the matter of defense? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can give you that with rate an amount of 
detail in connection with these two points. I have the approved 
scheme here, The projected emplacements are all matters of 
confidential information. I could show the gentleman, if he 
would care to examine it, a paper stating the exact number of 

meant to be emplaced at 5 about the harbor of 
Sfanila and the harbor of Subig Bay, the only ones selected in the 
Sede re Islands. 

Mr. RIXEY. While, as a matter of fact, that detail may be, as 
you say, in the nature of confidential information, you can cer- 
tainly pr us what is estimated to be the ultimate cost. 

Mr. LITTAUER. As far as the ultimate cost goes, I would 
state that at this time the engineers alone have made an estimate 
of the cost of their work in connection with the fortifications of 
these insular harbors. The artillery and Quartermaster-General 
have not yet made 55 specific estimates for their part of the 
work. If you would like to know the amount of the engineers’ 
estimate for the Philippine Islands, I can give that. 

Mr. RIXEY. You can not give us the total amount now? 

Mr. LITTAUER. I can not give the total amount. It can 
only be inferred from what the engineers estimate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. About $10,000,000 was the 
amount recommended for this year for Subig Bay and Manila, 
was it not? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Oh, no. 

Mr. 3 of Mississippi. How much for those two 

laces! 
5 Mr. LITTAUER. The total recommendation for this year for 
the emplacement of mortars and batteries was $2,000,000. That 
was the estimate submitted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. At Subig Bay and Manila? 

Mr. LITTAUER. No; for the entire six harbors of the insu- 
lar ions. There is no specific amount. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What six harbors? 

Mr. LITTAUER. San Juan in Porto Rico, Pearl Harbor and 
Honolulu in Hawaii, San Luis d’Apra in Guam, and Manila and 
Subig Bay in the 5 

Mr. LIAMS of Mi ippi. How much was the total rec- 
ommended for this year for Guam and the Philippines? 

Mr. LITTAUER. Specific recommendations are not made in 
the estimates for any particular purpose. We deal in lump sums 
in this bill, that are available until expended. The estimates call 
for $2,000,000 for the emplacement of batteries and mortars, Your 
committee allowed $500,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I see there was a million dol- 
lars allowed here. : 

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes; but that consists of the cost of emplace- 
ment, which the engineers expend; the cost for guns, which the 
Ordnance De ent expends, and ammunition for the guns. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What I should like to get at 
is, including all of these items, how much was estimated and how 
much is appropriated in the bill for the Philippines and Guam by 
themselves, leaving out Porto Rico and Hawaii. 

Mr. LITTAUER. We have made no figures in that connection. 
If this appropriation should be allowed it would apply to the en- 
tire ins ions. 

Mr. W of Mississippi. They could put them all at any 

ace. 
ne LITTAUER. They could put them all at any one piace, 
or do as they please. In fact your committee has believed that 
they have the right to employ whatever they might desire of 
any of these regular appropriations for fortification of the in- 


possessions, but no such use has so far been made of any of 
the appropriations, and consequently in this bill we desired to sepa- 
rate the amounts designed for i protection from the rest of 
the bill, and if you will notice the way the bill is made up, as it 
is now presented to the House, it is entirely different from the 
publ on of estimates, where the amounts for insular possessions 
were interlocked with the other work. We seek to keep the cost 
for insular fortification entirely separate from the cost of the com- 
pletion of the Endicott scheme. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I agree with you, that if you 
are going to give general lump sums to seacoast fortifications, 
there is no use in making a distinct mention of any particular 
part of the United States under the same flag and possibly under 
the same Constitution; but as you have made the distinction, I 
would like to get an idea of the general lump sum that goes to 
the Philippines and to Guam, because nobody on your side has 
admitted that they were a part of the United States. 

Mr. LITTA . On page 27 of the hearings before the com- 
mittee the Chief of Engineers states the sum that would be re- 
quired to carry out the 2 mitre for the fortifications of the vari- 
ous harbors. This is only for the engineer work. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that. 

Mr. LITTAUER. For San Juan, Porto Rico, $1,525,000; Hon- 
olulu and Pearl Harbors, Hawaii (including $526,100 for the ac- 

uisition of land), $3,824,100; San Luis d’Apra, Guam, $395,000; 
Manila, $3,651,000; Subig Bay, $997,000; a total of $9,992,100 for 
the engineer work in connection with these insular fortifications. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is, for Subig Bay, Ma- 
nila, and Guam, $5,043,000? 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from Arkansas surren- 
dered the floor? 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. No, sir; I desire to reserve the balance of 


8 
e CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas reserves the 
balance of his time. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I yield an hour to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I propose to take so 
much of the hour as is necessary to consider the subject of “What 
Democracy now stands for, and I should like to be permitted to 
proceed without interruption until I have finished the remarks 
which I have prepared, and then I will with pleasure answer any 
question that may be asked. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not one of the pleasant features of Con 
sional life to be compelled to listen from day to day, as we have 
done for the past few weeks, to bitter denunciations of the Repub- 
lican party and its policies, even though uttered by the gifted 
leader of a reformed and expectant Democracy. 

It was not a delight to know upon the assurance of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], given“ in all kindness,” as 
he says, that the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana upon 
the Kentucky situation were“ a disgrace to American civilization. 
and to American politics,” 

It isa not a tive satisfaction to have it driven into our dull 
minds over and over again that a fiscal policy adopted by every 
civilized nation but one, and a very live 8 of debate just 
now by that one, is “a system of robbery of the many for the 
hothousing of the few.” : 

We are glad, however, to realize, even at this late day, that the 
teachings of Lincoln, McKinley, and Blaine have been ruinous to 
the nation’s welfare, and that the wonderful development of this 
country, which a Salisbury and a Bismarck attributed to the Re- 
agrees tag of protection, has been hindered instead of helped 

policy. 

And we rejoice to learn, even upon Democratic authority, that 
in some mysterious way unknown to His coworkers on this sub- 
1 sphere God Himself, by His distinct interposition, has 

rovidentially saved us from the natural results of our own 


grace 

berlain answers him in the blazing light of the twentieth 
century, when time and distance are blotted out, when oceans 
are mere dividing lines, and all nations touch elbows in their 
onward pa, and labor is an equal partner in the enterprises of 


It remains for the gentleman from Mississippi, himself the fin- 
ished product of heredity and environment, to attempt to turn 
this nation back a century and again make it an exporter of 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2033 


natural products only, “to dig, delve, and plow” for Europe. 
It is well for the country to know and to know clearly and defi- 
nitely what Democracy now stands for.“ But first let me say 
to him that when he s of the men of Massachusetts and Con- 
necticut coming before Congress crawling upon their stomachs, 
with their tonges hanging out, licking up the dust and begging 
for favors, he not only shows himself an injudicious party leader, 
but he forgets the history of his country. 

_Forgetful, because from 1639, when Connecticut gave to the 
world the first written constitution ever made, till now, not even 
omitting recent years, Connecticut men have bowed to none but 
God and will not in the future. 

Injudicious, because the industrial center of this nation has 
long since left New England and is now in central Ohio, and 58 
of his party followers in this House hail from Republican States, 
and their constituents. like mine, without regard to party, will 
resent his bitter words, and the constituents of those 58 Demo- 
crats in the last election cast 1,976,936 votes, or 189,817 more than 
were cast for the entire 120 Democratic Members from the Demo- 
cratic States, that aggregate vote being 1,787,119. 

Gentlemen of the minority, what does Democracy now stand 
for and on what issues will you make your fight for the control 
of this House in the next campaign? 

Four years ago your national convention reaffirmed the Chicago 
platform of 1896 and reiterated its demand for the free coinage of 
silver at 16 to 1, and declared for the retirement of bank notes as 
fast as Government paper—or silver certificates—could be substi- 
tuted for them. In either case, it meant fiat money. 

Eighteen months ago the Democratic Congressional committee, 
through its secretary, Mr. Charles A. Edwards, authorized the 
statement that— 


The Hon. James M. Griaes, of Georgia, is chairman of that 
committee, and among its members are Messrs. ZENOR of Indiana, 
Gooch of Kentucky, Denny of Maryland, THAYER of Massachu- 
setts, WILLIAMS of Mississippi, and RICHARDSON of Tennessee—all 
standing high in the party councils. 

To-day the Representative from the Eighth district of Missis- 
sippi—distinctly stating that he speaks only for himself—rele- 
gates the silver question to the rear, but still holds to the front 
the far more dangerous heresy of fiat Government paper in lieu 
of national bank note issues. 

Icommend to the gentleman the words of Grover Cleveland, 
just uttered: 

This is no time for cunning finesse nor for the use of words that conceal 
intentions or carry a double meaning. Obsolete issues and questions no 
longer challenging popular interest should be manfully abandoned. 

Over against the gentleman from Mississippi I put William J. 
Bryan, with 6,358, 133 Democratic votes for the Presidency behind 
him, and in view of his recent statement that— 

The Kansas City platform was sound in every plank, and the first act of the 
next Democratic convention should be to it in its entirety— 
we have aright to ask again, What does Democracy now stand 
for? 

But there is another point on which we need enlightenment. 
A few days ago the gentleman from Mississippi, in a magazine 
article, said: f 

There is also a tariff revision by piecemeal, which is a handmaiden of the 
other system. This is tariff revision by reciprocal trade ments with 
other nations. Much can bs done along this piecemeal line of tariff revision 
under a Democratic or approximatel mocratic law. Some thi: alon 
this line can be done even under the Dingley law, with nothing but the sma 
20 per cent margin of elasticity given in that act. 

Permit me to say that so far as the latter part of this statement 
is concerned I heartily agree with him, and I hope to see the time 
in the near future when every one of the treaties which were ne- 

otiated by the McKinley Administration, sent to the Senate with 

sident McKinley's approval, and reported favorably by a Re- 

blican Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs, will become the 
aw of the land. 

I believe in reciprocity in 5 products as the full frui- 
tion of the protective system, but the conditions must be pre- 
scribed by those who would preserve the system and not by those 
who would destroy it. 

But when I turn to the Democratic text-book, issued by the 
committee of which the gentleman from Mississippi is a member, 
I find under the heading, “The Reciprocity Humbug,” on page 
277, these statements: 

Reciprocity looks like free trade, but tastes like protection. In practice 
reciprocity is worse than protection. Free trade would open our markets to 
benefit our own coun 


. Reciprocity cares 5 8 for the consumer and hunts foreign markets 
with a club. 
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e is based he pag the same false theories as is protection and, like 
protection, is a sham and a humbug, and to most people has been and will 
ever continue to be a delusion and a snare. 


Reading these two declarations and putting the unauthorized 
statement of the individual against the official pronunciamento 
8 the committee, I ask again, What does Democracy now stand 

‘or? 

But there is one subject upon which the Democratic position, 
according to the chosen leader of the party in this House, is clear 
and explicit, and that is the tariff question. 

I quote: 5 x 
323 ang v 
be hothoused by legislation into artificial prosperity. The ultimate goal of 
Democratic striving is tariff for revenue only. The general principle that 
protectionism is wrong, morally wrong, a prostitution of government to pri- 
vate ends, should never be forgotten; the goal ought not to be lost sight of. 

There is no uncertainty about this; no attempt to eyade the 
question. 

It is like the man who uttered it—brave, courageous, strong. 
It leaves no chance for misunderstanding. 

Tariffs are admitted to be necessary to meet the expenses of the 
Government, but in their imposition protection to American in- 
dustry must be eliminated, not all at once, not fast-enough to 
“destructively revolutionize existing conditions nor to destroy 
honest and nonmonopolistic enterprises,” and, above all things, 
cautiously enough, so that the reformer and those of his opinion 
may not be hurled out of place and deprived of the power of doing 
anything,” but the goal is never to be lost sight of.” 

Even the details of procedure are set forth by the familiar illus- 
tration of the destruction of the house in which we live, not rashly 
and recklessly by blowing it up with dynamite, but by first tak- 
ing off the roof and so proceeding gradually to dismantling and 
removing it, while still continuing in its occupation. 

Let me say to the gentleman from Mississippi that neither the 
manufacturers nor workingmen of Connecticut are ready fora 
lingering death by slow torture. 

With the definite knowledge of the end sought under your con- 
trol we would prefer to have the method of obtaining it short, 
sharp, and decisive. , 

We give you fair notice now that if the time should ever come 
that the reconstruction of our industrial system devolves upon 
those who would construct a tariff with all protection eliminated, 
it is better to have the dynamite applied at the start, for in our 
northern climate, when the roof is gone and the windows out and 
the walls taken down and the floors removed, there is nothing 
left but a foundation which serves no other purpose except as a 
monument to mark a hole in the ground, and a residence of that 
kind will not be satisfactory to our people. . 

We repudiate the charge of moral wrong in the protective sys- 
tem, and denounce it as a slander upon the integrity and intelli- 
gence of the civilized nations of the earth which have made it the 
fundamental feature of their fiscal policy. 

We admit neither the superior honesty nor greater wisdom of 
the free trader, either individually or collectively, either theoret- 
ically or as a matter of fact. 

We acknowledge that he is honestly seeking in his own way 
for the protection of the nonproducer by free trade in untaxed 
articles of consumption, but we claim that the producer of every 
class, from the tiller of the soil to the manufacturer of the high- 
est product of human skill, far outnumbers him, and that not 
only the greatest good of the greatest number, but the highest 
good of all, demands that the home market shall be reserved to 
those who by their labor and toil and self-denial have made it 
‘what it is to-day—the envy of the world. 

We understand as well as he that the planters of the South, 
with a hitherto world’s monopoly of a single product, still desire 
and hope to have all other products bow down to it; but cotton 
is no longer king, and mankind has learned that those nations 
only are strong and great and rich where industries are diversi- 
fied and all resources are developed to their fullest extent. 

Free trade puts raw material, the product of unskilled labor 
into the world’s market across the seas at competitive prices, and 
takes in return the finished article, with transportation both ways 
added, and at noncompetitive prices, fixed as a tribute to the high- 
est mechanical skill. 

en puii the factory beside the farm, the furnace over 
the mine, es the producer and consumer one and the same 
person, and, avoiding all intermediary charges, gives to both the 
lowest cost and the highest profit possible. 

Not as an absolute proof of this principle, for prices of commo- 
dities are governed by conditions, but as a singular coincidence, I 
submit a statement of articles of common use, eleven of them be- 
ing on the free list and twenty-one dutiable, with prices rangin 
from July, 1896, a year before the enactment of the Dingley tari 
law, and down to January, 1904. 
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Items on free list. 


July, sly. 


Anthracite stove coal (f. o. b. New 
C per ton . . 881 
Anthracite brokencoal (f. o. b. New 


S ees per ton. 3. 228 

Copper, lake, ingot (New York) 

Ne ee SIRS eee por pounis a5 
8 


FFF do. 05 

88 well). per barrel. -I. 025 
Petroleum, refined per gallon . . 000 

Petroleum, refined (150 per cent test 


for export) per gallon..| 1087 
Rubber, island per pound} . 
Binder twins do 

Items on dutiable list. 
Alcohol cent). per gal. 
Brick. AE Giant 
Bread, Boston crackers. per Ib. 
Cotton flannels per yard. 
Cement, Rosendale. . per bbl. 
5 doz. 1. 
9 eC per m > 
iassware, pitchers..per don. 
Wire nails á 5 per keg.. 
Out nam. — — 
Fresh beef sides per Ib. 
ac 3 Serra ee. 3 16. 
t aa aaia aren 7 8 
83 PEE La TE ER 
Pig iron, foundry, Philadel- 12. 

phia, per ton. 
pon nE a 
Sugar, centrifugal _.... do 


Of the eleven items on the free list every one of them has 
atly advanced in price since 1896, the average advance on all 
ing 53.54 per cent. 

Of the twenty-one items on the dutiable list twelve have advanced 
in price, three are the same now as then, and six have been reduced. 

The average advance on the dutiable list is 8.6 per cent, as 
against 58.54 per cent on the free list. : 

The articles are all taken from the list of articles controlled by 
trusts, found in the Democratic campaign text-book, begi on 
page 369, and includes every article named therein as free and 
twenty-one dutiable ones. 1 

The prices from 1896 to 1902 are as therein given, and the 1903 
and 1904 prices are from the Bureau of Statistics. 8 

I commend the showing, on several points, to our Democratic 
brethren. 

But why waste the time of the Honse to argue for or even to 
justify a fiscal system which has become the settled policy of this 
great people? 

The question is,. Does the ruling element in the Democratic 
party now stand for another attack upon it, with the ultimate 
purpose of eliminating from it all protection and throwing open 
this magnificent home market of ours to the unrestricted compe- 
tition of the world?” 

Let me call the attention not only of the Members of the House, 
but of the industrial States of the Union as well toa most remark- 
able condition of affairs here, as shown in the organization of the 
House of Representatives. 

For the first time in our history the chosen leader of the Demo- 
cratic minority has been invested with full power to name the 
minority members of all of the committees, and it is only fair and 
right that the people should know exactly how this power has 
been used. 


Deeds speak louder than words, and when the minority ask the 
voters of the country to put the full organization of the Fifty- 
ninth Con , with all its legislative power, into their control, 
it is well that they should know what tender mercy will beshown 
to them and realize before it is too late the absolute folly of such 
a course. 

What does sucha 


t of power mean? 
In the Fifty-seven 


Congress 25,005 bills were introduced and 


only 2,732 received the President’s signature. What became of 
the other 22,273? Thrown into the waste-paper baskets in the 
committee rooms. Were they ever considered by the House or 
Senate, in open session, on adverse reports, as is the custom in 
our State legislatures? So far as I can learn, not in a single case, 
except perhaps in one or two election contests. 

As a matter of fact, the thing would be an impossibility, for if 
every minute of both sessions of the Fifty-seventh Congress had 
been used for that hed ig the time would not have been suffi- 
cient for their first reading. It follows, therefore, as a necessity, 
that the power of selection should rest somewhere, and under our 
system itis found in the committee, usually of seventeen members, 

The committee therefore becomes, in fact, the legislative body, 
while the House of 386 Members is simply a huge machine to reg- 
ister the decision which has previously been reached by thesmaller 
body, and with rare exceptions this is the course pursued. 

It is all im nt, therefore, not only that a safe majority of 
the membership of each committee should be of the dominant 
party, but that the views and votes of that majority should be in 
accord and harmony with the general policy of the party and 
the Administration, which is responsible to the country for legis- 
lation and good government. 

Individual views and opinions are of noaccount unless they can 
be so impressed upon the minds of others as to secure the ma- 
jority of the majority vote. 

It follows, therefore, that all legislation must be the result of 
compromise even within the party itself. 

The most cursory glance at our parliamentary system shows 
conclusively the vital importance of the committees of Congress 
standing for what the party stands for and representing what the 
party represents. : 

To pursue any other policy in their appointment would be party 
suicide, and the resulting legislation would be political chaos. 

In the light of this explanation to the people of Connecticut, 
acknowledged to be the most thoroughly industrial State in the 
Union, I desire to call attention to what the Ways and Means 
Committee represents, in tion, agricultural and manufac- 
turing products, for it is this committee which originates all rey- 
enue legislation, and it is there that the policy of protection or 
free trade is primarily considered. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel the more free to do this because a few days 
ago, after an incidental reference to this subject. I found myself 
subjected in the RECORD to this exquisitely beautiful criticism on 
the part of the distinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HAM- 
cory He said: 

Has ii y i 0 

it come to this, that a man’s 3 to membership on the great 


Ways and Means Committee depends entirely on the number of 
indust i bo located in his district? 


industries which happen to in his Ye gods, what brazen 
effrontery! I that these governmental parasites thought that they 
just about.o this country, but I did not expect to hear the claim of own- 
ership announced from this 


oor, 
I for one am not ready to admit their ee of anything except the 
Republican a t party funder 

rob the 8 a i a 8 * 

Under ordinary circumstances I might feel hurt by the distin- 
guished gentleman’s criticism, but the sting is all taken away and 
my casual allusion is fully justified by his own analysis “in ex- 
tenso ™ of the membership of the committee, by which he attempts 
to show that the Democratic members pi Seed more population 
than a like number of Republicans, and that the States of Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, Virginia, Texas, Missouri, and one-half of New 
York have, all told, more products of manufacturing than the little 
State of Connecticut. 

He honors Connecticut too much. That subject was not referred 
to by me. What I did claim incident ally was that the manufac- 
tured products of the single district represented by me aggregated 
more than the entire product of the five districts of the five pres- 
ent Democratic members of the Committee, and I now supple- 
ment that statement with the census figures showing it to be not 
only in excess, but nearly double—the manufactured products 
from the Fourth district of Connecticut being $88,739,414, and 
from the five Democratic districts represented by Mr. WILLIAMS 
of Mississi Mr. ROBERTSON of isiana, Mr. SWANSON of 
Virginia, Mr. COOPER of Texas, and Mr, CLARK of Missouri, 
altogether amounting to $47,030,923. 

In view, therefore, of the claim made by the gentleman from 
Missouri . HAulux] that my “entire basis of reasoning is 
radically wrong,” and in the interest of statistical accuracy, for 
the benefit of my own constituents I will put in the RECORD two 
tables showing by States and districts what the Ways and Means 
Committee represents, yee ager at the beginning of the Fifty- 
eighth Congress, again calling attention to the fact that the Re- 
publican members were named by the Speaker, the Hon. JOSEPH 
G. Cannon, and the Democratic members by the Hon. JOHN S. 
WILL1IAMs, the leader of the minority, and that all of the 
are taken from the Twelfth Census and the Congressional 
ory. 
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Statistical information concerning Ways and Means Committee, by States represented. 
Per capita Per capita 
Rank of State A otal Rank of State Total manu- 
Membership. inagricul- | 2f onal be aus and 5 in manufac- 23 factured prod- 


REPUBLICAN MEMBERS. 


ture. 


products. 


cul 
products. 


gress, 1902. 


Sereno E. Payne . New York -.......... 7,268, 894 Fourth $4 $245, 270,600 | Firsʒt $299 | $2,175,726, 900 
John Dalzell ........-..........---] Pennsylvania 6,302,115 2 3 207, 885,600 Second 291 1,834, 790, 860 
O. H. Grosvenor . OO. 2. 4,157,545 62 257,065,826 | Fifth ......... 20 832,435, 113 
James A. Tawney .............-..| Minnesota 1,751,504 %2 161,217,304 | Thirteenth _. 150 232, 655, 881 
E. W. McCall...... 2,805, 346 15 42,298,274 Fourth 369 1,035, 198, 989 
J. W. Babcock... . . Wisconsin 2, 069, 042 76 157,445,713 | Ninth ........ 174 360,818, H3 
V. H. Metcalf. asnes aee) GAlifornia osea cassas 1,453, 053 89 131, 690,606 Twelfth 204 302, 874, 761 
Wav dc ii N E 908, 420 31 28,276,948 | Eleventh 388 852, 824, 106 
H. S. Boutell.. _ 4,821,550 72 845,649,611 Third 261 1, 259, 790,168 
J. E. Watson 2.516, 462 8¹ 204, 450,196 Eighth.. 150 378, 120,140 
C. E. 470, 495 143 209, 895, 542 — 117 172, 129, 808 
(CCC nl Lees | 8,967,308, 258 
ESEA MDE co ence 49, 431, 386 
SEP | Pa tS etal 121,151, 
d. 
E 132, 172,910 
third 9, 414, 982 
fea B85, 492, 784 
First 2, 175, 726, 900 
2, 974, 420, 645 
Republican average 815, 209, 841 
Democratic average „786, 774 
* Zot aoe 8 Manufagtur- = 
‘embership. ‘or Con- | productsof | in ucts Remar 
5 district. of oe 


Thirty-first New York.......---.--- 
Thirtieth Pennsylvania. 


James A. Tawney - 


e reas arena sakeaneew ewes esaeusseoenasnbanete 
Democratic average 


«Town of Belmont not included. 


I will not detain the House by reading the details of these ta- 
bles, for I have no desire to make any comparisons, 

What I am trying to do is to find ont what the Democratic 
party now stands for on the tariff question, so far as any conclu- 
sion can be reached from their own appointments on the commit- 
tee which has initial action on that subject. i 

The averages are, however, quite instructive. 

The Republican average population by States is 3, 232,392; the 
Democratic average population by States is 3,035,225. 

The Republican average of agricultural ucts by States is | 
$180,514,202; the Democratic average of agricultural products by 
States is $161,016,491. 

The Republican average of manufacturing products by States 
is $815,209,841; the Democratic average of manufacturing prod- 
ucts by States is $495,736,774. ; ; 

The Republican average of votes cast in the districts in 1902 is 
34,857; the Democratic average of votes cast in the districts in 
1902 is 15,669. 

The Republican average of agricultural products by districts is 
$11,594,692; the Democratic average of agricultural products by 
districts is $9,050,905. 

The Republican average of manufacturing products by districts t 


$16,851, 084 $24, 898, 250 
1,217,729 „459, 352 3 one-fourth of Alleghany County's 
11, 097,348 212, 609 
21,420, 118 17,743, 124 
46. N76. 125 571,28. 896 
15, 8%, 913 7,548,879 
10, 860, 980 57, 736, 487 
7, 024, 702 88, 739, 414 
875, 818 91,554,465 | Products one-eleventh of Cook and Lake 
counties’ total. 
18, 479, 368 
20, 364, 292 


Products one-seventeenth of Greater New 
York’s total. 


> Total for Middlesex County. 


is $47,086,644; the Democratic ay of manufacturing prod 
by districts is $21,283,178. : ia 

But the real significance of this whole analysis is found, not in 
ee the representation of Republicans and Democrats, but 
in a consideration of the Democratic membership itself. How is 
it constituted? Six men; five from the solid South and one from 
Tammany Hall. 

a ag not speak of this from any sectional feeling, for I have 

Furthermore, from boyhood I have lived almost under the 
shadow of Tammany Hall, and the district which I represent has 
often felt its power; and toward the Representatives from the 
en States I have the kindest feelings, for they are gentle- 
men, all. 

I know of but one people, one flag, and one coun resented 
under the Dome of this Capitol and feel toward hal ora as a 
gray-headed old brakeman in California must have felt when rid- 
ing through the splendid paradise of the Santa Clara Valley. I 
jokin gly asked him how much of it he owned. For a moment his 
eyes ed, and then, with hand uplifted, in an earnest tone he 
answered: Not a rod of it, sir 


: but my Father owns it all.” 
I make this division—considering 


each as a political entity, to- 
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gether forming a political trust, a combination in restraint of 
rotection, so to speak—and ask in all sincerity if it does not in- 
855 in some degree what Democracy now stands for?’ 

Caesar divided all Gaul into three parts; but what shall I say 
of this division of committee appointments in this House between 
the solid South and Tammany Hall, with fifty-seven Democrats 
from Republican States left out in the cold? 

Surely it could not be from lack of good material, for among 
those northern Democrats are found one Presidential candidate 
from New York City and another from Illinois, two gentlemen 
who have been strongly recommended for the Vice-Presidency, 
coming from Massachusetts and Indiana, the distinguished gentle- 
man whom the Empire State has in the pe honored as speaker of 
its legislature, an honored governer and old-time Member of Con- 
gress from Minnesota, and scores of others who would have made 
valuable contributions of wisdom and knowledge to the delibera- 
tions of the committee. 

Isit not a fair conclusion, in view of the fact that while fifty- 
seven northern Democratic districts are unrepresented on the 
committee, for two long months a vacancy has been kept open, 

ibly waiting for a new political child to be born again to 
Maanens Hall, and the further fact that the great States of 
Tennessee and Alabama, with their marvelous production of iron 
and steel and coal, are left out of consideration, that the decision 
was made in the beginning that no man should be put on the 
skirmish line for the campaign of 1904 except those who believed, 
in the words of the gentleman from Mississippi, that “ protection- 
ism is wrong, morally wrong,” and that ‘the ultimate goal of 
tariff for revenue only is never to be lost sight of?” 

Thongh not bearing directly upon the subject I am discussing, 
and yet, as a sort of aside light on the whole situation, let me call 
the attention of the House to the committee assignments of Dem- 
ocratic Members from Republican States as com with com- 
mittee assignments of the Democratic Members from Democratic 
States. keeping in mind that there are 58 in one group and 120 in 
the other, or, as near as may be, a proportion of 1 to 2. 

I take twenty-five of the active working committees of the 
House: Committee on Ways and Means, 1 out of 6; Committee 
on Appropriations, none out of 6; Committee on the Judiciary, 
none out of 6; Committee on Banking and Currency, 1 out of 6; 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, 2 out of 7; Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 1 out of 6; Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors, none out of 6; Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 3 out of 6; Committee on Agriculture, 1 
out of 6; Committee on Foreign Affairs, 1 out of 6; Committee 
on Military Affairs, 3 out of 6; Committee on Naval Affairs, 1 out 
of 6; Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 1 out of 6; 


Committee on the Public Lands, 3 out of 6; Committee on Indian | Presi: 


Affairs, 8 out of 6; Committee on the Territories, 2 ont of 6; Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs, 2 out of 6; Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 1 out of 6; Committee on Invalid Pensions, 5 
out of 6; Committee on Pensions, 1 out of 5; Committee on Claims, 
8 out of 7; Committee on War Claims, 1 out of 5; Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 1 out of 6; Committee on the Census, 1 
out of 5; Committee on Rules, none ont of 2. 

This analysis does not, however, particularly interest us in Con- 
necticut, for under the present Democratic régime, and in view 
of " what Democracy now stands for,” there would seem to be no 
doubt whatever but that Connecticut will give its electoral vote 
to Theodore Roosevelt, send a solid Republican delegation to the 
Fifty-ninth Congress, and declare again emphatically for the gold 
standard and the general policy of protection in any action which 
may be taken in tariff matters in the future. 

It has been a source of some amusement to the members of the 
Connecticut delegation to hear from time to time in the House 
and to read in the daily press the forecasts of the next election, in 
which Connecticut has been put in the column of doubtful States. 

From the organization of the Republican party in 1856, through 
five Presidential elections, her average Republican majority was 


5,306. 

In 1876, Tilden defeated Pe Be by 2,901. 

In 1880, Garfield defeated Hancock by 2,656. 

In 1884 Cleveland defeated Blaine by 1,284, but lacked 2,898 of 
having a majority over all. 

In „ defeated Harrison by 336, but lacked 4,139 of 
a majority. 

_ In 1892 Cleveland defeated Harrison by 5,363 and had a major- 
ity over all of 195. This was the high-water mark for Democracy 
in Connecticut. 

William H. Barnum, of Connecticut, as chairman of the na- 
tional Democratic committee, was in command, and New York, 
New Jersey, and Connecticut was the battle ground of the con- 
tending forces. 

The Wilson-Gorman tariff act became a law on August 27, 1894, 
and three months afterwards O. Vincent Coffin was chosen Re- 
publican governor by 17,688 plurality over Cady, Democrat, and 
12,969 majority over all. The only question under discussion in 


that campaign was the tariff, and ‘‘the perfidy and dishonor” 
brand was buried out of sight. 

Two years later Democracy stood for free silver and a “‘ perfidy 
and dishonor brand of currency. With 461,387 depositors in 
our savings banks, equaling one-half of our population—men, 
women, and children included—and with an average deposit of 
$460 each, they would have none of it, and Democracy as an or- 
ganization disappeared, 

McKinley carried the State by 53,543 over Bryan and had a 
majority over all of 46,176. 

From 1894 to 1902, inclusive, through two Presidential and 
three State elections, the Republican ora have averaged 
26,517 and the majorities over all 21,312. 

Connecticut can not be wheedled, cajoled, or coaxed into the 
approval of fiat money of any form or kind. Her people are 
ready to discuss protection on the broad ground of national wel- 
fare as shown by the 3 platform of 1902, but 8 
have no use for the ultimate goal“ in tariff reform with 
protection eliminated, as now proposed by a reorganized but un- 
repentant Democracy. 

t me read our declaration of faith in 1902: 

We heartily approve and applaud President Roosevelt's vigilant care of 
the country’s interests, domestic and foreign. We share his pride in the 
magnificent work of the American soldier and sailor and the American ad- 
ministration in the country's new dependencies and his resentment against 
their unpatrio ucers; we favor his nomination for the Presidency by 
the national Republican convention of 1904. 

Pie WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Whatisthe gentleman quoting 
m? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. From the Republican platform of 
the State of Connecticut, the last one that was made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I just want to say that you 
gentlemen havea Republican Congress now, and they have looked 
thus far in vain. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I can not yield. 

We believe, like Lincoln, Garfield, Blaine, McKinley, and Roosevelt, in a 
protective tariff that wisely fosters American industries and saf 
American wages, We oppose revision of the tariff at this time as both inop- 
Fave tap gurveried fetus Waste teva T te LATEN ae ria 
tions, pea at in fact or in denden we look toa Republican ee 


to apply, in its wisdom, the needed corrective without impairing the prin- 
cinio of protection. 


o believe, with William McKinley and Theodore Roosevelt, in the policy 
of trade 8 us the natural supplement of tariff protection and the 
key with which to unlock the world’s markets for the surplus products of 
American fields and American mills. 

Everything now indicates that that platform will be reaffirmed 
at the coming convention and that a solid delegation will go to 
Chicago to help put Theodore Roosevelt in nomination for the 

i y, with full assurance that when election day comes 
Connecticut will roll up for him a majority far in excess of the 
average of the past ten years. No other result is possible, for 
the memories of 1894 have not yet away. 

The — 5 houses, the relief committees, the idle mills, and all of, 
the horrible experiences of that time are vivid realities to us still. 

Mr. Chairman, two years ago I was in the city of Peking, China, 
and visited the scene of the wickedest crime in all history. 
Within the compound of the British legation, and poe by 
a brick and plaster wall perhaps 10 or 12 feet high and 2 feet 
thick, were huddled the legations of the civilized world—thirteen 
hundred men, women, and children—all of them in that city under 
treaty pledges of safety and protection. A few hundred feet away 
was the wall of the Forbidden City, 50 feet high and 60 feet thick, 
a fortress.of stone. Behind that wall, and in perfect safety, the 
Boxer mob and Imperial troops had mounted two Krupp guns, 
and from their van point poured at point-blank range thon- 
sands of shot and shell down upon that devoted band. Their only 
weapon of defense was an old smoothbore fieldpiece, which they 
mounted on a platform at the corner of the compound wall near- 
est to the Boxer , and around it laid bags of earth, the sand- 
bags made from the women’s and children’s clothing. 

hrough long and w weeks the missionaries of the Cross 
and the representatives of the civilized powers of earth faced 
wounds, starvation, and disease until, as hope was almost gone, 
Adna R. Chaffee and the old Ninth Infantry, bearing the Stars 
and Stripes, came marching up Legation street and rescued them 
from death. When hostilities ceased, the English Government 
ordered Sir Clande McDonald to restore the buildings and repair 
the wall. He did it except at this one spot, and that he left just 
as it was when the struggle ceased. The broken wall, the ruined 
breastwork, and marks of shot and shell, and beneath it all he 
painted in large letters these words: Lest we forget.” 

Gentleman of the minority, in many a home in New England 
to-day are those who look back over wrecked fortunes and ruined 
lives, the result of the political folly of ten years ago, but across 
those lives and in those homes is written still. Lest we forget,” 
and knowing as we do that Democracy stands now for what it 
stood in 1894, we say to you in all sincerity that 1904 can brin 
to you no hope of victory in any New England State. 5 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I feel a little 
tired this morning, but I I will have to make myself more 
so. I went down to the keeper of the restaurant the other day 
and I had a special sauce fixed up. I had some pepper and salt 
and paprika and olive oil all mixed and conveniently located. I 
had heard from so many sources that I was going to be eaten up 
so many times that I thought, in ordinary amiability, I ought to 
season the taste of me so I would not prove indigestible to the 
eater. I thought I had been fully devoured and masticated until 
to-day, but I find there must be some little fragments of me left 
to deserve further mastication from the intellectual teeth of the 

ntleman from Connecticut. The gentleman from Nebraska 
fr. BURKETT] was first turned loose upon me with his earnestness 
and eloquence, then the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. 
Lanpis], then the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. BEDE]—a walk- 
ing joke. I must have said something somewhere along the line 
that hurt somehow or other, else all of these gentlemen would not 
ays sharpened their lances, drawn their swords, and gotten ready 

or me. 

The gentleman from Nebraska first came, with all his zeal and 
earnestness, and I found the main gravamen of his argument was 
that the South was solid, and he did not understand how that 
could be; not how so very few people voted down there in the 
general elections—a thing, by the way, not requiring a uy large 
measure of understanding to comprehend, if a man would look at 
it in a nonpartisan way. Now, by the way, about the complaint 
of the South being solid. I never hear that complaint made, Mr. 
Chairman, without being reminded of a story about old Bishop 
Wilmer, of Lonisiana, told at a banquet in New York once 
when he was asked why the South was politically solid. Hesaid 
in answer to that: Excuse me for being a Yankee for just a mo- 
ment while I ask you a question: Why are our ponds and lakes 
in the South in the winter time now and then solid? Why,“ 
the gentleman said, from cold, of course.“ Les,“ replied the 
Bishop. but what produced the cold if not the unpleasant and 
congealing breezes from the North.” So, my friends, congealing 
breezes from the North have made their own conditions down 
there, and whenever you are ready to unmake them you will find 
there is no solid South. I notice that you never mention the solid 
negro South from 1865 to 1875, with its saturnalia of insult, crime, 
and ignorance. You made it solid. It was not the white people 
of the South who raised the race issue. It was thenegroes them- 
selves, and you, through your men there, made them raise it. 


But I do not want to discuss which are past and gone, 
My quarrel with you, my brethren on the Republican side, is that, 
as a rule, you will not discuss anything else at this session of this 


Congress except things that are either dead or ghostly. Then there 
came my eloquent friend CHARLEY LANDIS, of Indiana, as elo- 
quent as can be, and CHARLEY turned himself loose upon the old 
answer that CHAMP CLARK received, Beeves are worth 6 cents 
in Missouri,” and he spent the entire time in dwelling upon the 
great prosperity ’’ which this great country, with its free trade 
between the 45 States and 80,000,000 of people, enjoys to-day. 
Except spasmodically, that amount of free trade guarantees pros- 


ty. 

Now, I fear my friend Lanpis had no great opportunity to be 
fair when he came along to quote figures as to the wire nails, and 
I asked him if he would not continue those figures, and he said he 
did not have the time but would put them in the RECORD. Ihave 
never seenthem inthe Recorpyet. He stopped at the convenient 
place for the plausibility of his argument. 

I have them here, and I will insert the figures in the RECORD, 
including those from the pe that my friend Lanois left off, 
with this remark, that when they start where he left off the 


ices at first fell at the time of the formation of the trusts. 
ey fell because the trust wanted to crowd out its competitors, 
and as soon as it had crowded them out the prices began to rise 
again and have continued to rise ever since, with the insignifi- 
peri reduction of 25 cents and 5 cents during 1892 and 1893, respec- 
vely. 
LANDIS stopped at 1889, $2.10 a keg. 
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In 1893 the export price of wire nails was 81.30, the home price 


70. 
December 3, 1896, the Iron Age said: 


h prices reduced consumption from 9, „ 
. and sold abroad at N n 
Now, my friends, I do not want to undertake to answer these 
speeches in detail, but some few things in them struck me as 
cropping out between the lines, and being therefore well to make 
a note of. For example, my friend from Nebraska [Mr. Bunkzrr] 
said that in 1894, if the boll weevil had come down South, cotton 
would not have sold at a good price, because there would not have 
been any money in the country to buy it with.“ In other words, 
according to the gentleman from Nebraska, the reason why cot- 
ton did not sell at a good price in 1894 was because there was not 
enough money in the country to purchase it with—becau-e the 
purchasing power of money, which is the price of money, was too 
great; and yet, at the time when all this was occurring, in 1894 
itself, you gentlemen told us on this side of the Chamber that the 
volume of money had nothing under the sun to do with it, 

You told us at that time, when we were almost starving, with 
cotton and wheat and cattle below the price of production, that 
money had nothing in the world to do with the situation, and 
now the gentleman from Nebraska tells us that the reason why 
cotton could not rise in 1894 was because there was not enough 
money in the country. But let that go. If you have increased 
the volume of metallic money, you deserve the credit, and you shall 
receive it. If God and human invention increased it, give them 
the credit. It is a question of fact. Render unto God the 
things that are God's, and to Cæsar the things that are Cæsar’s.” 
The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BurKetr] reminded me in 
one of his outbursts very much of the celebrated platform that 
Oily Gammon, the manager of Tittlebat Titmouse, in Ten Thon- 
sand a Year, wanted to send him to Parliament upon. That 
form stated as a reason why Tittlebat Titmouse ought to be sent 
to Parliament that, if elected, he would introduce and procure 
the of a bill “ to give everybody everything.” 

at a compliment the gentleman unwittingly paid to the 
Democratic party. 
The gentleman said that the Democratic party has a new para- 
mount issue every four years,“ and therefore we are an awful“ 
set of fools! Why? Because we recognize changing conditions, 
whereas, he said the Republican party has now and always—oh, 
I wish I could just swell myself up and stay swelled up for three 
minutes and say this just as he said it—that they had now and 
always had this one platform. to do all things at all times that 
will afford the greatest good to the greatest number of people, 
bringing prosperity to the State and happiness to the masses.” 
[Laughter.] Go into the next campaign on that platform, if you 
choose, but specify how you propose to do it. for God's sake, so 
that we can know just how to meet you and that the people may 
know how to take 5 

Then a little bit further on the gentleman said that I had been 
awfully mistaken if I thought the increase of gold in the United 
States had come solely from the discovery of new mines or from 
* 3 r 3 of e A intractable ores. 

never sai He very properly that a great part of 
our gold (because we got more than our x ds of the world’s in- 
crease of gold) came from our exports to foreign countries. But 
he forgot to tell you what those exports mainly were. They were 
wheat, and corn, and cotton, and meat, not one of which is pro- 
tected or could be protected with a tariff of 17,000 per cent. 

We got from the discoveries of the world and the development 
of invention a part of our gold, and we received from the sale of 
the products of the farmer of this country—corn, wheat, cotton, 
hay, cheese, butter—(as you may find from the reports of your 
own stalwart Republican . Agriculture) nearly all the 
balance of the gold that came to the United States. 

Then, a little later on, the eee as a part of the “ general 
all-round-prosperity.“ “ full-dinner-pail,”’ “ meat-6-cents-a-pound- 
in-Missouri”’ argument, mentioned the fact that American en- 
gines ” are ing all the markets of the world. He forgot to 
tell you that American engines are very highly protected in the 
American market. He forgot to tell you that the manufacturers 
of them have charged a great deal more to the Americam people 
who must use them than they are charging abroad. 

He forgot to tell you that if a given product could be profitably 
exported and sold in the markets of the world in competition with 
the so-called pauper labor of the world, then one ab two things 
must be true: Either the duty is useless even from a protectionist 
standpoint, and ay therefore to be abolished or reduced, or 
else it is useful only for one ed pa and that is to enable the 
manufacturer to extort from the home consumer more than the 
price which he is able to sell at to the foreign consumer making 
a ape dey” gentleman forgot all that. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic . 
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Now, as well as I can remember, those three little things, none 
of which amounts to much, were the only things worth replying 
to in the speech of the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Then my friend from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS], elo- 
quent, courteous, social, and all that, came to the bat,“ and he 
said that in 1892 there were more people owning their homes, 
their carpets, their pianos, and pictures, and getting good wages 
than had ever been owning those things or getting those wages 
in the history of the United States. 

Now, my friends, I want to go over that once more. That is 
absolutely incorrect as a matter of fact. There is not aman here 
from Kansas, Republican or Democrat; there is not a man from 
Nebraska or Oregon, Republican or Democrat; there is not a man 
here from the farming districts anywhere in the United States 
who does not know that in 1890 and 1891 and 1892 the condition 
of the farming classes with regard to home comforts and with 
regard to mortgage indebtedness was worse than it had been al- 
most at any time in the history of the United States except at 
two periods prior to the war not worth mentioning now. They 
were so bad that drowning men were catching at straws over that 
country. The subtreasury scheme was being advocated; State 
socialism of every sort was being advocated. The blame was laid 
upon the party in power, and the fusion of Populists and Demo- 
crats in some places, Populists by themselves in others, and Demo- 

erats by themselves in others swept the entire West like a wildfire. 
They swept Oregon, Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, and they swept 
nearly all of the country where the people mainly depended upon 
agricultural pursuits for a living. 

Cotton was lower than it ever was except at two subsequent 
periods—once under Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, when it was 
somewhat lower, a fraction of a cent, and once again when it 
reached its very lowest point, under Mr. McKinley’s Administra- 
tion, subsequently, in the year 1897. 

Now, my friends, let us be fair with one another. I do not 
care whether the newspaper that quoted President Harrison as 
saying that he attributed his defeat to ‘‘the hard times’’ in the 
country quoted him correctly or not, but the statement of the 
pe was correct, and if it had come from the mouth of President 

arrison it would Haye been true. Itis none the less true if it 
did not come from his lips. And when the gentleman quotes a 
subsequent message from President Harrison saying that the 
country was, during that period, inthe highest condition of pros- 
perity that it ever had known, he only proves this, if he proyes 
anything, that when Mr. Harrison made that statement in that 
message, in the spring of 1893, or I believe it was December, 1894, 
he made an inaccurate and an erroneous statement of facts. I 
do not attack President Harrison. The gentleman from Indiana 
has made the attack himself. 

Now, I know the then condition of things. Why, Mississippi, 
rock ribbed in her Democracy; Alabama, rock ribbed and bour- 
bon in her Democracy, were swept off their feet and almost car- 
ried by the Populists on the ground that “the two old parties 
were in partnership,” both plutocratic, giving the people legisla- 
tion in favor of the rich and against the farmer, that right leg- 
islation ought to be had, and that no relief for the farmer was 
possible except with a third party.“ Ido not care who makes the 
statement, or how high his office, that in 1892 the farming classes 
of Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, Oregon, Washington, Mississippi, 
Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, all that country were prosperous— 
Ido not care who makes the statement, he 1 forgotten 
history, or else misstated it, that is all. Now, Ibelieve the news- 
paper statement attributed to President Harrison, which I never 
saw denied at the time, and I do not believe the unfounded asser- 
tions in the message. 

Now, my friends, one other thing. I have noticed it several 
times. One of the gentlemen—I thinkit was the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. CHARLES B. Lanpis}—tells you that immediately upon 
the election of Mr. McKinley times became better; that they began 
to grow better just as soon as the news of his election spread over 
the country; that wheat went up.“ Well, wheat was worth 
forty-odd cents a bushel in the beginning of that campaign, and it 
went up to seventy before it ended; but if wheat had not been 
away down how could it haye been such a flush of prosperity for 
it to have gone up toa point below what it is y? But the 
argument was based upon the idea that wheat went up be- 
cause McKinley was elected.“ Iwas at that time upon the stum 
in the State of Kentucky. I remember just when wheat star 
to go up, and I know and you know that McKinley was elected 
because wheat went up, and that wheat did not go up because 
McKinley was elected. It went up beforehand. What followed? 
The farmer began to get money with which to pay the shoemaker, 
and the butcher, and the grocer, and the dry-goods man. They in 
turn began to get money with which to order from the jobber, 
and he began to get money with which to order from the manu- 
facturer, and then the manufacturer began to get money and get 
busy, and then the wheels went ’round.”’ 

Prosperity always starts from the earth. There can be no such 
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thing as permanent or long-seated depression in any community 
unless the farming classes are in a bad condition. There can be 
no such thing as a revival of industry unless the revival starts 
upon the farm. 

Cotton did not go up quite as soon, because of what reason? 
Because people in an impoverished condition can do without cot- 
ton for a period to a large extent, while they can not do without 
wheat and without meat. They can ‘‘make the old.coat do.” 
They ae make the eaten biscuit or the already devoured 


0. 

So that the wheat and the meat farmer began to get more money 
and the cotton farmer later began to get more money, and then 
more and more it flowed from them to the different classes. Now, 
one of the curious facts about this matter is that the very parts 
of this country which are now enjoying the highest state of pros- 
pany are the parts of the country that a protective tariff neither 

oes nor can help. Mississippi never in her history, excepting 
during a few halcyon days of the last decade, was in such a pros- 
perous condition as she is to-day, and Mississippi raises her cotton 
in competition with the fellaheen of Egypt and the peasant labor 
of India. Everybody knows the reason of the prosperity among 
these people, and it is absolutely inexcusable to try to cover it up. 
It is 13-cent cotton and dollar wheat. Others are prosperous to a 
less degree, but still prosperous because these eed ti. 

Well, a gentleman had some few remarks to make about the 
“shotguns” in elections down in Mississippi. Such a thing 
hasn't been heard of as a fact in Mississippi for twenty-five years. 
There were more men killed in one election in the district of Mr. 
LOUDENSLAGER of New Jersey than in all the South in all the 
political troubles of the last ten years. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understand the gentleman has 
his statement. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of e ir I meant New Jersey. Of 
course I understand, however, that it was very largely affected 
by imported Pennsylvania neighbors, [Laughter on the Demo- 
cratic side. ? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Idesire to say that the gentleman’s under- 
standing in that is as deficient as it is on some other subjects. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of JEEP ee Iam glad that it is no more 
deficient. Lam always glad to be reproved by the gentleman from 
Haug! especially when it is done in so courteous a way. 

aughter. 

Now, to speak of when the South’s prosperity in industrial life 
began. Go back to 1870 and 1880 and you will find her more and 
more impoverished all the time up to 1875, when a great revolu- 
tion took place in the South, and, by the way, no revolution of 
such stupendous magnitude and significance ever took place in 
any country with as little bloodshed and so much of gentleness as 
was shown when the white man of the South“ came into his own 
again.” Afterwards 3 peaceable and quiet. The 
people began to work instead of keeping armed all the time for a 
race fight that might come up at any moment. With the white 
man’s sway came the sway of law and order and the disappear- 
ance of social and industrial anarchy—inseparable from negro 
rule. The South began to grow rich by labor, as must all people 
if they grow rich at all. 

The gentleman from Connecticut quoted a moment ago some- 
thing from Rudyard Kipling’s poem Lest we forget.“ Can not 
you, all of you, remember the condition that we were in down in 
that country so long, and can not you understand that we are 
careful to-day lest we forget the dose that you gave us before 
and the dose that a great many of you frankly confess that you 
would give us to-day if you had the power? 

My friends, it is a strong observation to make, and I make it not 
from any quasi-official standpoint, but I make it Sopy myself, 
and Isay it is true that any man who can look all over that 
beautiful southland, now happy, now industrious where all its 
prosperity has come from its own labor, its own moderation, its 
own conservatism, and its own gentleness of heart under great 
provocation and temptation, and after studying and understand- 
ing its condition, tell us that there ought to be unlimited, unre- 
stricted, and unmodified manhood suffrage, is either a fool, be- 
cause he does not understand the condition of things existing 
there after seeing them, or else he is an irreconcilable bourbon, 
because he does not wish to understand them, or else a knave, 
because, understanding them, and knowing what would follow in 
the wake of his abstraction or hatred, he does not care. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

So much for that.. Now, my friends, I will come to the remarks 
which I arose to make in answer to my friend from Connecticut 
Mr. ae 

Mr. H of Connecticut. If the gentleman will pardon me a 
suggestion, not a question, because I want to make a correction, 
and I know the gentleman kindly refrained from interrupting me. 
The gentleman does not want to be understood as referring to 


me 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iwas nat referring to the gen- 
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tleman in that; of course not. His opinions on this subject are 
well known to me. . 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. We have an intelligence qualifica- 
tion in Connecticut, and we believe that other people have the 
same right. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iwas not referring to the gen- 
tleman nor personally to other gentlemen who have spoken to 
whom I am replying; nor would [ make a personal application of 
a thing of that sort to anybody. Iamscoringasystem. I under- 
stand itis possible for a man to be very wise and yet to be very 
foolish about a particular thing, because he does not understand 
that particular thing. Nor would I have the gentleman to think 
that when I speak of a protective tariff as a robbery that I 
meant that he or anybody who advocated it was a robber. - 

I know a great many protectionists who would be as far, poe 
ically and personally, from robbing me as I would be from robbing 
them, but nevertheless the system is one of legalized robbery. 
That is the result and that is the effect. It is robbery, for the 
reason that it prostitutes the Government to do what the Gov- 
ernment has no right to do—yiz, build up or hothouse one man’s 
industry, one man’s capital, or one man’s labor by laying a tax 
upon the labor and the capital of all men. 

Now, as to the strictures of the gentleman from Connecticut 
about my assignment of people on this side to committee assign- 
ments. I feel like telling the story that John Allen told in the 
Patterson-Carmack contested-election case: Let us manage our 
little troubles to suit ourselves; don’t you come a pickin’ and a 
choosin’ among our Sy ter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, 
it is not my habit to defend m; from any onslaught that ap- 
plies to nobody but me. 

If there have been made any mistakes about assignment to com- 
mittee places on this side, the Democratic did not make 
them; Jonn S. WILLIAMS made them. His shoulders are narrow 
and somewhat stooped, but they have always been broad enough 
to carry his own burdens without asking anybody else anywhere 
to bear them, [Applause.] If there has been any mistake, it is 
not a mistake of the Democracy in any way. Iam willing to be 
counted as nothing if only the Democracy may be glorified. But 
the gentleman. dwells very freely, however, upon the fact that 
Democrats from the North are not given these important places 
to which he refers, and I may perhaps be excused from saying a 

few words upon that subject. First, to be ad nominem, what are 
the important places in this House filled upon the majority side 
in the various committees by the Republicans who hail from 
south of Mason and Dixon’s line? [Laughter.] What are the 
important places filled in this House by the Republicans who hail 
from Democratic States anywhere? 3 

Now, as to the Ways and Means Committee it is a well-known 
fact that, with the sia tear RER E Hon. CHAMP CLARK, 
of Missouri, whom I ed upon that committee, I did not place 
anybody else there. I had to go on because I had been putin this 
position of quasi leadership or whatever it is. All the minority 
floor leaders had been there. Iam not so fond of my dignity, but 
I was afraid people would think I did not have a due regard for 
it unless I went on the Ways and Means Committee. I could not 
help having been born forty-nine years beforehand down in Ten- 
nessee, nor my mother having been born down in Mississippi—in 
fact, if I could have helped it I more than doubt if I would. So 
I went on the committee. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] is from the West, and everybody who knows his record 
in this House knows he deserved to go on that committee even if he 
had been from Washington, or Oregon, or Louisiana, or Florida, 
or eyen from Porto Rico or from the Philippines, provided only 
he had the status in this House which he now and has for 
many years had. Now. the gentleman from Connecticut under- 
stands, of course—nobody better—that one of the reasons why 
southern Representatives have better committee assignments on 
our side is because there are more of them [laughter], and another 
reason is because they stay here a longer time. 

There are a great many northern constituencies that make a 
senseless business of letting 8 stay two and four 
years and then turn them out. e gentleman knows as well as 
E do that if I had dared defy the seniority traditions of this body, 
even if I had wanted to do so, I would not have been in this quasi- 
official position forty-eight hours. But, as I stated a moment 
ago, I do not care to reply to things that are criticisms of me and 
not of the Democratic party. Iam willing to count myself as 
nothing” in order that the tic party may be “‘ glorified.” 

Now, the gentleman says I want to go back to the position of 
having this country solely an rter of natural products. Does 
the gentleman not know as well as I do that this country has 
never been an exporter solely of natural products? Does the gen- 
tleman not know as well as I do that even in colonial times 
Great Britain found it necessary to pass certain laws in order to 
prevent the American colonies from exporting manufactured 
goods, because they were already beginning to do so? Does the 
gentleman in his heart believe if there had never been a protective 
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tariff upon the statute books of the United States, that when po 
ulation became sufficiently dense and agriculture became - 
ciently unprofitable there would not have been manufactures 
springing into existence? 

I remember when cotton was selling at a high price people 
would sometimes come to me and say: ‘‘ John, we must put up a 
cotton factory.” I would say: Why?” They would reply: 
Because we must diversify our industries... Why?” “To 
make money.“ That is the answer I thought you would give,” 
I would reply. Now. let me tell you something. Just as soon 
as cotton growing becomes sufficiently unprofitable you will haye 
plenty of cotton factories, but while you can make 10 or 12 or 15 
per cent growing cotton, as you can now, nobody is going to put 
money into a factory to make 6 or 8 per cent in the shape of a 
dividend.” $ 

Cotton went down to where the capitalist could not get 6 per 
oa r at a later period 4, nor, at a still later period, any per ` 
cent a 

The farm laborer worked on shares — half and half—of the 


crop. 

At the low price, his share, which constituted his wages, was 
o a he could earn more as a factory hand than in the cot- 

m field. 

What was the result? Cotton factories all over the South. 
Why? Because in the evolution of industrial life the time had 
eome for them, first, in the poorer upland country of north Geor- 
gia and the Carolinas, afterwards in the South generally. 

Having come, they will remain in spite of high-pficed cotton. 
Why? Because buildings and machinery are fixed capital and 
skilled labor is over them. These were developed along lines 
with which your poor little miserable protective tariff has almost 
nothing todo. You may modify conditions. you may make them 
harder by governmental interference, harder to the man who 
would naturally have been profitable anyhow, harder by making 
his burden greater, by putting a-taxation burden upon his shoul- 
ders, in order to make somebody else’s business profitable or more 
profitable; you may in that way modify and change things to some 
extent, but it is as true as a page written in the book of fate that 
new people e Serine a great country with a fertile soil will, 
for the main part, be an agricultural people, and that people with 
a poor soil with a dense population have got to either leave the 
country or turn to manufacturing or seafaring or something else; 
and that any country, in the course of time, as it becomes more 
and more dense in population, as land becomes higher in price, 
harder to buy, or as rents become more expensive, becomes more 
and more a manufacturing and less and less an agricultural coun- 
try. Not absolutely, but relatively, of course. 

This country became more and more manufacturing, relatively, 
in the decade before the war, under the Walker “ tariff for rev- 
enue only,“ and Mr. Blaine himself says that after that ‘tariff for 
revenue only Jaw had been passed, the country, its manufactures 
included, were highly prosperous, and that the Republicans 
themselves acquiesced and approved. : 

Now, the gentleman from Connecticut did me an injustice 
which he did not mean todo, I did not refer the other day to 
the men of Massachusetts and Connecticut. If I did apparently, 
I was talking about the boot and shoe people, and they happened 
to be located in those States. But, mind you, I did not mean to 
say that legislative robbery is geographical. 

ly, Lam sorry to say I do not know an of this great 
domain wheré the average man, if he finds that he can get money 
out of the Government through a protective tariff, through a 
bounty, through a subsidy, or through a legal appropriation from 
his town council, county, or his State, won’t take it and try to 
find some great “ unselfish ” or humanitarian reason to justify 
his taking it. Such is thé extent to which commercialism has 
sapped our old-time independence. God forbid I should have 
meant that the people of Massachusetts or the people of Connect- 
icut were innately and originally or naturally any more selfish 
than the people of Mississippi and Alabama. The gentleman 
from Connecticut seems to think it curious that the poorer por- 
tion of the country should be the very part of the country which 
is opposed to Republicanism and protection. 

There is nothing curious in that. They are the parts of the 
country that have had their property and pursuits reduced in 
value by laws that have discriminated against them. They are 
the parts of the country that have been kept poor or whose prog- 
ress and wealth have been lessened by Republican protectionist 
legislation. They are naturally anti-Republican and antiprotec- 
tionists. They are the parts of the country which raise the great 
staples for export which neither have been nor can be protected.“ 
It is natural that the densely settled manufacturing cen- 
ters, w. there isa greater proportion of people who receive 
indirect or direct bounty from the Government, should be Re- 

blieans and protectionists, because their interest lies that way. 

t is also natural that the protest against protectionism should 
come from that part of the country which chiefly and most in- 
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tensely has been impoverished by protectionism, or has been 
handicapped in the race and kept from attaining a yet greater 
prosperity than they now enjoy. 

Now a little, not much, in comment on what the gentleman 
said about fiat money. I never believed in “ fiat’ money. I 
do not believe in it now. If I had thought that anything I ever 
advocated was fiat money—and the gentleman from Connect- 
icut tried to convince me once that silver was such money—I 
would have quit advocating it in very short order. But I want 
to propound a question to the gentleman and I want him to go to 
work on it during the balance of the session. I want him to tell 
me how it is that a greenback note issued by the Federal Govern- 
ment, having behind it the entire taxing power of the Federal 
Government, and all its credit, is any more fiat” money than a 
national-bank note issued upon the faith of another obligation, 
an interest-bearing obligation, of the Federal Government. The 
national-bank note owes its value to the bond which is deposited 
in the United States Treasury, to protect its value from deprecia- 
tion, and it owes its value to the credit of the Government. That 
bond is an interest-bearing obligation of the Federal Government 
and makes the note perfectly good. But is the note bottomed on 
it any better than any other note of the Federal Government, so 
far—I am not ing from the standpoint of banking theories— 
but is it from the fiat money standpoint any less fiat money 
than the direct noninterest-bearing obligation of the Government? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will answer him now; I do not think I need take the rest of the 
session to doso. One of the obligations that the gentleman speaks 
of is a promise to pay, secured by collateral, and not a legal tender; 
the other is a direct command of the Government that I shall 
accept such note as full legal tender in satisfaction of a debt. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, let us follow that up a 
little and see whether we can understand it. I wish I hada legal- 
tender note about me that I might produce it by way of illustra- 
tion; but I very seldom have any money about me. Tanghi] 
Virtually the legal-tender note does what? By it the Governmen 
of the United States promises to pay $10 to bearer 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And makes it a legal tender. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississip Yes, and makes it a legal 
tender. Now, the gentleman will not surely add that by making 
it a legal tender the Government deprives it of any of its value. 
Will the gentleman make that statement? 

A L of Connecticut. No; but I make the statement that 
I do not think it makes a great deal of difference as to the ques- 
tion of value. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not think so either, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But it makes a great deal of differ- 
ence as to the justice of issuing such a note. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now a word about this term 
fiat money.“ Men love to roll this term under their tongues, 
and they do so often without knowing exactly what! fiat” means. 
„Fiat money means, wrongly translated into petane bad Eng- 
lish, faith“ money. The obligation called fiat currency is, 
in popular apprehension, a currency founded upon faith. Now, let 
us see. The Government issues a promissory note—virtually it 
says, We, the Government, promise to pay $10 to bearer.” is 
note does not bear any interest. It may be good or it may be bad, 
just like my note.. 

For a little while during the war this root note of the 

Government was bad, and when it was bad, by the way, the bonds 
of the Government were bad, too—they were below par at thesame 
time. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Ido not like to interrupt the gen- 
tleman, because I asked that I should not be interrupted; but I 
do not like to see him start off on a wrong basis. I think, if he 
will go back to the meaning of flat; he will find that it does 
not mean faith, but means let it be;’’ it is in the nature of a 
command, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am considering what the 
term really means in the popular apprehension, not its etymo- 


logical meaning. What we mean in popular apprehension by the | De 


word “fiat” is that this money is in the nature of a promise, de- 
pendent upon faith as to whether it is good or bad. What John 
Allen said the old Confed.” under his blanket prescribed as a 
cure for all the ills of the Confederacy was that Jeff Davis should 
stamp on the back of every Confederate note, This is legal tender, 
and, confound you, you have got to take it.“ This is fiat money, 
or would be if you really had to take it. [Laughter.] 

Here is a note of the Government bearing no interest. It is is- 
sued by the same party that issues the bond. This note has be- 
hind it the same credit as has the bond. It has behind it the 
solvency, the taxing power, the taxable resources of the Federal 
Government. When is it good? Whenever the people believe it 
will be paid. When is it bad? Whenever the 3 et shaky 
in their faith as to whether it will be paid. The only difference 
between my note and the note of the Federal Government is that 


the Federal Government is richer and that the people have very 
much more faith in its ability to pay than they have in mine. 
But within a certain limit my promissory note is as good as the 
promissory note of the Government. 

Now, then, the legal-tender note is as good as the solvency and ~ 
credit of the Government—no better; no worse. Is the bond of 
the United States upon any different basis? It is also good when 
the people believe it is going to be met; it is bad when the people 
believe that it will not be paid, or when they doubt whether it 
will be paid. What is behind it? The solvency and resources of 
the Federal Government. Anything else? No. What is behind 
both? The limit up to which the ro are thought to be wil- 
Hing to be taxed to pay them both. t is all. Yet gentlemen 
will come in here every day and speak of the greenbacks as flat,“ 
and of the national-bank note, one are removed from the n- 
back—a nonlegal-tender note founded altogether upon an obliga- 
tion no higher than its direct obligation of the Federal Govern- 
ment—as not fiat.“ 

I do not see for the life of me the difference in dignity, grade, 
or resource for redemption, and as the gentleman has not yet, to 
my impression, made the distinction, or shown that one is any 
better than the other, I am going to insist upon giving him the 
balance of the session to work it ont and explain. [Laughter.] 

Now, the gentleman quotes what I said in a magazine. Now 
if the House will excuse me, you know even the Bible—a 
book—even the authors of the Bible may be put in a very bad 
attitude now and then by reading just a part of what they say. 
So I am going to insert in the RECORD, because I do not want to 
take time to read it, what I did say upon that subject. All of it 
taken together will be self-explanatory and will answer what the 
gentleman said in that connection. 

You will find it and much more answering the gentleman's 
gaeren, “What does the Democracy now stand for?” in the 

ebruary number of Everybody’s Magazine, 


The ultimate goal of Democratic striving is “tariff for revenue only,” but 
in the striving toward this goal common sense, good judgment, and conserva- 
tism will prevail and time will enter as a factor. Perhaps it might be said 
eed — — 1 — . — n 5 For en in 5 

port duties u or nearly po: ding them, however, into 
three classes: First, necessaries of life and necessaries of industries; second, 
comforts; and, third, luxuries, 


THE REFORMER MUST GO SLOW. 


The general principle that protectionism is wrong—morally wrong—a pros 
titution of government to private ends—should never be for vot 8 
ought not to be lost sight ot. At the same time friends of tariff reform would 
not strike down in a reyolutionary way—" over night,“ as the Germans say 
all the scaffolding which the false ct hegre haserected. Even in Great Britain, 
where free trade was and is possible, free trade was not reached in that way. 
Duties were reduced amidst the dismal predictions of the advocates of pro- 
tectionism that destruction and ruin,” “starvation and poverty” would 
follow. Destruction, ruin, starvation, and porerty: did not follow after duty 
was removed. Object lesson after object lesson was thus furnished to the 
people of the falsity of the claims of the advocates of the old system. 

In this country, owing to the decision of the Supreme Court in the income- 
tax case, foun on the provision in the Constitution of the United States 
about direct taxes, the goal can not be,as it was in Great Britain, free trade. 
“A tariff for reyenue to carry on a government economically and effectively 
administered" becomes the American tariff reformer's goal: It must bè 
kept in mind until it is reached, but it must be reached the exercise of 
wisdom and sense. The tariff reformer who would dothings recklessly 
or too suddenly would run the risk of ngns 8 end which he had in 
contemplation by furnishing object lessons which would not help but would 
hurt him, and in consequence of which he and those of his opinion might be 
hurled out of place and deprived of the power of doing anything. 

There is a tariff revision by piecemeal, which isa handmaiden of the 
other system. It is very important in its place, although it ought never to 
be permitted to handicap the larger movement by general legislation. This 
is tariff revision by reciprocal trade agreements with other nations. I have 
always thought that there gaght to be about every tariff la 


tively untrammeled, commerce could be 
products free, or nearly free—encouraged to continue in 
others encoura, to imitate it; and whereby also, inci- 
ese, peoples pursuing an inimical course toward 
punished. They could not complain, because they 
; indeed, punishment would not be the end in 
y their own act, and their punishment 


cent margain of elasticit 
and in her colonies can belle ee b. 
e 


duction of 20 per cent to be made upon all articles and commodities upon 
28 dutiable list by international agreement in certain international con- 
mcies. 


pr cent to all such countries as do now, or may hereafter, admit duty fres 
he growth and product of our farms mines—so-called “natural. 
nots —the se appeal 


Britain, with a view of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2041 


is needless here to say thatover half of the entire exports of the natural prod- 
American 


ucts of the ple are to the British market. Other countries 


a rrestreda oran approximately free-trade, system in regard 
to natural products would likewise be enco to continue their present 


licy and not diverge from it into the pathway of comme: re. 
Bem others would be en to inaugurate such a policy. The Ameri- 
can farmer would find a guaranty of the retention of his present markets 
and the opening up of new markets. The price of his eee in the 8 
market being lower than now, owing to the removal of international tolls, he 
would find if enabled thereby to sell a very much larger quantity of 
goods than formerly at the same profit heretofore obtained by him, 

* * * + + * * 

A Democratic tariff law would not, even from the S rates 
of duty above a mere revenue point in cases where it is so self-evident that 
the existing duty serves only the purpose of home extortion, as it is in those 
cases where the manufacturer here, still recei the benefit in the home 
market of the tariff tax, is actually selling ab: in competition with so- 
called “pauper labor.“ The fact that he can do so makes self-evident the 
lack of need for the tax for no Ota purpose than a revenue purpose, even 
from a protectionist's standpoint. 


And now, upon this general subject Iam going also, with the 

rmission of the House, to read something here from David A. 
Wells. This is a little book entitled ‘‘ Our Merchant Marine,” 
but it happens to have this magnificent economical gospel in it on 
the subject of the tariff at large: 


From the review of the subject under co: tion which has now been 
made, it would seem as if 5 possibl8 had been done to 9 
and prevent the ownership and use of ships for the e of ocean trade 
and athas ln citizens of the United States. But thereissomething worse 
and more than an g that has been heretofore related. ere is 
a large and most influential class of persons in the United States who do not 
want ships, do not believe in their utility, or in the trade and commerce of 
which they are the necessary adjuncts and instrumentalities, and, though 
restrained bey fear of public opinion, in a t de from working 
openly, yet never fail, while professing to the contrary, to in their power 
to make the resuscitation of American shipping impossi And thus far 
their efforts have been eminently successful. 
To some, perhaps a majority of readers, these averments will seem utterly 
rous and destitute of all foundation, fit only to be characterized as 

But let us see what 


oall 
ble. 


© mere utterances of a theorist and one-idea enth 


possible things which could happen to promote the industrial independence 
and 8 of tho latter country. Of course this was only another way 
of saying that ships in the ocean transport of passengers and mer- 
chan are curses and nuisances, and that the sooner they and the trade 
which gives them Lai poop are done away with. the better for this country. 
It was a reindorsement and reaffirmation of the Chinese policy of hostility to 
foreigners and all things foreign, when the Chinese themselves, after centu- 
ries of experience, are proposing to do away with it. 

Horace Greeley also taught substantially the same doctrine to the day of 
his death. Thus to all who have rejoiced at the great domestic 


rosperit 
which during the years 1878-1881 resulted Aror iy ange. orei; E 
products the follo 


mand at g prices for our icult quotation 
from the New York Semiw y Tribune of April 8, 1870, is commended for 
consideration: 


“When a railroad brings artisans to the door of the farmer it isa blessing. 
When it takes the wheat, the flesh, the corn, and the cotton to a distant 
manufacturing center, a locomotive is an exhauster, its smoke is a black flag, 
and its whistle is the scream of an evil genius.” 

Now, if this doctrine is correct then the country has no worse enemies 


than its great railroad constructors and administrators. The men pag are 
e ears 


stretching Mr. Greeley’s black flag over every 3 and fillin; 
of the whole nation with the screams of demons, who have made it possible 
for the most ordinary mechanic in New Eng to transport, at the cost of 
one day’s wages, a year's subsistence in bread and meat a thousand miles, or 
from cago to Boston, ought forthwith to be hunted down and subjected 
to speedy and exemplary p ent. According to this doctrine, further- 
more, the country needs no ships for ocean and to seek to promote 
their construction and employment by subsidies is certainly akin to a crime. 

This morning when I heard the gentleman from Connecticut 
oe HILL] I thought of something the es Carlyle said—not the 

entucky Carlisle, but the English Carlyle, when he said, I 
thank God mankind are not logical.” And I frequently thank 
God that protectionists are not logical, because if they carried 
their protectionist theory to its ultimate end, followed it logically 
to the end, they would want, of course, to do away with the ocean 
carrying business entirely, because what can the ocean carrying 
business do except bring to our shores the pauper product of 
pauper labor ” from all parts of the world? And the more expen- 
sive the freight is, the greater the tariff against the foreign pro- 
ducer and the greater protection“ accorded to the American 
manufacturer. 

Why not pass a general, all-around, and perpetual noninter- 
course act, at least for things coming our way,” always except- 
ing free Huns, free Slavs, free Italians, and free labor generally? 
This exception is necessary lest labor might, to some tempor: 
ane 1 5 extent at any rate, get the benefit of protection, wi 
a big P. 


According to this doctrine, furthermore— 


Says Mr. Wells— 


the country needs no ships for ocean transport, and to seek to promote their 
construction and employment by subsidies is certainly akin to * 

We ought, also, to ow ne sere goan corn, and ore raise no more 
cattle, pack no more pork, and barrelno more petroleum than are needed 
for our absolute domestic necessities, 


Why? Because if these things go abroad the foreigners have 
got to buy them, and if the foreigners have got to buy them, then 


the foreigners have got to sell something whereby to g the 
money to buy them, and most of them would export something to 
us for the purpose of getting the money with which to buy them. 

gain, in an interview with the late Mr. Greeley, in the sum- 
mer of 1872, when he was a candidate for the Presidency, he said: 


If I could have my way, I would impose a duty of $100 on every ton of 
iron imported into tho United States and 1 5 rate PARR aA A 


twenty years. That, sir, is my idea of what our tariff should be. 


Here Greeley, as usual with him, was at least logical, because 
if it be right in order to protect the home manufacturers that you 
should exclude the products of the foreign manufacturer, then you 
ought to make your laws so that they absolutely will exclude them. 
Meet them with a custom-house service incorruptible, impassable, 
and meet them with a rate of duty that will prohibit practically 
the product of the labor of any *‘ pauper ” 5 in the world 
from coming into the American market. t is logic, but I 
thank God that yon are not logical, or the country would have 
been totally ruined by this policy instead of merely having had its 
5 wealth greatly decreased in its annual growth by your 
policy. 

Listen again to Mr. Wells, a Connecticut professor: 

But the plain meaning of this was (if Mr. Greeley was in his right mind) 


that he would by law prevent at tee in ocean transport from obtain- 
ing any e 9 whatever. 
ut, us and repulsive as are these doctrines and teachings of 


Messrs. Carey and Greeley, there is eyen something more 


, openly teach 
dents that it is not expedient that the United States should have any foreign 
commerce; that if there were no other reason for N “he commerce, 
the demoralizing effects of a seafaring life would be quite ent— 


[Laughter]— 
— 5 that it would be much better to hang a man than allow him to become a 
lor. 


Now, that is the statement of Wells. But hear him prove it: 


ints isan undesirable thi „as open to the exercise of tyrannizin wer 
125 traders and their nee = 

That is a new way to kill trusts, is it not? The Thompson 
method—the Pennsylvaniaidea. Who is this apostle, Thompson, 
anyhow? 

And that (p. 228) “if there were no other reasons for the policy which 
seeks to reduce foreign commerce to a minimum, a sufficient one would be 
found in the effect on the human material it employs,” as if a life on the 


broad ocean were more demoralizing than an erground existence in the 
pits and shafts of a coal mine. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi Not at point. Thisistoo 
sweet and luscious a morsel to be dissected until I have concluded. 


“Bentham thought“ 
Continues our author— 


“the worst possible use that could be made of a man was to hang him; a 
worse still is to make a common sailor of him.” And all this in a country 
whose foreign trade, exports and imports, for the fiscal year 1881 exceeded 
$1,675,024,318, and which considers the maintenance of a navy and the constant 
service of a force of 8,000 seamen as essential to its safety. 

Now yield to the gentleman’s question, because I am through 
with Pennsylvania University nonintercourse teaching. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. You made the statement that 
the University of Pennsylvania teaches entirely the doctrine of 
protection. Iwish to protest against that statement. It presents 
to its students both sides of the question. When I graduated from 
that university I was so misled that I believed almost in the doc- 
trine of free trade. But since I got out in the business of the 
world and found what the facts were I haye changed my convic- 
tions and have been a protectionist ever since; and, furthermore, 
I would like to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, don’t. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Iam only making a correction. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iam trespassing on the time 
of other gentlemen now. I did not expect to speak. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Iwish to ask the gentleman how 
he explains the increase in our exports in cereals and in manu- 
factures since the passage of the McKinley bill if he holds the 
doctrine that we must have trade with other countries in order 


to sell? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is that the question? 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. That is the question. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman had asked 
me how I explained the increase in our exports during the last 
decade, or ayn re decade just preceding that, or the decade 
just preceding that, or the decade preceding that, on back to co- 
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lonial times, I would have made the same answer to all the 
questions, 

A magnificent development, an intelligent people, working with 
equal opportunities in a fair field in an area of free trade never 

before excelled either in wealth or in magnitude, with inventive 

ius, with a fertile soil, a le who or whose ancestors have 
n culled from all the world as the bravest and most enterpris- 
ing and adventurous of all the world, and who, because brave, 
aggressive, and possessing initiative, moved out to new fields, 

leaving kith and kindred behind them—such a people in such a 

land have naturally continued from the first settlement of this 

country to increase their exports every decade during the life of 
this Republic, and will continue to increase them until the Re- 
pie oe decadent, in spite of your legal obstructions. 

Applause. 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. The gentleman does not go far 
enough, or he would state that the excess of exports since the 
sage of the McKinley bill is more than it has been in a hun- 

Fred years previous in the history of our country. s 
Mr. WIL of Mississippi. That may be true, too, though 
I don’t know it and doubt; but I dare say if the gentleman will 
live long enough he will find that exports four decades from now 
will be greater than have ever existed in any four decades 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Unless the Democratic party 
comes into power. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I can not stop for mutual de- 
bate of mere assertions. The truth is this country does increase 
its exports and it will continue to increase them, and that it would 
increase its exports still more if those people who in the main 
raise things for export—the raisers of cotton and of wheat and of 
corn and of hay—were left still more untrammeled and still less 
taxed than they are to-day. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman must excuse 
me, as I think I haye been abundantly courteous. I have ex- 
paoe that I was using p ae 8155 of others. To go on reading 

m Š È 


this Yale professor, 
Again, in a debate in the United States House of Representatives, March 
ners upon the features of ourexisting system, the chairman of the 
mmittee on Appro: tative Hiscock,of the great commer- 
cial State of New York, admi tthe m was complex and to some 
extent cumbersome,” and “an obstruction to the im tion of foreign com- 


modities.” And for the latter reason the speaker declared himself in favor 
of its continuance; for, he contin “Tam unable tosee how, when you re- 
lieve the commerce of the country of the weight and burden of the consular 
armen Tou are not to that extent abating protection which is given to 
our industries.’ 

He did not, however, add what the reader would do well to bear in mind, 
that the existing tariff of the United States (1882) averages more than 40 per 
cent on all dutiable importations over and aboye the protective obstructions 
created by our consular sem 

Now, tho minds of all school of economists are perfectly clear in re- 
spect to the ideas which they desire to inculcate and the policy they wish to 
carry out in the United States. They are not men who use words without 
meaning and si cation. They do not believe in international commerce. 
They cannot believe in free ships. They want none ot them. They thinka man 
shad better be hung than en in ocean by re They do not incorporate 
these views into party platforms, for their instinct tells them that the people 
will not stand very much of such talk, and that any manor party that ewe’ 
indorses them would be politically condemned. But they have accomplish 
indirectly what they would not dare to strive for directly. They have put 
laws upon our statute books, and still maintain them there, which practically 
forbid American manufacturers, agriculturists, and merchants from receiy- 
a the products of other nations in 
W. oy 


and a tural implements, but you shall not sell us your copper; and to the 


e Cape of Good 
oils, 


won't buy Mog nig 1 product—wool—which you have got to sell 
in return.” No as was long ago pointed ont, are the children a 
effect and not the cause, of commerce; and so long as 


their employment must be limited, even if they were placed at our wharves 
as free gts ; 


HOW WE TRADE WITH SOUTH AMERICA. 


In proof of this, let us take one of the many illustrations that are avail- 
able. At nt the European steamship service with South America com- 
prices Bri French, German, and Italian lines, with more than 100steamers, 
making anaverage of twenty- monthly trips each way. In 1876anenter- 

business desirous of 


by a British captain. After two years’ experience the line was discontin 
and the Uni States has now 
South Ame: 


There was no difficulty at the outset on outgoing cargoes, 
still is, a demand in Chile FCC 
machinery, hardware, eto. But to be profitabie, must earn 
ing toand returning amar: Now, chief commodi 
DET igh oD pla pag ap ie DIOGO ATS PODDER AD cop- 
‘ool. CCC wholly pro- 
worth of un manufactured 


ol oro. The consequence was that these steamers, in 
a return cargo from Chile, were obliged to take freight of wool and 


for Liverpool and transship it in bond at 
business proved to be unprofitable. Added to the vessels employed were 
found, pry ner gran to be not so well suited to the requirements of the 
trade as was at expected. Commenting on this venture, one of the part- 
eras ec 1 to England, where it is 

“The copper product o) ile now nearly all goes to nd, where it 
manufactured and distributed all over the world, There 8 no doubt in our 
minds that the United States would by this time have possessed nearly all 
this trade had it not been for duty imposed about fifteen years 
ago, which has had the effect to enormously enrich a few copper producers 
at Lake Superior at the expense of the rest of the country, which consumes 
their production, or rathera part of it only, as they now export about one- 
quarter of the production and sell it at 5 cents less per pound than consumers 
here have to pay for the same copper. 

“We have no doubt that tho reduction of the duty on copper to a figure 
that would still allow the Lake Superior mines a fair profit would so increase 
our trade with Chile as to permit a profitable business for steamers, and we 
should 8 all the copper imported with our manufactures of cotton, iron, 
W * 


As further illustrating how the present tariff policy cripples the use of 
ships and shuts us out from the ocean carrying trade ina way that a repeal 
of pei ‘phar local ae, potas. and other similar laws can not remedy, let 
us further trace the incidents of this Chilean business. Chile no ex- 
2 about $17,500,000 of copper and copper products. It nearly all goss in 

ritish ships, which, loaded in the first instance with the merchandise which 
Chile wants—i. e., cotton goods (average, $55,000,000 per annum), hardware 
peou, paper, 5 guns, ete.—sail for Valparaiso, earning an outwerd 
reight; arriving in the cargo unloaded is replaced with another cargo 
of copper ores or wool, and the ships return to England, earning homeward 
freights. Profitable 8 is thus given to many British 
9) 


and such a method of doing 


{ps and an 


exp) tion in great part rded of the continued supremacy of tho British 
commercial marine, which strengthens and just in proportion as 
trade increases. 


eL in England, the copper ores are sold to the copper smelters at . 
Swansea, in th 


tile forms, employ English labor, English capital, English railway servi 
and consume i oat Smelted into 2 rolled 


o American capital and labor find no place. 
reial licy, con. 

d ) nd shipowner supplies himself 
with copper, English yellow metal, made in part out of copper produced in 
the United States, and sold at a less price than the American producer will 
sell to the American consumer, is admitted free of duty if used on American 
vessels not engaged in the trade; while copper and ead ore,out 
of which the same yellow metal could be made, is not allowed to be brought 
into the country by reason of the excessive duty im on its importation. 
Could there beanything in legislation more supremely foolish and ridiculous? 
Something of an approximate measurement of the extent of this Chilean 
business—which is only a fraction of the total South American trade which 
we have declined to te in, or, rather, which we will not allow our 
merchants and ships to attempt to participate in—may be obtained from the 


fact that out of an en and clearance into Valparaiso, in 1577, of 827 


steamships and 1,319 sailing vessels, representing a total of 1,447,585 t the 
United States was represented by sixty-eight ailing vessels only. = 


TARIFF REFORM ESSENTIAL TO THE RESTORATION AND DEVELOPMENT OF 
SHIPPING INTERESTS. 
A radical reform of our whole tariff systemand policy is therefore the one 

great essential for the restoration of our shi an 
trade. We have got to recognize the fac: 
tective policy that has made it 5 to maintain our status as a com- 
mercial nation upon the ocean. o have got to recognize the fact that the 
Sontianally incr necessity of the United § rege is —— e. eae 
con creasing surplus of our products—mechanical, mining, and fish- 
ing, as as a for obtaining such markets ships controlled 
by and emplo in exclusively American interests are essential instrumen- 
talities; but that such markets will not and can not be obtained, or a national 

marine 
by law the prod 


a basis for growth, or even existence, so long as wo 
restrict ucers of this country from more f recly exchanging 
the products of their labor with the products of the labor of the producers 
of other countries. We have got to recognize the principle that all trade is 
essentially barter, uct being exchanged for product; that in order to sell 
we must buy, and in order to — 2 we must sell; that he who won't buy can't 
sell, and he who won't sell can't buy; and that just in proportion as buying 
or selling, or the exchange of products, is restricted, tent 
the necessity of having instrumentalities of exchan 

The advocates of the maintenance of the extreme 
endeavor to avoid and befog this phase of the subject under consideration, 
because they know full well that an examination of it will at once exposs the 
fi of the scheme of 1 to ve the merchant marine of the 
United States by a system of subsidies, for if we are to main 8 policy 
which in effect ms that the United States alone of all the nations of 
the world is, and intends to be as far as possible, dent of all forcign 
trade, what do we want with It is also with this school of 
economists to ri 


to just the same ex 
ge is diminished. 
tective systemalways 


only export tural products: but he omitted to men- 
tion that this one-tenth amounted in that same year to 805, 000, 00 in value, 
on which an ocean freight reckoned at 5 per cent would have amounted to 
over $32,000,000. Why was not the question asked him, “How far would this 
sum have supplied the place of subsidies*" 

But, in place of that, the declaration of the speaker was received with great 
applause, as if it was a matter of congratulation that we ee solittle. No 
one, furthermo: ted out to the convention that an ability to find a mar- 

is one-tenth of the product determines whether there 
be any profit realized on the other nine-tenths which we market at home,and 
also whether there shall be for the whole country oe or 

What can consuls accomplish so long as our tariff policy discourages com- 
mercial intercourse? Suppose we establish a weekly direct mail with South 


America, and this mail b orders for United States produce. 
In what manner are the Sou nd sales? 


The 0 ce with Chile shows that can not do it with a great 

Sa uth America produces and F 1 
1 to d and not of the United States. Cans 

a trade as this any 


Can it warrant the subsidizing of any 


. 
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Now, my friend from Connecticut quotes the census to show 
how one district in Connecticut had more manufactures than all 
Mississippi, and he has practically stated the truth. The census, 
I believe, never misstates anything, but the gentleman has not 
stopped to explain how that cameabout. If Mississippi had been 
as rock ribbed, as infertile, as Connecticut; if her sons had found 
themselyes unable to earn a living except by going into factories 
as factory hands, expect Mississippi would have been besprinkled 
to-day with the factories which now exist in the State of the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut. It is a tribute to the American that 
wherever he has found the gift that God has given to him too 
small for prosperity he has ae prosperity for himself anyhow 
out of his hard environment; and it is quite a tribute to the peo- 
ple of Connecticut and the people of a part of Massachusetts that 
they have manufactures and manufacturing wealth, and Missis- 
sippians ought to thank God that they have never been compelled 
to have them; and they will thank God also in time; when the 
time comes when they are compelled to have them and when it is 
advisable to have them they will have them, because they are 
blood of your blood and bone of your bone, and can do work equally 
brave, steady, and intelligent. s 

I call the attention of the House, however, to the fact that the 
comparison instituted by the gentleman from Connecticut be- 
tween manufacturing wealth alone has the emphasis and the vice 
of redemonstrating the truth of the old adage that the farmer 
is the forgotten man.“ Now, lam going to hazard a remark to- 
day which I t the gentleman will pick a flaw with. I say 
that Mississippi is to-day in a much more prosperous condition 
than is Connecticut. I say that Mississippi, in a right sense, is 
more prosperous, her people are more prosperous than they are 
in the State of Connecticut. The aggregato wealth of Connecti- 
cut is ten times as much as that of Mississippi, I suppose; perhaps 
more. You have, I don’t know how many millionaires, where 
Mississippi has not one. But the man does not live that ever saw 
a native Mississippian begging his bread. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

During the hard times of 1893, when the panic was on the coun- 
try, there was not a time when a man in Mississippi could not get 
work. In other words, wealth is equally distributed in Missis- 
sippi. We have no millionaires, but we have no paupers either. 
We have no men gathering around about mill doors begging for 
work as if they were begging for bread. We have, also, mark 
you, no men, already fat with Federal legislative lard, gathering 
around the committee rooms in Washington begging the Govern- 
ment to prop them up because they can not by themselves stand 
up. Ihazard the remark that, black and white, taken together, 
there is no section of Connecticut where the ple are as uni- 
formly and equally prosperous as they are in the State of Missis- 
sippi. In Mississippi none of them are very rich and there are 
none of them sufferingly poor, and that is a comfortable sort of 
condition to be in. 

Now, I want to call attention to one other effect of your pro- 
tective system. What hasit resulted in? The gentleman for- 

ets that in N we live under the same law which they 

o in Connecticut. the protective tariff was sufficient to make 
you, asan aggregate, rich it would have made us, asan aggregate, 
rich like it did you. Also, if it was as much to the interest of the 
farmer as to that of the manufacturer and miner there would 
have been some millionaire farmers on the rich soil of Missis- 
sippi. This proves that it is a class question between capital- 
ists—the protected versus the unprotected. What has been the 


effect on the country at large—socially and industrially? Theeffect | adj 


has been to accentuate a natural movement that is going on every- 
where of dragging from the country, from the farm and the pur- 
suits of agriculture, the population into the great cities into a 
factory life. So that you have built up a great teeming popula- 
tion concentrated in your great metropoles of Boston, New York, 
Chicago, and all the balance of them; and what sort of a thing 
have you there now? You are sitting on a volcano in every great 
city of this land. 

The city would have grown in comparison with the country 
naturally, but you have accentuated it; you have hastened it, 
made it worse: you have made it by legislation more profitable 
to the farmer in the poor agricultural sections of this country to 
move into the city and become a factory hand by burdening farm 
life with taxes and putting a part of those taxes into the pockets 
of city people engaged in manufacturing. You draw daily more 
and more men and poverty into these overcrowded and unhealthy 
centers. So, as I say, you are sitting, in your metropoles and fac- 
tory towns, on a volcano, and their whole population, nearly, is 
divided into two great armed camps, potentially if not actually 
armed, with their hands ready to go at the throat each of the 
other—the camps of combined capital and combined labor—and 
neither cne of them paying any more attention to the interest and 
welfare or the wishes of the average fellow,” the general pub- 


lic—constituting nine-tenths of the people—than if the ayer- 
age fellow ” or the general public did not exist. 

‘You have accentuated the movement which has enabled these 
gigantic combinations of capital to be formed, and they have 
necessitated npon the other hand the formation of gigantic com- 


binations of labor, and each one is thinking only of itself. Where 
isthe conservatism of the future tosave the Republic to come from? 
Do you imagine it is coming from the large cities? I tell you that 
the only place where American self-government has broken down 
has been in the large cities. The American has demonstrated 
that he is capable of self-government everywhere else. He is still 
on trial there. Whether the great city be Democratic or Repub- 
lican, you are having the same trouble, and all of your great 
economists and all of your great publicists are working, working, 
working anxiously, strenuously, all the time to solve the munici- 
pal problems of this country—made so much harder by your poli- 
cies. If you had not accentuated and hastened the urban evolu- 
tion it would have come gradually and, like all natural evolution, 
found by slow process of natural selection a solution of confront- 
ing conditions and issues growing out of them. 

t will be the test of your power for self-government in the - 
long run. I do not believe with Macaulay that the next great 
army to break down our present civilization will come from the 
large cities. I do not so believe, because I believe that American 
‘common sense, American foresight—the genius of the English- 
speaking race—which has thus far met every new problem, after 
some. delay and much suffering, will meet this, and that somehow 
or other there will be evolyed—God only knows how; I can not 
see that far—some means whereby capital and labor may exist 
together under your present factory system—exist amicably with- 
out being in a state of constant and chronic warfare and almost 
implacable mutual hatred. And yet it is true that a lockout ora 
strike, lasting five or six days or two weeks at the utmost, would 
starve the largest city in America to-day. You have accentuated 
the evil conditions of city life; give the country and the farmer 
and the average fellow a chance. [Loud applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Gnosvxxon having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PLATT, one of itsclerks, announced that the Senate had 
ash | bills and joint resolutions of the following titles; in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. R. 41. Joint resolution to ae for the printing of a digest 
of the decisions of the Court of Claims, together with the rules of 
practice of and the statutes relating to that court; 

S. 2134. An act to connect Euclid place with Erie street; 

8. R. 5. Joint resolution to enlarge the scope of an act entitled 
“An act to provide a her system of highways in that part 
of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities,” approved 
March 2, 1893; 

S. 2878. An act authorizing the laying of water mains and sery- 
ice sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of assessments 
therefor, and for other p Bt 

S. 2324. An act for the extension of Vermont avenue from 
Florida avenue to Howard University; 

S. 3199. An act for the relief of A. M. Short; 

S. 721. An act for the relief of Darwin S. Hall; 

S. 735. An act for the relief of Jean Louis Legare, of the Do- 
minion of Canada; 

S. 1327. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
just and settle the account of James M. Willbur with the United 
States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of money as he may be 
justly and equitably entitled to; 

S8. 964. An act to grant jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the case of Southern Railway Lighter No. 10, her 
cargoes, etc.; 

S. 2579. An act for the relief of the estate of Brig. Gen. Wager 
Swayne, in charge of the Bureau of Refugees, en, and 
Abandoned Lands; 

S. 1407. An act for the relief of John W. Gummo; 

S. 2516. An act for the relief of the Nye & Schneider Company; 

S. 114. An act to extend the provisions of the act of March 3, 1885, 
relative to officers and enlisted men of the United States Army; 

S. 3424.. An act to authorize the removal of structures from In- 
dian allotments in Minnesota; 

S. 582. An act to ratify an agreement with the Lower Brulé 
band of the Sioux tribe of Indians in South Dakota and making 
a priations to carry the same into effect; 

$. 720. An act to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island 
Railway Company, in the reconstruction of the bridge across the 
Missonri River at or near St. Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge 
and to shorten the draw span thereof; 

S. 3430. An act to authorize the Buckhannon and Northern 
Railroad Company, a corporation under the laws of the State of 
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West Virginia, to build a bridge across the Monongahela River, 


near the town of Rivesville, in the State of West Virginia; 
S. 3607. An act making appropriations for the removal of the 


quarantine station at San Diego, Cal., and to acquire a new site, | parti 


and for other p b 

S. 176. An act for the relief of Jewett W. Adams; 

S. 579. An act to regulate the use by the public of reservoir 
sites located upon the public lands of the United States; 

S. 488. An act for relief of the owners and officers of the 
brig Olive Frances and others on said brig; and 

S. 580. An act to extend the provisions of section 2455 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by act of Feb- 
ruary 26, 1895, relating to public lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 9640, An act to amend an act granting tothe Keokukand 
Hamilton Water Power Company rightto construct and maintain 
a dam, and so forth, approved February 8, 1901. 


‚FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL, s 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I askunanimousconsent that 
general debate on this bill close at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ihave been myself unwittingly 
the cause of being now compelled to ask a modification of thi 
request for unanimous consent. Because my friend from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HILL] “let into” me and I had to come to the front 
in my own defense, I have been the means of ing the re- 
marks of the gentleman who was to speak next on this side, and 


he wants an hour. 

Mr. LITTAUER. This ent will give him an hour. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well, then; I will ask 
that Mr. Wane, of Iowa, be allowed an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrt- 
TAUER] asks unanimous consent that general debate on this bill be 
closed at 4 o’clock this afternoon. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Wane] have one hour. That is a part of the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for the privilege of extending in the RECORD the remarks sub- 
mitted by me on this bill. 

There was no objection. e 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Inow yield one hour to the gentleman from 


Iowa . WADE]. 
Mr. WADE. . Chairman, I have pesented to-day a bill pro- 
viding for reci: relations with the Dominion of Canada. I 
have not introduced this bill upon the assumption that it contains 
Por Ri aaoh F DEOR ECTE 
relations which so many hope may be established, but I have pre- 
sented it for the pepi of indicating to some extent the senti- 
ment of the people of my State upon this great problem, and in 
the hope that some relief may come through this bill or some 
other. My apology for taking up this subject, which has been 
so well and so eloquently and so powerfully presented by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] and gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. Linp] and other gentlemen on this floor, is 
that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] a few days ago, in 
discussing this question, tried to leave the impression with 
House that the farmers of Iowa are protectionists, ““stand-patters,”’ 
and o; to the proposed reciprocal relations with C 3 
Now, if this were true it would be an important consideration, be- 
cause the farmers of Iowa are a very important of this great 
conseryative force so eloquently referred to in the closing re- 
marks of the last speaker [Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi], upon 
which this country must some day rely for defense against radical 
legislation and protection against sentiments which are stirred by 
ion and which are not controlled by patriotism. 

The people of my State—the farmers of my State—have the 
largest number of cultivated acres of any State in the Union. 
The farm products of that State exceed those of any other State in 
the Union, amounting in 1899 to $365,411,538. e live stock of 
Iowa exceeds that of any other State, amounting to 8278, 830,006, 
the next in order being Ilinois, with $197,758,037. 

Now, I say if those people, representing these vast interests, 
were in fayor of protection as it is now construed by the Admin- 
istration and by the party in control, it would be an im t 
fact to be considered by this y in determining whether we 
should continue the existing conditions or not. But Ideny the 
assertion. I deny that the ers of Iowa are in favor of pro- 
tection as it is now construed. I deny that they are “‘stand- 
patters” or that they are willing to let existing conditions con- 
tinue. 

Now. Mr. Chairman, I am not polog to enter into a general 
tariff discussion. I have listened with profit and pleasure to 
many speeches on this floor during this session of Congress, and 


4 perhaps about tracing back 
their ancestry. As sometimes happens to individuals engaged in 
a similar research, they may find somebody hanging on the family 
tree somewhere along the line. b 

Nor am I going to spend any time in discussing the crime of 
1878 ” or the election of 1896 or the nomination of 1904. Gentle- 
men on the other side have drawn for us vivid pictures of the 
awful conditions that existed in our country a few years ago. 
They have told us of the shadowy, gaunt forms that tramped 
their weary way to the soup houses; they have held up to our 
view the mountainous lus that was in the of the 
United States when Mr. Cleveland was inducted into office, and 
they have out to us with fiendish glee the awful vacuum 
that was there the next 2. a 

am not going to talk about those things. Iam not 
discuss nor bi hy. Iam ieee! going to ta 


ing to 
history no : 
the present situation as it now exists, the two great 


upon 
rties 


here made up of men on both sides who I assume and believe to 


be earnest and conscientious in their convictions of duty. Iam 
going to take these two parties standing here in 1904 facing a 
great future, because, after all, Mr. Chairman, it does not 0 
so much difference whether the Republican party was right from 


the time it was t into being down to the present day, if 
it ee o r, it is not entitled to the support of the 
of this country. And afterall, it does not e so much 


erence if the Democratic party was wrong from the beginning, 
if it is right to-day upon the great problems before the country, 

pro which must be solved, then I say the Democratic 
party is entitled to the support of the American people. 

We have heard wonderous tales of the prosperity which has 
been in evidence in this country for the past few years. Men 
have spoken in joy and thanksgiving, and have even opened their 
eyes in wonder and astonishment at the great growth and devel- 
opment and at the existence of prosperous times. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I realize that there has been some pros- 
ity in this country. Strange as it may seem, startling as the 
may be, there has been some progress in this country; but I 
feel about that a good deal as a visitor from across the sea felt 
about Niagara Falls. In traveling around the country he visited 
this great natural wonder, and being shown about by the 
guide, and after viewing it from sen standpoint, he said to the 
guide, Well, is that all there is of it?“ Why,“ the guide 
said, “I guess I have shown you all the points of interest.” 
Well.“ he said, I don’t see what they do be making so much 
noise about it for, people coming here from all over the country 
to see it. The guide, stirred by the apparent lack of appreciation 
of his visitor, said, My God, sir, don’t you see that ificent 
body of water tumbling over that mighty precipice?’ He said, 
“I do; but what the il is there to hinder it from tumbling 
over?” [Laughter.] 


And so I say, what is there in this country to hinder prosperity? 
Tt would be a y strange thing if the Falls of Niagara were 
going up hill, and it would be mighty strange if in this nation of 
ours, with all its wonderous natural advantages, with all its won- 
derous people, just in the morning of nationhood, just at the break 


this | of national day, it would indeed be passing strange if we should 


not make some progress. 

They tell us that the manufacturers of the East are prosperous, 
Why should they not be 5 Why should they not pros- 
per when for years they have received at the hands of this Gov- 
ernment favorable legislation, which has enabled them to force 
from the farmers of the West profits which the laws of nature, 
the laws of economics, the laws of supply and demand would 
never give them. 

ey tell us that the people of the West are prosperous. Why 
should they not be 1 They are a great People, made 
up of the best of all the best races in the world. ey have a 
magnificent stretch of rich territory which is equaled nowhere 
else on 3 8 Pioneers 0 5 out oe 8 555 
years ago an virgin prairie into a garden. ey 
8 hours, they lived cheaply, they economized in eve 
way so that their chil might have school advantages an 
social advantages which they themselves never possessed. Why 
should not a people like that be prosperous, regardless of any 
legislation on the part of any party? 

ey tell us that the South is prosperous, and the gentleman 
from inin ois [Mr. BOUTELL] spoke here the other day at great 
length, reading extracts from newspapers showing the wonderous 
development of the South. Why should not the South be pros- 
perous? They are a people whoa few years ago went home froma 
great war. Instead of their habitations and firesides they found 
heaps of ashes, Instead of blooming fields they found a barren 
waste. But they made a firm determination to save something 
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from that ruin, and the mothers and sisters, who had prayed for 
them while they were out on the battlefield, made over their old 
gray uniforms into clothing for the children. 

Th turned their faces to the future, and 2 Sony not only 
established a great commercial empire, but they have done that 
which no other people in the world ever did before. They have 
taught their children to honor and love the flag that waved over 
the ranks of the enemy on many a battlefield in those dark days 
which brought desolation tothem. [Applauseon the Democratic 
side.] Whyshould not a people like that prosper? Youmay put 
on your commercial bands, you may place your tariff obstruction 
in the way of natural trade, but all of the most vicious legislation 
that could be conceived by the most adverse enemy of our com- 
mercial life could not keep a people of that kind in commercial 
bondage. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. Chai of course we have to admit that for many years 
the farmers of this country have been the mainstay behind the 
policy of protection, but I want to say that in these modern days 
there has a mighty revolution of thought, there has been a 
mighty change of sentiment, and that this of sentiment is 
making itself heard above the tumult and thecries for party har- 


mony, and for adherence to the old policies of protection. They | f 


have got tired of this thing. The farmers of this country, we 
contend, never received any benefit from this great policy of pro- 
tection. Everyone must concede that they were compelled by 
very force of the law to pay higher prices for the things they 
used, in order, let us assume, that a patriotic purpose might be 
carried out, that the great manufacturing interests of this coun- 
try might be built up. How is it that for many years these men 
stood behind the policy of protection and marched to the polls at 
every election giving their voice in its support? Well, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL] a few days ago entertained 
us with an eloquent dissertation upon the astrologers and the 
soothsayers and the idols which the Democratic party had in 
their midst, and which that party had worshiped. 

Now. I am going to say something about the astrologers and 
soothsayers and idols, and something about suggestive therapeu- 
tics. How did these men come to support this policy? They were 
intelligent. Out in our State we have almost the lowest percent- 
age of illiteracy there is in the United States, and it is not the 
same kind they have down in Kentucky either. Afriendof mine, 
traveling in the State of Kentucky last year, spoke to an old 
farmer as he leaned on the fence, and asked him the question: 
“ There is a great deal of illiteracy in this State, is there not?” 
The old man replied: ** No; used to be, but those darned 
og ee marshals have closed them all up.” ughter.] 

ow, in Iowa we have almost the least percentage of racy 
of any State in the Union. How did it come about, then, that 
the people for years supported a policy which has been o 
to their interests? Well, these great teachers of the Republican 
party, these great leaders, would come down here to Washi 
and spend eight or ten months of the year here. They w hit 
the protection pipe from the beginning of that period to the close, 
and the “old men would see visions and the young men would 
dream dreams,” and then they would come out among our farmers 
and tell them of the wonderful fruits of a protective policy; and 
the first principle that they taught was that the foreigner paid the 
tax, and that was actually believed by a great many of our people 
for many years. I tried to make somebody on the other side of 
the Chamber believe that the other day when they were trying to 
get their mileage. But I could not convince them. The man 
who goes out now and talks about the foreigner paying the tax 
finds a very unappreciative audience. 

The next principle they laid down was that the farmer received 
the benefits of protection because wheat and oats and corn were 
among the protected articles. Well, that worked very well for a 
while. But the people of our State and the people of the great 
Northwest have at last learned that great truth that so long as 
we are producing a surplus in these lines which must be sold abroad 
in competition with every nation on the matter of pro- 
tection has very little to do with the price which they receive 
for their products. These men have been thinking, and they haye 
become tired of existing conditions. They are worse than tired. 
They are as bad as the young man out in the western part of my 
State was who went to see his girl on Saturday night. The girl 
was very large, weighing about 180 pounds, and the young man 
was rather frail. In some way during the evening—on account 
of the scarcity of the furniture in the room, I suppose the young 
lady was sitting on the young man’s lap, and after this position 


had been maintained for about an hour she turned around and 
said, “John, aren't you tired?“ He says, No, I am not tired 
now. I was tired about an hour ago, but now I am numb.” 
[Lavghter. ] j 

So the farmers of Iowa were tired four or five years ago listen- |. 
ing to the tales—the fairy tales—about high tariffs protecting 
them and building up their business, but to-day they are becom- 


ing “ numb,” and they will not listen any longer. I am reminded 
of the tramp that went into a saloon and watched the liquors 
poured out to the patrons, and as he watched them served his 
thirst heightened, and he sang this old pathetic refrain: No- 
body knows how dry Iam, how dry I am.” And then, as hesaw 
no evidence of appreciation of his situation, he said, “And nobody 
seems to give—a cent.“ [Laughter.] Now, the farmer of our 
State is to-day saying upon this subject, Nobody knows how 
tired I am, how tired I am.” And then as he looks down here 
at this present Congress, with its inactivity, with its determina- 
tion not to yield to the demands of the people upon this question, 
he is repeating the sad refrain: “And nobody seems to give—a 
continental.” 

Mr. Chairman, these men are realizing a great truth, the great 
economic truth that to every country which isan agricultural and 
manufacturing country there comes a time when the surplus of 
agricultural products will be large and when the surplus of manu- 
factured products must be sent a Now, for many years the 
farmers of this country have been sending an immense surplus 
abroad, last year running up to nearly $900,000,000, not counting 
the other, perhaps, hun of millions which went into manu- 

actured goods exported which were largely agricultural in value, 
such as cotton and flour. For the past two or three years there 
has been a surplus of our manufactured going out into the 
marketsof the world. Now, when we reach that stage—when any 
country reaches the point where it has asurplus of manufactures 
and a surplus of agricultural products there is only one problem 
for that country, and that problem is: Markets, more markets. 

That is the problem which the United States has to-day. Mar- 
kets, more markets, should be the commercial and the political 
war cry of the present hour. 8 

We must face the problem, whether we will or not. It is upon 
us to-day, and it is not alone the problem of new markets, but we 
are suddenly called u to e a fight to hold the markets 
which we now have. e have to face the problem as to whether 
next year or the year after the great markets which we have to- 
day will be closed against us, and whether the surplus of our 
farm products will rot in the granaries of our own country, be- 
cause no one abroad will buy. 

We have been the most favored nation in the world. We have 
been sending our surplus into the markets of the world, with 
scarcely any duty to pay, while we have been maintaining a high 

iff wall upon the products of those countries which received 
our surplus. But other men are thinking as well as ourselves. 
Humanity is guided all over the world by about the same prin- 
ciples, and self-interest is the guiding star of action in most all 
cases; and the result of this has been that, so far as Germany is 
concerned, so far as France is concerned they have practically 
closed their markets to our farmers, and that our great 3 
for the past several years, and especially this year and last year, 
has been Great Britain. Why, it is startling to see the conditions 
which have prevailed and are now prevailing. 

Last year of canned beef Germany took $108,000 worth, France 
$31,000 worth, and Great Britain four and one-half million dol- 
lars’ worth. Of fresh beef Great Britain took $25,000,000 worth; 
Germany, France, Italy, Norway, Sweden, and all other countries 
reat Britain took about $8,000 worth. Of bacon Great 

ear took $16,000,000 worth; Germany and France 
took about $1,200,000 worth. The United Kingdom last year 
took nearly $19,000,000 worth of hams, while Ge tok 
$90,000 worth and France $10,000 worth. Of pork Great Britain 
took $7,000,000 worth and France and Germany less than half a 
million dollars’ worth. Of fiour Great Britain took $34,500,000 
worth, Germany less than $3,000,000 worth, and France a little 
over $12,000 worth. And so on clear down the list. 

Why, of all our exports last year Great Britain and her posses- 
sions took over $700,000,000, nearly two-thirds of our exports dur- 
ing the last fiscal year, and this was largely made up of farm prod- 
ucts. And now men sit calmly down and witness this great nation, 
which has been our one customer, undertaking a policy which 
will just as surely close those markets against us by placing a tar- 
iff upon our ucts and giving a preference to her colonies as 
that the sun will follow the darkness to-morrow morning. These 
men sit calmly by with a smile upon their lips, with a sneer at 
the efforts of berlain, without ever considering what is go- 
ing to happen to the farmers of this country five years from now 
if Chamberlain succeeds, Why, there is a standing threat among 
all the European nations to-day—a standing threat which has 
been developed because of our antagonistic attitude toward their 
productions—to close those markets against us. For instance, 
take cotton, which is the product of that great country to the 
south of us, which is going to bring wealth and prosperity to its 

ple. In the consular report of January 25 we find an article 
om Consul-General Mason, of Berlin, in which he says: 


Foremost among the economic movements in Europe, which may havea 
serious meaning for important interests in America, is the present simulta- 
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neous effort of Great Britain, France, and Germany to emancipate their tex- 
tile industries from dependence upon American cotton. The causes of this 


movement, which has been fathering force and iration for several years, 
are obvious to anyone familiar with the cotton trade and have been brought 
into especial prominence by the events of the past season. This will be ap- 
parent from a brief résumé of the present situation. 

Germany imported in 1902 348.302 metric tons of raw cotton, of which 267,000 
2 or 76 per cent, valued at $76,458,600, came from the United States. The 
total imports from January 1 to October 31, 1903, were 306,427 tons, of which 
205,101 tons, or 67 per cent, was of American origin. Add to this the impor- 
tation of cotton waste and of weaving yarns from Great Britain, Switzer- 
Jand. and Belgium, that are spunin those countries from American fiber, and 

will be apparent that the cotton-textile industries of this country are prac- 
tically dependent upon American cotton, which ranks first in value ann im- 
portance among German imports from the United States. The same 
relative dependence upon American fiber is more or less true of the cotton 
industries of Great Britain, France, Switzerland, and the Netherlands. 

my, but throughout Europo, a growing feeling of resentment against this 
many, bu 3 : 
dependence and pratat ii that their spinning and wearing? industries 
must at any cost be emancipated from such vassalage by the development of 
wholly new sources of supply. In England this mopement has inspired the 
organization ‘of the Bri Cotton-Growing Association, which after two 
years of more or less successful experiments in Sierre Leone has within the 
past few days received from the Province of Lagos, West Africa, a sample 
shipment of 30 tons from this season's crop, which bf aha equal to 
best American upland in both length and quality of fiber. 

I will not read further, but to add to the impressiveness of this 
I find in the address of King Edward to Parliament, a few days 
ago when Parliament assembled, the following: 

The insuffici fth ly of terial hich the t cot- 
ton industry of this country depends, has inspired me with deep concern.. I 
trust the efforts being e in various parts of my Empire to increase the 
area of cultivation may be attended with a large measure of success. 

What are we going to do down here in the South, where the 
fields are constantly increasing, when the European nations have 
developed over in Africa and in other places t cotton fields to 
replace those from which they now draw their supplies? 

ow, I think, Mr. Chairman, that not only every man who 
studies the market, but every man who has ever bought a load of 
coal, must realize that the price which our farm products have 
commanded during the two or three pon preceding this one was 
largely due to the demand abroad. Shortage in crops, and wars, 
aggravated that demand and increased it. What is the reason 
that we have not had this year the high prices for cattle and hogs 
that we had two or three years ago? Lack of foreign demand is one 
thing. Of course, there is the beef trust, which is another thing that 
comes in and strangles competition and forces the farmer of the 
West to sell his cattle at prices which they fix in the recesses of 
their own offices, and then compels him to buy the products of 
those cattle at prices which suit its greed. I noticed a few 
days ago in the New York Herald, in connection with a few 
words of interview which I gave upon the beef trust, this signifi- 
cant statement: 

The officials of the Department of Justice, when asked about the beef 
trust, said there had been no specific complaint of the violation of the beef- 
trust injunction, and all that was necessary was for a formal complaint to be 
entered and it would be attended to. 

Now, this is startling news. The Department of Justice wait- 
ing for formal complaint to be made, after this body last year 
appropriating $500,000 to enable those in control of that Depart- 
ment to go and find out the truth themselves. I have always 
noticed that if there be floating around anywhere an unattached 
and fugitive bottle of that amber liquid which makes Milwaukee 
famous there were always half a dozen special agents, deputy 
marshals, or secret-service men to trace out the man who failed 
to pay the tax upon it, and to see that he was prosecuted. 

have always noticed that if some poor cuss who tried to get a 
pension, exaggerated the facts, perhaps p something in the 
record which was erroneous because of the long time tbat had 
elapsed and perhaps interfered with his recollection of things—I 
have noticed that whenever anything of that kind of a serious 
nature occurs there is always somebody wearing the star of the 
United States, upon the spot to haye him indicted for perjury. 

I bave noticed, too, that when some mountaineer down in Ken- 
tucky undertakes to gather the fragrance of the flowers, and the 
rays of the sunshine, and the music of the birds, and the glories 
of the heavens and blend them all into a little moonshine whisky 
there is always somebody there to see that he is brought before 
the Commissioner and prosecuted under the law. 

And yet a great organization which defies public sentiment, 
which ignores the plainest principles of justice, which is stirring 
the farmers of my State to the center is doing business every 
day at the same old stand, and the Department of Justice is going 
to wait until somebody files an information. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side,] 

I would like to have them go out beyond the Mississippi River, 
and if they do not find all the complaint that they want there I 
won't say any more on the subject. Why, the question out there 
is g so important that they are now organizing a great 


Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Association; and I hold in my hand a 


letter from the secretary, in which he says that within thirty days 
every county in Iowa will be organized. and when they get organ- 
ized they are going to make some complaints, 


Why, if some detective, if some deputy marshal, would just 
take a steer down to the Chicago market that he had fed with 
40-cent corn and sell it for $3.75 a hundred, and then go down to 
a restaurant to buy a meal, chin a sirloin steak at the rate 
x — $ 22 cents a pound, he would begin to suspect something 
at least. 

A friend of mine went into a restaurant of Chicago a few days 
ago and recklessly ordered a sirloin steak. The waiter said to 
him: Won't you have some onions with your steak?” He said: 
No; Iam going to the theater to-night with some ladies, and I 
do not want my breath to smell of onions.” The waiter says: 
“I beg to assure you, sir, that when you see the bill for that 
steak it will take your breath away.“ [Laughter.] The truth 
is, that if the farmers of the country are going to get any prices 
for their products they have got to have the markets. 

They have not only got to keep the markets they now have, but 
because more acres are brought under the plow every year, and 
because farms are managed better and there are better forms of 
cultivation, they produce more and more every year, and we have 
got to have constantly increasing markets. But how are we going 
to get the markets? We must not only find some one who wants 
to buy, but we must find somebody who wants what we want to 
sell. We have got to make some kind of a bargain with him 
which will be satisfactory to him. We can not e t men in 
Germany, in France, in England, to take their s over into 
some foreign land and sell it for cash and bring the cash to this 
country and buy our wheat for cash, or our pork for cash, or our 
corn for cash. 

That is contrary to the way things are done in this world. It 
might be an ideal situation; but we might just as well begin to 
learn the 8 truth that we can not continue to sell to Groat 
Britain and her possessions $700,000,000 worth of farm products 
and at the same time buy $2,000,000 of what she produces or any- 
thing like it. 

Now, in this connection, in looking for markets, we turn our 
eyes toward the north. We find there a great stretch of country, 
watered by the same clouds and warmed by the same sun as gur 
own. Go up to that country, and you know not when you pass 
the dividing line, unless you are trying to carry through in your 
grip something upon which duty has beenimposed. It is a coun- 
try which, as a man well expressed it a few years ago when I was 
in Canada—‘‘it is a country that has just been discovered;’’ it 
has just acquired a knowledge of its greatness; it has just found 
something of its fruitful acres, of its wondrous mineral resources, 
and its boundless area. It is larger by far than all the glorious 
States and Territories of these United States. It has, compara- 
tively speaking, only a few millions of people; and yet those peo- 

le upon the north, with their limited powers of production, have 

or the last two or three years been paying an average of some- 
thin va 40 per cent in order to get their dutiable goods to our 
markets. 

And how does she treat us? Our goods go in there for some- 
thing like 24 per cent. We have given her the opportunity to 
send her goods in here upon a dutiable basis nearly twice as high 
as that she ee upon our goods, 

Now, at this time—I can not go into details—Canada is awaken- 
ing to a realization of her power. Canada has been bound in the 
commercial restraints which this country has placed and main- 
tained upon her. Public sentiment there is being stirred to the 
center—not alone by reason of self-interest, but with 3 
of the spirit of revenge and retaliation for our conduct. I fin 
here a statement of Consul-General Foster, of Ottawa, in the con- 
sular report dated January 30, that the Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion on the 17th of that month passed resolutions that there 
should be an early revision of the tariff, for the following reasons: 


ane order that manufacturing in Canada may keep up with changed con- 
ions. 
In order that ap and labor in Canada may be propery. protected from 


the jalized and heavily protected industries of foreign countries, which 
use the Canadian markets as their dumping sound. 
In order that Canadian resources may be developed and Canadian indus- 


tries built up. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman pardon 
me a moment? I have here a letter which I have received from 
an old schoolmate of mine who is now secretary of the Tri-City 
Reciprocity League, composed of manufacturers of the cities of 
Moline, III., Rock Island, III., and Davenport, Iowa; number of 
employees, 6,600; aggregate capital and surplus of members, 
$17.076,000; value of annual product, $18,645.000. 

The letter is dated Davenport, Iowa, and is signed by Nathaniel 
French, who, by the way, is an old schoolmate of mine, and who 
is the secretary of the association. I should like to have the gen- 
tleman either allow me to read this or have him insert it in his 
remarks. 

Mr. WADE. I should like to have it inserted in my remarks. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
ae consent that the letter be inserted in the gentleman's re- 
mar 
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The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman desires it, it can be done 
without unanimous consent. 

Mr. WADE. Iwill make it a part of my remarks. 

The letter is as follows: 

TRI-CITY RECIPROCITY LEAGUE, 
Davenport, Iowa, February 10, 1904. 

Dear StR: Permit me to call your attention to the fact that manufacturers 
of this section of the country are deeply interested in the question of reci- 
procity with foreign countries. We fear that our foreign trade in farm 
products and manufactured goods can not be extended or even maintained 
unless reciprocal trade relations on broad, liberal lines are established with 
other countries. The Dingley tariff law and the refusal of the Senate to 
ratify the treaties negotiated by the tien A (Sage peti under the 

ee 


provisions of that law g of antagonism and re- 
rove & Dalina o tl for- 
eign trade. The moyement in England under leađership of berlain 

Ominous. 

While some of the members of our association are interested in foreign 
trade, yet they are much more interested in the domestic trade, which is 
many times greater than the fo They view with app 
movement A bon to the curtailment our export of 


ve aroused a ing 
taliation, which must in time, if not checked. 


Fortunately, 5 1 sip d treaties will benefit the manufacturers not only 
indirectly through the gain to the farmer, but also directly through the exten- 
sion of export trade in manufactured goods. Because of these opinions great 
organizations like the National Association of Implement and Vehicle Makers 
and the Illinois Manufacturers’ Association at all their recent AONDE MATO 

ere- 
Canada has re- 


where they must soon become much more reo i$ or much more hostile in 
commercial matters. Either the 3 ‘avorable to more friendl 


taliation and 3 the party 
Biner tariff against our ucts and friendly to the policy of Chamberlain, 


W off to 

ge Po Spee 
icy wins. e surest wa en 8 

* ith Canada. While absolute free trade with Canada 


actured as well as natural products is, 2 out of the question 


We are aware that the attempt has been made to array the farmer of this 
ee reciprocity with Canada on the plea that the wheat of Can- 
ada would come into this country and com 
down its price, etc. If this free entry 
would be asubstantial injury to our farmers, 
weuld hesitate a long time before advocating it, as their welfare is dependent 
upon the farmers. As a matter of the price of wheat is fixed in the 
markets abroad, where the wheat from all over the world meets in com: 
tion, and so far as the price to our farmers is concerned it makes 
ence whether the Canadian wheat passes thr this 
E or whether it is transformed into flour here. 
ence, however, to the transportation companies and millers of this 
and their employers, as free 3 of Canadian wheat would mean more 
work for them. The plea that to the extent we buy the products of Canada 
we will produce less at home we rd as unsound. 

tof the new States in this 


the members of this association 


Our experience has been that the deve! 
country not only did not curtail the prod mof the old States, but that, on 


the contrary, its effect was to increase it. Markets are the great ulus to 

production, and reciprocal trade relations with fewer restrictions in the 

cet have always tended to increase the sum total of production of the 
ties i 

Pathe 8 of the 8 of pauper labor does not enter into the mat - 

ter, as the Canadian labor is similar to our own and 55 

At present English enjoy a preferential duty rate in Canada, and 
there is great danger that the ‘erence may be increased in the near future 
unless areciprocity treaty is made with Canada. 

We believe the time is ripe for such a treaty, and that it can be negotiated 
on terms which will give to our products as ta preference as is n to 
England. As the matter is of t impo: to us, we ully re- 
gna you to give the matter consideration, so that you may be prepared 

act on the same should it come before Congress. 

Yours, truly, 
TRI-CITY RECIPROCITY LEAGUE, 
By NATH. FRENCH, 
Corresponding Secretary. 

Mr. WADE. That is right in my district. The tri-cities are 

upon the two sides of the great Father of Waters, and constitute, 


I dare say, the greatest manufacturing center, considering the 
number of the population, in the United States—Daven: in 
Iowa, Bentondorf in Iowa, Rock Island and Moline in Illinois, 


practically constituting one great city. 

I will turn just a moment to the manufacturer’s side of this 
question, because we are not onlyan agricultural State out there, 
but we are becoming a manufacturing State. Every town in our 
State of any consequence has its factories sending volumes of 
smoke into the heavens to-day, and the boys from the farm are 
going into those factories, and they are carrying into them the 
energy and the determination and the genius that enabled their 
fathers thirty or forty years ago to overcome the obstacles of 
pioneer life there, and they are making manufacturing an im- 
portant element in our Commonwealth. 

Here is this letter from the secretary of this Tri-City Manufac- 
turers’ Association, pleading for reciprocity, because they realize 


the great truth which is the important fact known to everyone 
who reads the newspapers, that the small manufacturer to-day is 
handicapped by the limitation upon our market with Canada, 
while the large manufacturer, the large builder of machinery, 
who has obtained the benefits of protective principles here in this 
country for the twenty-five years, and who has made a for- 
tune, instead of staying here under the flag and spending his 
money at home is going over the line, so that there are over a 
hundred millions of dollars of American capital already invested 
in manufacturing plants over in Canada. atis the result of 
this? Why, American money is going over there using Canadian 
labor and Canadian raw material to make the articles which other 
men are ing in this country, which other men at Davenport 
and Rock Island and Moline are endeayoring to make, and these 
large concerns are getting the profits, while the smaller manu- 
facturers of my country are held out by the Canadian tariff, im- 
by reason of our excessive exactions. Why should a manu- 
acturer of buggies in the city of Waterloo, in my State, have to 
pay $700 in order to get a carload of buggies into Canada if there 
is any way of avoiding it? Why should he pay more money than 
the whole labor cost in the manufactured article? 

Now, I must hurry along. I have said that the sentiment of 
our people upon this great question has changed. I said that the 
men out there were tired of these conditions. Who is afraid of 
interchange with Canada and what are they afraid of? Why, 
some people seem to think that there is in it a standing threat 

inst American eggs, when, as a matter of fact, the whole Cana- - 
dian export of eggs last year would not make two eggs for each 
of our population. [Applause on the Democratic side.] What 
are we afraid of? Are we afraid of their wheat? We are ship- 
ping our wheat now into the markets of the world right along- 
side of Canadian wheat; it is going to the same markets, getting 
the same prices. 

Somebody on this floor has been talking about oats. The export 
of oats from Canada in comparison with our production is as 1 to 
5,500; of barley, 1 to 2,400; potatoes, 1 to 1,700; cattle, 1 to 5,000. 
Why, take the rts of ian cattle and you could drive 
them into the yards out in my State, and the farmer would 
come out after breakfast and never know that they were there. 
What are we afraid of? Do we forget the great fact, which seems 
to be forgotten by some men, that Canada is not only taking our 
manufactured products, but that Canada is taking our farm prod- 
ucts as well? ere is Canada going to get her tobacco her 
cotton for the farmers out on the western prairie and the men a 
on the Yukon in the Klondike? Where are they going to get thi 
pork, their bacon, ther canned corn, their canned tomatoes, their 
canned beans, and everything of that kind for the next ten or 
fifteen years while that country is settling up? They are going 
to get them from the United States if we will let them. 

Mr. IAMS of Mississippi. They take double as much of 
our farm products as we get from them. 

Mr. WADE. As is suggested by my colleague, we are taking 
now less than half the agricultural products from Canada that 
they are taking from us. Their receipts of agricultural products 
from the United States last year ran over $21,000,000, while we 
received $9,000,000 from them. I have the exact figures here. 
The United States sent to Canada in the way of farm products 
$21,581,000 worth, while Canada sent into the Uni States 
$9,200,000 worth. I repeat it, what are our people afraid of? 

Now, I said that they were changing their minds out in our 
State. I want to say that I will now answer for a part of this na- 
tion the question propounded by the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. HILL], What does Democracy stand for?“ I want to say 
that this is one of the things that Democracy stands for—not only 
the Democracy of our State, but the Democracy of the whole 
Northwest, and not only the Democracy, but a large portion of 
the Republican residents of that great district. 

Why, the sentiment was so strong in my State upon tariff re- 
vision in 1901 that there was forced into the platform of the Re- 
publican a provision to the effect that, We favor * * 
any modification of the tariff schedules that may be required to 
prevent them from becoming a shelter to monopoly.” 

It was strong enough in the same year as to induce the Repub- 
lican friends and the blican 9 of the former Speaker 
of this House to appeal to him in this way: 

To the Hon. D. B. HENDERSON, 
s Washington, D. C.: 


We taa undersigned Republicans of Black Hawk County, Iowa, belie’ 
that the time has now arrived for the revision of our present laws, an 
especially for a reduction or removal of all duties on in 
this country and 2 7 Fret cn en a i. . home, — re- 
spectfull uest upon you during sessio: nse 
ye best en —.— re Svision, red 8 075 i 


man 


vor to secure such re uc or rem belie 
t such revision should be made by the friends of a protective tariff sys- 
tem rather than by its enemies. 


Why, the poor deluded fellows believed, as they say, that 
such revision should be made by the friends of a protective- tariff 
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system.’’ Believing—still believing. They have a wonderful 
faith. They a faith such as was described by one man, 
who said, Faith is a virtue which enables a man to believe 
that which he knows is not true.” That was the kind of faith 
they had at that time. [Applause.] This was signed, Mr. Chair- 
man, not by Democrats, not by revolutionists, not by anarchists, 
but by every Republican officeholder in that county, by every 
_ judge of a court, by every banker of any prominence, by every 
wholesale man, and no Democrat nor a man whose Republican- 
ism was ever suspected is found among them. 

That was an A hapa of sentiment then, and the sentiment 
is strong enough this year to induce the governor of my State to 
say in his inaugural address: 
* Contemporancously with our advent into the wider sphere of influence 
the commercial nations seemed to a to a consciousness of what we are 
doing in the way of trade, and they were amazed to find that we had taken 
first place in the business of the world. They ived for the first time, 
apparently, that while we were making mgh inroads on their markets 

ey were practically shut out of ours. y by day the appreciation of the 
situation grew more complete, and the consequence has been an intelligent 
and continuous effort on the part of each nation to so adjust its laws and 
treaties as to give the maximum of work to its own people. 


Is not that new? 


Free trade, or any semblance of it, both in laws and the minds of ee dis- 
appeared, and there is now but one nation of importance upon the face of the 
earth that harbors the delusion, and mark my word that the moment that 
Joseph Chamberlain is able to take the sense of the English people it will dis- 
appear there also. So as we were able to exclude competitive commod- 
- ities from our markets and enter other lands practically without hindrance 
we occupied an ideal position, one which, if it could continue, would make 
us the absolute masters of the commercial world. But itcould notcontinue, 
56 has not continued, and henceforth we must fight for even a fair chance 
abroad. 


Then he discusses this matter of open markets with Canada, 
which I will not take the time to read, except a few words. He 
Says: 

It is obvious that the farmers’ principal desire and paramount interest is 
to feed as many people as possible. They sell breadstuffs and meats in their 
various forms, both at home and ab: and therefore they ought to be in 
favor of the poney which will maintáin and multiply their markets in their 
own country, and protect and increase their markets in other countries. To 
put it in another form: It is plain they should advocate Ihe el aims which 
will add to the number of men at work in fields of industry other than agri- 
culture at home, and which will remove burdensome restrictions and impo- 
sitions which prevent a fair into markets abroad. Let us not be content 
with mere abstractions. It has possible to make, and in my judgment 
it is still possible to make, a treaty with Canada which would, for years to 
come, make us practi masters of the imports into that Dominion. 

In the last ten years American manufacturers have expended $100,000,000 
in the establishment of plants in Canada, which would have been kept at 
home, with all the labor which that implies, if there had been a fair and per- 
manent relation existing between the two countries. Not only so, but ey 
student of affairs knows that the chance we now have across the border 
be completely destroyed unless we treat with our neighbors upon a fair re- 
ciprocal basis. The farmers of Iowa have lost something in the foreclosure 
of the oppor nin to feed the men who are operating the plants to which I 
have referred, and they will lose more when Canada raises the barrier so that 
Eng France, and Germany will supply the material for the wonderful 
development upon which she is just entering and which we are so well pre- 
pared to supply. It has been said that in order to obtain these changes it 
will be n for us to let into our markets Canada’s agricultural prod- 
ucts or some of them. I believe this to be panen true, but let me the 
farmers of Iowa whether they think they would lose in the exchange? 
Which would you rather do, lose the market which would be created by our 
vast opatu into Canada or meet Canada in competition in the things which 

ou uce? 
z I — 555 confidently that in the sharp struggle with Illinois, Wisconsin, 
Minnesota, the Dakotas, Nebraska, Kansas, and Missouri you would never 
be able to discern the influence of Canada in corn, oats, barley, hay, cattle, 
horses, hogs, butter, and cogs. 

Igofurther. Wecan e treaties with Central and South America, with 
France, Germany, Spain, and Italy that will immensely increase our rts 
of manufactures to those countries, so that for every man pop ie of em- 
ployment here we can put to work ten. You ought to have a to feed 
these added nine men, and why is it not given you? Simply because of the 
inertia which seems to prohibit the profane foot from planting itself within 
the sacred precincts of the tariff schedules. 

And how is it with your markets abroad? In England there is still the 
open door, but you know that a ingg Rakes is now swinging it in your 
8 and it may not be long before on those islands there will not even be 

e gates ajar.’ 

Do you not think you ought to be alert and make some provision, if you 
can, for a pass-key as the bolt slips into its socket? E i 

In France you are under sore discrimination, a discrimination which could 
ne removed without any substantial injury to a manufacturer in the United 

tates. 

Germany is iaer ee harder for you all the while, and yet we rest su- 
inely, watching with a nt satisfaction the ual exclusion of the 
owa farmer from the markets of the German Empire. | 

I might continue this journey around the world, but it would serve no use- 
ful purpose. If what I have d will not arouse the men who till the soil, 
who raise the cattle, horses, hogs, and hens, and produce the cheese, butter. 
and eggs of Iowa, I am mistaken in their intelligence and have overrated 
their loyalty. 

Talk about idolatry, when the great power of this House is par- 
alized now in the face of an impending Presidential election be- 
cause of its stolid adherence toa policy which the best and noblest 
and most conservative supporters of that doctrine in the past are 
beginning to repudiate. + me now quote a few words from the 


leading Republican paper in Iowa, the Des Moines Register and 
Leader: 

Republicans may differ from Governor Cummins. But itis fully time that 
all should recognize that Governor Cummins t 


has ample warrant as & Repub- 


lican for the stand he has taken. Moreover, it is well to that Gov- 

ernor Cummins voices a sentiment that is held by a very and very 

ble element in the Republican party, an element that is bound to 

e itself heard and felt. This . not be rash nor unreasonable. 

but it does not intend to be bottled up. ‘There can be harmony on a basis of 
mutual consideration and mutual respect. 

Why, they are thinking out there—the ple are thinking, 
and there are a lot of officers out there and politicians who are 
thinking, too. They are thinking like the fellow who sat ona 
doorstep at 2 o'clock a. m. one winter night, when a policeman 
came along. The policeman said: What are you doing there?“ 
The man replied: “ I am just thinkin’.” Well,“ said the police- 
man, get in or you will freeze to death. What are you think- 
ing about?” I was just thinkin’ whether I would goin and get 
killed, or whether I would stay ont here and freeze to death.” 
{Laughter and ee They are thinking out there. They 
have realized out there the great truth expressed by a man in an 
asylum. A man was sent to an asylum and an inmate in there 
said: **What did you come here for?“ He said: They sent me 
here because I am a tariff reformer and I voted the Republican 
ticket.” ‘‘Oh!’’ he said, that is a shame. You should not be 
sent here. This is a place for the insane and you are nothing but 
a damn fool.” [Great laughter and applause. ] i 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WADE. I would like to have a few minutes more. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of . Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Iowa be ex- 
tended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate has been lim- 
ited to 4 o'clock. The 8 from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent to extend the time for general debate until ten 
minutes past 4 o'clock and that the gentleman from Iowa have 
that time. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. WADE. Some of the men in our State say these things 
are treason, but I want to call attention to the Republican plat- 
form adopted eight years ago, in which it is said: 

We believe the r of th i 
Cc 
rene and extension on such terms as ualize our trade with other 
177. ĩ ete Erosectiaraad Tecmmecney 
ican le 
are twin measures of Republican policy ant go hand in bend 5 

All I have got to eh On if the arm of reciprocity is not pulled 
out of the socket by this time, it is a mighty long arm, because 
protection has got so far ahead that sister reciprocity ” can’t see 
sister protection ” in the dim distance. A calamity! Lask what 
has been done to remedy this calamity? I ask the gentleman from 
Connecticut now, What does the Republican party stand for? 
And I ask this not in the sense he asks as to Democracy, but more 
grammatically speaking in the sense which I ask it. t is the 
reason the Republican party is standing? What is it tied to? Wh 
does it stand absolutely defiant of all this growing sentiment? 
it because a little modification of some tariff schedule would be 
an injury to the country, or is it because it would be an injury to 
the Republican Is it because it would actually bring an 
injury to some legitimate business interest, or is it because the 
giant trusts have issued their commands, which must be obeyed? 

Men upon this floor have told ùs time and again of the awful 
terrors which stand in front of even a suggestion of Democratic 
success. They have told us time and again that if ever it became 
apparent that Democracy had a chance to win that at that mo- 
ment ind would be paralyzed, the doors of the factory would 
be closed, and a general scene of desolation would meet the eyes 
of the people. They have painted for us in eloquent words the 
great picture that appeared before their minds as they looked out 
upon the great sea of national life. They have told us that they 
could see there the boat of Democracy, the old ship of Democracy, 
rocking and tumbling upon the waves, its masts all swept off, its 
sides smashed in, going to pieces upon the rocks of political ad- 
versity. 

It suggests to me the story of the old fellow down in Missouri 
who started for New Orleans with his carpetbag in one hand and 
his umbrella in the other. It was in the olden days, and he was 
going down to the steamboat to take a trip down the Mississippi. 
He walked leisurely along until he came to the brow of the l 
overlooking the landing, and as he looked down he heard the 
whistle blow and the bell ring, and there was the boat, which 
was going to take him on his journey, just pulling out in the Mis- 
sissippi away from the landing. He hesitated for a moment. He 
spit on his hands and said, I will make it or die.“ He started 
down that hill at a eee which would make the recognition of 
the Panama Republic look like 30 cents. [Laughter.] As he got 
down to the little plank landing, the boat was ont abont 10 or 15 
feet, and he gave one leap, landing on the deck, his umbrella going 
one way and his carpetbag the other. He struck a large, portly 
gentleman amidship, and went sprawling on the other side of the 
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vessel. He got up and, brushing the dust off, said.“ When I say 
I will make it or die, PI make it or die. The other fellow, who 
had been knocked down, got up, looked around, and said, You 
damned fool, this boat is coming in.” (Laughter.] - 

Why, you—gentlemen, the boat of Democracy is coming in. 
[Laughter.] She is coming in, her sails swelling full, and she 
is laden down, not with desolation, not with poverty, not with 
products to make soup houses, but laden down with good for the 
whole people; laden down with demands for honesty and integ- 
rity in the administration of governmental affairs; laden down 
with the assurance that the restrictions which are now placed 
upon American commerce by the legislation which we now have 
shall be od away, not by some radical upheaval, not ig some 
mighty stroke that will disturb business conditions, not by one 
of those efforts which would have no regard for the business 
interests of this country, but by careful, conscientious, honest 
effort to aid in the adjustment of our commercial relations in 
such a way as to bring to the producer of the farm products of 
this land something of a wider market and better prices; some- 

*thing that will bring more returns for the men who labor in the 
shop, that toil in the factories, by giving them a broader field 
for their products, because their labor and the demands for their 
labor must depend on the demand for the products of their 
hands; something that will bring to the manufacturers of this 
country not the promise of desolation and destruction of the busi- 
ness interests, but an honest effort to try and adjust business con- 
ditions so that their field of operation may be enlarged, so that 
they may get a fair return on their capital, so that their work- 
men will get a fair return for their labor, and so that the fields 
of the great Northwest, bearing their burdens of crops every year, 
may feed the mouths of the millions where they now feed the 
thousands. 

And then those who man the great boat of Democracy are go- 
ing to raise the question as to whether or not all of the toil, all of 
the industry, all of the effort, and the results of individual effort 
of this country must be subjected to the greed of the few men 
who, regardless of hon and justice, crush out with mighty 
blows every industry which they can not control. 

We are going to insist upon knowing whether on the one hand 
we must have an army of industrial pirates and on the other 
hand an army of industrial slaves. 

Gentlemen, the ship of Democracy is coming in, and it will be 
tied up to the dock here about the 4th of March, 1905. There is 
no occasion for any man in any line of employment in this great 
land to feel that there is any danger to any legitimate enterprise. 
But I tell you that the flag that floats at its masthead is notice to 
all the rascals in high places, to all the rascals in low places, to all 
the men who seek to subject individual effort to their passion for 
greed that they had better be 1 under cover, because they 
are not going to find any friends aboard. [Great applause on the 
Democratic side.] . 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate being now closed, the Clerk 
will proceed to read the bill by paragraphs for amendment and 
debate under the five-minute rule, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


FIRE-CONTROL INSTALLATIONS. 


For the purchase, installation, operation, and maintenance of the necessa: 
lines and means of electrical communication, including telephones, dial an 
VVV 
ployees, connected with the use of coast aral 800,000. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by strik- 
ing out in line 13, page 8, the word “five” and inserting in lien 
thereof the word one, making the appropriation $100,000. This 
is the item appropriating $500,000 for fire-control installations. 
As I stated in my previous remarks, the apparatus contemplated 
by this provision has not been sufficiently tested. I believe the 
gentleman from New York stated that since the hearings before 
the committee that there are two of these arrangements now in 
full operation—only two in the United States—and it seems to me 
that $100,000 is a sufficient sum with which to conduct these fur- 
ther experiments. Therefore I have proposed this amendment 
and hope that the same may be adopted. 

Mr. LIPTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I trust that this amendment 
will not prevail. I believe that the a als here proposed is 
as important as any item in this bill. is system of fire control 
was not only invented and inaugurated by our own officers—its 
efficiency has been demonstrated by actual practice, and in con- 
sequence was adopted by the Board of Ordnance and Fortifica- 
tion, who recommended its installation, - 

The Chief of Artillery states that— 


It can safely be said that the money thus spent would more than di 
the value of vate coast-defense gun. T sabie 


Now, as to the experience we have had with this newly devel- 
XXX VIII—129 


oped system, the Chief Signal Officer, in a letter dated February 
17, 1904, states: 

at 9 Pia 2 Peer arg oe Reith the com- 
pleted systems in the Na: tt and New London artillery districts lack 
only the apparatus needful for a change from the vertical to the horizontal 
system of range finding. 

The letter then proceeds to give a reason why the estimates 
prepared by the Chief of Artillery do not conform to the estimates 
of cost made by the Chief Signal Officer for the installation at a 
single emplacement. 

It appears that for four installations the cost will be $17,100, or 
84.275 per emplacement. In other words, the proposed expendi- 
ture amounts to $17,100 to render doubly effective, in the opinion 
of our best experts, a battery of guns that has cost a quarter of a 
million of dollars. I trust that the amendment will not prevail. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 49, noes 53. 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Lirraver and Mr. BRUNDIDGE 
were appointed. 

The Nain nas again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 76, 
noes 76. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RANDELL of Texas. I move to amend by striking out 
“fiye” and inserting “ two,” in line 13, page 8, so as to make this 
8 $200,000 instead of 8500, 000. 

e question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. JAMES. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Lirraver and Mr. RANDELL of 
Texas were appointed. 3 
1 N again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 

, noes 78. . 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair votes in the negative. The ayes 
are 79, and the noes 79. So the amendment is not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

~ FORTIFICATIONS IN INSULAR POSSESSIONS. 


For construction of seacoast batteries in the insular 


possessio; 
For procurement of land needed as sites for the defenses of 
Islands, $200,000. 


the Hamain 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to 
strike out all of this bill beginning with line 15, page 8, down to 
and including line 8, page 9. 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote would necessarily be taken on 
this section paragraph by ph, unless the Committee of 
the Whole should be willing to treat all as one proposition. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Iask unanimous consent that the 
yote be taken on the one proposition to strike out this section, 


instead of on each h. 
The CHAIRMAN. fe there objection to this request? The 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the remaining phs 


paragra: 
referred toin the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


ements, equipments, 

eir manufacture at the arse: 168,000. 
test, possessio: 

of seacoast mortars, with their mounts, including sights, implements, equip 


$78,000. 

For the purchase, manufacture, test, and issue of rapid-fire guns for coast 
defense for the insular possessions, including their pis canto sights, imple- 
ments, equipments, and the machinery necessary for their manufacture at 
the arsenals, $162,000. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I believe I will 

onango the form of my motion and propose an amendment in this 
guage: 

Provided, That i 
MEA iA ae piat pone of. 5785 money herein appropriated shall be used to 

I see that a part of the text of the bill has relation to Hawaii 
and Porto Rico, I do not wish to strike out anything in relation 
to those islands; but I do wish to limit the use of the money to 
those. Hence I offer an amendment in this language: 

At the end of line 8 add: “Provided, That none of the money herein appro- 
priated shall be used for the fortification of the Philippine Islands.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that that limitation would 
apply to that paragraph only and not to the entire section. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will offer it 
as an independent clause: 

That iated i i : 
5 The bp ble Lian a this act shall be used in constructing forti 

I move that amendment to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered . from Kentucky. 
3 . Mr, Chairman, what has become of the items in 

e 


The CHAIRMAN, The items in the bill are passed. 


2050 


CONGRESSIONAL’ RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


Mr. MANN. There is no amendment as to those. 

The CHAIRMAN, No amendment has been agreed to. The 
Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 8, insert as an independent waragraph the following: 
* Provided, That a money appr. ted by this grapa ih be used tor the 
e 


fortification of the Philippin dan 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to 
say that I do not believe that at this time the Congress is war- 
ranted in undertaking to fortify or enter upon a system of forti- 
fications in the Philippine Islands. As everyone knows, there 
is a very large number of those islands, and to fortify them prop- 
erly involve an expenditure mounting up into the millions. I 
donot believe that it would be the part of wisdom in Congress now 
to embark upon that system. At least, I think we can well afford 
to postpone any action along this line until some future Congress, 
when we understand more thoroughly what is to be done, what 
the future relations between the United States proper and these 
Islands shall be for all time tocome. I do not understand that at 
present there has been any determination by the party in control 
of the Administration as to the course they will pursue. 

So far as the courts of the United States are concerned it has 
been held that these islands—or that Porto Rico at least, and the 
Philippines are in the same relation to us—are domestic territory 
appurtenant. Just what that means Iam not prepared to say. 
I 15 not know whether any other gentleman upon the floor is 
able to explain the exact significance of that expression or not. 
But so far as court decisions go, these Territories are territory ap- 

- purtenant to the United States, and the citizens of that territory 
are not aliens. Whether they are citizens of the United States is 
an entirely different proposition, but it has been determined by 
the Supreme Court of the United States that they at least are not 


ens, 

So, looking at this subject—and it is a very serious and a very 
complicated one—I believe, gentlemen, it is the e Yo thing 
for us to do to postpone action upon any proposition looking to 
the expenditure of large sums o 1 entering upon new 
systems of improvements in those islands before we know defi- 
nitely what we are to do with them in the future. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, the fortifications at Manila 
and Subig Bay, as appropriated for, would mean a very slight 
expenditure in comparison to the large expenditures that have 
already been made In the Philippine Islands for barracks, store- 
houses, warehouses, and the like in connection with the army 
establishment. 

Whether or not the Philippine Islands are absolutely the prop- 
erty of the United States pe age o the law that the gentleman 

otes I hardly think need be taken into consideration at this 
time. The Sere is, shall we leave Manila and Subig Bay 
without any fortifications, so that if any trouble should arise any 
ship could sail in there and hold the city at its mercy? We must 

rovide at some early date for a naval base in those waters. Un- 
ess we do so we can not maintain our Navy. I trust the amend- 
ment will not prevail. y 

Mr. BOWIE. I want to ask the gentleman a question. The 
Philippine Islands retain the revenues which are collected there 
from the tariff duties, do they not? 

Mr. LITTAUER, Certainly. 

Mr. BOWIE. Then, why can not the Philippine government 
fortify Subig Bay and Manila Bay out of their own revenues, as 
they keep the tariff revenues that are collected there? 

Mr. LITTAUER. The matter of coast fortifications is a mat- 
ter of our own national defense. It is a constitutional provision 
which is enjoined on us, and it would seem to be eminently proper 
that it should be the work of the United States. 

Mr. BOWIE. In all the other Territories of this country the 
tariff duties that are collected in those Territories go into our Na- 
tional Tre: , and by this system you make out a different case. 

Mr, LITTAUER. How about Porto Rico? 

Mr. MANN, Is it not a fact that the insular government 
would not be permitted to make fortifications, just as a State gov- 
ernment would not be permitted to make fortifications? 

— LITTAUER. Certainly. 

r. MANN. They can not do it. 

Mr. LITTAUER. It is no part of their power or privilege. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I move to strike out the last 
word of this amendment. 

The gentleman from New York has just pleaded by 3 
the argument that we have spent a t deal of money in the 
Philippine Islands for barracks and of that sort. These 
expenses already made were necessary even in view of the fact 
that our occupation there was to be temporary. This particular 
expenditure, if it should carry, amounts, in so far as the provi- 
sion in the bill goes, to prejudging the great question as to whether 


a! 


the American people shall retain permanent possession of the 
Philippine Islands or not. 

It is essentially an my aa Ie which would be vain and 
senseless except in view of the intention of retaining the Philip- 
pine Islands permanently. That is a great question that has not 
been settled; it has to be settled in the future, and the dominant 

in this country, ruling in the White House and reigning 
ere, have never yet dared say whether they proposed ultimatel 

to keep the Philippine Islands or turn them loose. Here lately 
see that Professor Schurmann says that his understanding from 
a private conversation he had with the late lamented McKinley 
was that it was the policy, the Republican policy, to hold these 
islands in a state of tutelage or apprenticeship, to train them for 
fitness for independence, and then to make them independent. 
Whatever may be the policy of the governing party of the coun- 
try, it has not announced that policy. It has never given us an 
opportunity to join forces against their policy. 

ow, I am opposed to every appropriation that prejudges that 
question, that assumes the permanent retention of the Phili pine 
Islands. I have giyen my reasons in that behalf before, and it ig 
not necessary even briefly to run over them again, except just one 
reason—that they contain a population of between seven and ten 
millions of people that can not possibly be assimilated in the 
body politic with the balance of the people of the United States. 
There is no 9 of extending to them equal privileges and 
to lay upon them only equal burdens. There is, therefore, no 
possible view point as a Demoerat from which a man can agree to 
their permanent retention and the permanent and indefinite hold- 
ing them in co , Which is all that the Republican party 
has thus far announced to be its policy for all its acts, deeds, and 
conducts. I therefore hope the amendment of the gentleman 
from 1 Will prevail. 

Mr. LITTA May J ask the gentleman a question? Now, 
no matter what may occur as to our retention of the Philippine 
Islands, does not the gentleman also believe that it will be neces- 
sary to maintain a naval station in those islands? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not know about that. I 
hope the United States always will maintain a naval station 
somewhere in the Orient; but I am waiting for you to say that 
these people are independent, and you are holding it as a naval 
station, and so long as they are not a part of the common domain in 
a constitutional and true sense, so long as they are treated as mere 
appurtenances and mere appendages and belongings, I say when 
you have a certain amount of money and that certain amount of 


money is put into fortifications, and that money had better be 
put into fortifications for the of protecting the ports 
destruction by naval attacks if an attack should take 


ms at Subig Bay and Manila. . [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in this 
bill that provides for the expenditure of any of this money in the 
Philippine Islands. It does provide for the expenditure of money 
for fortification of our insular possessions. The Philippine 
Islands are the most remote from the continental part of the 
United States of any of our possessions and the most difficult of 
defense by the Army or by the Navy. Possibly they require 
sea-coast fortifications, the same as others of our insular posses- 
sions. But this bill leaves to the War Department to determine 
whether it is necessary to put this money into the Philippine Is- 
lands or into Guam, or Porto Rico, or into any of the insular 
possessions. 

The people of the Philippine Islands are more subject to attack 
than any other people under the American flag, are less capable 
of defending themselves, and we are less capable of defending 
them by reason of their remote situation, and it does seem to me 
this Congress ought not to say to them, ‘‘You are not entitled to 
the protection that we furnish the people here at home and to the 
people of all our other island possessions.” If we say tothem “You 
are not entitled to the same care for your welfare we accord all 
the rest of our people,“ we will be subject to criticism on their 
part. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

It is proposed to write into this bill that these people, who are 
now obedient to our laws and living under our flag, shall nothave 
the same protection given to the people everywhere else who obey 
our laws and support our flag, although they are in more danger 
than any others of our people, although we are less capable of de- 
fending them than any of our other ple. E protest against 
putting this insult upon the people of the Philippine Islands and 
announcing from this House t we are not willing to give to 
them the same protection we are willing to give everyone else 
who owes allegiance to our constitution our laws. [Ap- 
plause.] I trust this distinction is not to be made here to-day. 

When the Philippine people were in insurrection against the 
authority of the United States, I was in favor of imposing that 
authority upon them; but when they are obedient to our laws I 
am in favor of giving to them every protection that we give to 
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any other man in this wun, and I protest against thie proposi 
tion that we are to inject right into our laws that we will fortify 
Hawaii, and we will fortify Guam, and fortify Porto Rico, and 
we will fortify and defend our people here at home; but these 
children under our tutelage are to go unprotected against the 
aggression of foreign powers, and I hope the amendment will not 
be adopted. [Applause]! 3 

Mr. LLIAM of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend the former amendment by striking out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi offers a 
substitute. to strike out the two words. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, in the first 
place, these people are not obedient to our law, because you have 
refused to extend our laws to them. They are not obedient to 
any law, because you have refused to extend any law to them. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. They are obedient to our laws that per- 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ah! Ah! They are obedient 
to a government of absolutism, armed with the largest discretion- 
ary powers of any colonial government under the sun to-day. 
The gentleman need not worry himself about the 1 being 
hurt when we decline to do something which looks like we were 

oing to hold them in perpetual tutelage. They will rather be 
Furt at the reassertion of indefiniteness about our occupation and 
about our colonial sway. The gentleman says 5 obedient 
to our laws and our Constitution. How can they be obedient to 
our Constitution when he himself says, or his party colleagues, 
that our Constitution does not apply to them? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. We have never claimed that all our 


laws 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand, Mr. Chairman, 
the gentleman claims what King George claimed—that one law 
applies to men under the flag at home and another to men under 
the flag in the colonies. [applaus on the Democratic side.] 

The British constitution did not apply to us, and he says that 
the American Constitution does not apply to them. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I have another objection to this. Where is it going to 
stop? Is the tleman aware of the fact that it will take more 
money to fortify the Philippines than it would to fortify conti- 
nental America? Is he aware of the fact that the coast line of 
that immense archi , extending all the way up to the north- 
ern part of Luzon down to the southern point of Mindanao, will 
require more money to fortify than all the Pacific and Atlantic 
and Gulf coasts of the United States? Is he not perfectly aware 
of the fact that the fortification at Manila and Subig Bay is not 
a sufficient one, that itis absolutely insufficient and ineffectual 
as a fortification of the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The War 5 says that it would 
take a third or less to fortify it than it would to fortify continen- 
tal America, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Any man who has common 
sense who can look at a map knows better. Take those islands 
and all those straits and all those harbors, twelve hundred islands, 
one island of which might be captured without disturbing another. 
Some poe say 600, some 400, but I believethere are twelve hun- 
dred in all. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. rtainly. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How many of the harbors which the gen- 
tleman has mentioned can a war vessel get into? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That I do not know. If the 
gentleman will take—— 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is the reason the gentleman does not 
know what he is discussing. There are only a few harbors which 
need a coast defense. 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, 
I may not have sufficient information, but I know more than that. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. There are very few—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There is one below Iloilo 
somewhere—I do not know how to pronounce it—as well as one up 
by Luzon and one at Mindanao; so I happen to know more than 
the gentleman imagines, although I may know very little about it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has only mentioned two 
or three; why doesn’t he mention more? The water is shallow 
on that coast. j 

Mr. WILLIAMS of ee Ican not mention any more 
because of my insufficient information as an engineer as to the 
depth of the water on the coast of the Philippine Islands. I 
do know it is absolutely impossible to fortify that coast without 
great . The gentleman seems to think that the only 
points you have got to defend are the harbors that a man-of-war 
can getinto. Thatis not the fact. Smaller ships can land men 


at other places. 
Mr. AY. Does the gentleman base his opposition to 
this item on the cost alone? 


- tain to them. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; Ido not. I base my op- 


position on the fact that I do not intend, if I can help it, that we 
shall hold the eae Islands. Ido not intend to poison the 


citizen body of the United States with the infiltration of this alien, 
unfriendly, and unruly blood. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Nor do I propose that my children shall be raised with the 
idea that one people of one community has a right to govern 
another community with the indefinite colonialism of absolute 
government. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, my friend from Mississippi is 
2 105 on assertion, and he is still stronger in assertion when he 

to confess that he does not have the facts on which the asser- 
tion is founded. He states that it will cost more to fortify the 
Philippine Islands than it would to fortify the whole coast of the 
United States. His attention is directed to the fact that the 
Board of Ordnance of the War Department, that has that particu- 
lar thing under their supervision, states that it will cost but a 
fraction of the amount, and still my friend vociferates more 
loudly that, from his own knowledge of it, it will cost more. 

Then he is asked how many harbors there are in the Philippine 
Islands. He doesn’t know; he knows very little about it; he con- 
fesses that he knows nothing about the fortification of that sea- 
coast. He does not even know whether it is necessary to fortify 
the ports that will admit of letting a boat come in, and still he 
asserts more loudly that it will cost more to fortify the Philippine 
Islands than it will to fortify the entire coast of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is not the coast of the Philip- 
pines longer than the coast of the United States? 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, that does not cut much of a figure. Ihave 
some confidence in the Ordnance Board. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me 
a question? 

; r. PAYNE. My time is running, and I have only five min- 
utes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman will remember 
that I always permit an interruption, if possible. 

Mr, PAYNE. Very well; I will yield for a short question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wanted to read the gentle- 
man a question and an answer. It is a question that was asked 
Admiral Dewey, but I will not read it all. In the answer he says 
that if the Navy were out of the bay at Manila no army could stay 
there six weeks—they possibly might stay two months, and he also 
says that they could not be fortified anyhow. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know what Ad- 
miral Dewey says, but I do know what the Ordnance Board says. 
It is their business to know whether coast fortifications will pro- 
tect that harbor or not. They state upon their reputation that 
they will, and theyrecommed thisappropriation. It hasno bear- 
ing on the question whether we shall stay in the Philippine Is- 
lands or not, or whether in some future day, when they are edu- 
cated up to it, we will give them a flag, autonomy, and a govern- 
ment and let them go free. If we ever do it, it is our duty, while 
under our care, while we are their guardians and they are our 
wards, to provide suitable fortifications in case they become a 
power that they may protect themselves so far as they are able. 

But further than that. We never will leave the Philippine 
Islands unless we have some naval station there, one or more. 
We might as well look this matter in the face, and, as I under- 
stand it, the Appropriation Committee is looking out for that. 
In case we leave the islands, we shall still have a naval station, 
and we must provide a nayal fortification. Now, if we are going 
to work, then this year will not be any too soon to provide a naval 
station in the East, in the Orient, which is now the theater of 
war. I say, Mr. Chairman, that this language ought to remain 
in the bill. This Board ought to be permitted to use this appro- 
priation for the purpose of building fortifications in the Philip- 
pine Islands according to the design of the Board, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman believe that the ap- 
propriation for fortifications in the Philippine Islands should 
remain in the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly I do. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Let me inform the gentleman that there 
is no such appropriation in the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is an appropriation which it is acknowl- 
edged may be used for this purpose. This amendment provides 
that it shall not be so used. I suppose my colleague understands 


tha 

1. FITZGERALD, If such an appropriation is necessary, 
why did not the committee report it in specific form as they have 
done in other cases? 

Mr. PAYNE. It might have been met with a point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no. s 

Mr. PAYNE. If it were liable to a point of order, no doubt it 
would be raised. 

Mr. LITTAUER. I will say in reply to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] that this bill never carries any spe- 
cific appropriation for particular objects of this character. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I call the attention of my colleague to 
this provision of the bill: 

For procurement of land needed as sites for the defenses of the Hawaiian 
Islands, $200,000, 

Mr. PAYNE. That is a particular provision. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is a specific provision for defenses 
in the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. LITTAUER. But it does not specify any particular island. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate has expired. Without 
objection, the pro forma amendment will be withdrawn. 
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I move to strike out the words one hundred ” and to insert the 
word “seventy-five.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 10, line6,strike out ‘one hundred and insert in lieu thereof “‘seyenty- 
five.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

ar CUSHMAN, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
men 


There was no objection. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers an 
The CHAIRMAN. The quoten is 3 the A 8 ae e will report, 
offered by the eman from tucky . SMITH]. : 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I reckon we may as | _ Amend Lacing s new pereraph at the end of the bill,on page 10, at the 
well have tellers at once. ag wy the 8 of A as at * — by, authorized 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky “‘ reckons” | directed to pay to the heirs of Dr Hiram P. Tuttle, deceased inte of Tacoman 
we may as well have tellers, ge poe v 1 — i Paes compensation for his labors in the invention a 
Tellers were o ; and Mr. vem and Mr, Suri of | eUa statce Geer ner ann arite, Which high explosive was used by 
Kentucky were appointed. the honorable Secretary of War in hisofiicial letter dated A 15, 1502, and 
The committes divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 80, Jer dale or Anf I, IE Pe ut olumo 45, part ee H57, un; 
noes 82. is directed to be taken from the riation of $100,000 mad 
So the amendment was rejected. of: gress "maling appropriations for fortifications min tae beens Ss 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 3 6 e securing explosive 
sip sk ear en garam _ Mr. CUSHMAN. I do not feel at this late hour in the session, 
Op pago 1A ater th word “Goverment: in Ne mets || Hbelng now past cur uma hour of adjoumment, hat T ana war 
“ i C or s, 2 2 
test of the 3 . — bs tion. Therefore I will do no more than to briefly outline one or 


Mr. LITTAUER. I make a point of order against that amend- 
ment. The duties of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification are 
specified by existing law: 

To enable the Board of Ordnance and Fortification to make all needful pur- 
chases of whatever. 


o „in the judgment of the board, may be ee in the 
proper et of the duties devolved upon it by the act approved Septem- 
2, 


The duties of this board are thus provided for by statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to call the attention of the 
gentleman from New York to the fact that the House of Repre- 
sentatives is not compelled to appropriate for every lawful pur- 
pose, It may appropriate or not as it sees fit; and it may in mak- 
ing any appropriation place a limitation upon the expenditure of 
that appropriation. In the opinion of the Chair, the amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Rosrysoy] is purely a Hmi- 
tation upon this appropriation, and in the opinion of the Chair is 
in order. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
is p as a limitation on the use of the fund of $100,000 a 

riated in this section to the Board of Ordnance and Fortifi- 


made for the purpose of being sunk in that venture. 
Aami in this form, not to affect the 


only at the use of any further m: in entation with the 
y e 7 oney e — 


signs to a joint board of army and navy officers, who went over 
it very thoroughly, and were of the opinion that his design gave 

of being successful. He had constructed a model, 
and this board witnessed tests of this model, which were suc- 
cessful, The joint board of army and navy officers so reported 
to the Secre of War, and that report was sent to the Board of 
Ordnance and Fortification, before whom Professor Langley ap- 
peared, The allotment first of $25,00) was made November 9, 
1898, and subsequently in December, 1899, $25,000 additional was 
allotted. The experiment was unsuccessful, The report goes on 
to state that— : 


= 
The Professo: I believe, thinking the matter over and intends to com- 
icate to ce odes his future wishes, The 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken on the amendment, on a division, de 
8 by Mr. Rozrxson of Indiana, there were —ayes 41, noes 70. 

Acco 


i the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Bis, Chairman, ini ne §; paro 10, 


two facts that bear upon this amendment which I have proposed. 

This is not the first time that this matter has been before Con- 
gress for consideration. However, I dare say that the facts sur- 
rounding this matter have long since the memory of 
most of the Members of this body. This is my excuse for briefly 
reciting a few of the main points. 

In the first place, Dr. Hiram P. Tuttle was a physician and sur- 
geon who resided in Tacoma, in the State of Washington, from 
about 1885 until the date of his death, which was, if I remember 
correctly, in the year 1901. 

Doctor Tuttle was an unusually scholarly and able man. He 
was a student to the day of 8 yall Doctor had been for 
some years experimenting with an ecting a powerful explo- 
sive substance which he called “thorite,” and which has 8 
known since in the scientific world and in official Government 
reports as Tuttle's thorite.“ His explosive proved so extremely 
satisfactory that during the Spanish-American war the Doctor 
came from his home on the Pacific coast to Washington Ci 
the purpose of showing his explosive to the officials of the War 
Department in the hope that they might adopt it as one of the 
types of high explosive for the use of the United Goyern- 
ment. It was, as I remember, about the year 1898 when Doctor 
Tuttle came first to Washin City on this mission. 

During the latter part of the year 1898 and during the year of 
1899 this explosive was, with the Doctor's aid and assistance, ex- 
amined and experimented with by the officers of the War Depart- 
ment, They at that time pronounced it the best high explosive 
that had up to that time been discovered. These ya of the 
War Department recommended that the secret of the composition 
and the right to its use and manufacture be purchased of Doctor 
Tuttle by the United States Government. 

It is proper at 1 say that under the War Department, 
and as à part of it. there are two baards, or bureaus, who have to 
deal with ordnance and with explosives. One of these is the 
Ordnance Bureau, which was created first, and the other is the 
Board of Ordnance and Fortification, which was created later. 

When this high 3 “ thorite,” was first examined and 
experimented with, both of these rted 


ing that“ thorite“ was a complete success as a high explosive 
and the Ordnance Bureau claiming that some faults developed in 
it under further tests. I do not propose to enter in this argument 
upon the differences between these two boards. I merely state 
that a difference existed between them in order to fairly present 
all the facts in this matter to you. 

At any rate, after the whole matter of thorite.“ its advan- 
tages and disadvantages, had been thoroughly discussed and 
thrashed over, the 9 Committee of this House in the 
year 1901 placed in the fortification appropriation bill for that 

provision and an appropriation for the purchase of tho- 
rite.” It seems that in the meantime a certain high-explosive 
shell, known as the “Isham. shell,” was also under consideration 
by our Government with a view to the purchase of the same. 
The Isham shell and Tuttle thorite had been offered to the Gov- 
ernment jointly, and the Appropriations Committee of the House 

in the fortifications ‘or 1901 an a priation to pur- 
chase both of these, the shell and the ive, for $100,000, 
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This provision, which was passed by the House of Representatives 
in the year 1901, read as follows: 
ane SHELL AND TUTTLE “THORITE.” 


and facts related to said process accu 


to the manufacture 
of said “thorite” shall be placed in the possession of 9 of Dales 


and to satisfaction, before any — 1 2 for the same 
That all material purchased un the . of this act 
shall be of American manufacture, in cases w. in the ent of 
the . ‘est interest of U; tes to 
limited quantities abroad, which material shall be ad- 


mak 
mitted free of 1 

When that bill went from the House over to the United States 
Senate, the Senate inserted after the words ‘‘ Secretary of War” 
the following words: 
in his discretion and if in his judgment it will be for the best interests of the 
Government. 

The Senate also added a further clause to the bill, as follows: 

Provided further, ‘That betoreany money sheild eee 
of said patent the Secretary of War shall be satisfied, full investigation, 
that the Government of the United States shall A 
ma pant mene or te ps ding a yg An rer yer patent — —— . 3 
or any mater! part 2 * 

So that this entire clause or section as it finally passed the Sen- 
ate read as follows: 


1 20 ena le the Secretary of War, in his discretion, and if in the Uni t 


3 ro the Powe 
cessful e in the possession of the 
ere of War, and to his satisfaction, before any payment for the same 


be made, 
Provided further, That before an; of War shal shall be expended in the purchase 
of said patents the Secre Nad satisfied, a after full in 

tion, that the Government tes shall rel lasagne chin 


use said —:... AMCAN ninfringement upon any prior 
8 n or application for patent 8 said im —— 
or any ma’ 

‘That all material purchased under the foregoin this act 
shall be of American man except in cases when, in the ent of 
the Secretary of War, it it is to the — interest of the Uni tates to 


make ee in limited quantities abroad, which material shall be ad- 
mitted fres duty. 


The nl a as thus amended was approved March 1, 1901, and be- 
came a law. 

This first proviso which the Senate added to the bill made it 
necessary for the Secretary of War to recommend the purchase 
before the hundred thousand dollars could be expended in the 
purchase of the shell and the explosive. 

The Secretary of War declined to make this recommendation 
and his reasons for declining will be shown by his letter, which 1 


will read to you: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 15, 1908. 
DEAR SIR: In to yi LaS ee to the action taken 
under the clause of fortifications actof March 1, 1901, regarding the Isham 


h- explosive shell and the high-explosive 
125 o of the act Which h provided f for the purchase 
the Secre of War if in his 


nce Department and the Board 
grace as to whether the purchase would be for the best 
Interests of th C of the 


Department Pape ner ph (Bush e both. The 
of a es — mens aarian 8 of the Is- 

ham shell TAE —8 to 3—u 
of thorite. Under these circumstances, I have not justified 


in making the purchase of either. 
i. Tbo Board o Ordnance and Fortification also adopted REEL TCS 
4 thorite 1 the safest and most effective Bec ih ees that has been 
nted to and tested under the direction of is the Fag ning of 


Board that Doctor Tuttle is eee 5 5 a a com 
invention, and it is recommended that TER 
This recommendation was approved. sg me: with the following annota- 


tion: “This is understood to relate, not to any ec len of „tho Secretary of 
War, but to an appeal to po powers resting in Congress alone. 
AR did not feel at libert vie Ba Led imme e ranen . — the act ot March l. 


because I considered myself bound to act m a strictly business 
giving effect to no N except the b bus ess interests of the Uni 
tates in executing that sta’ 


T appl ve the recomm sndation f 7.7... onaay cosa 
cause nk his My, sia and faithful labors, in practical high exp 

of the United States, to develop a practical high lesan Bonne 

material use fa the ppt pe cece of the art to 


~~ 5 were robabl 
thata 3 


has recommended a further test of the Isham and t recomm: 
tion = been approved. = 
ery respectfully, Root, 
k Secretary of War. 


Hon, J. A. HEMENWAY, House of Representatives. 


You will notice that the Secretary of War is most hearty in his 
recommendation that Doctor Tuttle should be 9 for 
his long and faithful labors in conjunction with ed officers of 
the United States in seeking to develop a practical high explosive. 

From the langt of the letter of the Secretary of War I am 
justified in the statement that the Secretary of War 
would have bald octor Tuttle this compensation himself had 
the legal authority been vested in him. As he did not have that 
authority, he makes the recommendation that this body, which 
does have the authority, make the payment of this compeusation. 

It is proper in this connection for me to remark that I brought 
up this same matter in the first session of the Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, on the 19th of A 1902 (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 
4457); I at 2 pees ered ‘dog 221000 for fo the fortification 
appropriation appropria j or pure y the 
eee of ‘‘thorite,’’ with the secret of the manufacture, 
and the exclusive right to manufacture and use the same. 

That amendment which I offered at that time was adopted by 
att ten by this Eloaso appropriating $00,000 to purchase this hieh 

0 ouse appropria pure g 
ee and the bill, With my amendment, reached the other 
eni of the Capitol the high explosive unfortunately exp loded in 
the United States Senate [laughter]—at least I pree that is 
what happened, because when the came out of the Senate my 
tn providing $50,000 for the purchase of the explosive 
was not on t 

Please bear in mind now that twice heretofore this House, by an 

3 vote, has a provision as a part of the fortifica- 
ropriation similar to this provision which I offer by 
oe ent to-day. 

The pacer hese d ‘which I have offered to-day is not for the pur- 
chase of this explosive, but to reimburse the heirs of the late 
Doctor Tuttle for his labors in connection with the invention and 
persion of that e ee 


My reason for hange was in order that my pro- 
posed amendment would be i 8 fect harmony with the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of War. You will also observe that 
while this House on a similar provision once before voted $50,000, 
in oy gr ia offered to-day I only ask for one-half that sum, 
to wi „000. 

If the hour were not so late and this House had time to listen, 
I could detail at length the labors of the Doctor in the matter of 
the discovery and perfection of this explosive and its use by the 
Government. Gen. Nelson A. Miles, one of the great military 
men of our nation, pronounced it the best high explosive known 
to man. The Government ordered the Doctor to manufacture 
5,000 pounds of this osive, which was sent to and used in the 
Phili ppine Islands. Doctor put in the best years of his life 
in ibe. invention and perfection of this explosive. He was so busy 
Working on it to make it a success that he did not think of secur- 
ing his pay for it at that time, and while in the midst of that work 
he died. This bill having passed this House twice before -prac- 
tically the same bill-once with the sum of $50,000, I t the 
House might well now give its assent by late action to reimburse 
the heirs Foes i Tuttle in the sum of $25,000, as proposed by 
m endmen 

Mr] LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I reserved the point of order 
for the reason that the point of order would lie as to this amend- 
ment. I reserved it, , because I did not feel as a member of 
the committee that I should take a position contrary to the rec- 
ommendations of the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, who 
had recommended that a fair compensation be given to Doctor 
Tuttle. And, again, the of War recommended that 
that com tion be given to his heirs. The Board of Ordnance 
and Fortification adopted this resolution: 

As thorite is the safest and most effective high explosive that has been 

d Board, it is the opinion of 
Tuttle is entitled toa reasonable compensation for his 
invention, and it is recommended that he be so compensa’ 

The Secretary of War, under date of April 15, 1902, says: 

an —— the recommendation for compensation to Doctor Tuttle, be- 

think his long and faithful labor, in conjunction with many officers 
of ‘the United States, in e to develop a practical high explosive merited 
reward and wora omer ot material use in the development of the art to 
which they rela‘ 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Is the amendment so drawn as to give the in ited States the bene- 
fit of this thorite for future use, or is it for compensation for 
work already done? 

Mr. CUSHMAN It is for compensation, and it follows what 
seems to be the recommendation of the War Department. : 

Mr. LITTAUER. Imustadd that Iam confident that the War 
Department does not care to use thorite, because it believes that 
1 this time it has no value. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. You will remember that the Secretary of 
War stated in his official letter: 


I think that a just exercise of the powers which possesses, but 
which the Secretary of War does not possess, should toa grant of rea- 
sonable and even liberal compensation to Dr. Tuttle's heirs. = 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If this is a valuable invention, why 
can not it be paid for in the same manner that the work on the 
Langley air ship was paid for? They claim that was an inven- 
tion, and Mr. Langley has been paid out of the fund given to the 
Secretary of War. Now, the question was, can not this be paid 
for in the same way—out of the same fund? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Thardly think payment could be made from 
that fund, and I also think that the Secretary of War would not in 
his judgment feel inclined to use a part of that fund for this pur- 
pose. I certainly would be both pleased and satisfied if the Secre- 
tary of War should decide to pay this just claim out of any fund. 
You will remember there was an appropriation, an item attached 
to the fortification appropriation bill, and passed by the House in 
1901, providing for the payment for this high explosive thorite,”’ 
and for the Isham shell. When that bill went from the 
House over to the Senate an additional clause was added by the 
Senate to that portion of the bill leaving the expenditure of 
the money thus appropriated in the discretion of the Secretary 
of War. The Secretary of War states in his letter, which I have 
heretofore read, the reasons why he did not feel warranted in 
using tkat discretion and making the purchase. I presume the 
same reasons would impel him to decline payment of this claim 
from this other fund. 

The Secretary of War states in his letter that he believed the 
invention was a good one when it was first 3 forward, and 
that Doctor Tuttle, the inventor, by his labors aided materially in 
perfecting the high explosive. 

But, in the meantime, after thorite had been experimented 
with and used but before the Doctor had been paid therefor, 
other explosives had been brought forward, which, in the judg- 
ment of the War Department, were superior to “‘thorite.” 
Therefore the Secretary of War did not feel warranted, at the 
date when this matter was presented to him, in recommending 
the purchase of thorite,“ as other explosives were claimed to be 
superior; but, nevertheless, the Secretary of War did recognize 
that the labors of Doctor Tuttle in this particular field had in all 
probability aided in the discovery and perfection of these other 
explosives, and therefore, with manifest 17 eye Secretary 
in his official letter warmly recommen t r Tuttle's 
heirs be compensated for his labor, and that is what my amend- 
ment is offered for. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did I understand the gentleman to say that 
there were other inventors? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Doctor Tuttle was the sole inventor of this 
particular explosive, thorite.“ There were other inventors 
who brought forward other explosives. 

Mr. PERKINS. And they may also have claims. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. That may be, but I do not know of any. 
My judgment is that others having claims anywhere near as just 
as this claim have been paid long ago. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I feel that I must make the 
point of order, as this would open the door to a large number of 


claims. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will ask the gentleman if they 
have refused to pay this out of this fund because there were other 
inventors? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PER- 
KINS] made the point of order against the amendment, and the 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard for 
a moment on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair dislikes to decline to hear any 
gentleman on a point of order, but this amendment is so palpably 
out of order 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I trust the Chairman will hear me for a 
moment. There is no one more familiar than I am with the 
proposition that a private claim bill is not ordinarily in order as 
an amendment to a general appropriation bill. Iam not here to 
combat that proposition. But the original appropriation which 
was found in this bill in 1901 appropriated $100,000 for the pur- 
chase of these two explosives. That was a part of this bill in 
1901. My amendment to-day seeks to apply to the payment of 
this claim a portion of that appropriation which was a part of 
this bill in 1901. Further than that, all appropriations that have 

ever been made for the purchase of types of explosives or engines 
of war have always been brought forward and paid for on this 


bill. 

Therefore I think that a matter of this character relating to an 
explosive, and for compensation for labors performed in connec- 
tion with the perfection of an explosive, is properly the subject 
of 1 to this i icular . 2 TA 

think there is especial force to my argumen 
this particular when we consider that the original appropriation 


for the purchase of this explosive was a part of this fortification 
appropriation bill. And the amendment which I now offer seeks 
to utilize a portion of that same appropriation in payment of this 
claim, a claim relating to the very same subject. That is all I 
care to m 

„The CHAIRMAN. It is perfectly clear to the Chair by no pos- 
sible reasoning can this be made a part of the appropriation for 
carrying on this branch of the service during the fiscal year be- 
ginning the ist of July next, and, therefore, the Chair is con- 
strained to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12446, the for- 
tifications m5 ep bill, and directed him to report the same 
back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and e was read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. LITTAUER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CONSTITUTING UTICA, N. Y., A PORT OF DELIVERY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the pres2nt consideration of the following bill. It is very brief. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous ccnzent for the present consideration of the following bill, 
which the Clerk will rt. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4074) constituting Utica, N. Y., a port of delivery. 

Be it enacted, etc., That Utica, in the State of New 7 be, and is hereby, 
constituted a port of delivery, in the customs - collection ct of Oswego, 
N. V.; and that the privileges of immediate transportation of dutiable mer- 
chandise conferred by the seventh section of the act of June 10, 1880, entitled 
“An act toamend the statutes in relation to immediate transportation of 
dutiable goods, and for other Darposes," be, and the same are hereby, ex- 
tended to said port; and there shall be appointed a deputy collector of cus- 
toms, to be nominated by the collector of customs at Oswego, N. Y. 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill constituting Utica, N. Y., a port of 
delivery, and for other purposes.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Tho 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
accordingly was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title of the bill will 
be amended. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolutions 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 41. Joint resolution to provide for the printing of a digest 
of the decisions of the Court of Claims, together with the rules 
of practice of and the statutes relating to that court to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

S. 2134. An act to connect Euclid pe with Erie street—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. R. 5. Joint resolution to enlarge the scope of an act entitled 
An act to provide a permanent system of highways in that part 
of the District of Columbia lying outside of cities.” approved 
March 2, 1893—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 2878. An act authorizing the laying of water mains and serv- 
ice sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of assessments 
therefor, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

S. 2324. An act for the extension of Vermont avenue from 
Florida avenue to Howard University—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

S. 3199. An act for the relief of A. M. Short—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

S. 721. An act for the relief of Darwin S. Hall—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 735. An act for the relief of Jean Louis Legare, of the Domin- 
ion of Canada—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 1327. An act authorizing the Secre of the Treasury to 
adjust and settle the account of James M. Wilbur with the United 
States, and to pay said Wilbur such sum of money as he may be 
justly and equitably entitled to—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 964. An act to grant jurisdiction and authority to the Court 
of Claims in the case of Southern Railway Lighter No. 10, her 
cargoes, ete.— to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 2579. An act for the relief of the estate of Brig. Gen. Wager 
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Swayne, in o of the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and 

3 e e the Committee on Claims. 

S. 1407. An act for the relief of John W. Gummo- to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

8. 2516. An act for the relief of the Nye & Schneider Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 114. An act to extend the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1885, relative to officers and enlisted men of the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 3424. An act to authorize the removal of structures from In- 
dian allotments in Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 582. Anact toratifyan agreement with the Lower Brulé band 
of the Sioux tribe of Indians in South Dakota and making appro- 
paige es carry the same into effect—to the Committee on In- 

airs. 

S. 3430. An act to authorize the Buckhannon and Northern Rail- 
road Company, a corporation under the laws of the State of West 
Virginia, to build a bridge across the Monongahela River near the 
town of Rivesville, in State of West Virginia—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

S. 176. An act for the relief of Jewett W. Adams—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 579. An act to regulate the use by the public of reservoir sites 
located upon the public lands of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 483. An act for the relief of the owners and officers of the 
brig Olive Frances and others on board said brig—to the Com- 
ET on Claims. 

S. 580. An act to extend the provisions of section 2455 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by act of 
1 1 190 , relating to public lands to the Committee on 

c „ 


ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, s reported | 
that this day they ‘had presented to the President of the United 
eg a his . the following bill: 

making e Pet to supply urgent 
deficinncies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1904, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 


HOMESTEADS, 


Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. Mr. 5 
sent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 84 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri ort unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill R. $435) to amend the act of Co of Ma: rela to 
— Œ. ) ngress y II. 1902, relating 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. 5 is this by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think I may as well object now as at any other 
time. It seems to be an amendment of the Revised Statutes, and 
I think the House should have more time to consider it than to- 
night. I move that the Honse do now adjourn. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects to the 
present consideration of the bill and moves that the House donow 


adjourn 
its. L DAMAR of Missouri. It only changes existing law in one 
Mr. PAYNE. I think that the bill ought to be considered when 
8 have more time than now. It is quite an intricate provision 
the bill, and the House should have more time to consider it. 
LAMAR of Missouri. I ie the gentleman willnot object. 
There i is only about one word where there is a change made in 
existing law, and it can be explained in a moment or two. 
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman can call it up some other day. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. Pending the motion to adjourn, the Chair 
lays before the House the following change of reference: 
unanimous consent, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1257) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of George | an 
re Harter, and it was referred to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions was also discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (S. 2817) to remove the charge 
of desertion against 3 W. Posey, and it was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o’clock and 30 minutes) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow 
at 17 5 noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 

us B. Bratton against The United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. ‘LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3274) granting an 
increase of pension to Jane I. Long, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 997); which said bill 


and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDER from the ittee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 822) ting an 
increase of pension to Marquis L. Stevens, repo the same 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 998); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2237) granting an increase of pension to 
Lonise Chandler, re the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 999); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


endar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Palarie on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 312) granting an 
increase of pension to John F. Oviatt, propones the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1001); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2216) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Reed, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No. 1002); which said bill and report were Te- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1543) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William W. Jackson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1003); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2688) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George M. Linch, reported the same without 
amendment, accom by a report (No. 1004); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 588) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Wilbur F. Little, rted the same 
without amendment, Deas ee by a report (No. 1005); which 
said bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 317) granting an 


increase of pension to Mortimer Hallett, rted the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1006); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
p of the Senate (S. 893) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Angelo, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1007)); which said bill and report were 
atest 70 the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 386) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Homer D. Wells, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report 8 o. 1008); which said bill 

and report were referred to the Private 5 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2087) granting an 
increase of pension to George Rilea, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1009); which said bill 
= rt nee apa to the Private Calendar 

the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (8. 2955) granting an increase of pension to John 

Hogarth the same without amendment, accom- 
= vente a L report CN (No. ee which said bill and report were 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9392) granting a 
pension to Margaret J. Robbins, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1011); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 742) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Darrah, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1012); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10516) for the relief of 
Edward J. Farrell, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1013); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6984) for the relief of 
Kate R. Sharretts and Edward A. Sharretts, administrators of 
George E. W. Sharretts, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1014); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11178) for the re- 
lief of Miss Lelia G. Casey, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. eee said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2010) for the relief of the 
heirs of John A. Dolan, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a rpo (No. 1016); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11337) for the re- 
lief of G. H. Dearen, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a . (No. 1017); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10891) for the 
relief of Julius A. Kaiser, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1018); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9571) granting a pension to John Devine—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12822) for the relief of John A. Harbour—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 12366) for the relief of Jeptha B. Harrington— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 12429) granting an increase of pension to Westley 
McCleary—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12475) granting a pension to Christian Lederer— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12500) for the relief of Edward J. Krueger 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 5 

A bill (H. R. 11616) granting a pension to August Bockerman— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1291) authorizing the issuance of patents to 
Amanda C. Hines, Minnie A. Hines, and Harriet A. Hines for 
lands alloted to them in South Dakota—Committee on the Public 
Lands discharged, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
N following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 12531) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of War and the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to make certain disposition of condemned ord- 
nance, guns, and cannon balls in their respective Departments,” 
approved May 22, 1896—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. L of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 12532) providing for 
the erection of a mune building at Lebanon, Mo.—to the - 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 12533) to authorize the Para- 
gould and Memphis Railroad Company to construct a bridge across 


57 St. Francis River to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
ommerce. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill (H. R. 12534) to prevent dangers 
to navigation from rafts on the Pacific Ocean to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12535) for the establishment 
of aids to navigation for lighting Ambrose channel, New York 
Harbor—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 12536) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 4472 of the Revised Statutes so 
as to permit the transportation by steam vessels of gasoline and 
other products of petroleum when carried by motor vehicles 
(commonly known as automobiles) when used as source of mo- 
tive power ’’—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 12587) to authorize the 
Southern Railway Company to construct a railroad bridge across 
the Wabash River in Vigo County, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts (by request): A bill 
(H. R. 12538) providing for certain changes in the pension laws 
relating to the time of paying pensions—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12539) in relation to con- 
tracts with the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 12540) to establish reciprocal 
free trade with Canada—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 12541) puna for the sur- 
vey and subdivision of a portion of the ur d'Alene Indian 
Reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 12542) to further promote the effi- 
ciency of the militia, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Militia, 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 12548) to provide for cele- 
brating the first permanent settlement of English-speaking people 
by holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manu- 
factures, and the products of the soil, mines, forests, and the sea, 
in the vicinity of Jamestown, and on and near the waters of Hamp- 
ton Roads, in the State of Virginia, and to authorize an appropria- 
tion in aid thereof—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions, 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 12574) to increase pensions in 
certain cases—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 12642) permitting the 
building of a bridge across the Red Lake River at the city of 
Thief River Falls, in the county of Red Lake and State of Min- 
nesota—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT (by request): A bill (H. R. 12643) to 
fix fees and costs in the probate court of the District of Columbia 
and to provide for the collection and payment of the same, and 
for other rere the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. B of California: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 112) 
directing the Secretary of War to make a preliminary examination 
of Petaluma Creek, in the State of California—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURTON: A resolution (H. Res. 218) authorizing the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee to employ an assistant clerk—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A resolution (H. Res. 219) referring H. R. 
12200 to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 220) to refer H. R. 12283 to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A resolution (H. Res. 221) di- 
recting the Secretary of the Interior to make certain reports to 
the House of Representatives—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ps following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 
OWS: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 12544) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward Hayford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 12545) for the relief of Charles M. 
Peirce—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12546) to correct the military record of 
Alonzo Vining—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BADGER: A bill (H. R. 12547) granting a pension to 
Ida Arthur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 12548) granting anin- 
crease of pension to James A. Hale—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12549) for the relief of the heirs of M. H. 
Wells, deceased, late of Yankee Hill, Butte County, State of Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Claims, 


1904. ` CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2057 


By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 12550) granting an increase 
of pension to Emma R. Lamb—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 12551) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stanley H. Polley—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 12552) for the relief of Ed- 
win S. Hali—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 12553) granting an increase 
of pension to Amaziah Havey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12554) granting a pension 
to Unity McCann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 12555) for the relief of Capt. 
E. St. John Greble and other officers and enlisted men of the 
United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12556) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter Arnold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12557) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Gardiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 12558) granting an 
increase of pension to George Van Horn—to the Commitiee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12559) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jane E. Fuller—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

. By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 12560) granting an in- 
oraa of pension to Phillip Schnepp—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 12561) for the relief of Van 
Foreman—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 12562) granting an increase of 
pension to George Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 12563) granting an increase 
of pension to F. 8. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 12564) granting an increase of 
pension to Florence Bacon—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12565) granting an increase of pension to 
Alanson’F. Worden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12566) for the relief of Ezra J. Baney—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12567) for the relief of James H. Nuss—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 12568) referring to the Court 
of Claims the claim of the legal heirs of John Harper, deceased, 
to certain lands in the State of Virginia—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12569) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam L. ae 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12570) granting an increase of pension to Al- 
bert Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12571) for the relief of John Nay, of Shinns- 
ton, Harrison County, W. Va.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12572) ting a pension to John Sutton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 12578) granting an increase of 
pension to John Klinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 12575) granting an increase of 


pension to Joseph D. Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | Geo 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12576) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Kitts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12577) ting an increase of pension to 
James Graves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12578) for the relief of William Spears—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 12579) for the relief of B. N. C. 
Allen—to the Committee on War s 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12580) to 
correct the military record of Hiram A, Keith—to the Commi 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 12581) for the relief of the Pull- 
man Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 12582) for the relief of George 
F. Phillips, of Galveston, Tex., late chief machinist, United States 
Navy, one of the crew of the Merrimac—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 12583) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac F. Moore—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12584) granting a pension to S. M. Carr—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12585) for the relief of Perry C. Hawkins— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12586) for the relief of Perry C. Hawkins 
to the Committee on Claims. 

55 Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 12587) to extend the provisions 
of the pension act of June 27, 1890, to the Seventy-second Regi- 


ttee | James P. Freeman—to 


8 of Missouri Enrolled Militia—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 12588) granting an increase 
of pension to Royal Sanderson to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 12589) granting an increase 
pension to William K. Smith—to the N on Invalid tig 
sions, 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 12590 ing a pension to 
M. J. Lowry—to the Committee on avalig A. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 12591) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Haydock—to the Committee on Inya- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 12592) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Nash—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 12593) granting a pension to Susan 
Welsh—to the Committee on Bara Pansieus 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12594) 
granting a pension to Josephine Toliver—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12595) for the relief of A. T. Mitchell and 
others—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12596) for the relief of estate of P. M. M. 
Alexander—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12597) for the relief of the estate of William ~~~ ~~ 


F. Strather, deceased, Holmes County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12598) for the relief of the heirs of R. H. 
Montgomery, of Holmes County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 12599) for the relief of T. B. 
Stackhouse, a deputy collector of internal revenue for the district 
of South Carolina during the fiscal year 1894 and 1895—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 12600) granting an increase 
of pension to George E. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 12601) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis M. Prill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12602) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Tyler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12603) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank V. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 12604) granting a 
pension to Edward M. Fowler—to the Committee on fende 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12605) granting a pension to N. H.-Dibble— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12606) to correct the military record of Luke 
Marler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12607) granting an 
increase of pension to John M. Sayoree—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12608) granting 
a pension to George W. Kelly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 12609) for the relief of Allen 
Fenton—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12610) granting an increase of pension to 
rge W. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 12611) granting an increase 
of pension to Chauncey Cronk—to the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12612) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Eberly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12613) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward L. Haney—to the ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12614) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander T. Steen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12615) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 12616) granting 
an increase of pension to Matthias J. Sontag—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12617) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra V. Felton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘i 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 12618) granting an increase 
of pension to William Kennelly—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Mr. MCLAIN: A bill (H. R. 12619) for the relief of G. G. 
Butler—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12620) for the relief of Girard G. Butler— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 12621) granting a pension to Cor- 
nelius Springsteel—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12622) for 
the relief of the trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Smyrna, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 12623) granting an increase of 


3 to Liberty B. Walters - to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


r Mr, ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 12624) granting an increase 
of pension to Eva H. Wingate—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Éy Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12625) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Daniel Turnbull, deceased 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12626) for the 3 of James Goodwin, 
of East Baton Rouge Parish, La to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12627) for the relief of the estate of Jacob H. 
Morrison, deceased, late of Pointe Coupee Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 12628) granting an increase of 

3 to Andrew P. McConkey—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 12629) granting a pension 
to Ida Diamond—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12630) for 
the relief of James A. Chamberlain—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 12631) for 
the relief of the heirs of L. T. Oglesby—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 12682) for the relief of Ben- 
E. Bia, of Chambers County, Ala.—to th 


e Committee on 


By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 12633) granting an increase of 
pension to Oliver Ayers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois; A bill (H. R. 12634) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Cheek—to the Committee on 
2 5 1 Pensions. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 12635) granting a pen- 
Mes to r E. Cline—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 12636) to amend 
the . of Martin Schubert to the Committee on 


un . WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12637) 
ing a pension to Julius Galle to the Committee on Invali Pen. 


sions. 
By Mr. WILLIAMSON: ar hap gy A ral anne A ta 
elk 155 Wesley Brummett—to the Committee on Invalid 


55 Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 12639) for the relief of Chan- 
Go Pudney—to oa Committee on Mili Affairs. 
Aso, a bin pooner of 


ilitary 
By By Ir. AE of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 12641) fo for the 
relief of Susanne P. Thorne—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 3 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of citizens of Onarga, III., fay 
the of the Hepburn-Elkins bill, the Hepbarn-Doliiver b. 
and the McCumber bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, memorial of the assembly of the State of New 55 
ing for legislation to secure additional ce accommodations 
in New York City—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Grounds. 
Also, memorial of the Chicago Board of Trade, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to further define the duties of the Inter- 


state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Wisconsin Live Stock Breeders’ Associa- 
tion, favoring further legislation in aid of agricultural experi- 
ment stations—to the Committee on ture. 

By Mr. Portland Me., fay Petition of E. J. Davis and 20 other 
of the Hepburn-DoWiver 


Also, Lok rg of Bosworth Post, 0. 2, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Maine, e pays assage of the service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. AMES: Petition of Herbert Clark and others, of Ballard- 
vale, Mass., favoring yone of the Hepburn- -Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Ju 

Also, petition of Willem S. Bentley and others, of Lawrence, 


Mass., favor passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on th udiciary. 
By Mr. BABCOCK: Resolutions of the Wisconsin Live Stock 


Breeders’ Association, ron passage of bill H. R. 8678—to the 
Se on Agricul 

Re 5 5 California: Petition of C. M. 3 me 34 
other voters o ee woring 0 urn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on urg. a 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Resolution of the railroad committee of 


thə Dubuque Club, of Dubuque, lowa, favoring legislation to 
prevent unjust ation in railroad freights—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Iowa State Veterinary Medical Associa- 
tion, favoring passage of Brownlow good- -roads bill—to the Com- 

mittee on iculture. 

Also, petitions of 5 Sheffer and 51 other voters of Cedar Falls, 
Iowa, and Rev. H. B. Salisbury and 11 other voters of Winthrop, 
Iowa, fav passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of M. T. Arey and 68 other voters of Cedar Falls, 
Towa, favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petitions of Mission Post, No. 871, 
Grand Army of the Republic, also Ladies’ Mission Rid: Circle, 
Grand Army of the Republic, favoring passage of bill H. R. 7873, 
known as the Curtis pension bill’’—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of the pastor of Methodist 
Episcopal Church and 9 other voters of Stonington, , fa- 
voring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the J Sonun: 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of the pastor and congregation 


of Mount Desert Con tional Church, of Tremont, Me., in fa- 
re of the Hepburn- iver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
iciary. 


By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of patrons of rural free-delivery 
route No. 7, Travis County, Tex., favoring passage of the parcels- 
post pill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Frank Haubelt and others, of the Ninth Con- 


gressional district of Texas, of the = pe ae 
bill—to the Committee on the ber Omice andl Post- 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of citizens in opposition to the 
anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Ju x 

Also, resolutions of Pope Post, No. 411, of Pana, III., Grand 
Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Rev. Martin D. Kneeland, favor- 
- | ing Sunday closing of Lewis and Clark Exposition—to the Select 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of the Bliss Manufacturing Company, of Paw- 
tucket, R. I., favoring passage of bill H. R. 9302—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the 8 s Christian Temperance Union of 
Providence, R. I —to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

3 
Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Georgo . Gardiner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Providence, 
R. I., in favor of the further improvement of Point Judith harbor 
of refuge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Also, petition of the Edmonds Prohibition Alliance, fayoring 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 


udiciary. 
By Mr. CASSEL: Petition of Levi Hoover and 39 other voters 
of New Holland, Pa., and cae 22 5 Miksch and 16 other voters of 


Lititz, Pa., fav ; Passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the 


diciary. 
By Mr. CLARK: Petition of R. G. White & Co. and 11 other 


merchants of Montgomery, Mo., opposing the ge of the 
post Ml. te the Committee on the Post-Office. and Post- 


Also, petition of citizens of Clarksville, Mo., e 
of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on tne Beat Sikes aes 


Also, „poean of wine Ene hye rs of St. Charles Coun 
e passage o; H. R. 6779, e e by 
California to the anita on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Wisconsin 
Live Stock Breeders’ Association, favoring the passage of bill 
H. R. 8678, for increased appropriation for agricultural experi- 
ment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of 1 146, Independent Order of Good 
Templars, of Caldwell favoring of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Resolution c of the Jaffrey Grange, of Jaf- 
frey, N. H., favoring age Ah the Brownlow good-roads bill— 


. — oe 
of 


to the Committee eg 

Also, petition of Rey. James 1 Thom and 8 other voters of 
Ashland, N. H., favoring e of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the ee 

By Mr. DALZELL sundry citizens of 3 
Pa., in favor of prisoners-of- war pension bill—to the Commi 
on Invalid 


Also, resolution of New England Botanical Club, relative to the 
preservation o of the big trees of California—to the Committee on 
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Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., protesting 
3 passage of the eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
bor. 

Also, resolution of Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 230, 
Department of Pe lyania, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Resolutions of George W. Moyer Post, No. 
879, and Corporal C. W. Deming Post, No. 476, Grand Army o 
the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of James H. Nuss— 
mittee on Clai 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief Ezra J. 
Baney—to the Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. DOVENER: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11382, 
for the relief of Mary Petermann—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ‘ 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12038, for the relief of Eliza 
Peel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. DWIGHT: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Chauncey Pudney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the Wisconsin Live Stock 
Breeders’ Association, urging passage of bill H. R. 8678, to ad- 
vance the agricultural interests of the country—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. ; 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the legislature of the 
State of New York, favoring the passage of the Brownlow good- 
roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of New York rig 
favoring the completion of harbor of refuge at Point Judith, 
R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Robert Gair Company and other firms, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, favoring pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 8460, providing for the transfer of forest re- 
serves from the Department of the Interior to the Department of 
Agriculture—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. FOSS: Petition of James B. Galloway, of Chicago, III., 
in favor of a harbor of refuge at Waukegan—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Resolutions of G. A. Hobart Post, No. 27, of 
Nampa, Idaho, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES-of West Virginia: Petition of R. E. Theosher 
and 20 other voters of Savanah, W. Va., favoring passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of M. T. Lathsays, Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Knoxville, for the eee of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany claim of Sterling N. Rose—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, statement to accompany claim of Amanda Fugate and 
paper to accompany claim of Samuel H. Kidd—to the Committee 
on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT: Petition of Rev. C. S. Young and 17 others, 
of Point Lick, Ky., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 12514, 

—to the Committee on 


ting a pension to William A. O 
nvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Resolutions of James C. Cowens Post, No. 
219, of Pinkneyville; Lemon Post, No. 211, of Farmer City; Cerro 
Gordo Post, No. 210, of Cerro Gordo; Nauvoo Post, No. 207, of 
Nauvoo; Kyger Post, No. 204, of Georgetown; Hesse Post, No. 
203, of Winchester; Holm Post, No. 195, of Wheeler; Jacob Fry 
Post, No. 193, of Roodhouse; L. B. Brown Post, No. 151, of Shel- 
don; E. C. Camp Post, No. 149, of Bement; W. T. Sherman Post, 
No. 146, of Bloomington; Julius A. Pratt Post, No. 148, of Ke- 
wanee; Geddes Post, No. 142, of La Harpe; Gillman Post, No. 
186, of Gillman; Chenoa Post, No. 185, of Chenoa; Charles A. 
Clarke Post, No. 184, of Ridgefarm; George W. Meyers Post, No. 
182, of Lincoln; Royal Douglas Post, No. 179, of Prairie City; 
Carter Van Veleek Post, No. 174, of Bushnell; H. W. Wood Post, 
No. 173, of McLean; Harley Wayne Post, No. 169, of Marengo; 
John Hunter Post, No. 168, of Minier; Hurlburt Post, No. 164, of 
Belvedere; L. G. Keady Post, No. 160, of Minonk; Ed. Kitchell 
Post, No. 159, of Ellistown; W. J. Wylie Post, No. 377, of Illinois 
City; Dick Johnson Post, No. 381, of Tallula; Matt Starr Post, 
No. 378, of Jacksonville; Waukegan Post, No. 374, of Waukegan; 
Grayville Post, No. 873, of Grayville; Wauconda Post, No. 368, 
of Wauconda; John Mussee Post, No. 365, of Orangeville; Steel- 
ville Post, No. 358, of Steelville; Lovington Post, No. 354, of Lov- 
ington; Tom Smith Post, No. 345, of Metropolis; Arthur W. Marsh 
Post, No. 343, of Warren; Benton Post, No. 841, of Benton; Al- 
bion Post, No. 338, of Albion; Hazel Dell Post, No. 336, of Hazel 
Dell; Darveau Post, No. 829, of Morris; Atlanta Post, No. 326, of 
Atlanta; Sodams Post, No. 322, of Sodams; Downing Post, No. 


f | Post, No. 290. of Annowan; W. F. Brym Post, No. 


$21, of Virginia; R. H. Graham Post, No. 312, of Moline; Wil- 
liam H. Thompson Post, No. 308, of Paw Paw; Colonel James 
A. Mulligan Post, No. 306, of Chicago; Edgwick Post, No. 305, of 


Gardner; Frank Sampson Post, No. 298, of Waynesville; Carmi 
Post, No. 296, of Carmi; Edwin D. Lowe Post, No. 295, of Jersey- 
ville; Fred. R. Spooner Post, No, 294, of Argenta; Rutland Post, 
No. 292, of Rutland; Martin Post, No. 291, of Gridley; T. T. Dow 
, of Nepon- 
set; Joseph Woodruff Post, No. 281, of Marseilles; Major Lee 
Post, No. 277, of Rossville; Kilpatrick Post, No. 276, of Austin; 
McIlvaine Post. No. 273, of Vandalia; Charleston Post, No. 271, 
of Charleston; Dan Miles Post, No. 270, of Eureka; Knight Post 
No. 266, of Irving; Homer Post, No. 263, of Homer; Warren Shed 
Post, No. 262, of Aledo; Coulterville Post, No. 259, of Coulterville; 
Franklin Post, No. 256, of Monticello; Seward Nelson Post, No. 
251, of Wapello; W. J. Stephenson Post, No. 249, of Lonisville; 
Francis M. Lane Post, No. 247, of Ransom; W. N. Buford Post, 
No. 246, of Piasa; Martin Baker Post, No. 245, of Jeffersonville; 
G. W. Grafton Post; No. 239, of Knoxville; Winfield Ingraham 
Post, No. 238, of Ingraham; Joseph Shaw Post, No. 235, of An- 
napolis; Wenona Post, No. 232, of Wenona; Hennepin Post, No. 
231, of pire Thomas Riddle Post, No. 230, of Leroy; Kirk- 
trick Post, No. 225, of Loda; West Salem Post, No. 222, of West 
em, and St. Joseph Post, No. 220, of St. Joseph, all in Illinois, 
Grand Army of the Republic, urging the e of a 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Memorial for relief of Stephen Rice and 
James A. Sams, and petition for relief of Perry C. Hawkins—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of John T. O. Wilbar—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Marcellus, Mich., 
and merchants of Watervleit, Mich., opposing passage of the 

ata bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
S z 

Also, petition of ladies of Sturgis, Mich., favoring passage of 
bill to — a national forest reserve in the White Mountains in 
New Hampshire to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolutions of Colonel H. A. Eaton Post, 
No. 38, and Sedgwick Post, No. 8, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Vermont, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Resolutions of the farmers’ institute meet- 
ing, Nashua, Iowa, for the enactment of pure-food and other 
laws—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of William T. Ferguson and 
other citizens of Lake, Spencer County, Ind., favoring passage of 
the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of J. H. Smoke and 84 other 
voters of Beaconsfield, Iowa, and G. L. Wilson and 51 other voters 
of Larimore, Iowa, for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petitions of the Pendleton Commercial 
Association and Roseburg Board of Trade, favoring appropriation 
for Lewis and Clark Exposition—to the Select Committee on In- 
dustrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, praa of governor and State officers of Oregon, and Alco 
Club, of Albany, Oreg., asking appropriation for Lewis and Clark 
Exposition—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Ex- 
positions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT (by request): Petitions of citizens of 
Wilmington, Ohio, and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Waynesville, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the German Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Bridgeport, Conn., favoring the Mc- 
Cumber canteen bill tothe Committee on AlcoholicLiquorTraffic, 

Also, petition of the German Methodsst Episcopal Church, of 
Bridgeport, Conn., favoring passage of a bill to prevent nullifica- 
tion of State temperance laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Connecticut Lumbermen’s iation, 
favoring a national White Mountain forest reserve—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, prn of Mrs. A. K. Rhoades and other ladies, of Canaan, 
Conn., favoring forest reserve in the White Mountains—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Stamford Lodge, No. 452, concerning the naval 
appropriation bill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of G. W. Odell and 39 others, of 
Greencastle, Ind., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of residents of Cran- 
bury, N. J., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. - 

Also, resolution of William C. Berry Post, No. 85, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of New Jersey, in favor of a servire- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


— 
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By Mr. HUFF: Paper to accompany bill ting a pension to 
Susan Welsh—to the Committee on In Tnvalid Pensions 

Also, petition of the Christian Civic Union of Greensburg, Pa., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Captain W. Hewart Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, De ment of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, memorial of the National Rural Letter Carriers’ Associa- 
tion, relative to salaries for rural carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Post No. 538, Grand Army of the Republic, 
favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
a ensions 

HUMPHREY of Washington: Petitions of E. D. Weage 
ant 15 1 siber voters of Columbia, Wash.; Joseph Utter and 14 
other voters of Prescott, Wash., and J. Cairns and 30 other voters 
of Seattle, Wash., favoring 2 of the Hepburn- Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the J 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of the Voman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Boyerstown, Pa., favoring bill to prevent nullification 
of State liquor laws—to "the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


Also, resolution of Yeager Post, No. 13, Grand Army of the 
blic, of Allentown, Pa., favoring passage of a service-pension 
bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., relative to the salmon fisheries of Alaska—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, letters relating to bill H. R. 1291—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missonri: Petition of Luke Marler, for cor- 
8 of war record to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

eee. 10302, granting a pension 
to Gen George McCuiston—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10062, gran an increase 
of pension to Oscar Murray—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Song: 
e er dan g. . Rand. 2. cs R. 10303, for the relief of 
Abram Floyd and S. H —to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, eee a rae be a pension to Edward 
M. Fowler—to the Committee ae . aina 

Also, papers to accompany a pension 
to P. B. Pully to the Committee on Invalid "Ponsi 

Also, yee to accompany bill H. R. 10061, , granting a pension 
to Benjamin F. Deenivin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5578, granting a pension 
to Thomas G. Hunt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: Petition of N. Hill and 30 
other voters of Marion, Ind., favoring B ope a of the Hepburn- 
5 bill —to the Committee on the udiciary. 

Mr. LANNING: Petition of the con tion of Trinity 

Mat Episcopal Church, of Trenton, „for the 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 5 on the 5 
Also, petition of the members of State Street Methodist Epis- 
urch and of Rev. Charles H. Elder and 20 others, of 
eee of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill to 


Also, petition of A. H. Pierce and 39 others, Thomas and 
27 others, and C. B. Fisher and 28 others, all of Hightstown, 
N. J., for the Jade of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill -to the Com- 
6 apr ars the Presbyterian Church, George H. Large 

i 0 ure 
and 25 1 — 103 members of Grand View Grange, Baptist 
Mcthodist Bpisccyal Church, all of Fleaington, N. Jf the 
= 
of the Hepburn- -Dolliver bill—to the Committee 

By 7 Me LILLEY: Resolution of the Lumber Dealers’ Associa- 
tion of Connecticut, favoring of the Gallinger bill for a 
White Mountain forest reserve to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. LITTLE: Petition of L. J. Wilson and 15 other voters 


By 
of Crawford, Ark., —— of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— the 


to the Committee on the Ju 
Mr. LIVERN ASH: — ans of the Chamber of Com- 


FEBRUARY 18, 


favor of Government purchase of the Calaveras big-tree grove, in 
California—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, 
Cal., and the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, in favor 
of Federal aid for the Lewis and Clark ition at Portland, 
ae .—to the select Committee on Industrial Arts and Exposi- 

ons 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, in favor of an appropriation for erecting at Monterey, Cal., 
a monument to Commodore John D. Sloat—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerceof San Francisco; 
for legislation to encourage the building of American ships for 
the foreign carrying trade—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of a mass meeting in San Francisco, favoring 
an amendment of the postal laws to prevent the exclusion of cer- 
tain publications from the privileges of second-class mail, and 
resolutions of the commercial organizations of San Francisco, 
urging the adoption of a pneumatic-tube service for mail de- 
livery in San Francisco—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, 
Cal., favoring certain legislation to insure improvement of Sacra- 
mento River, California; resolutions of the Pomona Board of 
Trade, of California, relative to improvement of the inner harbor 
at San Pedro; resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Sacra- 
mento, Cal., favoring appropriations for im: ement of Missis- 
sippi River and of the 9 and San Joaquin rivers, Cali- 
fornia—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Santa Ana, 
Cal., favoring i the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee 
on 

"Sie eE McLAIN; Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 

G. Butler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of W. A. Gill and 88 other voters of Magnolia, 

Miss., . — of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill -to the Com- 


mittee on the 
Also, papers to 8 bill for the relief of G. G. 
Butler to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MANN: 8 pany House bill granti 
; of pension to David T. Corbin—to the Committee on 
sions. 


By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
11493, for the relief of Sarah Crabtree and the estate of Eli Crab- 
tree—to the Committee on War Claims. 

3 to "R. e House bill for the relief of Francis 
Mee, and H. R. 1 — 5 relief of Shiloh Presbyterian 
ee the Committee 


Mr. 5 * of the Sacramento Pacer 
mmerce, favoring passage of House roviding for stam: 
certificates—to the Committee on the Post-Office and G bade. 
Also, — ien of Phelps Squadron, No. 12, of the Port of San 
Francisco, Cal., favoring passage of bill S. 3014, to equalize the 
rank and pay of retired officers—to to the Committee on Naval 


Also, ‘resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
favoring of S. 907, to the fisheries—to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
asking Government. aid for the construction of road from Ram- 
pa to Glen Gulch, Alaska—to the Committee on Appropria- 

ae resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco 
asking that Con restore the 4 per cent allowance on naval 
construction work—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
asking an appropriation for the improvement of the ground 
within the Presidio eri Sas Reservation at San Francisco—to the 


Committes on Mili 
Also, resolution of the . Commerce of San Francisco, 
favoring passage of bill H. R. 2527, relating to the fisheries—to 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
favoring Sigua, Bn bill H. R. 100, relative to rifle ranges—to the 
on Affairs. 


en- 


By 
merce of San Francisco, favoring bill H. R. 2527, relative to Committee 


ee fisheries—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
eries. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, favoring esta establishment of public rifle ranges throughout 
the United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

Sing? Base ae — dee <a iding an immigrant of San Fran- 
cisco, favoring an a on for sta- 
tion at San Francisco, Cal. to the . aria 

Also, resolutions of the Pioneers of Los 
favoring the bill for the aa of the Eia big trees, and 
resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, in 


Also, resolution of ti the Chamber of Commſeres of San Francisco, 
favoring the passage of bill S. 1278, for an immigrant station at San 
Francisco—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

3 petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 

ring passage of bill H. R. 8457, for the erection of a statue of 
8 John D. Sloat, United States Navy, at Monterey, 
Cal.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of citizens of Mount Vernon and Pur- 
chase, N. Y., favoring the 1 McCumber bill to the 
Committee on Alcoholi Liquor 


By Mr. PADGETT: Petition of Samuel Edmondson, praying 
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By Mr. PINCKNEY: Petition of Alexander Wade and 30 
others, of Brookshire, Tex., favoring passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of Patrick A. Ricards, of Pittsburg, 
Pa. in favor of bill for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of Commodore John Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of Woodston, Kans., fa- 
= the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the J udi- 


o, petition of Asherville Baptist Church and Asherville 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Kansas, for the passage 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lincoln County, Kans., favoring 
the donation to the Beecher Island Memorial Association of the 
site of the Beecher Island battle—to the Committee on the Li- 


Also, petition of B. D. Brooks and70 others, of Franklin, Kans., 
for the of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

ha RIXEY: Petition of E. C. James and 46 others, of Water- 
ford, Va., in favor z the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Ju 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolution of James A. Perkins Post, No. 
156, Grand Army of the Republic, 8 of Massachusetts 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Inyalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Resolutions of the Brew- 
ers’ Exchange of New Orleans, in opposition to the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petitions of citizens of Louisiana, 2 im: 
ment of Bayou Lacomb, and citizens of Mississippi and a ei 
asking for an appropriation to i ve the 2 iver 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of A. C. Widner and 
21 other citizens of Dekalb County, Ind., favoring reduction of 
internal-revenue tax on liquors—to 


Means. 
Also, papers to accom bill H. R. 11939, granting an in- 
to C. C. Fish Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid 


crease of pension to C. 
Pensions. 


By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
establishment of aids to navigation for lighting Ambrose 
New York Harbor—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
h Mr. SHULL: Paper to bill H. R. 12494, 

By accompan grant- 
ing an increase of pension to oe th Nell —to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

25 Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of Makers’ Union No. 245, 

ort Worth, Tex., against the giving away of prizes and pre- 
tans with cigars and tobacco—to the Committee on Ways and 
eans 

Pit Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Sparta, II., 

Lape poo of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 


Post-Office and P 
By Mr. SNOOK: Pi Pa to accompany bill granting an increase 
. McConkey—to the Committee on Invalid 


of pension to Andrew 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the Lumber Dealers’ Associa- 
tion of Connecticut, favoring the establishment of a Government 
forest “inte in the White Mountains—to the Committee on 
Agriculture 

= ea of the 9 ey: — 15 the Ameri- 
can Revolution, favoring pi olutionary in- 
formation—to the Commi Res on Printing. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Connecticut, opposing pas- 
mao of the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

y Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of S. M. Brach and 
others, of Arlington Hills, Minn., favoring passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the udiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of St. Paul, Minn., favo psig 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on th A rrea 

Also, petitions of Pacific Congregational, Arli Hills Pres Pres- 
byterian, Swedish Baptist, ana Gries page Methodist churches, of St. 

al, Minn.—to the mmittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of H. G. Schram and L. P. Furber, of Cottage 
Grove, Minn., opposing passage of the parcels-post bill to the 

Aken be ei date des et St den opposing im 

petition of bui opposing 
H. R. 89—to the Committee on the Judiciary 
Saree? pci of St. Paul Board of Trade, "opposing bill H. R. 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, Spaza oË 3 lement Dealers Association of 8 

1 tcy law to the Committee on 


Also, ARA of District Council, Carpenters and Joiners, of 


Minneapolis, Minn., opposing the allowing of soldiers to do the 
work of civilian mechanics—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of St. Paul Board of Trade, favoring Quarles- 
Cooper bills, to give additional power to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, petition of St. Paul Board of Trade, favoring the a 
consular-service bill—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Papers to accompany the bill a 
a pension A Ida Diamond—to the Committee on Invalid SOAR. 

By Mr ACHTER: Resolution of East Washington Citizens’ 
ite relative to the extension of Pennsylvania avenue 
east—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolution of Philadelphia Board of Trade, favoring the 
passage of bills S. 2259 and 2263—49 the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, papers to accompany Honse bill for increase of pension to 
Henry Ford-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WALLACE: Petition of W. W. Folsom and 12 others, 
of Hope, Ark., favoring passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. WANGER: Resolution of Croasdale Post, No. 256, 
8 Army of the od ear of Riegelsyille, Pa. favoring passage 


—to the Committee on invalid Pensi ws 
‘Miso. teaclations of Sergeant Hagh A. Martial Posi Naan 


sylvania, Grand Army of the blic, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 8 of agra No. 806, se Army of the 

mblic, o eston, voring passage of a service-pension 
Milte the 1 on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Paper to accompany claim of 
Martin Schubert—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, resolutions of Joseph A. Miller E Post, No. 178, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of White County, III., favoring the passage of a 
service- pension law, and petition of neighbors of Henry H. Holl- 
man, to 3 bill ting him an increase of pension to 


the Committee on Ways and | the 


By Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi: Papers to accompany claim 
of Llewellyn Price—to the Committee on War Claims. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 19, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Counsn, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved, 

STEAMER BEAUMONT. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. er, I have been directed by the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries to file the report 
on the bill (H. R. 4570) to 3 an American register for the 
steamer Beaumont, which I have done, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the minority may have until Monday to file minority 
views. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks Tit Tü! sd 


minority of the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
may have until Monday to file minority views on the bill H. R. 
4570. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

` MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed joint Tesolution of 
the following title; inwhich the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requ 

S. R. 45. Joint aie er directing inquiry into the claim of 
the Wales Island Packing Company. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to 
its appropriate committee as indicated below: 

S. R. 45. Joint resolution directing inquiry into the claim of 
the Wales Island Packing Company- to the Committee on Claims, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
8 that they had anisd and found truly enrolled bills ‘of 

titles; when the Speaker signed same: 

Ea R. 9640. An act toamend an act granting to the Keokuk and 
Hamilton Water Power Company right to construct and main- 
tain a dam, and 1 forth, approved 8 8, 1901; 

H. R. 3584. An act to authorize the resubdivision of lots or 


blocks in the District of Columbia; and 
Paws R. 11823. An act to authorize the Director of the Census to 
te with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan and 
officials of other States in taking the ufactures. 


wit census of man 
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The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills and 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. 4125. An act to authorize the Little Rock and Monroe Rail- 
way Company to construct, maintain, and use a bridge across 
Ouachita River, in the State of Louisiana, at a point between 
Ouachita City and the month of Bayou Loutre; * 


S. 2323. An act relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian 
Reservation; 

S. R. 37. Joint resolution providing for the editions to be printed 
of the annual and special reports of the Librarian of Congress; 

S. 1490. An act to authorize the sale of a part of what is known 
asthe Red Lake Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota; and 

S. 1935. An act providing for the holding of an additional term 
of court in the northern district of West Virginia at Martins- 
burg, W. Va. 

PROOF, ETC., UPON FINAL ENTRY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 

Nr. LAMAR of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8435) to amend 
the act of Congress of March 11, 1902, relating to homesteads, 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That an act entitled “An act to amend section 2294 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States,” approved March 11, 1902, be, and 
the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“That section of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the 


=m same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 


— 


er. 2204. That hereafter all 8 affidavits, and oaths of any kind 
whatsoever required to be made by a nts and entrymen under the 
homestead, preemption, timber-culture, desert-land, and timber and stone 
acts may, in addition to those now authorized to take such affidavits, proofs, 
be made before any United States commissioner or commissioner 
of the court exercising Federal jurisdiction in the Territory or before the 
8 or clerk of any court of record in the county, parish, or land district 

which the lands are situated: Provided, That in case the affidavits, proofs, 
and oaths hereinbefore mentioned be taken out of the county in which the 
land is located the applicant must show by affidavit, satisfactory to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, that it was taken before the nearest or 
most accessible officer qualified to take said affidavits, proofs, and oaths in 
the land districts in which the lands applied for are located; but such show- 
ing by affidavit need not be made in ma. final proof if the 1 be taken 
in the town or city where the newspa is published in which the final proof 
notice is printed. The proof, affida sens oath, when so made and duly sub- 
scribed, Mall have the same force and effect as if made before the register 
ng ped when br n tted to them with the fees and commissions 

wed an uired W. 

„That if any witness making such proof, or any applicant making such 
affidavit or oath, shall kno y. 2 corruptly swear oN to 
any material matter contained in said proofs, affidavits, or oaths he shall be 
deemed gouty of per, „and shall be liable to the same pes and penalties 
asif he sworn y before the register. That the fees for entries and 
for final proofs, when made before any other officer than the register and 
ceiver, be as follows: ; 

For each affidavit, 25 cents. 5 ° 
ii — each e ee of claimant or witness, when not prepared by the 

cer, 25 cen 

“t For each deposition of claimant or witness, red by the officer, $1. 

„Any officer demanding or receiving a greater sum for such service 


re- 


—— y a fine not ex: 
The Clerk read the amendment recommended by the committee, 
as follows: 5 A 3 
d by adding after line 1 “or w ma ve heretofore 
Pood Spars steno Fos pa ad 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 5 
Ar SPALDING. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri if this 5 5 45 existing law? : 3 
Mr. LAMAR of Missouri.. The only change is by the addition 
of the words county and ‘‘parish.” As the law now is, proof 
can only be made in the land district. It frequently happens 
that the line runs between the county seat and the place where 
the land is situated, so that a man may have to go 45 or 50 miles, 
whereas under this law it might only be a short distance. 
Mr. SPALDING. Then this changes the law back to the way 
it was a short time ago? y 
Mr. LAMAR of Missouri. I donot understand that it changes 
the law back. The bill has been papita by the Land Office and 
by the Secretary of the Interior. Iwill yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa . LACEY]. ; 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I will say that while the bill ap- 
complicated on its face, because it reenacts the entire sec- 
Fon, yet the changes are very slight, and in fact conforms to the 
practice that has prevailed since the change in the law to which 
the gentleman from North Dakota . SPALDING] has referred. 
A number of proofs have gone in where the county was divided, 
where a part of the land was in one district and part in another, 
and proof was made at the county seat for both districts. These 
s we accepted at the local office and rejected at the General 
Land Office. This law permits the proof to be made at the county 
seat, notwithstanding the land is located in two. districts. 
Mr. SPALDING. We passed an act two or three days ago 
remedying b 
Mr. LACEY. This will cover cases in North Dakota as well 
as in Missouri. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Iowa if this bill covers proof taken under 
the timber-culture law, under similar circumstances? 


guilty of a misdemeanor, and iS conviction shall be punished for each 


Mr. LACEY. The bill says “homestead, preemption, timber- 
culture, desert-land, and timber and stone act.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; was 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lamar of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

RIGHT OF WAY FOR PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LAND. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3317) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through 
Indian land. i 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and empowered to grant a right of way in the nature of an easement for the 
construction, operation, and maintenance of pipe lines for the conveyance of 
oil and gas through any Indian reservation, rough any lands held by an 
Indian tribe or nation in the Indian Territory, through any lands reserved 


for an Indian agency or Indian school, or for other Rurposs in connection 


with the Indian service, or through any lands which have been allotted in 


severalty to any individual Indian under any law or treaty, but which haye 
not been conveyed to the allottee with full power of alienation, upon the 
terms and conditions herein expressed. No such lines shall 


be constructed 
across Indian 5 


dian lands, as above mentioned, until authority therefor has first 
been obtained from, and the maps of definite location of said lines approved 
by, the Secretary of the Interior. The compensation to be paid the tribes in 
their tribal capacity and the individualallottees for such rightof way through 
their lands shall be determined in such manner as the Secretary of the Inte 
rior may direct, and shall be subject to his final approval. And where such 
lines not are subject to State or Territorial taxation the company or owner 
of the line shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, for the use and benefit 
of the such annual tax ashe may 1 not exceeding $5 for each 
10 miles of line so constructed and maintained under such rules and regula- 
tions as said Secretary may prescribe. But nothing herein contained shall 
be so construed as to — — the owners of such lines from the ent of 

y assessed against them by either sta , Terri- 


cipal authority. 

SEC. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is expressly reserved. 
The follows amendments recommended by the committee 

were read: 


After the word “Interior,” on page 2, line 4, add: 

“Provided, That the ruction of lateral lines from the main pipe line 
establishing connection with oil and gas wells on the individual allotments of 
citizens may be constructed without pe pe Body sabe: from the Secretary 
of the Interior and without filing maps of definite location, when the consent 
of the allottee upon whose lands oil or gas wells may be located has been ob- 
tained by the pipe-line company: Provided further, That in case it is desired 
to runa pipe under the line of any railroad and satisfactory arra 
ments can not be made with the railroad company, then the question shall 
referred to the aasi Ai the Interior, who shall prescribe the terms and 
conditions rns which the pipe-line company shall be permitted to lay its 


to deny the right of municipal taxation in such towns and cities, and poting 
herein shall authorize the use of such right of way except for pipe line, an 
then only so far as may be necessary for its construction, maintenance, and 
care.” > 

-The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object. I would like to ask the gentleman from sas for 
some explanation. Was this bill reported from a committee of 
the Senate? 

Mr. CURTIS. The bill was considered by a subcommittee of 
five, consisting of three from the majority side and two from the 
minority side. The report of the subcommittee was unanimous 
and was unanimously agreed to by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. It has the indorsement of the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Was it reported in the Senate by 
a committee? 

Mr. CURTIS. Yes, sir; and passed the Senate some time ago. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It provides for pipe lines, for oil 
and gas lines? 

Mr. CURTIS. Tes, sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, What does it ork as to pay- 
ment of da where it goes through public land? 

Mr. CURTIS. The damages are paid to the allottees or the 
Secretary for use of the tribe in such manner as the Secretary of 
the Interior may direct. I might state to the gentleman from 
Indiana that the Secretary of the Interior has made a number of 
leases to oil and gas companies in the Indian Territory; but when 
application was made for the ge to build pipe lines, he held 

at under the existing law he no right to grant any such 
right of vor: There are a hundred wells of gas and oil near Bar- 
tlesville, Ind. T., only about forty of which 5 operated, and 
there are forty-six near Chelsea, Ind. T., of which only twenty- 
five are being worked, because they have no pipe-line facilities, 
The Government has made leases requiring them to develop the 
wells, and yet no way has been provided for the operators to get 


n 
their oil to the refineries, and this bill simply gives the Secretary 
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the right to grant the right of way so their products may be 
taken to the market. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
make a suggestion to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] 
in the way of an amendment to the bill. We are, at least I hope 
we are, on the eye of seanang Indian Territory and Oklahoma 
into the Union as States. It does not seem tome wise to bring 
them in manacled with corporation grants. I would have no ob- 
jection to this bill, if the gentleman would limit the time of its 
e I do not much care how long, but it seems to me that 

ere ought to be a provision in the bill limiting its operation to 
twenty years, let us say. 

Mr. CURTIS, I would state to the gentleman that such a pro- 
vision would not be necessary, for the reason that if Oklahoma 
and the Indian Territory are admitted—and I hope they will be— 
the reservations will still be under the jurisdiction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, There is nothing in this bill which will in 
any way interfere with the rights of the States, the Territories, 
the townships, the counties, or the cities to levy a tax 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I understand that, but there 
is no termination to the life of this easement. 

Mr. CURTIS. Iam perfectly willing, if the gentleman insists, 
to make it ten years. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; or even twenty years. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will offer that amendment, 
ag | it to twenty years. 

The SPEAKER. The question is first on the committee amend- 
ments. 

The committee amendments were to. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will please indicate his amend- 
ment, 

Mr. CURTIS. At the end of section 1 add the following: 

Provided, The rights granted herein shall not extend beyond the period of 
twenty years. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk reported the amendment, as follows: 

Insert after line 14, 8: “ Provided, That the rights herein ted 
shall not extend beyond the period 2 years.” we = age 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. er, I wanted to call to the attention of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] what seems to 
me will be the effect of this amendment in assessing the damage 
for the right of way. Of course the temporary character of the 
occupancy will be taken into consideration and the compensation 
reduced accordingly, while, as a matter of fact, the oil or gas is 
liable to be exhausted in ten or fourteen years; and the result 
would be that in making this change you would simply reduce 
the com tion that the Indian allottee would get without 

ractically doing him or anybody else any good. The easement 
its nature is temporary only, and my friend will accomplish 
what he does not want to do. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I consider the question of the 
amount of compensation to be paid as a secondary matter, 

Mr. LACEY. The point to which I want to call my friend's 
attention is this: In the very nature of things, whilst this ease- 
ment on its face is perpetual, it is in fact temporary, because the 

oduction of oil and gas is temporary; co: ently there is no 
8 Bd ot goes of the grant interfering with anybody. 

Mr. W of Mississippi. That may or may not be. 

Mr. LACEY. It is always so as to gas or oil. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It may be true or it may not 


be. I do not know as a matter of the science of oil whether it is | used 


true in this case or not. But this is true—that 8 to 
start this precedent; yon ought not to give anybody a 747 5 
easement of any sort. In all cases of this kind there ought to be 
a limitation prescribed by law. . 

It is true that always reserve in these grants the right to 
amend or repeal; but it is also true that the right is never exer- 
cised. And when you attempt to exercise 8 immediately 
begin to cry out about “ vested rights, the violation of the obli- 
gation of contracts, and all that. 

Now, if the point of the gentleman be correct as a matter of 
fact, nobody is going to be damaged by limiting the period, be- 
cause by the end of the period nobody will have need to exercise 
the 8 granted by the easement. So I hope the amendment 
will be to. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Curtis, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


MUTUAL CLAIMS—UNITED STATES AND VERMONT. 


Mr. HASKINS. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 118) to enable the of the 
‘Treasury to pay the State of Vermont money appropriated by the 


act of ny far of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims be- 
tween the United States and the State of Vermont. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


to nudit, adjust, and settle the mutual claims of the United States and the 
State of Vermont in respect to ordnance and quartermaster's stores furnished 
in the years 1864 and 1865, and on payment a receipt in full shall be taken from 
the proper State authorities. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Hasxkrys, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER NEAR ST. JOSEPH. 

Mr. COCHRAN, I ask unanimous consent that the bill (S, 
$720) now on the Speaker’s table be taken up for present consid- 
eration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 3720) to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island Railway Com- 
pany, in the reconstruction of the bridge across the uri River at or 

3 Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge and to shorten the draw spans 


act of Co approv 5, 

that the vertical clearance shall not be less than 29 feet 
water mark and not less than 9 feet 3} inches above high-water mark, and 
that said spans on each side of the central pivot pier of the draw shall be not 
less than 153 feet in length. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
atian of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the House bill similar to 
the Senate bill just passed will lie on the table, 

There was no objection. : 

DONATION OF GUN CARRIAGES, 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
be discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 
8800, and that the same be now taken up for consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 3800) donating gun carriages to the Connecticut commissiorers for 
the care and preservation of Fort Griswold. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized to deliver, if the same can be done without detriment to the Government, 
to the commissioners appointed by ie governor of the State of Connecticut 
for the care and preservation of Fort Griswold tract for the purpose of a 
public park, as provided for in the act of Congress approved June 6, 1802 
(vol. 32, pt. 1, Stat. L., p. 306), four barbette carriages for Cinch Rodman gun, 
front pintle, and one barbette carriage for 24-pounder rifle, front pintle. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of the bill; which was ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BRANDEGER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LAND GRANT TO PORT ANGELES, WASH. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9777) granting to the city 
of Port Angeles, State of Washington, for park purposes certain 
portions of the Government reserve in said city. í 

The bill was read, as follows: 


61, I + 820 acres, 
thin the Government reserve in said city,and authority ishereb 
ven for the issuance of a patent to said city of Port Angeles for said tenes 


The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
were read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “eighteen,” in line 10, 1, down to 
ineluding the word “fifty.” in Une 3 on page 2. 5 8 

Strike out all after the word “fifty-five,” line 5, page 2, to the end of line 


9 on said È 
In line 10 strike out the word “three” and insert “one,” and also strike 


out the words “and twenty” in sai ` 
In line 11 strike out the words ein” and insert the words “town 


site of.“ 
in line 14, add the following: and in the 


After the word“ 
event the same shall not be used for public-park for a period of five 
nited States.” 


successive years the same shall revert to the U; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the 8 object, I should like to 
inquire zi the EaR ie ashington how much land is 


ere gran 
. JONES of Washington. About 100 acres. 
Mr. PAYNE. How much of a place is Port Angeles? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. ere are about fifteen hundred 
or two thousand inhabitants. This land was an original town 
site laid out by the Government, consisting of three or four thou- 
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sand lots; and no provision was made at that time for the dedica- 
tion of any part of the land to park purposes. A part of this land 
was laid outin 1863. These are suburban lots, outside of the busi- 
ness part of the city and outside of the land which was platted 
into small business and residence lots. Those lots have been on 
the market since 1895, and only one of the blocks has been sold 
since that time. The land is of very little value for any other 
purpose than as apark. A portion of it has been reserved for 
military purposes; but the remainder, as I have just stated, has 
ran 55 ae market for sale since 1895, and only one block has 
n 

Mr. PAYNE. In other words, town lots are not in great de- 
mand there? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; not at that point. The pres- 
ent grant comprises only about 100 acres, and the use of the land 
is restricted to park peoos 

Mr. MOND. . Will the gentleman yield tome for a question? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is true, is it not, that the Government has 
already received from the sale of lands in this town site something 
like $0,000? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Something over $100,000—the 
original town site. 

Mr. MONDELL, So that the Government is in to the extent 
of about $100,000 now on this town site? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; to the good. 

Mr. MONDELL. And this is simply transferring some of the 
poorer outlying lots to the town for a park? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. The policy is, I suppose, that the Government 
should never in any case be allowed to make a dollar. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Government has already 
made a hundred thousand dollars out of it and can not make any- 
thing more, and this is simply to let the people have a little bene- 
fit in the way of a park for recreation purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSTER of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, may we have the bill 
read as amended? 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill and amendments 
will be again reported. 

The bill as proposed to be amended was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en: d and reada 
third time; and was 5 read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Jones of Washington, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

RESIGNATION AND APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is notified by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. CALDERHEAD] that he will be unavoidably absent 
for several days to come, and he asks to be excused from service 

m conference committees on sundry pension bills, Is there 
objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair appoints the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. SuLLOwayY] in place of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. CALDERHEAD], excused, 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a reprint 
of the report on the naval appropriation bill, with permission to 
correct a few clerical mistakes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent for a reprint of the report on the naval appropriation bill, 
with permission to correct certain clerical errors. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the naval appropriation bill, and pending 
that motion, I desire to ask my colleague [Mr. Meyer of Loui- 
siana], representing the minority, what time he wishes on that 
side for general debate? : 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Five hours on a side. 

Mr. FOSS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that general debate be 
agreed upon at five hours on each side, making ten hours in all, 
one half to be controlled by my colleague, the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. MEYER], and the other half to be controlled by the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that general debate on the naval appropriation bill be 
closed after ten hours, one-half of the time to be controlled by the 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. eet and one-half to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Meyer]. Is there objec- 
on? 


= Mr. FOSS. 


committee also 
cruisers of not more than 8,750 tons of trial di 
ing the most powerful armament for vessels of their class, to have 


There was no objection. 

The motion of Mr. Foss was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 

with Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 
Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to dispenss 
with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? * 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state for the information 
of the committee that I have prepared, or tried to prepare, a very 
careful report, giving, as far as I could, an explanation for the in- 
creases in this bill. 

The bill as now before the committee carries an appropriation 
of $96,338,038.94. The estimates sent to the committee, made up 
in the Navy Department, amounted in all, original and supple: 
mental estimates, to the sum of $105,962,844.34. This bill shows 
a reduction from those estimates of $9,624,805.40, 

I recall the fact that the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations [Mr. Hemenway], in the earlier days of this session of 
Congress, said that if we appropriated for all the estimates asked 
for by the different departments of the Government there would 
be a deficiency of nearly $40,000,000. 

Up to the time that this bill was reported from the committee 
there had been ye to the House six great appropriation bills— 
the pension, the legislative, executive, and judicial, the army, the 
urgent deficiency, the diplomatic and consular, and the agricul- 
tural appropriation bills. The reduction from the estimates in 
these bills amounted in round numbers to about $5,600,000, The 
reductions from the estimates in this bill amount to 80, 624, 803. 40. 
So I think this bill will afford some comfort to the Commitee on 
Appropriations—that school of economists who exercise a watch- 

care over the appropriation bills of other committees as well, 
of course, as their own. And while it will afford comfort to the 
economists, at the same time it affords inspiration to those who 
believe in the policy of building up the American Navy, because, 
while this bill reduces the estimates by an amount of nearly 
$10,000,000, it is also an increase over the appropriation bill of 
last year of more than $14,000,000. 

That is made necessary by the fact that we are increasing the 
number of men and also providing for the continued construction 
of our ships already authorized. Take, for instance, the matter of 
the increase of men. We provide in this bill for an increase of 
8,000 men. We ought really to provide for more men; but we 
have not the facilities for training them at the present time. 
The increase in the pay of the Navy from this fact, and from the 
increase in the number of officers and the increase in the number 
of midshipmen in the Naval Academy, amounts to more than a 
million and a half dollars. 

There is another increase in this bill over that of last year which 
I desire to call your attention to, and that is the fact that we are 
rebuilding the Naval Academy at Annapolis. Last year we made 
no appropriation, because no appropriation was required. There 
was enough money on hand to provide for the expenditures of 
the present fiscal year, but in this bill we make an appropriation 
of $8,000,000. Then, too, we > pie for an increase of nearly 
$5,000,000 for construction and repair. That applies to the con- 
struction of ships which have already been authorized. We also 

rovide an increase over that of last year of $2,000,000 for armor. 
Tn this bill we are making an appropriation for our nayal station 
down at Guantanamo of $385,000: then we are making an appro- 
priation for our naval station over in Subig Bay, in the Philip- 
pine Islands, to the amount of $362,395, 

These are the large increases in this bill, and go to make up 
that increase over last year in the appropriation bill of more than 
$14,000,000. 

Now, there are some other matters to which I desire to call the 
attention of the committee. The committee recommends for its 
naval programme for this year the authorization of one first-class 
battle ship, carrying the heaviest armor and the most powerful 
ordnance for a vessel of this class, on a trial displacement of not 
more than 16,000 tons, to have the highest practicable speed and 
great radius of action. This battle ship will cost $7,775,000. 
The committee also recommend two first-class armored cruisers 
of not more than 14,500 tons trial displacement, carrying the 
heaviest armor and most powerful armament for vessels of their 
class, to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of 
action. 

Each one of these armored cruisers will csst $6,500,000. The 
recommends the authorization of three scout 
lacement, carry- 
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the highest practicable speed compatible with good cruising qali- 
ties and great radius of action. Each one of these vessels or 
crujsers will cost $2,200,000. And in addition thereto two col- 
liers, to be capable of accompanying the battle fleet, carrying 
5,000 tons of cargo coal loaded, and having a trial speed of not 
less than 16 knots, each costing $1,250,000. The total cost of the 
battle ship, two armored cruisers, three scout cruisers, and two 
colliers will be $29,885,000. In this appropriation bill we make 
no appropriation for this 8 authorized this year, be- 
cause it is not necessary to do so. The appropriation for the cost 
of these vessels will extend over a series of years, beginning next 
year, and covering possibly five or six years. 

This naval programme which the committee recommends this 
year is, in its judgment, a modest and reasonable programme, 
when you come to take into consideration what other countries 
are doing, and I may say to the committee that I have prepared 
here in this report a statement showing the naval pr e for 
this year of some of the eee e of the world. England, 
for instance, is building three battle ships, four armored cruisers, 
three protected cruisers of the third class, four scouts, fifteen tor- 
pee destroyers, and ten submarines. Germany has author- 

ed for it naval programme this year two battle ships of 13,000 
tons each, one armored cruiser of 9,500 tons, three cruisers of 3,000 
tons, one gunboat, six high-sea torpedo boats. Russia has a large 
naval programme this year of two battle ships of 16,500 tons, two 
battle ships also of 12,000 tons, two armored cruisers of 6,500 
tons; and Italy has a large 3 

In view of that, I think that this programme which we recom- 
mend this year is nothing more than a fair and reasonable pro- 
gramme, and I believe that it will be heartily approved through- 
out the country. If the committee desires to know the strength 
of foreign navies as they stand to-day, they will find it upon the 
last pages of this report, in which, by the aid of the Bureau of 
Naval Intelligence, Í have placed here an illustrative diagram, 
showing the war-ship tonnage of the principal naval powers. 
Great Britain has a tonnage of a little over a million and a half— 
I mean to-day in commission; France, nearly 600,000 tons; Rus- 
sia, a little over 400,000 tons; Germany, a little less than 400,000 
tons; the United States, a little less than 300,000 tons; Italy, a lit- 
tle less than ours; Japan, a little less than Italy, and Austria last. 
I am speaking of the Navy as it stands to-day, the Navy service- 
able. This diagram also shows how much the foreign countries 
are building. As the Navy stands to-day, based upon the ships 
already built, we rank fifth. Great Britain ranks first, France 
second, Russia third, Germany fourth. $ 

Mr. Chairman, it has been said in some quarters that we ought to 
stop building up the American Navy, that the Navy is large enough, 
that we have too many ships already. That voice has come to us, 
but I do not believe that it is the voice of the American people. 
It has been said that we ought to spend more money on internal 
improvements, that we ought to deepen our rivers and harbors, 
that we ought to erect post-office buildings, that we ought to pro- 
mote expositions; that that was a wiser expenditure of public 
money; but, Mr. Chairman, I do not agree with that ition. 
There is no necessity for ever drawing the issue between building 
up the American Navy and popem proper and needful expendi- 
tures for internal improvements. I recall the fact that during 
the last six or seven years, as every Member of this House will 
recall the fact, that we have been building up the American Navy 
faster than ever before, but at the same time we have also been ex- 
pending more money upon internal improvementsthan ever before. 

Why, since the Government began we have expended $450,000,- 
000 for the deepening of our rivers and harbors, and yet since the 
4th of March, 1897—and I take that simply as a convenient time— 
we have appropriated $150,000,000 of that $450,000,000. Not only 
that, but we have made greater appropriations for building post- 
offices during that period than ever before, we have promoted 
more expositions than ever before, and yet I say during all this 
time we have been making greater progress in the construction of 
the American Navy than ever before. There is no necessity of 
drawing the line between the Navy and internal improvements. 
This country is rich enough and great enough to make proper ap- 
propriations for necessary needs at home and abroad, but, sir, if 
the issue shall be drawn between building up the American Navy 
as it stands to-day and putting our money into deepening rivers 
and harbors and building post-offices and promoting exposi- 
tions—I say if that issue should ever be drawn, though there is 
no necessity for it, I have no question as to where the American 
people will stand. Foremost and above all must stand consider- 
ations of national defense, the maintenance of our foreign policy, 
and the protection of American citizens all over the globe. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this Navy of ours is not costing so very 
much when you come to take into consideration our population, our 
wealth, and our expenditures of public money. Last year our ap- 
propriation amounted to about $82,000,000, abo t $1 per capita for 
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every man, woman, and child in the country. On the basis of 
p capita it is not large. Take it, for instance, on the basis of our 


oreign trade. Our foreign trade last year, if I remember rightly, 
amounted to two and one-half billion dollars. On the basis, for 
instance, of appropriating one hundred millions for the Navy, it 
would mean only 4 per cent of our foreign trade. 

Take it on the basis of expenditures. Our expenditures for all 
the different Departments of the Government will amount, in 
round numbers, to $700,000,000; perhaps, to be a little more ac- 
curate, $660,000,000. Placing it on the basis of spending $100,- 
000,000 on the Navy, that would be about 14 per cent of our total 
expenditures. This is not as large a proportion as we expended 
on the Navy in 1800. In that year the nayal expenditures were 
29 per cent of the total expenditures, according to a statement 
prepared forme. In 1820 we expended 20 per cent of the total 
expenditures on the Navy. In 1840, 21 per cent. In 1870 only 7 
per cent. That was when our Navy had been allowed to go to 

ieces after the civil war. In 1880 we expended, I believe, even 
ess than that, because then we had for a Navy only thirty-two old 
hulks left over from the civil war. 

Then we stood twentieth among the navies of the world. We 
had a smaller navy even than little Chile, in South America. But 
it was then that the country awoke to the fact that it was neces- 
sary to build up the American Navy, and then started the onward 
march of its growth and development. It began under the Ad- 
ministration of President Arthur and has continued to the present 
day. Our naval expenditures in 1900 amounted to about 8 per 
cent of our total expenditures. 

To-day, even if we should increase this bill to one hundred mil- 
lions, the percentage would be about 14 per cent of our total 
expenditures, less than our forefathers appropriated, in percent- 
age, one hundred years ago. 

Now, take it, for instance, on a larger and broader scale—on the 
wealth of the country. Treat, if you please, the American Na 
as the insurer of American wealth, and where do we stand? It 
has been estimated that the total wealth of this country is more 
than $100,000,000,000. If we should appropriate in this bill 
$100,000,000 for the American Navy, what percentage would that 
be of the total wealth of our country? One-tenth of 1 per cent. 
The Secretary of the Navy in a very able report has set forth how 
cheaply we have insured ourselves during the past century with 
the erican Navy. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Would the gentleman from Illinois object 
to an interruption? 

Mr. FOSS. No. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. It would be interesting to know why the . 
Committee on Naval Affairs recommended the construction of but 
one battle ship and two armored cruisers. Is that inaccord with 
the recommendation of the Navy Department? 

Mr. FOSS. The recommendation of the general board was 
along that line, of more cruisers this year than battleships. The 
gentleman will recollect that last year we authorized five large 
battle ships and no cruisers, but the sentiment of the naval au- 
thorities seemed to be that this year we should authorize a larger 
number of cruisers. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Is it the opinion of the Navy Department 
that there should be a certain proportion existing between the 
number of battle ships and the number of armored cruisers? 

Mr. FOSS. There is an opinion, and the opinion is this: That we 
ought to have about half as many armored cruisers as battle ships. 
To-day we have twenty-four battle ships built or under construc- 
tion, and we have to-day ten armored cruisers. With the two 
armored cruisers authorized in this bill, it will give us twelve, 
and we will have just about one-half as many armored cruisersas 
we have battle ships. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will my colleague allow me to make a statement 
in reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

The CHAIR . The gentleman will address the Chair. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to interrupt the gentle- 
man from Illinois. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. FOSS. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. RIXEY. I only wanted to suggest the fact brought out in 
the question by the gentleman from Massachusetts, which was as 
to the recommendation of the Navy Department. AsI under- 
stand it, it was for one battle ship, one armored cruiser, and three 
protected cruisers. The bill carries one battle ship, two armored 
cruisers, and no protected cruisers. 

Mr. FOSS. We left off the protected cruisers, and in their 
place put one armored cruiser. Admiral Dewey was of the opin- 
ion that we ought to build more fighting ships than the general 
board recommended, and for that reason the committee made that 
change and substituted in place of the three protected cruisers 
one armored cruiser. 
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There is one thing that we ought always to keep in mind—you 
can not build a navy in time of war. When war comes you must 
fight. What would Russia give to-day if she could have her 
sunken ships? Nut it is no time now for her to build navies. The 


War is on. In time of e you must build for the time of national 
emergency and of national crisis. It has been said that eternal 
vigilance is the price of liberty.” It might also be said, and I 
think I have read it somewhere, that eternal preparation for war 
is the pricé of peace. . 

There is another thing that we ought to take into-consideration, 
that is, the great difference between the Army and the Navy. 
The Army consists largely of personnel. You can call into being 
a great army in comparatively a short time. Men will come from 
the field and farm and the office, and in a few months, under 
proper training and discipline, you will have a well-organized 
army ready for the march to the front. That is anarmy 
is made up largely of personnel. And after the war is over these 
men will go back and be lost in the citizenship of the land. 

But with anavy it is different. You must realize that there 
are two things which constitute a navy—not only personnel, but 
also matériel. It costs five or six years to build these great bat- 
tle ships. They can be built only in time of peace. It takes 
longer to train seamen than to train soldiers. Someone has said, 
and there is a great element of truth in the remark, that youcan 
make a major-general by the stroke of your pen, but it takes forty 
years to make an admiral. 

By reason of this difference between an army and a navy it 
behooves the American people to continue this splendid policy of 
building up its Navy, so that wemay be prepared for war when- 
ever that hour shall come. God forbid that it ever shall come, 
but it will come—auntil we reach that stage of civilization when— 

The war drums shall beat no longer 
And the battle be furled 


In the parliament of man, 
The federation of the world, 


But that time has not come now. 
There is another thing to which I want to call your attention, 
and that is the fact that we are largely getting the men for the 


Navy away out in the western country. They are coming from 
ell the States of the American Union, but they are ing in 
larger numbers to-day from the great. West. For instance, 


year we enlisted from the State of Colorado, 390 men; from Tli- 
nois, 733; from Indiana, 417; from Iowa, 150; from Kansas, 112; 
from Kentucky, 94; from Michigan, 285; from Minnesota, 113; 
from Missouri, 904; from Nebraska, 101; from Ohio, 572: from 
Wisconsin, 187. And from the farther West they come. That is 
where we are getting the men for the Navy to-day. And they 
are making the best seamen. Whatwe need more anything 
else, perchance, to-day are facilities for the proper training of our 
men. We have a training station in the East, on the Atlantic 
coast, and one in the West, on the Pacific, but we need a training 
station on the Great Lakes for the training of these men, because 
out of the great Middle West they come; and according to naval 
authorities they bring with them the best bone and sinew and 
make the best trained seamen and gunners and machinists on 
board our great ships to-day. y 

I do not know that it is necessary for me to say much to this 
committee as to the necessity of building up the American Navy. 
Congress has been liberal in the past, and I take it that the policy 
is pretty well settled that the growth of our Navy shall continue. 
We have interests which necessitate a good-sized navy. We have 
a great coast line to protect. You may say that we are isolated 
on this hemisphere and do not needa navy. That was the argu- 
ment of years ago, but it is not an argument of to-day. It is an 
obsolete argument, because science is annihilating space every 
day. The crossing of the Atlantic or the Pacific is no longer a 
question of weeks, but is a question or days. The ships are moving 
faster and faster across the fmt of the ocean. Not only that, but 
foreign nations have established sontog stations near our coast. 
So the old argument that we are isolated on this hemisphere and 
therefore need only a small navy is fast being relegated to the rear. 

Now, there is another thing. There are some interests on this 
rome af Sat that we are bound to protect. We had a little trouble 
recently down here in Santo Domingo. An engineer on board of 
one of our ships was shot by the insurgents without provocation. 
I do not know how son, but the time may come when we shall 
have to step in and say to Santo Domingo and Haiti, If you can 
not preserve law and order within your own territorial confines, 
then the United States will step in and do it for you.” 

And then, too, we are building here upon this hemisphere the 
. Canal—a mighty work which will bring two great oceans 
into everlasting fellowship—and we will need a defense for that 
canal. We have provided here in this bill for appropriations to 
the extent of $350,000 for a naval base down at Guantanamo, 
right on the road to Panama. So we have that interest to look 
after. And then we have the larger interest of the maintenance of 
the Monroe doctrine. I desire to call your attention to a speech 
which the President made, I think, in my city, relative to the 


necessity of ing up a strong navy for the maintenance of the 
Monroe doctrine. Says he: = 


lieved our force was too weak to be formidable in a fight. A good navy is 


absolutely essential if we intend to treat the Monroe doctrine as we should 
treat it 
a 


is both farsighted and * 

d be the 

Disaster to it 

ough the heart of every 3 

make every American hold his head high ith pride and jo 1 ic 
e erw e A e Ya 

— be built up, and it must be continually exercised and trained, so thas 


the great war engines 

And I may say upon this point that the American Návy was 
never as efficient as it is to-day. Themen were never as efficient. 
We have at the head of the Bureau of Navigation Admiral Tay- 
lor, who has given a great deal of time and attention toward the 
training of onr men. Our marksmanship is better than ever be- 
fore, and I say this because I know the distinguished Chairman of 
this Committee of the Whole [Mr. HEPBURN] has always been in 
favor of good marksmanship. previous naval appropriation 
bills he has called the matter totheattention of thecommittee. Be- 
ing a good shot himself, he wants our gunners to be good marksmen, 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I have called your attention to the neces- 

sity for continuing this policy of building up our Navy—some of 

the great necessities which we haye here at home on this hemi- 
, Where we are supreme. 

But we have also interests in the Far East. This country is no 
longer an isolated country. We have the Philippines over there 
in the other hemisphere, which we must protect. Weare charged 
with them. I care not whether gentlemen upon the other side 
may have been opposed to that policy or not, but the American 
people have set their approval upon it, and it is not necessary for 
us to go back and consider the question whether it was wise that 
we should hold the Philippines or not. We are there; they are 
ours, ours to protect. 

We appropriate in this bill $862,000 for a naval base over in 
Subig Bay, with no other tet oes than that in view, to protect 
the Philippine Islands, and also at the same time to protect our 
other large interests in that hemisphere. 

Our commerce with the Orient to-day is growing with every hour. 
We are selling more goods to China than we have ever sold her 
before. In that far-off hemisphere lie the great markets of the 
future, the markets for our South, the markets for our North, 
the markets for our East, and the markets for our West. We 
need a navy over there to protect our commerce and our trade, 

Not only that, Mr. Chairman, but we need a navy as well to 
back up our diplomacy. And I may say to you that American 
diplomacy never stood so high asit stands to-day under John Hay. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] There is no nation in all 
the world whose influence and power are felt so much in that 
far-off hemisphere as ours. 

Why, you recall the trouble in China two or three years ago 
when the foreign countries would have dismembered the Chinese 
Empire if they could have done so. It was a note from this 
8 5 5 its eg And only recently our Sec- 
re of State sent a note oreign powers suggesting the 
localization of the theater of war. heb meas. first, one 
trality of China in the war which is now going on, and secondly, 
the integrity of China; and though to-day we are 7,000 miles away 
from China, yet we are nearer to the heart of China than any 
N ag ans bin fi f building up the N 

ntlemen, I am no avor o up the Navy spas- 
modically, with a great naval programme this year and none 
next. I am not in favor of a policy that will waft us one way 
to-day and to-morrow another. I am in favor of a policy along 
reasonable and statesmanlike lines, a policy of gradual develop- 
ment and construction. Ido not want a navy to brag about or 
to bluster with. 

I do not want a navy for any of those purposes, but I want to 
see our country strong enough upon the sea to ever maintain 
that calmness and that poise which becometh a great nation anda 
great people; a little slow to anger, a little plenteous in mercy, but 
when she strikes may she ever have the power to strike as Dewey 
struck at Manila—for the flag and victory! [Loud applause. ] 


APPENDIX. 
[House Report No. 95, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session.] 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
February 11, 1904, committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. Foss, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted the following 


8 8 accompany H. R. 12220): 
e Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred so much of the 
President's annual message as relates to the naval esta t, together 


blishmen 
with the annual estimates of the Navy Department. submit herewith a bill 


(H. R. 12220) making a riations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 190, with e ee: Patemone 4 

The amount carried by this bill is 338,088.94. 

The original estimates of the Department amounted to Pe ene on to 
which were added supplemental estimates to the amount of $3,096,395, mak- 
ing in all complete estimates to the amount of $105,962,844.34. 

e committee, after a careful consideration of these estimates, made de- 
ductions to the amount of 1 leaving a balance of 896,338, 088.94, 
Which sum is hereby appropriated in this bill. 

The appropriation act of Mst year carried $$1,876,791.43, while this bill ear - 

as above stated. an increase of $14,461,247.51. 

The follo table gives the 5 statement of the appropriations 
for 1904, the ates for 1905, and the amounts recommended in this bill for 
the several bureaus and divisions of the naval establishment: . 

Appropriated,| Estimates, 

Naval establishment. | 04. 1008. 


Carried by 
bill, 


Pay of the Navy 706,099.00 | $19, 824, 033. 00 
Pay, miscellaneous 600,000.00 
Contingent, Navy -. 15,000. 00 
Emergency fund 25,000.00} — 50, 000. 00 
Bureau of Navigation 1,320, 723.00 
Bureau of Ordnance -... 3,016, 008. 75 
Bureau of Equi 418, 602. 52 
Bureau of Yi 748, 908. 70 
Public works, Bureau of Yards 
and T 4,336, 440.00 
Guantanamo 100, 000.00 
Public works, Bureau of Navi- 
gation: 
Repairs, Naval Academy Woo canes linenpecerssmanes 
Naval Academy ` 500. 
Navaltraining station, Cali 
cc 4,250.00 
Naval training station, 
Rhode Island 232,000. 00 
Naval War College 
Naval training station, | 
CRORE AROS EAE EE r A 
Public works, Bureau of Ord- 
CF 82, 800. 00 
Public works, Bureau of Equip- 
PNG oan sa ncaa E 5,000.00 
Public works, Bureau of Medi- 
cine and Surgery 245,000.00 
Bureau of Medicine and Sur- 


Quartermaster 
Increase of the Navy: 
Submarines 500,000.00 
Construction and machinery 15,025,632. 
Armor and armament 10, 000, 000. 00 
Equipment „000. 00 


The first general heading in the bill is that for Pay of the Navy,“ and the 
following table is a com tive statement 5 amount appropriated 
pag pore as estimates for the fiscal year 1905, and the amounts recommended 
in s 


Pay of the Navy 
Pay, miscellaneous 500,000.00 
Contingent, Navy 15,000.00 
Emergency fund 550, 000.00 
The first ph calls for an appropriation of $19,324,003 for the pay and 


paragra 
allowances of officers and men. This is made up from the following table: 


rs performing active du 
by law (Rev. Stat., sec. 
ther enlisted 
Pay of Si apprentice boys at training stationsand on 
8 
Pay of onld Aa mete Sante Sao T eee 
Extra pay of petty officers and seamen reenlisting under honorable 
Allowances to graduates of gun captains’, seamen- gunners’, and 5 
FFC PEER gee IS eee ree EEE 22,143 
lowances to men holding -conduct medals 83,589 
To pay interest on Mpana enli men, act February 9,1889.. 20,000 
Extra pay for gun pointers and gun captain 147,624 
rr! ATE N A EA EA 19, 824, 093 


year, i 
The contingent fund is increased from $15,000 to $85,000 reason of the 
fact that the emergency fund has been consolidated with 1 der the reason 
that it is more properly a contingent fund. 
The emergency arose out of the Spanish-American war, and the high- 
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riated under it were $300,000 in a single yea, and the 
for expenditure was placed entirely upon the President; 
the fund has been reduced to $50.000 and the character of ex- 
penditures under it necessarily having e it is believed that there is 
no reason for chexging ihe expenditure of fund to the President, but 
that it ought to be left to the Secretary of the Navy, and accordingly it 
me into the contingent fund, with this limitation thereon: 

7 ided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby author - 
na — 15 directed to anom, in the 5 of the 8 of ngs 
ofticersinvoly ents made under the appropriation ‘Contingent, Na 
to civilian pis tacky appointed by the “ghd Dopamin for duty in — 
serving at naval stations maintained in the i . during the fis- 
cal year 1905, and until such time as Congress make specific appropria- 
tion for the pay of such employees.” 

BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 

This Bureau has general jurisdiction over the officersand menof the Navy, 
their training and assi ent; alsothe movement of vessels in the Navy an 
their complement of officersand men. It has charge of the compilation of 
the Naval Register and preparation, revision, and enforcement of all tactics, 
drill books signal codes, Spee codes, and the uniform regulations. It also 
has gen supervision of Naval Academy and technical school for offi- 
cers (except the War College and torpedo school). 

The follo table gives the comparative statement of the ot di cca a 
for 1904, estimates for 1905, and amounts recommended by this 0 


Contingent 
Gunnery exercises 
Outiits on first enlistment. 

tenance of colliers........... 
Navaltraining station, California. 
Ni en 3 station, Rhode 

ff.... eons 


SEA 
2 8388338 
2 SsSS SSS 
S SSS 8 
S 8388883 


por 
Island and care of grounds 
for same 


Purchase of books of referen 
United States Naval Home 
One matron, increase $360 to 


V are eS 2 
per annum 


8888 88 


. 1, 20, 728.00 1, 363, 886.00 1,380,028. 09 

As will be seen from above table, the appropriation for this Bureau is prac- 
tically the same as that of last year, there low a slight increase of $39,305. 

This is substantially accounted for by the increase in the appropriation 
for transportation and recruiting. There is a limitation on the appropriation 
for contingent which allows a part of this n to be used for the 
transportation of effects of deceased officers and enlisted men of the Navy. 

The appropriations for gunnery exercises and outfits on first enlistments 
are the same as that of last year.. 

The 5 for the maintenance of colliers has been decreased by 
$4.896, and results from the fact that it is proposed to man eleven of the twent: 
colliers with naval officers and enlisted men at the beginning of the n 
fiscal year, and itmay be said thatitis the intention to man remaining colliers 
inthe same manner as rapidly as the exigencies of the service will: permit, 

The appropriation recommended for the maintenance of the naval training 
station in California is the same as that of last year. 

The appropriation for the maintenance of the naval training station at 
Rhode d is increased $1,000, due to the recommendation of that sum in 
providing lectures and suitable entertainments for the apprentices. 

The appropriation recommended for the Naval War College, Rhode Island, 
is the same as that of last year. 

The appropriation for the Naval Home, Philadelphia, Pa., is substantially 


the same. 
BUREAU OF ORDNANCE. 

This Bureau has generalcharge of the ordnance of the Navy and the armor 
and armament of vessels, the torpedo station and W on shore, and 
a the interior 1 of all buildings erected for its use at navy- 

as well as the machinery used for handling ammunition on ship, the 
interior of the turrets and the arrangement of guns, and the distribution of 
armor thereon, All torpedoes, powder, guns, and war explosivesof all kinds, 
and armor ae are bought an 3 under its supervision. It has 


coe fol 24 — 833 parative statement of th ppropriatio: 
e follo es the com ve statement of the a iations 
, and amounts carried by this bill. 


ble giy 
for 1904, estimates for 1005 
Appropri- | Estima Carried b: 
ated, s bill. T 


1905. 


Bureau of Ordnance: 
Oronos and ordnance stores— 
ocuring, producing, preserv- 
ing, and handling a ce ma- 
Reserve supply of ammunition... 
Conversion of ¢inch guns to rapid 


Smokeless powder, purchase and 
manufacture of. 


Toenla okeless-powder fac- 

tuyatindan Het M 

FFF TTT 
Machine tools for navy - yurd, 
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Bureau of Ordnance—Continued. 
Ordnunce and ordnance stores— 


Continued. 
At Naval erie Factory, Washing- 


Repairs to boiler plant 

irs to parca machin 

e WOR ORR oS 5 on, ach a 5 ER, 
Fifteen days’ leave of absence 


on of 
cranes in building No. 111. 
Reserve guns fora cruis- 
Ee SS EEA tess SLE ei 


Reserve guns for ships of the 


Freight, transportation, etc 
T on, ak 
Civil establishment y 


In 
hemist, naval pro 
ground, $1,6.0 to $2000 - 


each), $2,200 


8,116, 006.75 | 8, 778,706.75 | 8,876,706. 75 


The increase in the appropriation for this Bureau over last yearis$590,700. 
There is an increase for ordnance and ordnance yr peed pute $100,000 fo: 
new machinery at the Washington Gun Factory, and items for tools, 
etc., at the navy-yard, and also $125,000 for reserve guns for auxiliary cruis- 
ers, and $125,000 for reserve guns for ships of the Navy. These last to items 
have usually been carried in previous appropriation bills until last year, 
when they were not recommended because there was already sufficient 
„F on the or 72 —5 the present fiscal 
year, but now omes im o appropriate for them again. 

The increase in the items for ordnance and ordnance stores can be ex- 
plained a Bo fact that we are putting more ships into commission, which 
necessitates a e expenditure than previously. A large F aw of this a 
f tionisused for target practice, Target rst-class battle 
ship costs in the neighborhood of $40,000 to $45,000 per year. If we have but 
two ctices a year, as now, the cost will be approximately $1,366,000. When 
all the ships now building are in commission it will cost 2,700,000. This ma 
seem to be a large expense, and yet none can be more essen for, to put 
= 3 r of the President, The only shots that count are the 

0 a * 

The other items under this Bureau, for 3 station at Newport; arm - 
ing and equipping the Naval Militia; repairs, Bureau of Ordnance; miscella- 
neous, and civil establishment, are the same as those of last year, exce 
there is an increase recommended in the salaries of the two foremen at 
gun factory of $300 each, and an increase of $400 in the salary of the assistant 
chemist at the powder factory. These are strongly recommended by the 
Chief of the Bureau. 


tice fora 


BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT. A 
The duties of this Bureau consist in furnishing the coal and general 


ment of vessels. It also has charge of the manufacture of rope, anchors, 
Sat nS tor ipa slat te Naval Observatory Newton Alans, 
‘or e Naval au nac, 
and com offices and all details of its own administration. 
The following table pe the comparative statement of the ae 
for 1904, estimates for , and amounts recommended in this : 
b 
; Tarn t of — $3, 000, 000. 00 
ent of v 5 „000. 
Co: Landt t equipment 2.00.0 
m deaan „000. 
and lita — 75,000, 00 
DADOSO OO RS ee a SEN | eA EE 600,000. 00 
= Retire pesos 5 88, 028, 00 
Avy- Bosto: — 
One Tivil 9 of 
chain shop — —— — j 2 — — — 
Ons civil superintendent of 
anchor shop (new) . ee a 3 „ 


As will be seen by the above table, there is an increase in the above appro- 
„ over those of last year of 81,079, 42748, which can be 
rat. By the increase of 8250, 000 in the equipment of vessels made 
by the completion of the new ships. 5 

Second. the insertion of an appropriation for 000 for depots for 

carried in the bill, but was left out 

large unexpended balance in the for 

The Secretary is authorized under existing law to use ap- 
blishment of coaling depots at such places as he may 


deem n . Under this provision a depot for coal will be establishedat 
Guantanam Guba, duri ion 3 


0 the present year. 

Third. An increase of $35 „000 in the appropriation for the hase of coal 
and other fuel, made nece by the increased number of new ships, and 
also because we are using oil for fuel as well as coal. 

The gate eae recommended for the contingent fund of this Bureau is 
the same as that of last year. 

The a riation for ocean and lake gurvers is reduced $25,000. 

There is an increase of $125 in the salary of the superintendent of the ropa- 
walk at Boston (Mass.) Navy-Lard. There are also two new tions pro- 
vided for—one a civil superintendent of the chain shop, $2,000, and a civil 
superintendent of the anchor shop n. These two positions are recom- 
mended in consequence of the inability of the Department to detail naval 
officers for this purpose. 


BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS. | 


improvements in such yards: Ne 
home, Philadel the ma i ef — 

the buil 
diction. 0 of the naval appropriation 


under public w is 
estimated for by this u z ie 


Bureau. 
The follo table gives the comparative statement of the a 
for 1904, pen Si for fons and the eb 


amounts recommended in 


Bureau of Yards and Docks: 


Maintenance, yards and docks....| $600,000.00 | $665,000.00} $725,000.00 
Pay OR ISD.ON BAGO... ccc e 400000 e a 
Contingent, Burean of Yardsand 
DOORS PT AA 40,000. 00 40,000.00 40,000. 00 
Civil establishment— 
Navy-yard, Boston, Mass 9,831.25 12, 042.89 12, 042, 89 
One panoge her and type- 
writer, a 8 e ee eee 
One eee ont ead NEEN REAN 
Naval station, Cavite, P I 5 2,460.00 8,330.00 8,360; 00 


Navy-yard, Charleston, S. C. 
One clerk, civil engineer's offi 
r 
= ye oni — charge 

Ə n pher and type- 
writer, a1 8280 T ˙ A A XT 
One mail m 


ys 
One rodman and inspector, at 
$3.20 per diem 
One master of — 
to commandant, 
at por diem .-.24.}.... 


Naval station, Guam 4 
One clerk 


One messe 


$1.76 per SH 
Na rae te p Island, Pa... 
Oue foreman joiner, at $4 per 
OR E TTT. N ER E eee wes 
D 
c RT CRNA PA E I E UARA R cad cuscbeespe 
Ons electrician, increase of $200 
A/ · E e A NS 
e ciri engineer pol 
eclerk,c eer’so! M ER S POTAE I EERE OEE E 
Naval station, New Orleans, La.. 2,691.00 
One sten pher and ty 


civilengineer's office, at: 
diem, including Sunda; 8 
One 3 laborer 


N at same ra 
a — 
One foreman 

. E E | i ogasuedaneanen tides aq enecence| one, — 


per di 
One foreman of teams, at $2.24 


ee — — 
One draftsman, at $4 per diem 2 n-| een eee nnn 
One we laborer, at $3.52 


1904. 
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A - | Estima Carried b 
ae, ok | ies” | Oba 


Bureau of Yards and Docks—Cont'd. 
Civil establishment—Continued. 
Naval station, Port I. S. GC.. $8,555.00 
Navy- yard, Portsmou „N. H 8, 350. 00 


One stenographer and type- 

PP ee K a 
Ons Writer —. 
One telegraph operator and 


One master of tugs 
One eo increase of $200 


from 
Na i Puget Sound, Wash.. 
One Titenographer an type- 
writer, civil engineer's o: A Ao rE EEN A E E 
CTI WPCA osc cee EA AEA pane E EA E 
2 messenger, at $1.76 per 
r / Kee ES SR BREST RSE SO pee 
One 9 carpenter, at 84.50 J 
Naval s station, Socket R o a ea 
Naval station, San Juan, P, EK. 
were gad ao 555 5 
avy- 
One tine clerk 


ne 


The increase in this appropriation, as will be seen from the above tablo, 
amounts to $164,887.22 over that appropriated last year. 

This is accounted for by an increasein the maintenance of yards na doeks 
recommen: by the Bureau. year. there was a deficiency of $100,000, 
and this year the Bureau is asking for a deficiency of $150,000, in view of the 
increase in the amount of work done at the different yards and stations. 

As will be seen upon an n of the bill, there are a number of 
clerks at the different yards and stations employed out of the fund for public 
works whoare now placed upon the permanent roll, this ymakes 
an increase in the appropriation for the civil esta 


PUBLIC WORKS. 
The following table ma the comparative statement of eae Seas 


for 1904, estimates for and the amounts recommended 
Carried 
ates, | | by 
Navy-yar ee $961,880.00 | $256,800.00 
Navy vert Chan Charleston, S 16 951,500.00 eee 
Naval station, Cavite, P. 725, 000. 00 725,000.00 
Naval station, Guam WAS a See a ere E 
Naval station, Key West, Fla 2,000.00 2,000.00 
Navy-yard, e Island, Fan 605, 470. 00 512, 970,00 
Navy-yard, Mare sland, 8 308, 300.00 200, 000. 00 
Naval station, New London, Conn — — 
Naval station, New Orleans, La DEEN 271, 500, 00 
Navy-yard, SAA seg ek = 2,073, 000.00 871,500.00 
Navy-yard, Norfolk, Va... 848, 500.00 959, 000. 00 
Navy- „Pensacola. * 97,000.00 9+, 000.00 
Navy- Portsmouth. N 150, 000.00 147, 000.00 
Navy-yard, Puget Sound, Wash 299,500.00 | 292, 500.00 
Naval station, Tutuila, Samoan 
Noes pend AE DO 65. 4.00 888,800.00 
avy- on, D. 
Two barracks for enlisted t 
cost 81. 3 5 rz panies A IE 400,000.00 }..-..------. 
Plans and specifications for 
WORN So rc SA 8, 000.00 
Plaus and estimates 
. esa) aeons Sis a as 150,090. 00 45,000.00 
and preservation, navy 
FFC 500,000.00 500,000.00 
Naval station, Guantanamo, Cuba 1,015, 000.00 385, 000, 00 
Naval station, Olongapo, P. i Sah Barked LAE 862,395.00 | 882, 395. 01 
Consolidation power plant4„41„ñE 600,000. 00 300; 000. 00 
To blic works, Bureau of 
Far and —— „642, 269.00 6, 565, 57.1. 00 
The total estimates for public works amount to $10,996,769. Your commit- 
tee, after most careful estimates by $4,421,198, 


consideration, reduced these 
making the total amount ee $6,565,571. 

Th rtant provisions are these: x 
24 home's Sm Norfolk Ni rt feat 


ard of 5 was appointed and and th 
000. This was also regarded by the D ntas too high, but the owners 
of the have a to take 000 for the same, and this price is 


satisfactory to the Department and recommended by 

Navy. The area of the land is about 272 acres. 

Second. The follo estimates were S submaitted for the naval station at 
Guantanamo, Cuba, by the Department: 


Naval station, Guantanamo, Cuba: 
Dry doc 


| — $300,000 
Deadging at Toro Key. 40,000 
Sea wall at Toro Key 130,000 |. 
voir and water system 50,000 
Naval 8 40,000 
Clearing and grading -....... 40, 000 
Coal depot at . — Key ..... 870,000 
Electric power plant „ 3000 


—— —. . E cacaed acdavunees Spee 


In accordance with the Platt amendment and the Sonon of the ee 
public of Cuba, the two Governments agreed npon the lease of two 
and naval stations in Cuba—one at Bahia Honda, on the north coast of Cube, 
about 60 miles west of Habana, and the other on the southern coast of Guan- 
tanamo, about 40 miles east of 8 

It is proposed to do nothing tow: the development of the station on the, 
northern coast, but in regard to Guantanamo there isa great necessity kor 
the development of this naval station. Last year's bill carried anappropria- 
tion of $100,000 for necessary expenditures incident to the occupation and 
utilization of the naval station at Guantanamo, and this year the Spey | 
bill, which has just passed the House, carried an N 5 fi 
the same purpose. This amount has been and w.: 

chase of land, which will be in the neighborhood of $137,000, and 
development of the station. 

The aes recommended amount to $385,000, and are ore 
the establishment of a ay dock, D 8 dredging, $40,000; ses wall, $75,000; 
water em, $50,000, and grading, $2) 

The harborisanexcellent one, with 8 5 ol water, both in area and depth. 
5 could not be better located to conserve the interests of our country on 

— for the tection of our interests in the West Indies; 

second, for the defense to Panama Canal; third, for the maintenance of 
the Monroe doctrine. 

The third important oh apre under public works is an 5 of 

305 for the 8 jon at Olongapo, Subi W Bee fies 5 
ollowing are the appropriations recommend: 


Naval station, Olongapo, P. I.: 
To complete earver ct reservation 


the 


$20, 000 
25,000 


For repairing buildings erected Dys = Spaniards for temporary 
use as 1 storehouses, offices, 
ig lei eee 


ding 1,750 feet of 2 Pail at $144 per foot (one- 


Three officers’ quarters 
Marine barracks and outh 
One marine officer's quarters 
Dredging entrance to nnel 400 by B feet deep, about 

25,000 cubic yards, at 30 cents -..-..--.-..--_-. --.-------.- 2-22 -- == 
Dredg: in basin ih front of quay walla; 160,00 cubic yards, at 80 

cents; for floating doc z an tees 


Water suppl trom brie a rings (ca; 60,000 
lons in ten cua) Ib deer aie 3 * 


- 5,25 


Freight an 6 
Distribution in the yard 


Keen 40 by 40 b Pt eran i 5.0 


— 5. 


One pier for use in landing and receiving stores for immediate use. 100,000 
To ward coaling plant... 


, and the Na’ is usin it. 7 — 
e vy g ria e 


officers 
meor — oud build. 
boar of of such a naval — — as we may need over in the Orient. meral 
officers yor the same m and 


es the Asiatic fleet 
from the United 
phage gap without which 


United EP not hold command of 


there. 
(4) “That a fortified sexe base at Subig Bay will contribute materially to 


den the PAIN as the possession of the United Sta 
lands came into on o 

we took the old nayal station at Cavite and made som ps a 

ments thereon in y of estab a 

— — It is the in e Department as soon AS 


ai „JFC Ba; t 
vo but one naval station in the East. 1 we will 


t interests in the East. 7,000 miles away from hi with 
et thosa interests, 16 would seem — 


Navy should be 
ant provision under “Public works” is the clause 
nof Aniya soa a 


use pro- 
wer, light, and heat 8 
pavy-yards so far as practicable 9 f the he 


Secretary of the 
a 
F 8 
„ ve 8 reform, which in judg- 
ment be a sa thousands of dollars in the administration — Sa 


NAVAL ACADEMY, 

The work of building up the Naval Academy is proceeding in a very satis- 
factory manner, The seamanship building and thearmo are already com, 
pleted; the marine engineering and naval construction ing will be com- 
pleted within — or Bente months. The main re ghey for the midshipmen 


wil De competa ber next. The other buildings are progressing 


we 
We haye pts approp ropriated $5,070,000, and $3,000,000 is recommended for 
this year, making Sson (0,000 of the $10,000,000, which is the total limit of 
coss fixed poa for the ee of the Academy. It may be said in 
this connec that there is quite likely to be an unexpended balance of a 
few hundred thousand dollars. 

As a limitation to this a riation of $3,000,000 the committee recom- 
mend the adoption of the following pro 

In order to further 8 the 3 at the Naval Academy and se- 
cure the best site for the naval hospital heretofore authorized and appro- 
3 for, the removal or the cemetery from its present site — another to 

selected is 8 and directed, and to this end the sum of $30,000, or 
so much as is to be immediately available, is authorized to be ex- 
pended out of the $3, 000 above appropriated.“ 


viding for the 
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PUBLIC WORKS, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION. 


The followin; —— ves the com 9 statement of the Ls 
for 1904, the es tes for 1905, and 9 


posters 2 under Bureau of Navi- 


EN Nara! Academy (total) . 
Repairs, Naval Academy 
Tablets on historic places, Na- 

val Academy ~................- 


col eewce — 2 


Hera. training station, Califor- 
Salt-water fire-protection sys- 


tem oo ons „«„„4„„%„„ 
Ventilation and sanitary im- 

provements of barracks 
Extension of Wharf. 


Na val ee station, Rhode 


oanig sea wall and com- 

leting breakwater ..........-].....-. 22 
Movin and 8 stables 

armer's house to clear 

ona for officers’ quarters „ 

ding and e 


: Naval ale College, Rhode Is- 
Alterations to commandant's 


sta- 
112 ie 


val War College. 


Navel sta Great 
training tion, 


Purchase of landand establish- 
ment of navaltrainingstation 
on shore of Lake Michigan 


The pineal recommendation under this heading is 4 tor the establish- 
ment ofa ponai station on 8 Great Lakes. A of naval officers was 
appointed by the ear hey of the Navy, in acco with 9 
gress, to investigate es and recommend a site for the naval trainin; 

station. Last year they, 8 a preliminary report to Congress, in which 
they recommended that the site of the naval training station on the Great 
Lakes be fixed on the shore of Boag oP pe s 2 N 43° 30’. 

The reasons for selecting La 5 lain in their ates 
which is known as“ 3 No. 45, Tn ngress, secon 
sicn,” but may be briefly stated as follows: 

First, ‘The southernend of Lake Michigan is nearer the center of the 
lation of the Middle West, from which we draw a great part of our 


men. 

Second. e e of strategy a naval base at the southern end 
of Lake n miles from — territory, was considered prefer- 
able to a aces on. 1 any other of the Great Lakes, which would have been 
“directly in the face of and almost in pos ie of the ports ofa hari navigation 

Third. Because of the fact that“ on Lake Michigan d. 
continue throu 8 the qoan whereas on the other of the G Great 
navigation is ere from ninety-three days at Sandusky, Ohio 

e Erie), which is the average record of poy ve years, to one hun- 
and fifty-six days at Marquette, Mich. (Lake 8 T), which is the 
average record of twenty tive years. 

Fourth. “It is in the geogra 8 center of the district of the Great 
Lakes, and is thus better ũdapted to the p than either the eastern sub- 
division, which is not now inasmuch Dead of a station as the subdivisions far- 
ther west on account of its nearness to the Atlantic seaboard, or the western 
or northern subdivisions, which gonga nos only draw their recruits largely 
from points farther east and sou 2 ag ta ig ks Shang 
tho coast, but which do not offer as good a eld from which to draw re- 


The conclusions of this board are unanswerable. Too often in the past 
naval stations have been located at the behest of local and political influ- 
ence, The time has come when naval stations should be located for the best 
interests of the American Navy by men whose business it is to know what 
the paral service 88 

have a further report this year to Congress, known as 
Document No. 6, Pitty eighth Congress, first session, which was transmitted 
to th eee the House of Representatives with the following letter by 
the 8 of the Navy: 
NAvy DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, November 11, 1903. 


appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
Satans the cet wd clause: 


Sin: The act makin 


“Naval tra Station, Great Lakes: Secretary of the Navy is 
hereby directed to appoint a board composed of naval officers, whose duty it 
chall be to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an ane ag a naval 
training station, and — selected such site, if uoe private lands, to esti- 

can be purchased value and asc as 1 8 oes * cost for yu it 
ga an proceedings and actions to make 

detailed lad repent to Secretary, who transmit such report, 


F thereon, to Con: for its action; and to defray 
occ of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be 


moneys ite T 


immedia available, is hereb 
engi 25 ere ee out of any 


not 

Thad the honor to orm 0 of thi 
at at time mado in obedience to the provisions of act. I rpe mit- 
ps of the board appo er the 


was 


esira bility, are as fo 

Racine, Mfasiegon, M Tn and Michigan City. N mite 
At the penina a large number of recruits for the naval service are 
obtained from the States of which Lake Michigan is the center. These men 
are of high quality in every t and after one term of enlistment become 
excellent seamen for servis either in the Nery or the merchant marine and 

WC 6 
recomm ersten, consideration of the re- 
rt of this board and the 8 of a naval 


station on the 
reat Lakes in accordance with its recommendations. 
Very respectfully, 
WILLIAM H. MOODY, Secretary, 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF 8 


asktagton, D. d. 

The great problem to-day is the trai. of man and getting them in sha 
for the ships as fast as they are maaie iral Taylor, in his hoarie 
before the committee, stated that the 5 was only ng for 3,000 
additional 0 because they had not at present adequate Wellen for train- 
ing more, and the establishment of this station on the Great Lakes is ear- 
nestly recommended. 

PUBLIC WORKS, BUREAU OF ORDNANCE. 


The following table gives the comparative statement of the a riatio 
for 1904, estimates for Band amounts recommended in this this BAL = 


ee p Ap mien England 
ava ew . 
C at 

ona 


Sas; and improve- 

8 eos grounds 
Improvements at to o station. 
system, etc., at Fort Nor- 


‘olk 
Expense of board on site for 
eee on New England 


Observation 
house, aro 


The follo F magazine on the coast of New England 
is reommendod y the committee: ame 


Naval magazine, New England.—For the purchase of land for a site for a 
naval on or near the New England coast, north of Cape Cod, and 
toward the erection thereon of ps Feeney red buildin: EE inclosin said 
grounds, of and ailding roads an ə im- 
sid eno of the water front, of T wharyes ea ——.— of rail- 
road ks and rolling stock for local service, of fire and water service, and 
of the n e of the 6 or as cng e as mney Da 

Secretary of the 3 „an out of the 
— hereby authorized, such mal pa Hien Soa surveyors, 
architects, superintendents of 9 or draftsmen as may be neces- 
sary for the e of the plans and specifications and prosecution of 
the work au to an amount not to exceed $15,000; Provided, That 
the total cost of the the ae in all ts, shall not exceed 
the sum of 000: And ther, That should the’ Secretary of the 
Navy_be unable to pure the land for the site from the owners thereof 
at a fair and 3 Mgr soap he is hereby authorized and directed 
2 institute 1 ‘or the condemnation of such part or parts thereof 
may be necessary: A AADF OOA Iran That the 8 of the Navy 
T ggg face and directed to discontinue now in the 
sina nof later than th tne when the ew magazine for the New 
gland and to sell at public auction or private 
aes at ged to be approved by : all 8 ap jg to and 
inclosure of the present magazine city o 
N recommends im rovements to the na val 


PUBLIC WORKS (BUREAU OF SUT e OBSERVATORY. 
The small appropriation of $5,000 is made for the Naval Observato pane 
also provision is made for inclosing the grounds by a fence to cost $2, 
BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 
The duties of this Bureau are implied in its title and egy all that re- 
tals, and dispensaries. I 


lates to laboratories, naval hi Signy various 
pona erected within the navy-yards for its own r as their 
and has control of the same after com- 


pistion. ‘Tt dedens builds, and maintaing all buildings erected for its 
etion. er or its own 
= estimates for snd controls all 


tside of = d 
tive details of its own organization, 


1904. 


Tho following table 


ives the comparative statement of thea: 
for 1904, estimates for in 


riations 
and the amounts recommended : 


Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: 
Medical department. 25 
Naval hospital fund 
Contingent, medicine andsurgery 
Transportation of remains -2-010 

Repairs, medicine and surgery. 


Public. work, Bureau of Medicine 
and Surgery: 

Naval hospital, Norfolk, Va. 

Navallaboratory, New York, N. X. 

Naval hospital, Washington, D. C. 

Naval hospital, Yokohama, Japan. 


As will be seen from the above table, there is an increase in the appropria- 
tions for this Bureau of $110,000. : 

This is made up of an increase of $75,000 in the first items under the Bureau, 
for surgeon's necessaries for vessels in commission, navy-yards, naval sta- 
tions, Marine Corps, and for the civil establishment at the several naval hos- 
70 nayy-yurds, naval laboratory, museum of hygiene and department of 
instruction, and Naval Academy. 

8 year the Medical Bureau asked for a deficiency of $50,000 for this 
object. 

ise appropriation for the naval hospital fund is the same as that of last 


ear. 
3 The appropriation for contingent is increased from $35,000 to $50,000. The 
Bureau asked this year for a deficiency of $15,000 for object. 

The committee recommends the insertion of the following provision: 

“To enable the 5 the Navy, in his discretion, to cause to be 
transferred to their homes the remains of officers and enlisted men of the 
Navy and Marine Corps who die in the service or are killed in action ashore 


or ey ny also to enable the Secretary of the Navy, in his discretion, to 
cause to be transported to their homes the remains of c: 


vilian employees who 
die outside of the continental limits of the United States, $15,000. 

Appropriation for repairs is also increased by $5,000, 

The committee recommends also the changing of officers’ quarters into 
wards for enlisted men and building quarters for officers at naval hos- 
pital at Norfolk, $20,000. 

BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 


Generally 5 this is the financial bureau of the Department. Its 
duties comprise all that relates to requiring for or preparing provisions, cloth- 
ing. small stores, and contingent stores of the pay department; the purchase 
of all supplies for the naval establishment, except medical and lap- 
pliances, and instruments and 5 6 8 forthe Marine Corps, and the 2 
of a proper system of accounts of the same, Like the other bureaus, it esti- 
mates for and controls its own administration. 

The following table gives the 5 statement ot the N ae pad 
for 1904, the tes for I, and the amounts recommended bill: 


aed, 150 


Bureau of Supplies and Accounts: 
Pro Navy 


visions, +000, 000. 00 


Clothing and small stores. . I, O00, 000. 00 4 nnmnnn 
Contingent, Bureau of Supplies 
and Aceounts . - 250,000.00 250, 000. 00 
Civil establishment, Bureau of 
Supplies and Accounts. 103, 982. 28 
ir 99... ＋4 85, 88, 78.4 5, 203,982.28 | 5, 208, 982. 28 


The appropriation for provisions has been increased this year by $850,000, 


due to the fact that we are 8 number of men. 
The appropriation for contingent is the same as last year. 
The appropriations for civil establishment are prac! y the same. 


BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 


ce, di 
theirshafts, machinery, anda 
ae Bard sh an 


ureau of 


The following table 
for 1904, estimates for 1 


ves the comparative statement of the 
and the amounts recommended in 


W 


Bureau of Construction and Repair: 
Construction and repair of ves- 


plants; 

cial)— 
Construction plant— 

1 rd, Portsmouth, 


Ses 

88 8885 
SS 8833 
S2 
8885 888 


N. 8 
avy-yard, Norfolk, Va 

Navy yard Pensacola, Fla 
avy-yard, Island, Cal. 


g8 


888 


BEES SSS 
8883 sss 
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Bureau of Construction and Re- 
pair—Continued. 
Improvement of construction 
plants, ete.—Continned. 
Construc 
Navy- 


Construction and repair of 
vessels; Estimate BI (spe- 


cial)— 
Steel ammunition lighter, 
nayal station, Cavite, P. I.. 
Two seagoing tugs 
ce estab ent, Estima’ 
Three clerks, $1,200 each, at 
DAVY TAVA NOW. A enea a 3 
Three clerks, $1,100 each, at : 
nayy- yard, New York.....}...... 
Clerk to naval constructor 
— 5 na vy- yard, Pensacola, 


One clerk, $1,000, at 7 50 

. 1 
neclerk, atnavy- $ 
Puget Sound, Wash... 

Clerk to naval constructor 
at nayal station, Cavite, 


22 ͤ KT Seas CA a Nena tere SS 
Two clerks, $1,200 each, at 

naval station, Cavite, P. . ~ 

W | 8,307,024.25 | 8,595,824.25 | 8,595. 824.95 


The appropriations, as will be seen from the above table, are $228,800 moro 
than those of last Lard Some of the 5 for construction plants 
at the various have been reduced below that appropriated last year, 
but there has been an increase in the civil establishment of the Bureau by 
the addition of a number of new clerks, etc., at the different yards, made 
neers by, TO wok of the wy kigi $350,000 Loe 

on is also made for two seagoing tu cost $350,000, one co 

the Leyden which was recently racked, K other to furnish additional 
tug facilities, which are now inadequate. 

STEAM ENGINEERING. 


The duties of this Bureau com all that relates to the designing, build- 
ing, fitting out, and ropaire ot e steam machinery, for which steam is the 
motive power on board ship. Like the other bureaus, it designs the internal 
arran ent of its various shops at the navy-yurd and estimates for and 


controls its own administration. 
The following table gives the com tive statement of the a tions 
for 1904, the estimates for 1905, and the amounts recommended bill; 


For completion, and 
esor vation Beier, eo 


Sto 1, 200, 000. 
For incidental expenses for na- z © 
essels, yards, and the 


yal vi 
1.1.1... S ENERE 


Burea 
For extended tests of marine 
steam tur binss . --.nenee. ee! 
Las AAE steam engineer- 


15,000.00 
25,000. 00 


Se ee ne 


The 1 for this Bureau, as will be seen from the above, aro 
considerably lower than that 3 for last year. 

This is due to the fact that in last ert bill Congress provided for an ex- 
periment station $400,000. Outside of an increase in the steam-enginee 
plant at Boston of $15,000, and an increase of $25,000 in the steam-engineering 
plant at Norfolk, Va., and an appropriation of $25,000 for an extended series 
of tests of marine steam turbines, which are supposed by many to be the 
coming motor in supplying power for ships, the appropriations recommended 
are the same as last year. 

NAVAL ACADEMY (CIVIL ESTABLISHMENT). 

Tho. following table shows the appr riations for 1904, the estimates for 

1905, and the amounts recommended in bill: 


Naval Academy: 
Pay of professors and others, Na- 
F 

Two attendants in recitation 
rooms, at $300 each (new) 

One assistant instructor in 
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Naval ag pane Aan pe 
Pay of professors and others, Na- 
yal Academy—Continued. 
One mechanic in department 
of physics (new) ) 
One cook (new) 
Pay of watchmen, oor and 


pP 
AECE 


One special laborer, at $2.80 
per diem (new) 


2 
8 
` 
i 
H 
i 
i 
‘ 
: 
t 
H 
H 
i 
‘ 
i 
: 
* 
i 
; 
H 
i 
F 
: 
i 
: 
H 
i 
‘ 
i 
H 
i 
‘ 
' 
H 
i 
7 
5 
: 
: 
: 
H 
1 
i 
; 
i 
i 
: 
H 
H 
7 
i 
H 
H 
H 
‘ 
i 
' 
H 
H 
‘ 
H 
i 
i 
22 


The following table — . Be the ee eee for 1904, estimates for 100, 
, cee Pk ees cae and amounts recommended in 
Oontinmenk ‘Naval Academy— 
Purchase of books Saath 4 
Stationery, blank boo 
els, maps, and cas Ri 
for use of instructors ....... 


Estimates, | Carried b 
195. bill. * 


Pay Marine Corps 

Yy, Marine Corps. . . 
Increase of officers on retired list 

Pay of enlisted men; for addi- 

tional compensation for en- 

listed men of the Marine Corps 

ruy detailed as gun point- 


„118, 875.53 | $2,120, 476.78 


the department of physics 
and for re of same 


use of academy, 
/ % // NO crt casa ata ar mee ic ty [REED STAR a pe ra EE 
sical instruments, astro- EF era fan | F 


ane / Rr , eansneann pepa aeran 
forms of bandsmen, tele- 

grap ning, oe and — 9 Akr 

enance o ms, curren 

expenses and repairs of all : e eee Co 


kinds, and for incidental 
labor and expenses not ap- 
ca act en to any other appro- 


1 3 B. Arm for 8.000 


Materials for 88 e / e ER 
machinery. AEE 
For contingencies for the Su- 
a woes ent of the Naval 


Ap reas Stor theinstruction 

midshipmen in the de- 
partment of marine engi- 
5 na val construc- 


rage, Marine Corps 

re of quarters, A Marino 8 
ean na depot of 5 — — Phila- 
vi pa — . mn eee 
5 — 0 a., 8 quarters... 
cisco, Cal, officers’ 


Mave RA, os power hon<e 
and steam heat 


314,588. 46 | 311,708. 46 


e N. H. boiler house 
— — n — — an .. 
There is 5 little change in the appropriations for the Naval Academy. eeen; Maw electric lights 
There is an increase of $5,000 for compensation of additional force in the N m, D. C C., addition to 
ig of steam engineering and also an increase of $5,000in the appro- | barracks, ete . fg - 
tion for fuel. Neon ew Orleans, L La., addition to ap- 
There is an appropriation for an assistant instructor in the ium, propriation for barracks and 
Aae 000; cn clerk to superintendent. $900; ond assistant baker, SSi; one me- / E ˙— 
e of physics, $720; one cook, $600, and an increase of two Olongapo, P. L, cold-storage and 
attendants $500 per annum each. 406 PIANE sas oo ons ewe ce 


is demanded by the increased number of students. 
MARINE CORPS. go 1 Tro tal. 


The Marine Corps is the military branch of the naval service and consists 
of— 


From the above it will be seen that the total appropriations are about the 
same as last year. 

The most — rovision is that of $150,000 for an addition to the 
marine barracks at W: n, including the erection a furnishing of a 
band room, mess hall, men's kitchen, and men’s jum. The old build- 
ing was constructed about 1812 and has already been condemned by two 
boards of medical officers. * 

Colonel, n 95 r-General, nd mapector =": Appropriation of $5,000 is recommended for im; rovements at the marine, 
‘olone. - 


inspector barracks and quarters at na Portsmouth, À 500 at navy-yard, 
Lieute lonel, assistant aiea Boston Mass.: 88,800 at FEAN ARA baag New Orleans, 5 — 33000 at DATA te 
Majors, 3 adjutant an tion. Olongapo, E- T P. 
Colonel, quartermaster............---------.--- committee desires to call attention to a provision inserted in the bill 


Lieutenant-colonel, assistant quartermaster -. pepviding for additional com tion for enlisted men of the Marine Co 


ly detailed as gun ters. This is strongly recommended by 
ebe of the N: sat and under this provision it is proposed to give the 92 
el. 2 listed men in the Marine Corps who excel in gunnery propues same additions to 
Major, assistant their pay as are given men in the Navy. 
Captain, assistant paymaster - INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 
The following table shows the amounts appropriated for 1904, the estimates 
N for 1905, and the amounts recommended by this is bill: 


Finst lieutenants. ..... Increase of the Na 
Second lieutenants -.. Constructii onand machinery 
Armor ‘and & armament < 
tal MND ES uipment ........... 


a One since retired and 14 appointed. 
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The following table shows the degree of completion of ourships now under 
construction: 


FEBRUARY 9, 1904. 
Vessels under construction, United States Navy. 


Degree of comple- 
tion. 


: Newport News Co .....--- 99.95 
Union Iron Works 85.5 
53.8 
87.7 
5 45.4 
— Fore River Ship and En- 50.3 
gine Co. Ur 
Connecticut. Nas ry-yard, New York, 28.5 
Louisiana 18 | Newport News (o 87.55 
Vermont. ra Nad Ship and En- 3.6 
e Co. 
New York Shipbuilding 8.9 
Newport News Co 14.73 
2 64.9 66.8 
22 | Newport News Co 70.5 73.2 
2 Union Iron Works 5l 54 
2 69 71.8 
2 65.4 69.15 
2 47 5⁰ 
2 15.1 16.6 
2 12 13.9 
17 | Neafle & Lexx 98 98 
16} * 99 
163 72 72 
16} 70.5 72 
16} 99 100 
2 36.2 87.9 
22 41 42.5 
2 56.9 60 
20 25 
„567767... 16 22.2 
Sails. | Navy-yard, Boston 12 25.5 
Sails. | Navy-yard,Mare Island ..| 5 7 
Sails. | Navy-yard, Portsmouth 6 10 
19 80 | Harlan & Hollingsworth.. 93 8 
20 80 | Wolf & Zwick 99 99 
27 26 99 9 
29 26 99 99 
80 — 48 96663 z 98 8 
34 26 | Columbian Iron Works...) 100 |-......... 
8 12 | Navy-yard, Boston . 100 
9 12 | Navy-yard, Mare Island 98 99 


To compere all the ships authorized up to the present time, — — 
construction and machinery, armor and armament, and equipment, will cost 
$82,718,659, which may be divided as follows: 

Construction and machinery 
Armor and armament 


Of this sum we a . 
machinery and g . for armor and armament, makin 
$31,826,860, which leaves a balance of $50,891,699 to be appropria 

NAVAL PROGRAMME, 


$19,826,860 for construction and 


a total of 
hereafter. 


For the of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States, the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by con- 
tract or in nayy-yards as here r provided 


One first-class battle sop carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful 
armament for a vessel of i 


To colliers, to be capable of accompanyi © battle fleet; to 000 
tons of cargo coal 8 Spgs send Of eh lor tn a ee 
to cost not exceeding 


$1,250,000 each. 
t The complete cost of constructing the ships above recommended will be as 
‘ollows: f 
One first-class battle ship, carrying the heaviest armor and most power- 


ful armament for a vessel of its class, upon a trial displacement of not more 


than 16,000 tons, to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of 
action. Cost: 


Hull and machinery (includes miscellaneous outfit and equipment). $4,400,000 
ß TTT „800, 


F v nesta OA 1,525,000 
Equipment outfit not included in the contract with the shipbuilder_ 50,000 
e a aa oa aa a 7,775, 000_ 


Two first-class armored cruisers, of not more than 14,500 tons trial displace- 
ment, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful armament for vessels 
_ 5 cee, to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of action. 

each): 
Hull and machinery (includes miscellaneous outfit and equip- 


ARID) Gancpcenparcicdsetun Webeunad A N E AE S E E N A 400, 
22 —2Pb — 1,175,000 
Armament (includes ammunition and miscellaneous 
equipment 850, 000 
Equipment outfit not included in the contract with the shipbuilder. 50,000 
Total 6, 505, 000 


Three scout cruisers, of not more than 3,750 tons trial displacement, carrying 
the most powerful ordnance of vessels of their class, to have the highest prac- 


1 a soaker with good cruising qualities and great radius of 
action. each): 
Hulland machinery (includes miscellaneous outfit and equipment). $1,800,000 
Armament (includes ammunition and miscellaneous ordnance 
r e S 875,000 
Equipment outfit not included in the contract with theshipbuilder_ 25,000 
TPOCAL C... nase cop ensdnanenencuendataaansonushestanidsasnscsanancs 2, 200, 000 
Two colliers, to be capable of accompanying the battle fleet, to carry 5,000 
tons of cargo coal wadai. and to havea speed of not — than 18 knots. 
Total cost (each), $120,000. 
The total cost of the aboye programme will be $29,885,000. 
It is left within the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy to build any or 


all of these ships in Government navy- yards, and he is required to build some 
of them in the e in case it shall appear that the shipbuilding con- 
cerns have entere to any combination or understanding to deprive the 
Government of fair and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for 
the construction of any of these vessels. 

And the Secretary of the Navy, in case he can not secure armor of the 
best quality for any or all of these ships at a price which in his judgment is 
reasonable and equitable, is authorized and directed to procure a site and 
erect an oe be oe pata factory, toward which the sum of $4,000,000 is 
appro ; 

Pha. Secretary of the Navy is further authorized to contract for or 
chase two subsurface or submarine to o boats, after they haye been fully 
tested to his satisfaction and found to all reasonable requirements for 
submarine warfare. The 5 made last year for this purpose of 
15 di: bl such part thereof as may remain unexpended, is reappropriated 
nt s 

This is a moderate and reasonable programme and one that we believe will 
be approved throughout the country. 

The committee recommend the construction of more than the usual num- 
ber of cruisers in view of the fact that ean we provided for five large 
battle ships. This will give a better proportion to our Navy. 

If we pe public sentiment ht it is in favor of the continuance of the 
policy of building up our Navy. If we stopped now we would be left behind 
the leading countries of the world. 

The American people will not indorse the policy of sacrificing the Ameri- 
can Navy for internal improvements, nor is there any such necessity. 

Foremost and above all must stand considerations of national defense, 
maintenance of our foreign policies, and 15 of American citizens 
everywhere. The American pao le are not willing to lessen their influence 
on this hemisphere, nor forsake their interests on the other, 

FOREIGN NAVAL PROGRAMMES, 5 

Great Britain. From year to year the policy of ing the British na’ 
superior to the navies of any two possible enemies is adhered to. The build- 
ing me for the fiscal year ending March 31, 1904, is well under way; 
many of the vessels are begun, and it is prohable all will be before the 

ear has elapsed. In addition to the vessels included in the programme, two 

ttle ships completing in England for Chile have been purchaned. 

The building 8 was as follows: Three battle ships (singe an- 
nounced to be of 16,350 tons paca 4 armored cruisers (since announced to be 
of 18,550 tons cach) 8p cruisers, third class (probably 8,000 tons 
each); 4scouts (of 2,900 tons each); 15 torpedo-boat destroyers (of about 500 
tons each); 10 submarines. 

Asa part of the programme England is steadily engaged in reconstructing 
d rearming her armored war r 


an ps, some even of date than 1890, in 
order to keep them up to the most modern standard of efficiency. x 
France.—From the report on the French naval badges for 1904: 
“It is impossible to keep up the budgetary struggle with her (England). 
Considering all other ere a 00 5 ang more on her navy per capita 
rance 


than any of theothers. * * x reached the limit of her expendi- 
tures, but there can be no reduction for the present. In fact, the expendi- 
tures, for various reasons, must continue to increase.” 

The French naval budget for 1904 was passed during the last days of De- 
cember, 1903, substantially as repo: : 

“The prevailing idea is one of economy, and the total credits are about the 
same as those of last year. On the other hand, the budgetsof foreign nations 
show a steady increase.” 

The new construction authorized is 1 armored cruiser of 13,644 tons, 2 de- 
r of 335 tons each, 51 torpedo boats, 16 submarines. 

The building going on under previous programmes includes, among other 
vessels, 6 battle ships. 

Germany.—New construction continues under the famous ship-bnuilding 
18 of 1900, the estimates submitted in December, 1903, for the year 

904 providing for the following: Two battle ships of 13,000 tons each, 1 
armored e r of 9,500 tons, 3 cruisers of 3,000 tons, 1 gunboat, 6 high-sea 
= boats (300 tons each). 

ecording to the same programme, in addition to the new construction, 
old ships be replaced gradually by new ones, the totalamount of such 
replacement aggregating, in 1917, 17 battle ships, 7 armored cruisers, 27 small 
cruisers. 


German and French newspa also anticipate a proposition to broaden 
the 3 of 1900 by laring down 5 additional Battle ships for foreign 


se! 
The budget for 1904 provides for 40,000 office: ad i h than 
double — 7 ha bS of ten years 2885 F 
Russia.—The new construction authorized by the naval p mme of 1903 
comprises 2 battle ships of 16,500 tons each, 2 battle ships of 12,500 tons each, 


2 armored cruisers of 6,750 tons each, and a large number of torpedo boats 
(number not stated). 
The battle ships and cruisers have been 
Italy.—The new vessels authorized under budget of 1903-4 are 3 battle 
of 12.625 tons each: 8 first-class torpedo boats, 2 submarines. 
‘© of these battle ships have been begun; it is uncertain whether or not 
m. 


J7)77VV0ͤĩͤͤ T- 
apan.—À na was wn a men 
July, 1903. for 5 in 1013. The vessels to this year under the 
e are, 1 battle ship of 16,000 tons, I river gunboat of 150 tons, 1 repair 
a“ 95 tons. 

m S Teportod that the contract for the battle ship has been placed in Eng- 


Japan has secured by purchase the 2armored cruisers just completed in 
Italy for Argentina. 

Austria.—A pr mme for ten years (1898-1908) is being carried ont, and 
under it 2 battle slope: larmored cruiser, and a number of smaller vessels are 
in course of construction. It is reported thata third battle ship was to be 
laid down in 1903, but it is probable this has not bean done. 


NAVAL RESERVES OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAL POWERS. 


In the navies where service is 8 as is the case with all the eight 
considered, except Eugland and the Unite: States, there are larg> numbers 
of trained men who have served their enlistments at sea and are held ready 
as reserves This g ves such navies an enrolled and effective force, which in 
some cases is larger than its fore? in regular service; thus, Germany is said 
to be able to reman her fleet two or three times. The figures given bélow are 
such as are obtainable at short notice, 

England is said to havea total effective reserve of 72,000men. Of these, the 
most valuable are the Royal Naval nes rves, consisting of 1.500 lieatenanta, 
ensizns, ani midshipmen, 400 engineers, and 25,0) blue jackets. Of these, 
100 line officers and 100 engineers are traini-g with the regular service, the 
line officers serving regularly on the larger ships for periois of one year. 

France has 468 reserve officers. her reserves were used to fill up the 
complements of all her ships, there would still be left 19,000 blue jackets as a 
reserve. 

Germany has 378 reserve officers and 75,000 reserve blue jackets. 

No figures for Russia are obtainable. 

The blue jackets in Italy's first and second reserves number 33,128. 

Japan has 1,480 line and engineer officers in her reserves, and in 1902 she 
had 2555 reserve blue jackets. 

Austria has 68 reserve officers of the line and engineers. One authority 
estimates her reserve of blue jackets at 20,000. A blue jacket, after an enlist- 
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ment of four years, goes into the first reserve for five years and then intothe 
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second reserve for another years. 
Number of officers and men of the principal naval powers, 


1,892 100, 13 
1. 46, 603 


774 | 3} 


— — ee eee p eee) a 
a These officers include the corps of surgeons, paymasters, and chaplains, 
Russia has no pay corps, the duties being performed by line officers. Russia, 
ir and Italy have no chaplains. 

The number for England includes, besides (42 midshipmen at sea, 612 
cadets (line and engineer). allowed for in the estimates of 144, 

o There are no exact equivalents for the warrant officers of England and 
the United States in other services; the numbers given for each service aro 
those of chief petty o@icers, whose position and duties place them as inter- 
mediate between commissioned officers and other enlisted men. 

d The blue jackets and marines for the United States are those in service 
722 ate 143; there are at present authorized by law 81,000 blue jackets and 
7.532 marines. 

e England and the United States are the only nations among those con- 
sidered which maintain a seperate establishment of soldiers (officers and 
mon) under a navy department. In 100 the French force of marine infantry 
and marine artillery was transferred to the war department for colonial 
service, Germany's marines are recruited from men shipped as landsmen 
umier ths navy department, but they are uniformed as soldiers and are com- 
manded by officers turned over from the army. Russia has a somewhat 
similar arrangement, army officers being detailed for duty at sea and to com- 
mand detachments of sailors ashore, 


SEA STRENGTH OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAL POWERS. 
Number and displacement of war ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacement. 


e Great Britain. 
Type. 


lads 
Armored eruisers . 
cruisers, first class (above 
COUN Sst) ne ee ceunt A 
Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 
( (( 
Other cruisers and scouts (above 
1,000 tons) 


96 576, 108 


f 
H0, of 755,757 tons. | 


8 | 19,965 
8| 9,445 


6 | 39,546 
19, 450 
50 (416,158 | 14 142,274 
78, of 558,482 tons. 


Battle ships, first class a 

Other battle ships and coast-defense 

ironclads = 
cruisers 


tons) 


Combined total = 


a Battle first c 
reco’ and are given a modern armament. 
+ Contract not yet awarded for two additional authorized. 


are of (about) 10,000 tons or more displacement, and are not more than 20 years old. (The few exceptions as to age have 


N. B.—Gunboats and other vessels of less than 1,000 tons are not given in the table, nor are transports, dispatch vessels, converted merchant yesselsor 


yachts, or obsolete cruisers. Vessels not begun are not included in the table. 


Number of torpedo vessels and submarines, built and building. 


1904. 
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Relative order of war-ship strength. 


At present. 


As would be the case were vessels building now completed. 


Nation. 


Tonnage. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, what we have to- 
day before us is a brief business bill of appropriations for the 
naval service for the coming fiscal year, carrying the sum of 
$96,338,034.94. The scope of the bill and its objects have been 
fully and clearly stated in the report of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs through its chairman [Mr. Foss] and in his opening ad- 
dress. 

With that recommendation and the able arguments by which 
it was supported I agree. } : 

Mr. Chairman, in the remarks that I shall submit upon this 
bill I do not propose to make a merely technical speech or one of 
detail, or even to discuss generally the history and value of our 
Navy to us in the past, or of an adequate navy to any state aspir- 
ing to a place among the nations. As a member of the Naval 
Committee I haye more than once presented this branch of the 
subject. There is hardly any occasion for it now. Public opin- 
ion, which was once much divided, is now practically unanimous 
for a navy which shall be effective for our wants and needs as a 
leading power of the globe, with large and extensive interests to 
defend. The increase and maintenance of the Navy is not a sec- 
tional question. The West is as much interested as the Atlantic 
sea 
Mr. Chairman, it seems that some sentiment is sought to be 
created against the steady growth of the Navy, it being urged 
that we a y have too many ships, too many men, too many 
guns; that the Navy is heavy, and that the money needed to 
enlarge it or to maintain it should be devoted’ to the improvement 
of our rivers and harbors, public buildings, etc. Sir, asa repre- 
sentative of one of the States bordering on the Gulf of Mexico, 
interested in the . of its waterways and seashore, I 
would not sacrifice the great commercial interests of that section 
for mere pride of power or the glory of possessing a great navy. 
I regard such work of improvement as second to none in its bene- 
fits to the people, to the farmers and producing classes, and to 
our commercial interests. ’ 

Commerce is the great adjunct of civilization, industry, and 

rogress, and our lakes, rivers, and harbors, provided by nature 
for its facilities, are arteries that may not be neglected in scien- 
tific improvements to meet the expanding needs of navigation; 
but all these and other requisites can be provided without en- 
croaching upon the means for national defense. 

The great Mississippi Valley can not permit the month of the 
Mississippi River, its natural outlet for commerce, to be blocked 
by a hostile fleet any more than by those natural obstructions to 
commerce which science is now removing. 

The denizens of the Atlantic and Pacific coasts are keenly alive 
to the protection of their cities and the development of trade to 
Australia, South America, the Orient, and, in truth, to all the 
world. Noris the question in any sense a party question. Since 
1883 both the political parties have been friendly to this policy, 
and all the Secretaries of each ee Age urged a liberal expendi- 
ture. I have a right to point to the energetic efforts, „and 
intelligence of Secretary Whitney and Secretary Herbert in this 
grand work. 

The Democratic party has been in all its history jealous of a 
large standing army, knowing that in other lands it had been often 
used by bad rulers to deprive the people of their rights and to 
commit them to bloody, msive, and ruinous wars; but it has 
had no such dread of the Navy. With our party the Navy has 
always been the favorite arm of national defense, and it will con- 
tinue to be so. Fortunately, in this country we do not need a 
large standing army. We have a large arms-bearing population, 
easily converted into good soldiers, and we have a large volunteer 
soldiery. We have more than one excellent military school be- 
sides West Point for the training of our officers. We haye no 
powerful or dangerous neighbor to guard against. We have 
peaceful relations with Great Britain, and I hope and believe they 
will continue to be friendly; but if it were unfortunately other- 
wise no invasion from Canada is even a possible pa 

Lean not forget, sir, that we have a population of near 80,000,000. 
It is rapidly increasing. Our lands are fertile and we have eve 
variety of production, There is probably no large area of tox 


tory in the world capable of sustaining so large a population as 
ours with general comfort and happiness. With this vast area ` 
of soil, and every year developing some new method of human 
sustenance and advancement, no man can fix a limit upon our 
growth. In agriculture we are easily the first of the nations. 
Our manufactures are already being shipped to every of the 
world; but this grand movement which has so seriously alarmed 
the industrial centers of Europe has barely begun. Our com- 
mercial marine, I admit, is not what it should be nor what it will 
be at no distant day. Other nations have grown in wealth and 
population, but we have outgrown them all in wealth. In popu- 
lation we are second, indeed, to Russia, but we are immeasurably 
superior to that country in wealth and resources. China has a 
vast population, but the great mass are paupers. She is notori- 
ously deficient in the arts of war and peace, has no capital, and 
can not now be regarded as a rival to any country. Neither her 
army nor her navy deserve any consideration. 

With a rapidly growing nation and a developing commerce 
with all the world, we 

NEED THE “OPEN DOOR” FOR OUR TRADE, 
as far as it is possible to have it, and we need also the ability to 
protect our commerce and our markets. How can we do this, or 
even attempt to do it, without a strong and efficient navy? 

This is not all. Let us rememter, sir, that we have a line of 
seacoast on the Atlantic, the Gulf, and the Pacific to defend which 
can not be less than six or eight thousand miles; it is far greater 
than that of any European nation. In addition to this we have 
Alaska to defend, both by sea and by land. Alaska does not re 
resent the new-fledged policy of greed and foreign conquest. We 
bought her from Russia many years ago, and she proves to have 
great resources. Then there is Hawaii, which we secured by 
agencies which some regard as more questionable, but it is an 
important ou on the Pacific, and that people have certainly 
been greatly blessed by our rule. I did not favor its annexation, 
but I do favor its defense, if necessary, 

CUBAN POLICY. 

I come now toa yet more vital point. I mean Cuba and the 
West Indies. I think it would be very unwise to annex Cuba, 
either as a State ora Territory, even if she came to us voluntarily. 
We have had trouble enough already with incongruous elements 
of 8 Let Cuba carve out her own destinies in peace. 
She a wonderfully fertile soil, and the proof is that in two 
years she recovered from the ravages of a long and desolating war 
and all her people are now employed. No laborer stands in need 
of work. But we have dislodged Spanish power. We have made 
Cuba free and independent, and we can not and will not permit 
any European government to establish dominion there. In order 
to make good our position there and properly guard our interests 
in respect to Cuba, we must maintain and develop our naval 
strength. The same is true in respect to Porto Rico. 

I think the truth of these observations can not be denied by any 
intelligent man; but there is another and a fixed policy of the 
United States handed down to us by our ancestors to which we 
have to look. Irefer to the well-known Monroe doctrine. Ido 
not need to recite its history to this House. The country is fa- 
miliar with it since the time it was formally announced by Presi- 
dent Monroe in the early days of tke last century. It was in 
substance, g5 Fe ae his message àt ee aoe we did 
not propose to disturb the possessions then held by the powers of 
Europe in North and South America, we would e an un- 
friendly and hostile act the attempt by any one or more of them 
to extend their dominions in this part of the globe. The republics 
of South America were especially in the visws of this announce- 
ment, for it was these countries that were supposed to be men- 
aced by the Holy Alliance. But Cuba, the West Indies, and Mexico 
were objects of even greater concern to us Cuba especially. 

There has never been a day that our people would have per- 
mitted Cuba to be held by any other power of Europe than Spain. 
Since that memorable declaration of President Monroe we have 
witnessed the unscrupulous partition of the vast continent of 
Africa by the powers of Europe and the occupation of large parts 
of Asia by this or that European power. 
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NO PARTITION OF CHINA. 

When it came to the proposed partition of China not long ago, 
we threw our influence against it, but I fear the scheme was ar- 
rested far more by the jealousies of the great powers than by our 
interposition. It is suspended for the present, and, I fear, for 
the present only. It is still a menace to China and our own inter- 
ests. 

I have said enough to show that, without adopting a policy of 
imperialism, colonies, and conquests, a strong navy for us is in- 
dispensable to guard our yaried interests and maintain our just 
rights all over the world. We have interests everywhere to de- 
fend and protect. [Applause.] 

In this cursory and imperfect review I have said nothing of the 
proposed isthmian canal. At an early day the construction of 
such a canal by the American Government will be commenced, 
to be paid for out of our own Treasury, to be under American 
sovereignty, and to be operated, managed, and guarded by us. 
Other nations are to share in its benefits, but itis to bean American 
canal, just as the Suez Canalis substantially and effectively a 
British canal. 

But how can we guard and 

PROTECT OUR CANAL 
if itisto be at the mercy of any one of three or four European 
powers which may happen to have a superior navy? We have, 
indeed, a treaty with Great Britain, which gives a reasonable as- 
surance in that quarter, but we have none bearing on this ques- 
tion with Germany, France, Russia, or Italy, to say nothing of 
Japan, Austria, and the South American powers. Yet it is pro- 
ae to expend $200,000,000 and more on this canal, which could 
destroyed in forty-eight hours by any country having a su- 
perior fleet to our own. I favor the canal, but I favor also a 

navy capable of defending it. [Applanse. 

Ne. haitat, it is unwise to regard the eoin itself as an in- 
centive to foreign wars or to an aggressive policy. On the con- 
trary, I regard a strong navy, built and armed on modern lines, 
as a measure of peace, 

I do not wish to see the commerce of this country or the shores 
of this country lying at the mercy of any one of half a dozen na- 
tions which may be superior to us in nayal power. I think that 
with an adequate naval force oned to our wealth, com- 
merce, foreign trade, and 8 3 ee de a 1 
apt to preserve peace with foreign ons than if by neglect or 

ortsightedness we suffer ourselves to fall behind in naval power. 

I applaud the excellent system of land fortifications upon which 
we entered a few years ago, but these forts are most valuable to 
us as an adjunct and base to our fleets and navy- yards. The ship 
at sea, or able to go there, is your true fortification. 

If we have a strong, efficient navy our forts will probably not 
have occasion to firea gun. The fleets of a foreign foe will not 
darkenourshores, Our commerce, both here and in remote quar- 
ters of the globe, will be protected. More than this, foreign na- 
tions, however unfriendly or jealous or hostile, will hesitate to 
assail us. They will not be provoked to war by the idea that it 
will be an easy job to inflict on usa great humiliation and injury. 
They will be careful to avoid offensive demands or an aggressive 


8 EXPANSION OF COMMERCE. 


We all know that a great expansion of our foreign commerce is 
going on all the time. We are exporting not only cotton, cereals, 
wheat, corn, flour, tobacco, naval stores, petroleum, coal, pig iron, 
copper, and all the products of our soil and mines, but also our 
manufactures of iron and steel, and many other articles. Weare 
boginning ing to compete with our manufactures in the markets of 
the world, and we are selling our manufactured goods in the very 
countries that for a century and more haye been supplying us 
with those very articles we now . With a commerce so 
rapidly 3 and already so vast, the necessity of a strong 
navy can not be denied. 

SEA POWER IMPORTANT. 


One of the ablest of modern writers on naval topics and history, 
Captain Mahan, has shown us the vast importance of sea power 
toa people. Sea power gave preeminence to Athens, Carthage, 
and Rome. Sea power more than any one cause enabled England 
to carry on her long struggle with Napoleon and eventually to tri- 
umph over the man of destiny. Sea power made our war with 
Mexico vastly easier by ~~ 75 ae tion of men, material, 
food, and every element of military supply. , 5 

Sen Sorat ba I have asserted, turned the scale in the civil war. 
Sea power placed China at the mercy of Japan a few years ago. 
Sea power—naval superiority—the victory of our naval forces at 
Santiago practically ended the late Spanish war. The Spanish 
navy was wiped out. Spain realized that she could not reen- 
force her army of occupation in Cuba by a man or a gun, and 
she knew that with the command of the sea the United States 
could send any number of men to Cuba that might become neces- 
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sary in order to surround and capture the Spanish forces. It was 
no longer an equal combat. This proud and gallant nation was 
forced to yield. And so it has been always. Sea power is the 
glory and security of a people. The nation that possesses it starts 
in a fight with a great and manifest advantage. 

I should much regret if anyone were to infer from what I have 
said that I favor a pe of war and conquest. I desire peace 
with all my heart. Lappreciate profoundly the miseries of war 
under any circumstances. War isa calamity, however just and 
necessary. The late Spanish war carried evils in its train which 
many are beginning to believe will far outweigh any possible 
benefits. Of these Ido not now care to speak, but there is one 
mischievous result to which I may advert as directly appropriate 
to the pending question. We engaged a power which did not 
have a third of our population or a tenth part of our wealth and 
resources, with an army brave enough, but badly fed, badly 
equipped, badly officered, and who were fighting over 3,000 miles 
away from their own soil. That army was bound to be overcome 
in the end, unless Spain conld maintain her command of the sea 
and supply it from time to time wech reenforcements of men, 

ood, arms, munitions, and all that is necessary to equip and keep 
up an army in war. Hence. in order to keep her hold on Cuba, 
Spain was compelled to send her fleet to the West Indies and put 
up the best fight she could. We did not have a large navy, but 
it was almost perfect in its way. 

It was 3 superior to that of Spain. Spain has not 
been à strong naval power for centuries. the early days her 
galleons were the easy prey of the English buccaneers and 5 d 
adventurers. The invincible Spanish armada,” p wit 
so much ostentation and expense to overwhelm England in the 
days of Queen Elizabeth, was easily baffled, defeated, and de- 
stroyed by one-third or one-half their number of British vessels 
m by men of our own stock and race. From that day to 
this Spain has not figured as a naval power. I do not mean to 
reflect 1 Spanish valor or character, but as a nation she has 
not exhibited naval aptitude like that of the northern nations of 
Europe. So when the Spanish war came on, Spain had a navy, 
it is true, but a navy on paper; brave and splendid heroes like 
Cervera and his associate captains, but it was no match for our 
few efficient and well-handled ships. 

The battles of Manila Bay and Santiago were very easy victo- 
ries. If you doubt this statement, look at the lists of the killed 
and wounded on each side, a few only on our side and thousands 
on the other. Com these suggestive figures with the naval 
battles of the war of 1812, such as the Constitution and Guerriere, 
the Chesapeake and the Shannon, and all the others of our his- 
tory, inclnding that battle which is painted on our walls, when 
Perry had to quit eee, ship to fight in another, or when 
John Paul Jones, by sheer endeavor and with his decks runnin 
with blood, upheld the glory of our arms till the enemy struc 
his . Itis needless to refer to the bloody battles of the Nile, 
the Baltic, or at ehh on tt days when a ship would lose half 
her crew and still fight on till victory ete endurance and 
valor and suffering. 

SPAIN A WEAK MARITIME POWER, 

Over this easy victory against Spain folly has gone wild, and 
many interpret it as a f that we are already a great naval 

wer and that the world is half afraid of us. For one I do not 

lieve it. This battle was not fought with a great maritime 
power, but with a very weak one, and we have no right to assume 
that a British, French, or a German ship is like a Spanish ship, 
and not equal to our own. The ships of Great Britain, Germany, 
and France have all the aids of modern naval science; they have 
officers of trained skill, high „with good crews, and if 
ever we should have to meet one of them it will be a very differ- 
ent combat from that at Santiago or Manila. Our officers and 
men will do all that we have a right to ask, but it will be no 
holiday task. 

CONSIDER OUR NAVAL STRENGTH. 

Mr. Chairman, it is important for us to consider, first, what is 
our naval strength to-day, and also that of the leading European 
powers. I say to-day, secondly, it is well to ask what are they 
doing in the way of an increase, and what are we doing? 

It would be trifling with a par question and with this House 
to speak on this point with a lack of candor. I shall not do so. 
The building of a navy or even of a single vessel of war is not a 
thing that can be hidden from the world. The effective strength 
of the navies of the great powers is a matter of publicity and 
notoriety. We know the present strength of England, Russia, 
France. and Germany. All these powers, save Russia, have to go 
before the legislative bodies to procure the means and authority 
to increase their armaments, just as our own Executive comes to 
Congress for the necessary supplies and authority. I venture the 
assertion that there is not a. government in Europe'that does not 
know exactly our strength and our weakness, how many fighting 
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battle ships we have, how many we are building, and how ee 
we will have to wait for theircompletion. Let us, therefore, loo 
the truth fairly in the face. 
APPENDIX. 
F. B. A th ttee 
[Data carefully eo op 2 Mr. F. B 9 e Commi on 


SHIPS AND MEN OF ALL NATIONS. 


{a Decanting 200 err aos o d renange porda igp aa bs gadeg 
not conside: as well as conve 7 vessels, or 
obsolete cruisers and battle ships over twenty years old, po a modernized 
with new armament. 

The relative order of war strength on the Ist day of February, 1904, was: 
ALS se a AS IR TL aR OTE LEE ALI LEIP BIN NOS EEE 


SSN A 
S288 


GREAT BRITAIN’S SHIPS. 


Great Britain has 50 first-class battle ships (10,000 tons or more each), with 
` n tonnage of 69.000, built, and is building 9, with tonnage of 142,000. Other 
battle and coast-defense ironclads number 6, t, with tonnage of 


49,900, 
Her armored cruisers built are 27, with tonnage of 262,800, while in the 
course of construction are 14, with tonnage of 166,000. Protected cruisers, 
first class (above 6,000 tons), number 21 built, tonnage 201,950. She is not 
building any protected cruisers. Protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 
6,000 i constitute the largest class ag iP eae tonnage of 235,880, and 
paang with 5 85 of 21,000. Great Britain’s other cruisers and scouts 
(above 000 tons) number 44 built, with tonnage of 96,510, while on the stocks 
she has ale tonnage of 21,610. 

Great Britain’s total ships built are 201, with tonnage of 1,516,040; building 
of 351,210. Her total strength, built and building, is 239 ships, 


lo- bont destroyers, 125; tor- 
90; submarines, 2; total, 224; building—to: o- boat d 

; subma 10; total, 31; combined totals, 255 to: vessels Mae ya ba 

GREAT DRITAIN’S NAVAL PROGRAMME 


rines built and building. 


es cruisers, 4 scouts of 2,900 tons each, and 10 
also reconstructing and rearming her armored 
late a date as 1890. 
KINDS OF SHIPS. 
„as displayed 
-class battle 


20 per cent pro 
and 


receiye the most of the appropriations for increase of the matériel. 
FRANCE'S SEA STRENGTH. 


onnage of 87 
a total of 14shipsand 179,649 tons 3 
rpedo v and su built are: Destroyers, 25; to: 0 
vines, 30, making 315 in all. She is 1 
boats, and 10 submarines, a total of 53 building and a grand total 


36s. 

The naval programme of France for 1904 consists of 1 armored cruiser, of 
of 885 tons each; 51 torpedo boats, and 16submarines. 

ships t ce has about the same percentage for each 

class as England, but in ships building 43 pe cent consistsof first-class battle 

ships and 57 per cent armored cruisers. France leads the world in number 

of torpedo vessels and submarines built and b : 


RUSSIA, 


Russia has built 17 first-class 5 of tonnage 201,129; 12 second-class 
battle ships, of tonnage 66,679; 8 arm: of 71,261; 6 first- 
class protected of — second-class protected cruisers, 
of tonnage 19,450, and 11 other c rs and scouts, of tonnage 18,003, making 
a N 125 ips and a tonnage of 416,153. 


g 
lass, of 19,965 tons; and 3 of 9,445 
a total of 14 ships building, with tonnage of 142.271. Her total 
and buil is 18 ships, o 432 tons. 

Russia's to: o craft built consists of 49 destroyers, 165 torpedo boats, 1 
submarine; and she is building 9 destroyers, ö torpedo boats, and no su 
marines, making a total of 229 built and 8 

Ruesia’s last programme consisted of two 16,500-ton battle ships, two 8,750- 
ton armored cruisers, and a number of torpedo boats. Russia appears to 
ar pol policy of panang battle ships and cruisers to the practical exclusion 

other types generally. 

Germany leads United States in shi DTA OnAIR con yb Roma S 
having lt 1 k tons; 16 second-class ba 5 
f 28,144 tons; 9 cruisers, secon 


class, of 
total of 73 ships of 387,814 woos built. She is building 6 first-class battle rn 


Germany is t to a plan ado in 1900, 
which provides for ships to be built by 1917, as follows: 88 battle ships, 14 


‘ 


large 88 small cruisers, of which there were in existence in 1900, 27 
battle ships, 12 large cruisers, 20 small cruisers. The la w provides for građu- 
ally replacing 17 battle ships, 30 large cruisors, and £9 cruisers with netr 
construction. 

Germany appropriated under this law for 1904, for 2 battle ships, larmored 
cruiser, 3 cruisers, 1 gunboat, and 6 high-sea torpedo boats. Germany has a 
consistent policy by which the battle predominates, and very little is ex- 

nded in Lens ipsincomparison. Germany alsoprovides fora gradual 
R — in personnel m an exact ratio to ships laid down, so that she can 
officer and man each ship when ready. 

UNITED STATES NAVY. 

The Navy consists of 11 first-class battle of 125,129 tons; 12 second-class 
battle ships and coast-defense ironclads of 47,945 tons; 2 armored cruisers of 
17,415 tons; 2 protected cruisers of 14.750 tons; 15 second-class protected cruisers 
of 56,393 tons, and 23 other cruisers of 32,773 tons; making a total of 65 ships 
and 294.405 tons built. 

The United States is building 

ruisers 


tons: manoga total building of 23 and tonnage of 321,870. Built and building 
the United States has 93 ships of 616,275 tons. 

United States torpedo boats and submarines consist of 16 destroyers, 30 
torpedo boats, and § submarines, 4 to: boats are being built, making a 
total of 53 torpedo boats built and bail 5 
Our nayal programme, as just recommended by the General Board and in- 
dorsed by Secretary Moody to the House Naval Committee, consists of I bat- 
tle ship, 1 armo; cruiser, 3 protected cruisers, 4 scouts, and 2 squadron 
colliers. 

Our policy in the as shown by ships built, indicates a percen’ of 
u per cent for battle ships, 18 per cent second-class battle ships and iron- 
s, 3 per cent armored cruisers, 3 66 
ed cruisers, second class, and & per cent scouts, ete. Weare buildin 
per cent battle ships, 29 per cent armored 10 per cent protec: 
18 per cent protected cruisers, second class, and 7 per cent scouts. 

The General Board recommendation in percentage means: 9 per cent battle 
ships, 9 per cent armored cruiser, 27 percent protected cruiser, d per cent 
protected cruiser, second class, and 13 per cent small craft. f 

This is a noteworthy reversal in the United States policy. It is evident 
that the United States does not follow Germany's great bat repel pe but 
Free. I, Japan, and Aumtria have di ships of ED BT tons, 47 of 20 W tons, 

3 „Japan. an ve 0 ns, 
and 27 of 1 e883 bons, respectively. 
COMPLETED NAVIES. 


Tf all vessels in navies were 8 the order would be, in tons: Great 
Britain, 1,867,250; France, 755.757; United States, 616,275; Russia, 558,422; Ger- 
many, 505,619; Italy, 329,257; J ar 253,681, and Austria, 149,833. 

TH United States is third in the world’s navies, considering ships built 
and building, and fifth in ships built. We are building at the present timo 
15 ships, with tonnage of 204,025 more than 3 and lt ships, with ton- 
than Russi has 36 battle shi posat 
w 


| Other 
Armored ed cruis-jed cruis-| cruis- Total. 
cruisers. ers, first ers, | 10 
| c scouts. 
59 6 41 60 52 239 
26 20 3B 19 18 110 
2 12 8 8 1¹ 73 
20 16 S 9 35 88 
2 12 10 19 25 93 
19 3 6 5 li 44 
6 8 8 13 17 47 
8 13 3 2 6 27 


The CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman desires to speak, the 
Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. ME of Louisiana. I yield thirty minutes to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it is popular to advocate 
a big navy. Its achievements are justly the source of pride and 
gratification for the American people. The traditional policy of 
the Government to rely u a sea force for defense rather than 
to maintain a large standing army, as well as the complete isola- 
tion of our territory from the great powers, have operated to de- 
velop a sentiment favorable to an increase of our naval force. 

The pending bill contains much for serious consideration. Ina 
time of profound peace it carries appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice which aggregate $96,333,038.94. For pay of the Navy and for 
the Marine Corps there is provided 823.734, 868. 28: on account of 
new construction, armor, and armament, $31,826.860; and the bal- 
ance is for repairs, the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, supplies, 


nding 


bill the expenditures will have ted at the end of the com- 
ing fiscal year $740,861,837.92. To complete vessels already au- 
thorized will require $50,891,699, and for the increase authorized 


by this bill $29,885,000 more; in all, $80,776,699. 
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These figures 7 some idea of the enormous expenditures re- 
quired for the Navy. From June 30, 1898, to June 30, 1905, pro- 
vided that the amount carried by this bill is expended, the ex- 

nditures for the Navy will aggregate $500,512,654.48. I have 
5 a statement showing the annu: . for the Navy 


for each year ending June 30, from 1890. This statement is pre- 


by the Treasury Department, In 1890 the appropriation 


Was $21,675,374.98. Increases have been made from year to year 
until the present appropriation of $96,338,038.94 is submitted for 
consideration. 

It is legitimate to inquire at this time, What is meant by a big 
navy? To what extent is our naval force to be increased? What 
od ject is in view, and what is to be accomplished by the additions 
contemplated? I realize, Mr. Chairman, that there may be some 
who will take this as an opportunity to charge me with that new 
form of disloyalty becoming so rife in the country. To suggest 
that there can be something better, to intimate that the admin- 
istration of public affairs may possibly be improved, or to inquire 
for reasons that prompt certain actions by the Executive, or by 
the dominant party, is looked upon in some quarters as disloy- 
alty—a sort of treason to the country, or, at all events, to the 
Administration. At the risk of having this charge made, I shall 
press the inquiry already suggested. 

It is not so long since it was usual to intimate that the new con- 
struction authorized each year for the Navy should be sufficient 
to keep the shipyards of the country busy. The unfortunate dis- 
closures in the recent investigation of the shipbuilding trust ef- 
fectively hushes that argument. Congress has not made a definite 
declaration of what would constitute an adequate sea force. I 
have been unable to find in the reports from the Navy Depart- 
ment any recommendation as to what the naval force should ulti- 
mately consist. Should not some consideration be given to that 
question now that the annual appropriation has reached the 
$100,000,000 mark? 

To whoever can read the signs of the times the programme of 
this Government is plain. Iam aware that official denial will be 

uickly forthcoming; nevertheless, I assert that the action of this 
vernment in its naval 8 is unmistakably to procure 
a naval force that will ex that of Germany. At present this 
country has eleven first-class battle ships of 125,129 tons, and is 
building eleven more of 166,700 tons; twelve other battle ships and 
coast-defense ironclads of 47,945 tons; two armored cruisers of 
17,415 tons, and in the course of construction eight of 111,800 
tons; two protected cruisers, first class (above 6,000), of 14,750, 
three building of 28,800 tons: fifteen protected cruisers, second 
class (3,000 to 6,000 tons), 56,393 tons; four building, 12,400 tons; 
twenty-three other cruisers and scouts (above 1,000), 32,773; two 
building, 2,170; or, when all the vessels now under construction 
are completed, the United States will have ninety-three of 616,275 
to 


ms, 

Germany has fourteen first-class battle ships of 152,581 tons; six 
building, 77,982 tons; sixteen other battle ships and coast-defense 
jronclads of 90,778 tons; three armored cruisers, 28,144; three 
building, 28,048; nine protected cruisers, second class (3,000 to 
6,000 tons), of 46,949 tons; thirty-one other cruisers and scouts 
(above 1,000 tons) of 69,427; four building of 11,715 tons; in all, 
when completed, eighty-six vessels of 505,619 tons. 

The celebrated 1900 naval programme of Germany calls for 
thirty-eight battle ships, fourteen large cruisers, and thirty-eight 

cruisers. At the time the programme was adopted she had 
twenty-seven battle ships, twelve large cruisers, twenty-seven 
small cruisers. The law then enacted provided for the gradual 
replacement by new construction of seventeen battle ships, ten 
large cruisers, and twenty-nine small cruisers. It is the opinion 
of naval experts who have analyzed this programme, however, 
that by the year 1917, up to which time the programme extends, 
Germany will then have a greater force than that laid down on 
paper. This will be due to the fact that the ships replaced will 
not be at all entirely obsolete, and to the further fact that addi- 
tional authorizations are expected from time to time, it now being 
understood that five additional battle ships will this year be 
authorized for foreign service. 

In a hearing before the Committee on Naval Affairs on the 4th 
of the present month Admiral Dewey, speaking of the proper size 
of our sea force, says that it should consist of forty-eight battle 
ships and half as many armored cruisers. This is the opinion of 
the general board which has been considering the scheme for 
three years. The Admiral in his statement uses this significant 
language: 

I think we ought to be a little ahead of any country that is likely to attack 


us. I think if we were to have forty-eight battle ships in twenty years they 
would let us alone. 


This statement, Mr. Chairman, confirms my assertion that our 
naval programme, so far as it has been formulated at all, is based 
m the theory that our naval force should be greater than that 

of Germany. And that apparently is the only consideration given 


any serious thought, for this programme will leave us still 
slightly behind France and somewhat ahead of Germany. 

If this country is to aim at such a nayy as the Admiral has in 
mind, should it not be given careful consideration at this time? 
Who is prepared to say that the policies of our Government, or 
even its necessities, require that at the end of twenty years this 
country shall have a navy poy ual in power to that now 

ssed by Great Britain? It means the expenditure of at least 

,000,000 additional for construction outside of the $80,776,699 

oe for the vessels under construction and authorized by this 
bill, and an enlisted force of at least 100,000 men. 

Great Britain has to-day fifty first-class battle ships and nine in 
the course of construction, with a total tonnage of 811,600 tons. 
She has twenty-seven armored cruisers and fourteen building, 
with a total tonnage of 428,800 tons. Her policy is easily under- 
stood, for it has been definitely admitted and pursued for many 
Hae It is her policy to have a navy equal to that of the com- 

ined navies of any other two powers that can possibly be arrayed 
against her. Yet last spring a protest was made in the House of 
Commons against the tremendous burdens that were being im- 
posed upon the people by reason of her enormous naval pro- 
gramme. From the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs it 
appears that France has reached the limit of her expenditures, 
yet there can be no decrease, but there must be, for various rea- 
sons, a continued increase in her naval expenditures. 

This country has undertaken a naval programme which, al- 
though never formulated by authority, yet is as definite as that 
of any other power. Is it fear that prevents a declaration by the 
naval authorities or by Congress that our Navy must ultimately 
be as great as that which Great Britain now has, with the conse- 

uent burdens upon the people? Is it fear that such a declara- 
tion would meet with instant disapproval by the country? What 
would be done with such a navy after it were built? I have 
searched carefully for some declaration on this subject. The in- 
formation obtainable is of the most meager character. On Janu- 
ay 25, 1904, the only statement on the subject which I have been 
able to find was made by Captain Pillsbury to the Naval Com- 
mittee. In reply to a question as to what he would do with forty- 
eight battle ships, and how that number was determined, he said: 

That isa t question. We are thinking we ought to have a squadron 
on the Pacific as well as on the Atlantic. Sixteen vessels of the battle-shi 
kind will form a fleet, and of course there will always be more or less vesse 
actually under repair all the time. By the time we get these forty-eight 
some of the first built will have gone into the reserve squadron; the Indiana 
and vessels of that class, for example, they would be in reserve. Thess forty- 
eight battle ships after construction would be in the first and second lines, 

This statement confirms my assertion that eventually our Navy 
will equal Great Britain’s present force. At present Great Brit- 
ain has fifty first-class battle ships of above 10.000 tons displace- 
ment and not more than twenty years old. Of these thirty-four 
are in commission, attached to mobile squadrons; four are in 
commission undergoing trials; twelve are out of commission un- 
dergoing repairs. 

Is it unreasonable, then, to ask more definite information than 
that now obtainable for our naval programme? It may be un- 
popular to raise a question as to the propriety of our naval ex- 
penditures; but to me it appears a matter of greatest moment, 
which should not be shirked because contrary to what is sup- 
posed to be a popular fancy. 

It is time to call a halt upon much talk of an inflammatory 
character that is heard throughout this land. Public officials are 
the chief offenders by loose, indefinite, and bombastic statements. 
The Naval Committee, in its report, is not entirely free from the 
disease. It says: 

If we judge el sentiment aright it is in favor of the continuance of 
u 


the policy of building up our Navy. we stop now, we would be left be- 
hind the leading countries of the world. 
licy of sacrificing the Ameri- 


The American people will not indorse the 
can Navy for internal improvements, nor is there any such necessity 


Foremost and aboye all must stand considerations of national defense, 
maintenance of our foreign policy, and protection of American citizens every- 
where. The American people are not willing to lessen their influence in 
hemisphere nor forsake their interests on the other. 

This language in no wise justifies the programme which has un- 
doubtedly been formulated by those whose opinions will continue 
to dominate the action of the committee. More significant is the 
language of another part of the report: 

The rapidly develo ing complications of the whole eastern situation de- 
mand that our Navy be made as effective as possible. 

Why? What have we to fear except the impetuosity of our 
present Executive? The Secretary of the Navy, in a speech before 
the New England Rubber Club on February 17, 1904, said: 


We are at peace with allcountries; we wish to continue, and will continue 
in that happy relation if honest diplomacy and just regard for the rights of 
every nation will maintain peace, but we must provide a Navy, so as to pro- 
vide for war. If we are strong enough to enforce the Monroe doctrine, we 
shall never have to do it. 


This is another of those newly discovered doctrines which sound 
strangely to the American people. It is quite recent in its origin, 
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It smacks liar to hear it asserted, as it was recently in this 
House by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. BEDE], that the 
Monroe doctrine is as big as the American Navy, and no bigger.” 
Such was not the theory upon which a Democratic Administration 
roceeded. President Cleveland would never have written his 
universally praised Venezuelan message, which compelled Great 
Britain, the greatest naval power in the world, to accede to the 
wishes of our people in the Venezuelan controversy if he had 
stopped to measure the relative strength of the navies of the two 
countries. There is a greater power than mere brute force. It 
influences the actions of nations as well as of individuals. Jus- 
tice and right have not been entirely eliminated from the codes 
that regulate nations in their dealings with one another. The 
safety of a nation, no more than of the individual, is not assured 
because it swaggers about as a veritable perambulating arsenal. 
Mr. Moody, in his speech just referred to, strikes the dominant 
note of the advocates of a great navy when he says: 


This isa great country and can afford a great Navy, and the world must 
know that — are at ail nee ready for war. x 


This isa great country, Mr. Chairman. It can afford to pay | 1891 


for a great navy. It can not afford tobe the swashbuckler of the 
nations. It can not afford to have a great navy merely because 
other nations have them. It must have whatever naval force is 
needed for the defense of the country, without consideration of 
what might be useful in wars of aggrandizement and of conquest. 
Is our power and influence among the nations of the world to de- 
pend merely upon and to be coterminous with our naval force? 
Admit that, and what excuse shall there be to omit to provide an 
army the like of which the world has never seen? It follows log- 
ically that the effectiveness of the Navy would be greatly en- 
hanced by immense armies to follow up its work. 

There is a poring one of unrest in this country, There is 
an almost universal belief even among its friends that the present 
Administration is dominated by an unsafe man. In all sections 
of the country the conviction, rightly or wrongly, is firm that the 
present occupant of the White House is apt to involve us in war 
with some other nation. The same belief been had with re- 

t to the head of another great nation; which may account for 

e fact that at a dinner on Lincoln’s birthday, at Grand Rapids, 
Mich., the highest compliment that Baron Von Sternburg, the 
German ambassador, thought he could pay to President Roose- 
velt was to declare that he very greatly resembled the Emperor 
of Germany. > 

If the prevailing belief is justified, and if the President is to be 
given four years of power in his own right, now that the great 
representative of the conservative forces in the Republican party, 
the late respected and beloved Senator from Ohio, Mr. Hanna, is 

me to his reward, it may be wise for us to outdo even Great 

itain in our naval programme. Is it the part of wisdom to en- 
courage an unsafe and impetuous and adventure-loving Executive 
by loose talk and with big appropriations? Should he not be 
made to feel that the sentiment of this country is for peace, not 
for strife? It always has been so, and it always should be. 

Since the Spanish-American war, it is true, the le seem to 
have been carried away with the glamour of military achieve- 
ments. The spirit of the man on horseback,” for so many years 
so sore an affliction to the people of France, a tly s un- 
restrained throughout the land. A wdly conducted move- 
ment was initiated about two years ago to cultivate a public senti- 
ment in favor of a mighty navy. Many prominent men whose 
business interests were closely identified with the shipbuilding 
industries then banded together for the avowed purpose of popu- 
larizing vast expenditures for the naval service. So stupendous 
have the expenditures for the naval and military establishments 
become that important and needed public improvements have 
been indefinitely deferred. 

With significant frequency it is asked: Is it wise that we should 
emulate the overburdened and sorely tried nations of the Old 
World with lavish and unnecessary expenditures? Germany, 
France, Russia, and Italy, great camps of armed men, are impov- 
erished by their enormous mili and naval establishments; and 
yet they continue to heap heavy burdens upon their people in a 
vain effort tooutdo one another in their naval programmes. There 
is no logic in the statement or in the belief that it is n 
for us to keep abreast of Germany’s naval force. Why shoul 
this country enter the mad scramble to be equi for universal 
war? There is no nation so rash to seek conflict with us. Are 


we to have a great navy merely to furnish summer holidays that 
high officials may play at war? Or is this nation to become the 
braggart, cowering and unjustly coercing the weak and defiantly 
taunting the strong from conflict? 

Such is not the mission of this Republic. Since its establish- 
ment it has been the asylum of the oppressed, the downtrodden, 
and of the persecuted; it has been an inspiration for the unfortu- 


nate of every clime; it has been the protector of the weak, shield- 


ing them from the cupidity of stronger nations whenever inter- 
ference was justifiable. Brave men freely shed their blood that 
there might be established here a government that would be a 
beacon of liberty, whose rays would penetrate the darkest and 
gloomiest corners of the universe and bring hope and good cheer 
to those made despondent by the tyrant’s rule. vast domain 
shelters countless thousands made happy and prosperous in this 
land of plenty because of the beneficent character of its institu- 
tions. Our way is the way of peace. In our path should be 
scattered the blessings of a government of free men, Our flag 
should not carry terror with it, nor be received with maledic- 
tions. It should be emblematic of liberty, of security, and of 
peace for all men. [Loud applause.] 


APPENDIX. 
Annual a riations made by Congress for the Navy, for each year end- 
ing June 90, from 1890 to 1903, as prepared by the Treasury Department: 
$21, 675,374.98 | 1900_................----. $48, 099, 969. 58 
23, 136,085.53 | 1901.. ---- 61,140,916. 67 
81,541, 645.78 | 1902. - 78,101, 791.00 
23, 513, 266. 65 = 78,856, 863. 13 
2. 104,061.33 | 1904 81, 876, 701. 43 
25, 366, 826. 72 
29,416, 077.31 96, 338, 038. 94 
200 24.15 740, 861, 837. 92 
56, 088, 783. 68 à 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, Iyield to the gentleman from North 
9 GuDGER]. 

Mr. GUDGER. Mr. Chairman, for the last half century the 
jaboring people of this nation have toiled and struggled under the 

urden of heavy taxes, direct or indirect, and the result of this 
is that millions of dollars have been and are now stored in the 
National Treasury. This money is to be spons for defraying the 
current expenses of the Government or for appropriations for 
public purposes. These appropriations cover a wide of ob- 
jects, but there is one, however, which always carries millions of 
dollars—it is for rivers and harbors, to improve the waterways of 
this country. Hand in hand with this should be a like appropria- 
tion for the sre hgh tse of the public highways of this country, 
and to-day, in the name of the farmers of western North Carolina, 
in the name of the farmers of this Union, I ask and urge that an 
annual appropriation be made to assist in opening up and build- 
ing public highways for the use and benefit of the agricultural 
and every other class of our population. 

I have the honor of representing one of the most, if not the 
most, beautiful and picturesque mountain districts in the whole 
country. Our streams burst from the mountain glens and trickle 
into the sylvan valleys; they unite and, finally, form the Swanan- 
noa, French Broad, Tuckaseegee, Hiawassee, and other rivers, but 
none of these have been we by an appropriation from the 
National Government; in fact, any effort would subtract from 
the handiwork of nature. Mine is an inland district where moun- 
tains lift their gigantic heads to such altitude that from Mitchells 
Peak and Pisgah’s dome a view may be had of four different States. 

My people are an agricultural pas They belong to that 
class who have ever borne their burden of taxation without a 
murmur. They have witnessed the appropriation of the money 
paid by them as taxes for any purpose that a majority in this Con- 
ge might decide to appropriate the same for, and never yet 

ve they protested. My district has been a political as well as 
a geographic part of this country since the days of the thirteen 
original colonies. Her quota of men in arms were at Kings 
Mountain, Cowpens, New Orleans, and in Mexico. During the 
civil war she had more men under Lee, Jackson, Johnson, and 
Pettigrew than she had voters. In every great crisig of our coun- 
try’s history she has bled for the right, as God gave her light to 


During all this time my district has not had, as I now recall, 
one single dollar as an appropriation for any public purpose, ex- 
cept one small item for erecting a Federal court and post-office 
building at Asheville, N. C., and this same building is now in 
need of repairs, and I am asking of the present Congress an ap- 
8 to cover the expense of same. 

. Chairman, I repeat that in the name of 30,000 farmers of 
western North Carolina I urge and request the appropriation of 
funds to aid in the construction of public highways, the most 
pressing need of the farmers of this country. 

The farming class, composing as they do one-third of our citi- 
og! and the product of whose labor annually represents more 
than the combi coal and iron industries, have fought the bat- 
tles of life heroically under adverse conditions, and have at all 
times been the protecting wall of this nation. 

At present we have under consideration the vast appropriation 
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of our Government for opening up the isthmian canal. This will 
unite the two great oceans, opening up a waterway which will so 
develop our resources that we will rank first in commercial im- 

rtance among the nations of the world. This gigantic scheme 
is estimated to cost $500,000,000, money to be spent in a tropical 
country, which will benefit us but little except in the commercial 
results obtained. This canal, when completed, will open up a 
tidal wave of trade in the South that will, in my judgment, change 
the business centers of this nation. 

Admitting the urgent necessity of this canal and the expediency 
of its early completion, still an equal sum of money if spent upon 
the public roads of this country would give to each county or 
parish in the United States at least 50 miles of macadam road, 
and this money so expended would pass through the channels of 
trade, benefiting the class who have paid more money and received 
less in return than any other class of our citizenship, and would 
ultimately return to our Treasury. If the wish of the substan- 
tial farmer could be realized and a first-class macadam road could 
be built from each county seat in four different directions—east, 
west, north, and south—the effect would be magical and a new 
world of industry, energy, and internal development would be 
opened up to the tiller of the soil. 

The total sum for transportation of farm products, lumber, etc., 
to the railroads is $1,000,000,000 annually. A careful investiga- 
tion discloses the fact that the average cost of transporting a ton 
over a mile of ordinary country road is 25 cents, while a consery- 
ative estimate shows that over a good macadam road the cost is 
but 10 cents per ton, thus saving to the farmer $600,000.000 an- 
nually. This enormous saving would amply repay the appropri- 
ations made by the Government. This estimate is upon 
the idea of a complete system of roadways all over the United 
States. Congress has recently appropriated to the St. Louis ex- 

sition nearly $10,000,000; for rivers and harbors there has 
Foca expended more than $500,000,000, and the appropriation at 
this session of Congress will in all probability be something like 
$60,000,000. While these appropriations are greatly needed and 
have combined to make this country the leading commercial na- 
tion of the world, it is now an opportune time to begin a system 
of road building by national aid that will make us the greatest 
agricultural nation of the world. : 

The surplus in the National Treasury is more than $225,000,000, 

money which has been collected from the people of the United 
States, and which should be turned back into the channels of 
trade by making needed improvements rather than have this 
enormous sum of money idle in the Treasury or used by rich bank- 
ing corporations without their paying any interest to the Govern- 
ment. The banks now have of this surplus sum $140,000,000. 

No farmer ever objects to the payment of taxes when he gets 
value received; but conditions are such that it matters not who 
much tax he pays he can not build these roads without assistance 
from the National Government. This building of highways is no 
fanciful scheme, it is no speculation, it is no dream, but it is a 
substantial necessity. It is impossible to estimate the advantages 
of good roads; it makes distances unimportant; it enables the 
farmers to market their pono at a minimum cost, thus doing 
for them what we have done for every other class of our citizen- 
ship, and preventing the exodus of our best young men from the 
farms to seek aclerkship in a city and dwarf the greatest vocation 
open to development, for we should remember that the farmer 
is the man that feeds them all.” Good roads are an educational 
as well as a commercial necessity. Count the weary miles of 
muddy roads that the farm boy and girl may walk to reach the 
rural schoolhouse and compare this with the few blocks of paved 
streets that the city boy and girl walk to reach the magnificent 

ed school system, and remember that a mile of macadam road 

in the country will make this trip to the schoolhouse a pleasure; 

it will make the farmer’s load to market lighter: it will lift 

him out of the mud and mire. It will do for him what the 

pa Jefferson inaugurated in the beginning of our country’s 
istory. 

The public highways do not belong to the farmer; they are the 
property of the public and are by the pleasure seeker, the 
rich, the poor, the producer, and the nonproducer alike, and yet 
the farmer has had and still has the burden of building and keep- 
ing them in repair, This is wrong, and there should be no dis- 
crimination, but every citizen, through the Government, should 
aid in building the public roads, and the burden should not longer 
be borne by the farmer alone. 

It is useless to contend that actual progress will ever be made 
in the building and maintenance of a permanent extended system 
of macadam roads without the aid of the National Government. 
True, it may in some States be done, but in others it can not. 
The farmers of this country, with their present burden of direct 
and indirect taxation, are unable to bear this expense, and I am 
forced to believe that if a great national system is organized by 


which from fifty to one hundred and fifty millions of dollars 
would annuall available for road purposes for ten years the 
construction of good roads will have reached that point where the 
income from the increased price in farm lands and the saving ex- 
pense in marketing farm products will enable the farmer to carry 
this work to completion. 

The city resident has his mails delivered at his door many times 
a day, but the farmer in most cases must travel miles to get his 
mail even once a day and in some cases thrice a week, This un- 
equal advantage is caused by the inability to have a network of 
rural mail routes as the direct result of bad roads. 

We have entered the threshold of a new century and should 
create not only for ourselves but millions yet unborn a system of 

ublic highways to be left as a heritage for the whole people. 

e now have an opportunity to assist the producer, the man who 
lives by the sweat of his brow, by giving him a well-regulated 
system of good roads, and this can only be done by national aid. 

This proposition is a practical and not a theoretical one. Money 

spent to improve the public roads of this country will benefit 

more A stars and promote internal development in a greater meas- 

ure n for any other purpose. Education, civilization, and . 
progress go hand in hand with good roads, and it is our plain duty 

to build them. 

We have reached a point in our national history when under 
the present system of taxation millions of dollars will lie idle in 
the Treasury or be used free of charge by gigantic banking cor- 
porations or be expended for the benefit of those who paid the 
major portion of the same into the Treasury. In reviewing the 
history of large appropriations of money for various purposes, 
aggregating millions, we find that more than 60 per cent of it is 
contributed by the farmers of the United States; yet less than 10 

r ane of it goes back into improvements designed for their 

nefit. 

Of our export trade of $1,400,000,000 the farmers of the country 
furnish nine hundred millions; in fact, the farmers form the bone 
and sinew of ourcountry; they arethe producers of the wealth of 
the nation and are entitled to recognition. 

In all the bloody conflicts, both domestic and foreign, in which 
our people have engaged, the farmers have stood in the forefront 
of the firing line; they have responded at all times to their coun- 
try’s call, and have demonstrated their courage and patriotism on 
every battlefield, when to the battlefield was but to the grave; and 
it is the duty of this Congress to look upon this measure with fa- 
vor, and by the inauguration of this system mark this as an epoch 
in the history of this country unparalleled in the development of 
industrial resources. ; 

Large sums of nonoy are constantly being raised and used for 
public purposes, and I do not wish to be understood as opposed to 
appropriations for rivers and harbors and other beneficial improve- 
ments which will promote progress and prosperity, but I intend 
to agitate the principal aid for roads and the just recognition of 
the farmers of this land alongside of and four square with any 
other appropriation for a public purpose. 

The amount asked for of $24,000,000, in my humble judgment, 
is insufficient as compared with the important work mapped out 
to be performed. Instead of $24,000,000 annually, as provided for 
in the various bills now pending before Congress, we ought to 
make it $50,000,000. This amount of money may seem extravagant, 
but when compared with appropriations of the last decade it sinks 
into insignificance. 

The prime object of all legislation along this line and the reason 
for public appropriations are to aid the greatest number of people, 
thereby doing the most good, and it must be conceded that this 
proposition will give relief to more people than the same amount 
of money appropriated for any other public purpose. The build- 
ing of hundreds of miles of first-class roads in gach of the States 
of this Union would enhance the value of real estate, would en- 
able the farmer to market his surplus with but little expense, and 
prove a blessing as well to the agricultural life. It would be a 
just recognition of those who have had so little in the past and 
yet have contributed their all to our nation’s greatness, and I trust 
and believe that this all-important question will receive that con- 
sideration that its importance demands. We can have, we will 
have, we must have, better highways by national aid. 

The intelligence, advancement, and prosperity of our country 
is demonstrated by the typical commodious country farmhouses, 
the rural school buildings, and the neat and magnificent churches 
found in every section of our land, evidences of a great Christian 
nation. It is left for this generation to inaugurate a system of 
road building by national aid that will ring around the world as 
the one 1 work to make this the greatest country on the 
face of the globe“ man’s paradise.” [Prolonged applause.] 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I now yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, on December 14 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2081 


last I addressed the honorable Committee of the Whole House on 
my bill (H. R. 4482) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of tobacco 
wers of the United States.” I demonstrated then that our 
bacco laws were so vexatious in their operation on the tobacco 
grower and those who purchased his leaf tobacco, and the right 
of a tobacco grower to stem and twist his own growth for sale or 
gift and to sell his e that the grower was abandoning 
this industry to avoid bankruptcy, which means that if the pres- 
ent laws remain intact millions of revenue will be lost to the Gov. 
ernment. 

Tf the relief which we ask is given to the tobacco growers and 
any person who deals or wants to deal in leaf tobacco, the tobacco 
growers’ prosperity will be restored and the revenues remain in 
status quo, or practically so. 

I have read some history and law, and studied both, but I say 
to 7 candidly that of all of the laws regulating the agriculturist 
and the products of the farm none are so oppressive, obnoxious, 
and vexatious to the farmer as those which control the tobacco 
grower and his tobacco crop, both in his hands and the hands of 
his purchaser. Indeed, gentlemen, they are brutal. This word 
appears inapt, but I use that word because it gives you the prac- 
tical operation and effect of these laws in a word. 

I shall discuss these laws. The bankrupt condition of the to- 
bacco grower being confessed and undisputed, I shall show the 
laws and poe lurking behind them are destroying this great 
interest. shall shock you gentlemen, I am sure, when I read 
these laws to you and demonstrate their practical operation, unless 
you have done as I have, dug down through forty years of inter- 
nal-revenue legislation and familiarized yourselves with this, the 
most complex portion of our jurisprudence. 

From 1816 to July 1, 1862, we had no internal-revenue laws, the 
revenue report of 1897 informs us. Our present system of to- 
bacco laws is based upon the parent act, July 1, 1862, which was 
repealed by the act of June 20. 1868, but portions of the latter act 
are still the law. All these acts were war measures of forty years 
ago. They were intended to be temporary.“ They have be- 
come permanent, while recent amendatory enactments are destroy- 
ing our tobacco-growing industry. 

On March 28, 1862, the committee reported to the House a bill 
proposing a tax of 3 cents per pound, as follows: 


On tobacco, leaf or stem, unmanufactured, 3 cents per pound: Provided, 
That the ot ba a of this duty shall not exempt tobacco from a further duty 
when manufactured. (Globe, 2d sess. Sth Cong., part 2, p. 1439, column 2.) 


This clause was stricken out by order of the committee which 
reported it. 

Both the Committee of Ways and Means reporting this clause 
and the House refused to tax the farmer’s leaf. They refused to 
tax his leaf and stemmed tobacco, and they called, as this clause 
reads, both leaf and stem unmanufactured“ tobacco and as ex- 
empt from additional tax until manufactured.“ The nt 
law declares stemmed tobacco manufactured“ in the hands of 
the grower if he sells or gives it away. It is manufactured! in 
the hands of all other parties when they sell to consumers. Leaf 
tobacco is manufactured when thus sold under the present law 
if sold by anyone except the man who growsit. I Will explain this 
more fully later. e 

Mr. Horton, in reporting the clause,“ March 28, 1862, just al- 
Saget explained why Congress should not tax the leaf or stem. 

e said: 

I moye'to strike ont the whole of that paragraph, and I wish to state the 
reason for it. We found, Mr. Chairman. after a great deal of deliberation, 
and after taking the sense of the committee and the sense of the various in- 
terests in the country, that it would be better to levy all the tax on tobacco 
which we levy at all upon the manufactured article. All the taxes in this 


» bill were levied upon the manufactured article, with the exception contained 
in this para; 


h. 

The Tonnato have directed me to move to strike out this clause, think- 
ing that thereby we will getas much revenue 3 the tax upon the 
manufactured article. I hope that all the gentlemen who vote for striking 
this out will vote for putting the additional tax in the next boy ial a Epe 
cially not excepting my colleague from the Monroe district Nr. orris]. 

This clause was stricken out and the tax increased from 5 to 
10 cents upon manufactured“ tobacco, treated in the next 
clause of the bill. 

I will read that clause: 

On tobacco, cavendish, plug, twist, fine cut, and manufactured of all de- 
8 not including snuff, cigars, or prepared smoking tobacco, 5 cents 
per pound. ` 


The debate continued as follows: 
MP oe Horton. I move to amend that clause by inserting ten“ in place of 
ve.“ 


The amendment was adopted. 1 
When Congress, to prosecute a war, was framing a tariff bill, 
it refused to tax the farmer’s leaf or his stemmed tobacco. Forty 


years thereafter, in time of peace, the farmer's own raising in the 
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leaf he can sell free of tax, but his purchaser, selling to a con- 


sumer, must pay a tax on that na leaf, and the grower must 
pay a tax if he twists or stems his tobacco for sale or gift. 


TAX ON HAND TWIST. 


Congress levied a tax of 30 cents per pound on hand-twisted ” 
tobacco on March 3, 1865, to July 3, 1866 (but repealed the law 
within sixteen months). During this time, a year and four 


months, the revenue this law produced amounted to— 


Aggregate number of pounds taxed were 46,850. (See Internal 
Revenue Report, 1897, Table G, p. 395 Appendix, and Ex. Docs. 
Nos. 55 and 56, 2d sess. 39th Cong., p. 330, and Ex. Docs. Nos. 5 
and 6, 2d sess. 40th Cong., pp. 86 to 97 and 337.) 


TAX ON HAND TWIST, ETC., AND FINE CUT, 


From July 13, 1866, to July 20, 1868 (twenty months), Congress 
levied a tax of 24 cents per pound on hand twist, etc., and fine 
cut.“ The whole tax for the twenty months amounted to 
$520,451.69. For the year 1867 it was only $231,780.38. Aggre- 
gate number of pounds (taxed, of course), 1,734,839. This is veri- 
fied by the authorities just cited. 

When “hand twist” was taxed separate and alone, as in 1865 
and 1866, the revenue therefrom was a mere song—$14,055—and 
even when hand twist, etc., and fine cut’’ (combined) are taxed 
for twenty months at 24 cents per pound the tax is only $520.451. 

These rates were 30 cents and 24cents per pound. Thè rate un- 
der the present law, if the farmer stems or twists his tobacco for 
sale, is 6 cents, or one-fifth and one-fourth, respectively, of the 
rates of 1865 and 1866 and 1866 to 1868. 

The tax on manufactured tobacco, whether done by hand or 
machine, is 6 cents per pound. We want the farmer given the 
right to “hand” twist, free of tax license and limitations, his 
own growth of leaf tobacco. 

If when Congress in 1865 taxed ‘‘hand twist“ at 30 cents per 

und and received only $7,802 tax, surely but little revenue will 
be diverted from the Treasury if the grower is allowed to hand 
twist his own growth for gift or sale when the tax is 6 cents. 
In 1865 at 6 cents tax per pound the revenues would have amounted 
to a little over $1,300. 

We want the grower to be allowed to“ hand stem his own 
growth free of tax or limitation. He is required now to pay a tax 
of 6 cents per pound if he stems to sellor giveaway. The grower 
can stem or twist his own growth free of tax for his own personal 
use. He can not give it away to his son, his wife, his daughter, 
his son-in-law, to the church, or charity without paying a tax of 
6 cents, 

COST OF PRODUCTION. 

In Tennessee and Kentucky dark-tobacco districts it cost last 
year 6 cents per pound to raise tobacco, and it is selling, when 
sold at all, to-day in Robertson County, Tenn., at 34 cents per 
pound on an average. 

MANUFACTURING—WHAT J8. 


Under the present law, if the grower changes the natural con- 
dition ” of his own growth and raising of tobacco, by hand or ma- 
chine, for gift or sale, he must pay a tax of 6 cents per pound. 
(The change wrought by curing, of course, is not manufacturing. 
This, mind you, is the law, if the grower manipulates even his 
own growth. He is not allowed to buy other growers’ tobacco 
without qualifying as a dealer or manufacturer. 

There is nosuch thing as free tradein leaf tobacco. Thereisfree 
trade in corn, wheat, and other agricultural products, We want 
leaf tobacco in any and all persons’ hands untaxed, unrestricted— 
free trade, in other words, in leaf tobacco in the hands of anyone, 
As it is, all persons except the grower with his own crop must pay a 
tax of 6 cents per pound to sell to consumers. But little, if any, 
leaf tobacco is thus sold. Leaf tobaccoisconsumed mostly by the 
manufacturer and in exporting. 

As there is little or no leaf tobacco sold to consumers by non- 
producers. but little reyenue, if any. would be diverted from the 
Treasury if the nonproducer were allowed to sell the leaf to con- 
sumers. This is one limitation we want removed. The other 
limitation is, we want the grower and all other persons to be al- 
lowed to sell and deal in leaf tobacco, the tax to be placed entirely 
on the manufactured product, 

GROWER MUST DELIVER IN PERSON. 

The grower can sell to anybody his own growth and raising 
without any limitations whatever, except he is required to de- 
liver his own growth and raising to his purchaser. He can not 
delegate this a ‘‘ privilege.” His son, his wife, his daughter, or 
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his son-in-law can not deliver for him. His 
licit” sales for the grower. If the grower employs a registered 


nt can only so- 


dealer ” as his agent, such agent can only sell to three classes, to 
wit, other leaf dealers, manufacturers, and exporters, while the 
grower can sell to anybody anywhere. In other words, he can’t 
employ an agent to do what he (the grower) can do. Think of 
that,gentlemen! The grower must deliver in person. His ancient 
common-law right to act by and through his agent as fully as if 
he were present and acting in person is destroyed. That is what 
T call a savage, brutal law. Requiring him to deliver in person 
is another. 15 the grower is blind, deaf, dumb, without legs and 
arms, is insane, an invalid, or feeble from old age, which will 
overtake all of us, no matter, he must deliver in person directly 
to the purchaser. ; 

Mr. FLOOD. Leaf tobacco? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; leaf tobacco of his own 
growth and raising at that. Hemust deliver it himself “directly 
to the purchaser.” Gentlemen, every proposition of law that I 
have stated, or shall state hereafter, is borne out by the law itself, 
which I have here on my desk, and numerous opinions delivered 
by our 3 and able Commissioner of Internal 
1 . Yerkes, and his assistants in construing these 
aws. 

The ordinary agent can solicit ‘sales’ for the grower. 
must be 5 asalary. He can not be employed on commission“ 
even. The registered dealer acting as agent must be paid “a 
commission.“ but even he can only sell to the three classes I have 
named—dealer, manufacturer, and exporter. 


GROWING CROP TAXED IF RESOLD. 


If the grower sells his crop in the stalk, growing in the ground, 
to another person, that person must pay a tax of 6 cents per pound 
if he sells to consumers! That is the law laid down by Congress 


and thus construed by Commissioner Yerkes. Six cents per | 48¢ 


pound tax on the growing stalk, the growing leaf! The tax it- 
self is prohibitory. The law is prohibitory. Why? Can you 
weigh growing stalks of tobacco by the pound? Whoever heard 
of such a proposition? But it's the law. Here is what Commis- 
sioner Yerkes wrote April 7, 1902, to C. F. Werndon, Wingold, 
Ky. (Treasury Decision 497): 


The office has decided that where a grower of tobacco sells his crop before 
it is severed from the land, to another person, the purchaser s not be 
privileged to resell the tobacco to consumers without payment of a tax. 


Reading these laws, gentlemen, clearly convinces me that it was 
the intention of somebody somewhere to hobble the tobacco 
grower and turn him over to the manufacturer, the dealer, and 
the exporter, The American tobacco trust and the Regie contract 
people have formed a tobacco trust in Europe and are operating 
within the United States, Under these laws they are able to con- 
trol and do control the personal liberty of the grower and the 
price of his tobacco. They dictate the price. The law dictates 
the way the leaf shall be sold and to whom sold. It practically 
forces the grower to submit at any price, like a whipped slave. 
The grower's freedom of action is destroyed. The purchaser of 
his leaf is practically dictated by the law, and that purchaser 
is the tobacco trust lurking behind the wall these laws have 
built. 

Did you ever hear of a law that was calculated to hobble any 
class of workmen or laborers that more completely succeeded than 
this? The grower and his agent of both kind tre restricted. Un- 
der no circumstances can the ordinary agent deliver. He simply 
solicits. The dealer“ as agent can sell to only three classes. 
The grower must deliver directly to the purchaser, however aged 
he is. The son, however filial, is denied the privilege of deliver- 
ing or waiting on his old blind father or crippled mother or his 
infant sister or brother, growers of tobacco. 

A few days ago, in y to my letter, the Acting Commissioner, 
Wilson, wrote me as follows: 


The farmer and grower is unrestricted in the sale or other tion of 
tobacco in its natural condition of his own wth and raising. privi- 
lege, however, is a personal one and can not be delegated by the farmer toan 
agent or person to sell and deliver the tobacco for him. An agent may 
find the customer and take orders for sale of the tobacco, but the farmer 
must make the delivery. (See Treasury Decision No 497, dated April 7, 1902, 
a copy of which was furnished you in a letter addressed to youon the 3d in- 
stant.) 


I will here stop to read the opinion, No. 497, of issioner 
Yerkes to Mr. Herndon, already alluded to, and make my com- 
‘ment general as I proceed. 
Here is the law: ‘ 
TREASURY DEP. 


OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, D. C., April 7, 1903. 


your letter dated the 2d instant you present several questions con- 
e tobacco or 


Stn: In 
cerning the sale of leaf tobacco by and for farmers who raise 


ormed that a farmer or grower of tobacco may sell 
or creer LHe which he receives from his 
without r as to the . 8 tho 

v 4 


red ther person the puree. woul 

privileged to resell the tobacco to consumers without payment of the tax. 

A farmer or poe tobacco may place his tobacco in the hands of a 

eee dealer in leaf tobacco to be sold by him on commission, and such 

ealer must sell the tobacco only to other qualified leaf dealersor 8 55 ualified 

man res oe ae or cigars, or to persons who buy leaf in 
‘or 


pure’ 
which it was cured on the farm and can not stem, twist, plait, roll, sweet 
or otherwise manipuiate it for sale to consumers. mh 258 


Respectfully, J. W. YERKES, 


Commissioner. 


Blind, deaf, dumb, without any arms or legs, overcome with 
old age or misfortune, he must make his own trade and deliver 
his own goods, 


HIS AGENT IS LIMITED IN POWERS, 


His right to employ an agent, his power under the common 
law and every other law short of sayagery—the principal has 
the right to employ an agent and arm that agent with the power 
to represent the principal as fully as if the principal were present 
in person and acting himself. But he is robbed of that. His 
nt—I mean the ordinary or unregistered agent—can simply 
“ solicit ” sales, and the grower must pay him a fixed“ salary.” 
He can not let him sell on a commission; he must be paid a salary. 
That is the law laid down here by Mr. Yerkes in this opinicn. 


REGISTERED DEALER AS AGENT IS ALSO LIMITED IN POWER. 


Now, he can aie registered dealer to sell for him, but 
that registered dealer must be paid a commission ” (a tax), and 
although the tobacco grower can sell to anybody in the United 
States the registered dealer can not do any such thing, although 
he is the agent of the grower. He can only sell to registered 
dealers in leaf, to manufacturers of tobacco or cigars, or to 


rters of leaf in packages. 
will read from 8 Decision 407 again: 


A farmer or grower of tobacco may his tobacco in the hands of a 


ualified dealer in leaf tobacco to be by him on commission, and such 


ealer must sell the tobacco to other (1) qualified leaf dealers, (2) manufac- 
turers, and (3) to persons who put leaf tobacco in packages for export. 


This is the law, gentlemen, although the principal of this agent 
that is, the tobacco grower—can sell to anybody anywhere his 
own leaf which he raises. Thus the law limits even a legalized 
dealer acting as agent, while any other agent can only solicit” 
sales. Thus fhe freedom of the grower and the law of agency are 
destroyed or so minimized as to practically imprison the grower 
and force the sale of his tobacco into the hands of purchasers 
whom the Jaw points out, 

Is not your sense of justice shocked at such a law, and does 
not this petition of the tobacco grower ap to you, gentle- 
men? Can you deny his petition, that the liberty of the tobacco 
grower be restored to him; the law of agency be restored to him? 
Justice demands this. The farmer can sell his corn in the stalk, 
his wheat in the field, you know, without tax or limitation. You 
have done so; so have I. But the purchaser of the tobacco crop 
in the field gro must sell it by the pound at 6 cents, while it 
is yet in the stalk, if he sells to consumers. How does that strike 
you, gentlemen, fora just law? Fora law that is calculated to 
aid the tobacco grower, or a fee else on top of the earth, ex- 
cept the tobacco trust. The Government should blush if it has a 
conscience, with a face made of steel, at imposing such a law, or 
receiving revenues in such a manner! 

The internal-revenue system has always been to our people ob- 
noxious, vexatious, vicious, tyrannical, and exacting to the very last 
pound of flesh. But the people have borne.it with a struggle. but 
murmuring all the time. ey have lived along, kept out of the 
poorhouse, off the vagrant force, paid their taxes, submitted to the 
restrictions imposed on them, gave up one liberty after another, 
until in recent years they have been compelled to surrender. 
Labor, black and white, is leaving the tobacco fields, going to the 
cities, the rai and mining camps, while the tobacco grower, 
broken in spirit, bankrupt in money, without hope of relief, has 
turned from tobacco growing, a remunerative business previous 
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to a few years ago, and is now embarking in truck“ crops— 
gardening. 
RECENT LAWS THAT ARE OBJECTIONABLE, 


Several letters that I have here of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue show that section 69 of the act of August 28, 1894, 
and section 3 of the act approved April 12, 1902, are the objec- 
tionable laws, at least in part. I have here letters which the 
Commissioner sent me March 12, 1903, being copies of letters he 
had written to other parties. I will read them in full. They are 
short and plain: 

Marcu 6, 1903. 


J. P. DUNLAP, 3 
Dwight, Butler County, Nebr. 


Srg: In your letter dated 28th ultimo, addressed to Mr. Hyde, you ask 
whether a person has the right to case tobacco for his own use only when 
8 Pd 85 hel 5 of that section 69, act of August 28, 1894, provid 

n you are ion 69, a rovides 
5 facture tobacco x uff for 


These several visions of law are not construed as preventing a person 
from 8 is tobacco for his own personal use, and when none is sold 
or offered for sale or prepared for the use of other persons. 

A farmer or grower is not pri to stem, twist, roll, plait, sweeten, or 
otherwise change his tobacco for sale to consumers, and tobacco so ma- 
a oe pte intended to be sold for consumption must be properly packed, la- 
beled, and stamped by a qualified manufacturer of tobacco and as provided 
by tion No. 8, pages 5 and 6, a copy of which is inclosed herewith for 


er information. 
—— — Commissioner. 


your 
Respectfully, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, August 7, 1903, 
C. E. MERIWETHER, Esq., 


Clarksville, Tenn. 

Sin: In reply to your letter, dated 4th instant, you are advised that a 
farmer or grower may sell tobacco of his own growth and raising in its un- 
manufactured state without restriction as to the TAN, sold or the place 
of sale or the business of the person who buys the tobacco. 

No person can be employed by a farmer or grower to sell and deliver his 
tobacco for him, and all leaf tobacco so sold by a person for a farmer to con- 
sumers will regarded asa manufactured tobacco, subject to tax under 
section 69, act of August 28, 1804. 

Every person who sells tobacco in the fiber or natural leaf, and which is 
not of his own growth and raising, and who is not a registered dealer in leaf 
tobacco, will be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco under the aforesaid 
section, and is required to register his business and filea statement (Form 38) 
and execute a bond, on Form 40, the same as required of other manufac- 
turers of tobacco, and thereafter put up and p all leaf tobacco intended 
to be sold to consumers in con astatutory quantity of tobacco, 
the same as for smoking tobacco, or in wooden packages containing 10. oo. 
or M poradi as provided by regulations No. 8, page 23, a copy of which 
been B l your ad under a separate cover. 

. 
J. C. WHEELER, Deputy Commissioner. 


You will see from these letters how the grower of tobacco is re- 
stricted; that when he sells stems or twists the tobacco he is a 
manufacturer of tobacco, and that he must box it up in a certain 
way, labeled and stamped. If he changes the natural condition 
of the tobacco except to cure, except for his own use, he is a 
manufacturer, and if he sells it changed from its natural condi- 
tion it is manufactured, and he must box it up. The act of April 
12, 1902, the latest law on the subject, I believe, requires him to 
box it up, etc., which is a burden—indeed, a prohibition. Mind 
you, now, this is the farmer’s own growth that he must thus 
manipulate. 

I addressed a letter to Commissioner Yerkes March 12, 1903, 
and his reply covers this question very thoroughly. The whole 
letter is printed in my former speech, and I hope you will all read 
it. I asked him seven questions categorically. Before I finish 
my speech I will give you all seven of the answers. I will now 
read five of them. Mr. Yerkes said: 


From the foregoing premises I am constrained to answer your questions 
categorically, as follows: 

1. That Congress has never im a tax on natural-leaf tobacco in the 
hands of farmers, but only upon leaf tobacco which they may bave sold di- 
Bas ty! i to consumers. 

2. Under the present law a tax of 6 cents per pound is imposed upon all to- 
bacco stemmed or twisted by a farmer not intended for his own personal use. 

3. A farmer may stem and twist tobacco for his own use without incurring 
liability to tax on such tobacco. ; 

4. Stemming or 8 tobacco is regarded as manufacturing. and a 

ower or planter can not lawfully stem or twist his tobacco for sale or for 
the popoe of giving it away without payment of tax. If he should onga 
in that business, he would be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco an 50 
required to qualify as such by registering with the collector of the district, 
em ate and bond, and to pack, label, and stamp his product, as pro- 
vided by regulations No. 8, pages 5 and 6. 

5. Every person whose business it is to sell or offer for sale manufactured 
tobacco, snuff, or cigars shall be regarded as a dealer in tobacco.” 


The grower can stem and twist his growth for his own personal 
use, but he can not do so to sell. He can not give it to his servant, 
if he smokes or chews tobacco. He can not give it to his son or 
to his neighbor as a Christmas gift. He can not give it to the 
5 or charity, unless he pays a 6-cent tax thereon per 


pound. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 

Mr, GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK. You ought to state also in that connection that 
every one of these separate twists he fixes up is a separate crime. 
Down in my neighborhood once there was a deputy United States 
marshal concluded he would make some money out of this business, 
and he had one fellow harnessed up with 250 counts in an indict- 
ment because he had twisted 250 twists. The whole thing ought 
to be broken up. It is an ou $ 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITC . I presume that was on the 
ground that one twist was a separate package and a violation of 
the law in each i ce. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, yes, Mr. Chairman; Iam only 
too glad to get Members interested in this reform. I know my 
friend from Missouri, as United States district attorney, informed 
me not long ago that, under oath, he had to prosecute many a 
farmer for unintentionally violating the law by twisting his to- 
bacco; that he had to prosecute them although he was opposed 
to the law. My friend from North Carolina knows more about 
tobacco than I eyer knew. I have raised everything on a farm 


except tobacco. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I want to say that I agree with 
the gentleman from Tennessee in this matter. 

Mr. GAINEs of Tennessee. Iknowthat. I have never seen a 
time when I was right that the gentleman from North Carolina 
was not delighted to agree with me; and Ialwaysagree with him, 
because he is always right. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I do not raise to- 
bacco, and I would not raise any if I could. This reform is with 
me not only a matter of official duty, but personal pleasure. I 
have at heart the condition of the farmers in my country and of 
others in the tobacco-growing region. 

Take up the Tobacco Leaf, a copy of which I have before 
me, edited in New York. Read its review this week of the con- 
dition of the tobacco growersin the United States. There are but 
few, if a single State, that the growers are not complaining about 
the price of leaf tobacco, being from 20 to 30 per cent lower to- 
day than it was a year ago. Think of those people down in Rob- 
ertson County, in my district, where in part the illustrious ‘‘ First 
Tennessee Regiment” came from—a body of men that President 
McKinley thought so well of because of their heroism and devo- 
tion to duty that he spoke of them praisingly time and time again; 
and he took nearly all of its officers and appointed them to positions 
in the United States Army, where they are to-day. Those men ac- 

uitted themselves with credit. Yet if they were back there to- 
1 y in Robertson County on their farms they could not make a 

ving. 

I was told a few days ago by Mr. Hall, the secretary of my 
distinguished friend from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY], that he had 
to go home to take care of the tobacco tenants on his farm, of 
whom he said. Not one could pay his tobacco rent this year.” 
Think of that! 

Mr. Chairman, I have read to you to show that even hand- 
stemming or hand-twisting tobacco is, under the law and as con- 
strued at the Internal-Revenue Bureau, manufacturing. If, to 
sell or give away, you stem or twist your own growth of tobacco 
by the use of your own hands—by the ten fingers that God gave 
you that you might make a living—without paying a tax, you are 
violating the law. 

„Under the law and the decisions of Commissioner Yerkes and 
his predecessors, changing the tobacco at all from its natural 
state, except to cure it, is manufacturing. That is the law under 
the acts of 1894, 1897, and the McKinley tariff, and even before 
that. Both Democrats and Republicans are responsible for it. 
We are all responsible for it. We are responsible for it to-day, 
and will be until we give these people the measure of relief to 
which they are entitled. 

Representatives from twenty-six States of this Union have con- 
stituents who grow tobacco. 

In 1902 these States raised 821,823,963 pounds; price, 7 cents 
per pound, or $57,563,510. 

In 1903 they raised 815,972,425 pounds; price, 6.8 cents per 
pound; value, $55,514,627, or nearly 6,000,000 pounds less than in 
1902, or a loss of about $2,000,000 to the growers. . 

The New Vork Tobacco Leaf of January, 1904, states these 
facts and prints the following valuable table. 
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Tobacco crop of 1902 and 1903, by States, 


Acreage. 


a States. 
198. 


1,659 
1.800 
ra 
1 

+ 
825 
750 
650 
734 
670 
520 
400 
500 
91 855 
237 650 
1,22 640 
71,198 650 
4,395 635 
338, 01 800 
60, 431 885 
305 765 
7.000 835 
1.20 650 
51,812] 1,840 
2,012 850 


S 
8 
3 


Yield per acre. | 


Production. 


Price per Ib. | Total value. 


.| Pounds 8 ts.| Dollars. Dollars. 
1,590 216,150 209, 880 88, 584 27,284 
1,800 343, 840,200 12.0 48,132 40, 824 
1,400 7,417, 800 6, 900, 200 15 12.0 1,112,670 838,824 
1,600 785,200 | 21,174, 400 15.5 3,45, 8, 282, 082 
1,125 | 10,605,000 8,955, 000 8 8.0 SH, 716, 400 
1,416 | 22,017,975 | 22, 495, 992 6 7.3 1,821, 1.642. 207 

650 91, 30), 625, 21, 488,250 6 5.5 1,278, 1,181,859 
745 | 138,769,250 | 120,913,500 T 6.1 9,573, 7.875, 721 
627 | 142,520,950 | 134,728,508 7 6.3 9,976, 8, 487, 806 
610 | 25,625,408 | 24, 490, 890 7 5.1 1,733, 1,249, 033 
640 1,373, 500 1.200, 200 19| 15.0 260, 195,880 
700 1,601, 080 2, 608, 200 90 2.0 489, 834, 624 
405 259, 200 254, 745 21 16.0 62, 40,789 
52 87,500 $4, 338 18| 16.0 15, 13,494 
35 83,375 31.15 2| 2.0 6, 6,825 
650 174,850 154, 050 2| 2.0 3, 30,819 
645 899, 200 789, 412 12 12.0 107, 94,729 
700 | $8,889,500} 49,838,600 6 7.5 333, 3,737,695 
640 2,960, 280 2,812, 800 7 6.2 207, 174,204 
790 | 257,755,200 | 287,260,160 6 6.2 455, 16, 570), 190 
845 55,709,865 | 61,064,195 7 7.2 sn, 8, 676, C23 
TH 231, 080 228. 750 8 8.0 18, 18,990 
783 6, 236, 615 5,568, 168 7 6.2 B44, 482 
655 82,150 850, 190 7 6.1 51, 863 
1,350 64, 885, 480 69, 946, 200 7 6.8 4,754,242 
693 1,819,000 1. 404, 876 11 9.0 125, 304 
815, 972, 435 7 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee allow me one moment? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Thegentleman from Tennessee 
is aware, of course, that the Republican party originally enacted 
this tobacco tax 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes: begun it, sir, in 1962. - 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Now, I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the fact that in 1888 the Republican party 
in the platform adopted in its national conyention denounced the 
tax on tobacco as an annoyance and a burden upon agriculture. 
125 that party has never given any relief from this annoyance and 

arden. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is true. Now Iam going to 
read from the very best authority on this subject to corroborate 
my friend from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. Krrcun], who, 
as I have said, is always right. I am going to open the RECORD. 
Mr. irman, when the great đay comes and great book is 
opened, I take it that we shall all be looking around and asking 
ourselyes whether we have done our duty to ourselves, to our 
neighbors, whom weare directed to love as ourselves, to our fellow- 
men, and to our country. That will be a great opening. 

I am going to open the RECORD and show you what some of the 
great men of this time and in former years have said on the very 
subject referred to by my distinguished young friend. 

“UNCLE JO” AND TOBAGCO-TAX REFORM. 

Now, listen while I read from the CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD, 
Fifty-first Congress, first session, page 4936: 

h Cannon, I would like to be heard a few moments upon the subject of 

Then, when he was allowed to proceed, Mr. Cannon said: 


Mr. Cannon, I want to take up now and read that part of the Republican 
platform of 1888 which was not read by the gentleman on the other side nor 
my friend from Iowa and which bears directly on this question. I read as 
2 “REPUBLICAN PLATFORM, 1288, 
“The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of the national 
revenues ”— 
How 


Says Mr. CAN oN 


“p the taxes on tobacco, which are an annoyance and a burden to 
ai — the tax npon spirits used in the arts or for mechanical pur- 


Says Mr. Cax Nox 


“of the tariff laws as will tend to check imports of such articles as are pro- 
duced by our people, the 3 of which gives employment to our labor, 
and release from ——— uties those articles of foreign production, except 
luxuries, the like of which can not be produced at home.” 
. You will notice, Mr. Chairman, when you read the whole of the platform 
that it does what? Take the tax off tobacco? Yes, Take the tax off of spirits 
nsed in the arts? Yes. FAKO DA tax tor 2 T as — not bg ae 
uced in this country, except luxuri es; and further makes such revi- 
— as will ont es market for the labor ofourowncountry. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 


Yes, My. Chairman, I want to pace the home producer, the 
tobacco grower as well as the market.” I want to save 


| the tobacco 
market.“ 
And when you consider all that platform together, you will find this bill 


wer's home, sweet home, too, as well as the home 
hen he goes on: 


follows, in the main, right that line to keep our home market for our 

| home products, where production is 8 and where protection estab- 
lishes industries of sufficient magnitude substantially to supply our markets 
nual sey viata the pelos gt such protected articles wherever produced in our 
marke 


Now, we take the tax off tobacco and snuff one-half. We take the tax, so 
far as the licenses are concerned and the vexatious part of it, off entirely. 
We leave it on cigars. + 


5 part — not off entirely;“ it is still on, hard and 


So there is the Republican party committed by its platform, 
says the present ss Speaker of this House, to this reformation, 
and I dare say the distinguished gentleman of whom I am now 
speaking thought that Congress had taken all the vexatious” 
limitations and all the brutality out of this law, when he was mak- 
ing that triotic speech. But notso; vexation has been in- 
tensified and in recent report 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask my friend if it is not 
a fact that the Republican party in two different national plat- 
forms pee itself to the admission of the Territories of Okla- 
8 ew ge a to statehood, and x or not true 
that that repeatedly refused to carry ou promise 
of its platform, in addition to what you have mentioned? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to supplement that 
by stating that I do not believe this is a political question, because, 
in 1895, when an effort was made to get free alcohol in the line 
of that suggestion, the Democratic party on your side voted 
ouy against it, although we had 65 votes on our side for it. 
Now let us do this as a matter of justice, if it is done at all, and 


not as 9 measure. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I can not understand what alcohol 
has to do with tobacco. 

Mr. STANLEY. Is it possible that Kentucky voted to keep 
the tax on alcohol? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is not only possible, but a fact. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No, Mr. irman, there is no 
politics in this tobacco question, as I said a while ago. I swept 
politics ont of it when I said and proved both parties were to blame 
for this law as I see it and that both ought to be ashamed of it. 

And I want to say furthermore in defense of Congress that I do 
not believe Congress knew what it was doing when it passed this 
law. I do not believe that any Con in these United States 
would ever have knowingly im this law upon the farmers, 

It has slipped and pinned d insidiously, as it were. along through 
the legislation of Congress and been patched and changed until 
you see what it is. 

In addition to that, the rulesand regulations that have been 
made to enforce the law have become so complex that our distin- 
guished Internal- Revenue Commissioners have had to apologize in 
giving replies to questions as to what is the law.“ I do not be- 
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lieve any Congress would have ever perpetrated such an outrage 
upon their neighbors and upon themselves. 

Now, let me go to another proponon I have told you already 
that if you changed the na tobacco leaf, ex to cure it, 
that is mannfacturing; but the farmer can stem and twist for his 
own personal use. Now let me tell you of another kind of manu- 
facture; that is when the tobacco leaf is not changed at all (ex- 

t tocure it) and yet is manufactured,” according to the law. 
Ehe CHAIRMAN: The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I wish somebody would yield me 
some more time. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield to the gentleman—how much time does he 
desire? : 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Well, you see how entertaining I 
.am. [Laughter.] 

Mr. I will yield to the gentleman half an hour. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will take the thirty minntes and 
yield it back to you if I do not use it. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana, I shall have to object to any ex- 
tension of time. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. This is not an extension. The 
time is yielded by the gentleman from Ilinois. I should like to 
ask the gentleman from Louisiana if the farmers raise anything 
but sugar in his State? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. They raise the very best . 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then the tleman is in his 
own light“ if he tries to stop me here y in discussing the 
subject of tobacco; and I want to say to the gentleman that he 
never appears so brilliant as when he is “in his own light.” 


MANUFACTURED TOBACCO—WHEN NOT CHANGED. 


Mr. Chairman, remember my proposition of law, that when 
tobacco is changed, as I stated to you, it is manufactured.” 

Then when it is not changed itis still ‘‘ manufactured.” Now, 
is there anybody in the Chamber who will dispute that proposi- 
tion? It is a fact, and I will tell you how it occurs. Mind you, 
somebody is trying to hobble the tobacco grower, this poor fel- 
low who has to work so hard. I will ask my friend from Ken- 
tucky how many months in the year the grower has to work to 
raise his tobacco crop? . . = 

Mr. HOPKINS. irteen. 

Mr. STANLEY. Thirteen. [Laughter.] s 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Thirteen months in fhe year. 
That statement. is made on the best of authority, the gentlemen 
from Kentucky, and I believe it is true. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STANLEY. Iwill state that in a way itis true that it 
takes thirteen months in a year to raise a crop of tobacco. A 
man burns his plant bed in February and it is not until March 
of the following year that the goods can be delivered. I pro- 
pounded this 
control and sell the majority of tobacco to the export markets of 
the world and who e from my town alone 50,000,000 to 
60,000,000 pounds of to annually, and they estimate that 
there are actually necessary in raising a crop of tobacco from two 
hundred to two hundred and fifty days, according to the exigen- 
cies governing and prevailing in the season. And those days are 
of at least fourteen hours long, as the farmer commences in the 
morning before daylight and not quit until it is too dark to 
see how to work. 

Mr. SIMS. Thirteen months of fourteen-hour days? 

Mr. STANLEY. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It requires as much attention to 
attend a crop of tobacco as it does a sick child. The tobacco 
grower has to get up every morning before or by day and pull the 


worms, which are large, off the tobacco, [Laughter.] You are 
not, I dare say, familiar with this kind of “* snakes,” gentlemen. 
[Renewed laughter.] The tobacco grower must kill the worm 


to raise tobacco. He must be an “early bird” to succeed in this 
industry. Now, I said to you a while ago that when you changed 
the natural condition of the tobacco it is manufactured.” 

But where it is not changed it is also manufactured by the let- 
ter of the same law. I will read you that, because that looks like 
an incorrect statement on its face. : 

Second paragraph of section 69, act of 1894, amending section 
8244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, is as follows: 


Every person shall also be regarded as a mannfacturer of tobacco whose 
business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than a 8 case, or 
T duly regis- 


snuff, or cigars, or to person who pure a en re for export; and all 
regs 


ed as manufactured tobacco, 


p d by sueh mann- 
facturer in such packages only as the Commissioner o 8 venue, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the T: shall preseribe: Provided, 
That farmers and growers of tobacco whe leaf tobacco of their own 
growth aad a not be regarded as manufacturers of tobacco; and 
so much of section of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and acts 


amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are hereby 


uestion to leaf-tobacco dealers and growers who | Co 


Commenting on this paragraph, Mr. Yerkes says: 


paragraph every person is regarded as a manufacturer of 
tobacco who sells and vers his leat tobacco Tits oe condition to con- 
sum or to than registered dealers bacco, manufac- 
turers of tobacco oF € i or persons who buy leat tobacco in packages for 


cigars, 
> by such person is regarded as a man 
E — rt is Tis 8 that 8 
wers are not to be regarded as manufacturers for selling leaf tobacco of 
eir own growth and raising. 

So that every person (except the grower of his own tobacco) is 
a “‘manufacturer’’ if he sells raw leaf to anybody except a reg- 
istered dealer, a manufacturer, or an exporter, and the natural 
leaf so sold is manufactured tobacco, and a tax of 6 cents is ex- 
acted on the raw leaf! So, you see, if the raw tobacco is not 
changed and is sold (except. by the grower) to anybody on the 
earth but a registered dealer, a manufacturer, or an exporter, it 
is manufactured tobacco, subject to this tax, and the person (ex- 
cept farmer) is a manufacturer who makes such a sale. This is 
an arbitrary restriction on leaf tobacco that should be removed. 

So this is another way of hobbling the farmer. When he 
changes the leaf he must pay 6 cents a pound tax to sell it to any 
other person, or when any person undertakes to sell the leaf to- 
bacco to consumers he must pay 6 cents a pound because manu- 
factured tobacco, although the natural condition of the tobacco, 
has not been changed at all! 

Now, gentlemen, I know you are all fair, and I do not believe 
125 w knowingly do anything wrong, but when you come in 

ere and endeayor to hobbleanybody growing a product, I say to 
you you can not more completely do so than has been done to 
tobacco ers by the internal-revenue laws of our country. 

The farmer can shell his corn with his ten fingers, as I have 
done, but he can not take those ten fingers and stem his tobacco 
or twist it, sitting in the same chair or in the same barn, unless 
he pays 6 cents a pound tax if he sells or gives it away, and then 
when he stems it or twists it or changes its natural condition and 
gives it to anybody, to his son or his family, or to the church or 
to the presiding elder when he comes around on Sunday to eat 
dinner with him, he can not even give it to him without commit- 
ting a crime and subjecting himself to heavy fine and penalty, 

ANOTHER BRUTAL LAW. 

Again, here is another piece of brutality. If the grower sells 
iota En bi acs panel V 8 and that 
other person desires afterwards to sell the tobacco, because he 
does not want it or for any other reason, that other person must 
first qualify as a registered dealer, and then he can only sell to 
other dealers, manufacturers, or exporters, I will read a ruling 
in point: 

If the person to whom the farmer sells does not consume the tobacco, but 
resells it, he must qualify as dealer in leaf tobacco, and then can only sell to 
23272 penike prag ekoe te royna pranan rora 
anoa Wiluan To & etter th MA, February 11, 1904.) 

He can not sell to everybody, so that, Mr. Chairman, we have 
the tobacco growèr’s personal liberty vexatiously circumscribed. 
We find the man himself in his own action is hindered by this law 
with his own property. We find that his agent is circumscribed 
in his power of 11 10 f we find the registered dealer’s action is 
circumscribed, we find that everybody who deals in leaf or 
natural tobacco, except the tobacco grower himself—and he is 
circumscribed too, for he can deal only in his own growth with- 
out tax—is limited by the law, and hence the tobacco growers are 
forced to go on and do what? 

They have to sell their leaf tobacco to the registered dealer, to 
the manufacturer, or the exporter to avoid tax, and these three 
as a rule are all in cahoot to-day behind this great international 
giant tobacco trust that is bankrupting the growers of tobacco of 
this country. 

Now let me tell you what they are doing down in Kentucky 
and Tennessee and other parts of the country. This great tobacco 
trust and these Regie dealers will not compete. They are as one. 
They will send to buy one man, as they did a few days ago, toa 
county, or two men or three, and they fix the prices. Several 
men, but one master and one price! For instance they will come 
to me and say, GAINES, I will give you 3} cents a pound average 
for your tobacco,” and I must take it or hang it up in my barn 
and carry it for a better day—that does not come—and a good 
deal of it hangs in the barn to-day, because it costs 6 cents a 
pound to raise it and the people can not sell it for 3} cents and live, 

What do you find in the counties of Cheatham and Robertson, 
in Tennessee? Mr. Charles H. Font, Mr. C. P. Warfield, and Mr. 
Barclay so told us before the subcommittee of the Ways and 
Means Committee a few days ago. It has been written of in the 
Nashville American and Nashville Banner and the Leaf Chronicle 
of Clarksville, Tenn.; and what did occur in these counties? Why, 
a grower had a barn of tobacco on one side of the road. He sold 
it to this agent. There is another barn of the same tobacco. It 
is mine, said the grower, just across the road; I will sell that 
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at the same price.” Oh, no; this side of the road is as far as I 
am allowed to go; this road here is my limit; Iam not allowed to 
go over there.” This is one of many like cases. So there is no 
such thing as competition now. There is no competition what- 
ever. The farmer must yield to this one master and one price or 
put his tobacco in the barn and not sell. Now, what is Congress 


going to do about it? What is the effect of all this? Last year 
the Government collected 843,000, 000 internal revenue from to- 
bacco alone. 

Mr. STANLEY. From all tobacco? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, From all tobacco. 

Mr. STANLEY. What from leaf tobacco? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not remember, but I think we 
received about $43,000,000 from manufactured tobacco.“ Man- 
ufactured tobacco is the way it is described in the internal-rey- 
enue report. z 

I do not know how much internal revenue was received from 
the leaf, but we are going to find out before we get through. I 
think Mr. Yerkes is trying faithfully to find out, so we will know 
how much any one of these tobacco bills will reduce the revenue. 

Now, gentlemen, what are the tobacco farmers of this country 
doing? You well know you can not raise anything else profitably 
on tobacco land but tobacco. It is very drastic to the land also, 
and you must constantly fertilize it, and the fertilizers are in the 
hands of the trust, and to buy it and put it on the farm every year 
practically takes all the profit, even if there were any. Now, what 
are the farmers doing? They are agreeing and have agreed in 
Webster County and one of the counties near Guthrie—— 

Mr. JAMES. Todd County. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Todd County. 

Mr. JAMES. And Graves. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. About over the country, and in 
some portions of Tennessee and some portions of South Carolina, 
they have agreed not to raise any more tobacco. They are go- 
ing to boycott the Government. They are going to reduce this 
$43,000,000 of revenue, They will not have their liberties out- 
raged in this manner any longer. Now, if this is done, gentlemen, 
and they raise something else, where are we going to get the 
$43.000,000? Again, is it right for us to keep on the statute books 
such a law as this, striking down in this manner a man’s personal 
liberty, stripping a man of his personal liberty, stripping him 
from his free agency at every crook and corner of life? It is tax, 
tax, tax: restrict, restrict, restrict, in the manner I have stated, 
and the farmers can not stand it any longer. 


MINNESOTANS QUIT RAISING TOBACCO. 


I have here at my desk an editorial from the St. Paul Dispatch 
that somebody was good enough to send me yesterday, and the 
substance of that editorial is this: That Minnesota once raised 
in the southern portion of that great State a magnificent quality 
of tobacco. But the people up there have quit raising this crop, 
this paver states. It says they would not stand the restrictions 
of the internal revenue that is put w their liberties; that it 
Jeaves them without the value of their labor, and robs them of 
the power of selling by agents and prts them in the hands of the 
trusts, and they have absolutely abandoned raising tobacco in 
Minnesota. - 

Now, I havein my hand a letter received a day or two neoan 
evidently a good friend of mine, although I have never the 
pleasure of personally knowing her, and I will read it to you: 

- FEBRUARY 14, 1904. 
Hon. Joux W. GAINES, Waskington, D. C. 


Dran Sin: Knowing of the interest you take in agriculture and horticul- 
ture, I venture to encroach upon your valuable time by asking you for some 
garden seeds from the Government, and, if desired, will make report of my 
success. 

Tobgeco is “the white man’s burden“ now, and we farmers’ wives are 
easting about in our minds for some means of helping to keep the wolf from 
the door, so not a few of us are going to try market gardening, for where is, 
the man that can live without ing?" à 

We Tennesseans are watching with interest your pugilistic blows against 
trusts. and your position on the tobacco question. 

Yours, respectfully, 
G. GILLIS KILLERREW, 


Mrs. 
R. F. D. No. $, Guthrie, Ky., or St. Bethlehem, Tenn. 


Now, gentlemen, we are going to win in this affair, for you see 
that the good wives of the farmers of this country are going to 
heip their husbands out, not in raising tobacco—they can not raise 
it; they can not assist their husbands in that way. They will aid 
in this boycott. 

Why, the negroes and the plain laborers in the South are the 
men who raise the tobacco, and they are being driven from to- 
bacco fields into the cities, where they become vagrants and bur- 
dens on the municipal authorities, or go to the railroads or to the 
mines, and the result is that the laborer is leaving the farms 
bankrupt in money and spirit. Now, that is all in the proof we 
had here the other day. Messrs. Fort, Cunningham, Warfield, 
and Barclay all said this. They can no longer make a living at 
this business, 


Now, here is another letter of a different nature. Iwill ask the 
Clerk to read it aloud, because it is one of the most sensible letters 
I have received on the subject. It is from Cheatham County, the 
place where the man went down and bought one barn of tobacco 
on one side of the road and would not go across and buy the other 
barn belonging to the same man on the other side of the road be- 
cause he was limited by that road to a certain district, 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 


HARPER, CHEATHAM County, TENN., Feb. 10, 1905. 
Hon. Jonx W. GATSES, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sin: We farmers down here are 5 2 5 hard time. We can not 
sell our tobacco for anything. We haven't got but two or three buyers to 
the county. They have their territory laid off; each buyer has to stay in his 
limit. Thatis to down competition. We haven't got any buyers, only 
the ones that are buying for the trust. They have cut out all the independent 
buyers. They come along and price our tobacco; and if the price doesn't suit- 
the farmer, they will just tell Bim “ You will have to sell to us or keep your 
tobacco; we are the onl vapers you will haye,” 

They have gotthe et as low the cost of production,and the majority of 
the farmers are in debt and have got to grow tobacco to pay debts. ey 
have spent thousands of dollars preparing to raise tobacco, and now to stop 
they cannot afford it. We want a market and a free market for our tobacco; 
we want the trust 1 It cost the parties that consume the tobaceo more 
money now than it did when they bought from our home buyers. The trust 
now prices our tobacco takes it and then prices it to the consumer. We 
must haye something done for us or we will have to do something for our- 
selves. Please tell us what todo. If the thing goes asit has for the past 
3 or4 years, 3 will loose their homes in this part of the world. We 
have had 4 crop Byars down here. Then the war they are gettin 
our stuff we grow it ruin us. I no lots of men wi farms, good 
econimizing men, that work hard and stay at hime; they are getting in debt 
and say they will have to sell their homes to Pay their debts. That sounds 
bad for our cuntry. The cotton growers are all O. K. The are getting good 
prices for cotton, but the tobacco growers are loosing out, and I lay it to the 
tobacco trust. What do you think is the matter? 

Ino of plenty of men that are so disco over the situation that they 
are mooving ofand going to the mountains to get out cross ties for for 10 cts. a 
9 4 Now, we bate such as this We aught to have a Government soa 

rd working, economizing man could havea living. We no thare is plen 
for all. We ers haven't got sense sufficient to organize against 8 
so the only protection we can look two is our law makers. If your tobacco 
bill fails to give us relief, we ask you to try to get rid of the trast, and give 
us a Show to make a living. Weare willing todo our part. but we are not 
willing to sacreface our homes to stuff some trust. Some say quit growing 
tobacco. The time has come when a man that is in debt cannot quit. 
We haven't got the money to stock our farms, and before we can get started 
into any other business we will loose out. It is grow tobacco or work for 
wages, and any man that owns a farm cannot pay more than 20 or 49 cts. a 
day for hands to grow tob. What can they do but grow tobacco? We 
had competition in cur markets until 2 or 3 2 ago, and we got very rea- 
sanable prices, but now we get nothing. Plas do all you can for us aud be 
assured it will be appreciated. 

Yours, truly, RICHARD F. HERRON. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, you see there is that old 
gentleman whom I have never seen to know, sitting down there 
writing plain, blunt, terrible facts as the result of the personal 
liberty of the tobacco grower being curtailed by the law, forcing 
the grower to sell all his tobacco to the trust. 

I ask Congress to turn leaf tobacco completely loose and let the 
natural tobacco be sold by any person; let them sell it, deal in it, 
and resell it, as one of the witnesses said the other day: 

Give us a chance to take our tobacco from the barn and go to the grocers 
and trade it for meatand bread, for sugar and coffee, or pay our debts with 
it—do as we please—and thenif the trust won't pay our price we ere at lib- 
erty to sell it ourselves—in the leaf or hand twist. 

As the matter etands now, they can not barter. A man may 
sell his own tobacco and be untaxed, but if he buys the tobacco 
of another farmer and undertakes to sell it he is considered under 
the law a dealer, and when he sells that tobacco he must pay a 
tax on it. 

WHY TAX LEAF TOBACCO? 


Why do you want to tax leaf tobacco, anyway? Why do you 
want to tax a man who, as my friend from Kentucky says, works 
thirteen months a year to raise tobacco? Why do you not let him 
use freely his ten fingers and put into the tobacco that he raises 
all the value that he can? Why do you rob him of the chance to 
pee at the value into that tobacco that God Almighty has given 

im power to do by the work of his ten fingers? Why do you re- 
strict his liberty? 

Why do you tax his prodao, and make it possible for the tobacco 
manufacturer, the tobacco trust, the tobacco millionaires with 
their machinery, not with fingers, to put all the value they can into 
the tobacco and sell it back to the grower? There is the milk 
in the cocoanut.’ Why do you let the farmer change the form of 
his corn as he pleases, put all the value in it that he can and not 
tax him? It is because he is a producer; he is a man who creates 
something. The manufacturer is a man who absorbs somethin 
another creates. In this instance the laws are so arranged at 
are so enforced as that the manufacturer practically robs the to- 
bacco grower of a large of his profit—the fruits of his labor 
and appropriates them under the law. There is no other agri- 


cultural produce that is taxed in this way. : 

I grant you that taking tobacco and turning it into snuff is 
manufacturing, because in that case you make a new article. 
But tobacco is still tobacco, though the stems be pulled ont or 
twisted. In addition to that, tobacco thus raised and thus 


1904. OONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 2087 


from tobacco. What rps growers van * free trade in leaf 
tobacco in the hands of Enayi ponon ama the right to stem and 
twist their own growth it ee Let them sell it 
without agents Siwi withagents. Letthem send it by express, by 
pure telegraph. by telephone, by boat, wagon, antomobile, aai ty 
or any other way, anywhere. Liberty of action is what they 
want, Let these growers know once more at least, by what you 
shall do for them in this matter, that they are sons of freemen 


and are freemen, 
A VEXATIOUS LIMITATION. 

I hear it said that there is no tax on leaf tobacco in the hands 
ofthe grower. It is true the grower pays no tax on his leaf, but 
there is a tax on that same leaf if sold by any other person than 
the grower if sold to a consumer. Why this limitation? Leaf to- 
soca a in anyone’s hands, pe haces eo oc aar eee 

apre a tax if he sells it to a consumer. This forces 

him to sell tly or indirectly to the tobacco trust. Let every- 
ars without any restriction trade in leaf. 

Sa a Kentucky. In other words, let everybody sell 


stemmed and twisted by the farmer is pure tobacco, The to- 
bacco after it is manufactured is, 40 per cent of.it, “doctored.” 
The laborers in the South, the negroes who ma -work in the cot- 
‘ton field (where Sing donot iieo tabacco), or laborers in the 
woods or in the fields, whether white or black, prefer the 
tobecco, the country twist, to the manufactured ‘ arvien 
2 for which they have to pay 40 or 50 suena — when 
5 buy pure tobacco, home twist, for 20 cents or less. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. — — the leader of 
the minority in this House, attended a meeting of the subcom- 
mittes a few days ago and while there said that in Mississippi, 
where they do not raise tobacco, they would be very glad to = 
tobacco in the leaf and do their own it in 
loft, as I have seen it done in days gone by when I menpa anam 
boy in the the country. I see that no more. 

ow the farmer must deliver his tobacco in person. In many | required 
cases if he did that he could not be with his family. Somemem- 
ber of the family.ma: a Cerra Hence the farmer is unable to 
drum“ or deliver tobacco = person. He can not leave 


home. to the consum 
. why not give him the right to deliver that tobacco xterm Mr. GAINES ‘of Tennessee. Yes; when any except the 
sells to the consumer it is man tobacco and sub- 


grower 
ject to tax. Iam satisfied that little or no revenue comes from 
this limitation, but this limitation is such a -restriction as to tax 


z5 et that tobacco be sent eee 
Mississippi or any 8 of the — taxes C ] 
try. Iknow of no one who is in the 177 
tobacco to consumers, but if there is sucha pereon, the to 

he sells is subject to a tax. To remove this limitation would not 
reduce the revenues very much, if any. Our revenues come 
mostly from the manufactured product: in fact, I haye been un- 
able to find in any of recent years where any tax was paid 
on leaf tobacco sold by anyone. There isno one engaged inthe 
of action. ht of free agency; give him the power i of leaf to consumers but the farmer who pays 
to authorize his 3 to do everything that the 22 ought to no tax. But this little kink in the law unreasonably, unneces- 
be allowed to do himself. Take the tax off the leaf tobacco when sarily, limits the trade in leaf tobacco without producing any 
it is sold to anybody or 5 Let the grower stem and | revenue, and should be repealed. 

twist his own growth and sell it free of tax. Under present cir- TOBACCO GROWERS AGREEING ro QUIT RAISING TOBACCO. 
cumstances itis treated as manufactured tobacco if anybody sells | I will-read here the of a meeting of the Webster County. 
Be 55 tons al That kink to ar 3 in Ky., tobacco growers, w. 3 reported to have pre 

that Wa y do you want to pu kink in the law unless a resolution calling on the farmers not to raise bacco next 
to ikad the a Ki the tobacco market in the hands of the | year: <= 


tobacco manip wat applause. ] TOBACCO GROWERS OF WEBSTER COUNTY, KY., MEET AND DECIDE TO ABAN- 
[Here the ammer f e DON THE PRODUCTION OF A 'TOBACOO CROP THE PRESENT YEAR—ARTI- 
Mr. FO 


W. The solicitor can y solicit 5 he can not deliver. 
The registered dealer can sell, but can only sell to dealers, manu- 
facturers, and exporters. 

Now, Lap a to`give the tobacco grower freedom 


Mr. 9 I yield to the gentleman half an| cl signe. 


honr more if he desires it. At a meeting of tobacco growers recent! — Webster County. y, Ky, 
fully 80 per cent of the represented acreage ed to abandon the 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank my friend very much. tion of fhe e crop in 1904, — the 8 Gleaner While some Paget and 


always will be dependent on tobacco as long as the cropping system contin- 
ues in vogue, the majority of. wers can readily control ‘een production if 
the will. and they now seem determined to do so. 

e following isa brief summary of the article adopted, 1 ested 
that growers in other localities in the strip district. communicate an — 
other and with the leadersin this 3 tending toward a rapid exten- 
sion and decided expression of the idea. 


S ON. 


Now, look at the brutality of that provision. Lock at the nig- 
ger in ‘the wood pile,” if you please. Look at the kernel” of 
this thing. If changing tobacco from its natural condition is 
manufacturing it, how, in the name of Heaven, can Congress truth- 
fully say that when it is not changed it is manufactured? It is a 
legislative lie. It is not manufactured unless it is changed. The 
word manufactured itself means changed, and when it is not 
changed I say it is not manufactured. But vou ~~ is manu- 
factured if any person but the farmer sells it, and if his purchaser 
sells it to any other person than a registered dealer or manufac- 
turer or an e taxed. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I should like to know whether the 
gentleman has a bill pending before any committee of the House 
and if so, before what committee is it pending—to remove these 
obnoxious taxes? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Ihave hada bill pending in the last 
Congress and one in this Congress, and there are fourothers that 


A number of counties have done at 
Now, gentlemen, let us consider the question of revenue. 
REVESUE CONSIDERED. 
Mr. JAMES. 5 of this law of yours would be to let 
the tobacco users of the United States become competitors of the 
trust in the hase of the tobacco of the farmer? 


propose to give this relief, and we have had avery considerate, | Mr. G of Tennessee. Exactly. If you will turn the 
fair hearing, so far, before the mere gout presided over by armers loose who grow the tobacco, 15 wipe out the trust. 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], and I am sat- | Take all restrictions and taxes from th 


Mr. JAMES. That would either 5 trust to give them 
better prices or let them find some other purchaser? 

Mr. G of Tennessee. Exactly. As itis, the trust holds 
up co grower and his product, too, eof these limitations 
on 

Mr. BURLESON. Why is it that these absurd, W and 
8 laws with reference to the growing and sale of tobacco 


Mr GN of Tennessee. Iwill say to my friend as seriously 
ders 8 he has asked this question that I think that some 
smart angs representing the tobacco trust, who could use lan- 

-reaching in practical effect, wrote the law, and that 
8 did not know gee it was doing when it passed these 
severe laws, and so these limitations were fastened in the law, 
which hobbie the grower in the sale of his product. I do not be- 
lieve that any Congress with a conscience would have been know- 
ingly guilty of passing such savage, tyrannical laws as these. 
The tax on tobacco, as I have already stated, begun in 1862. 


isfied that we interested the committee very much, because they 
verified every statement I made, and this vexatious law was re- 
viewed. The committee did not know what the law was, of 
course. We are finding out what the law is now. By the assist- 
ance of the Internal-Revenue Bureau, by the assistance of every- 

body that I can get to help me, by employi much of my time 
daily ever since Congress met, I have y reached down to 
where I find that the Iaw is exactly as I have stated it to-day. 

We are going to have another hearing next week. We are 
going to have Mr. Commissioner Yerkes down to tell us how 
much revenue it will relieve the Treasury of. It may reduce it, 
but I do not believe it will. But if you donot relieve the tobacco 
growers, I have already shown you that the tobacco growers of 
this 5 are going to quit growing it and are going to raise 
something else 

Mr. JAMES. That would curtail the revenue. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It certainly would reduce the 

amount of revenue now received, which was last year 843, 000, 000 
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Some of the act of July 20, 1868, is now the law. 

added to, however, from time to time, down to 1892. 
Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, so that there may not be any 

misapprehension, is the law which gn wish to modify the origi- 


It has been 


nal law which you referred toin 
the statute of 1862? - f 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The laws of which the growers 
most complain have been enacted in recent years. ey are 
pointed out by Commissioner Yerkes as being the acts of August 
28, 1894, section 69, and section 3 of the act of April 12, 1902. 
These acts are all based on and are amendments to a string of in- 
ternal-revenue laws which run back to each and every year to the 
act of June 20, 1888, which repealed several acts passed between 
the original act of July 1, 1862, and June 20, 1868. It may be to 
give the desired relief that not only the recent enactments but the 
parent act must be modified. The farmers, however, have man- 
aged to live and let live until the enactments of April 12, 1902, 
and August 28, 1894. They peng of restrictions that both 
Commissioner Yerkes and myself find incorporated in these two 
acts. Conditions during that period of time have become intol- 
erable to the grower of tobacco. These two acts, it seems, coupled 
with the rules and regulations made to enforce them, is the evil, 
I am advised by the correspondence that I have from the internal - 
revenue department and my investigation of the law. Indeed, 
the act of April 12, 1902, reenacts a part of the old act of 1868, 
Mr. Yerkes informs me in his letter of April 12, 1902. 

Mr. BOUTELL. In order that we may have no misunderstand- 
ing about it, because it is a matter of very great interest to a large 
number of people, is the law of which the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee now complains the original law of 1862, or is it some recent 
amendment of that law? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The act of July 1, 1862, established 
our internal-revenue system of that date. Twist tobacco was 
taxed under that law. I want now to untax it when the grower 
twists it of his own growth and desires to sell it or give it away. 
Ido not know whether that act taxed hand-twist or machine-twist 
tobacco. But the law of to-day taxes twisted tobacco whether 
twisted by machine or hand. And it seems that the act of April 
12, 1902, and the act of August 28, 1894, has made this change and 
many other objectionable changes by way of amending the for- 
mer law. The law of June 20, 1868, is in the law of to-day. 
It repealed all former conflicting laws. The act of April 12, 1902, 
Commissioner Yerkes says, restored a part of the old act of 1868, 
found in the Revised Statutes of 1873, section 3368. If you will 
read his letter to me of March 12, 1903, in my former speech, you 
will be thoroughly informed on this point. I will read that letter 
in part if I have time. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee would it 
not have placed this matter to better effect, if it is in fact a law 
of 1862, to state that with perfect frankness, rather than thatitis a 
law conceived by some skillful attorney of the trust, the tobacco 
trust being of very modern origin. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But only in the last few years 


e opening of your remarks, 


After examining this law and after having seen from my own 
personal pe aang that the operation of the law was to prevent 
the farmer selling natural leaf unstemmed any way to any- 
body but the licensed dealer, I wrote to Commissioner Yerkes, 

him if prior to the enactment of the law of 1894 there was 
any effort on the of the manufacturers of tobacco to evade 
the law—and it is only a 6-cent duty, nothing like the duty in 
the son countries from which this provision was copied—and 
he said there had been, to his knowledge, absolutely no fraud on 
the of the farmers or persons purchasing from the farmers 
this leaf tobacco and using it in that state. ere Was no neces- 
sity for the law, and the operation of the law was directly in the 
interest of the ere consumers by putting all the leaf tobacco in 
the class of manufactured tobacco. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But Commissioner Yerkes shows, 
in his letter to me of March 12, 1903, that the laws of which the 
growers complain were passed in 1894 and 1902, which are amenda- 
tory. In answering my questions he cites the acts of April 12, 
1902, section 3, and August 28, 1894, section 69. He says: 


Without attempting to give fou an immediate categorical answer td each 
2 te 9 have t . amor to toes pril 18. at the first ie 
of the -seven mgress, by act approv pr 1902, section 0 
following law was passed relating to tohacco: 

“Src. 3. That upon tobacco and snuff manufactured and sold, or removed 

for consumption or use, there shall be levied and collected, in lieu of the tax 
now imposed by law, the following taxes: 
“On snuff, manufactured of tobacco or any substitute for tobacco, ground, 
dry, damp, pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, when prepared 
for use, a tax of 6 cents per pound. And snuff flour, when sold, or removed 
for use or consumption, shall be taxed as snuff, and shall be put up in pack- 
ages and stamped in the same manner as snuff. 

“On all chewing and smoking tobacco, fine cut, cavendish, plug, or twist, 
cut or nulated, of every description; on tobacco twisted by hand or re- 
caret nes a Gog Ne tobe consumed, or an aay ested other ree the or- 

nary mode ng and curing, pre ‘or sale or consumption, even 
if prepared without the use of any machine or instrument, and without be- 
ing pressed or sweetened; and on all fine-cut shorts and refuse scraps, clip- 
pings, cuttings, and sweepings of tobacco, a tax of 6 cents per pound.” 

ou will not find in this section any exemption in favor of the farmer, who 
is not privileged to twist, stem, or otherwise change his tobacco and prepare 
it for consumption. 

This section is only a reenactment of section 3368 of the Revised Statutes 
of 8 of July 20, 1868, section 61, and which last act first imposed a stamp 

x on tobacco, : 

This provision of law has been in force continuously, without change ex- 
cept as to the rate of tax, since 1868. 


Proceeding with his letter to me, Mr. Commissioner Yerkes 
says: 


Section 3362 of the Revised Statutes. and amendatory acts require that all 

manufactured tobacco and snuff shall be prepared and put up by the manu- 

facturer thereof in certain specified kages and in no other manner before 

removal for sale or consumption, and provides that all cavendish, plug, and 

twist tobacco shall be put up in certain packages, and smoking tobacco and 

all cut and granulated tobacco in certain other packages; and this section 
es no exemption in favor of the farmer or.grower of tobacco. 


“ MANUFACTURER” DEFINED. 
The Commissioner’s letter continues: 


The definition of a “manufacturer of tobacco” will be found in subsection 
Qof section i of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section , act of August 


have these intolerable burdens and denials by operation of law | . J8% 


been felt by the farmers, and Mr. Yerkes, in his letter to me 
March 12, 1903, states that section 3 of April 12, 1902, is only re- 
enactment of section 3367 of the Revised Statutes of 1873, the act 
of July 20, 1868, section 61. It seems the farmers complain more 
of the Wilson than of the McKinley Act, but that they complain 
more since the act of April 12, 1902, than ever heretofore. 

Mr. STANLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, as I under- 
stand the statement of the gentleman from Tennesseeit is that this 
law wasenacted for one purpose and that its operation hassecured 
an entirely different result. That is especially plain of the act of 
1894, making an artificial definition of man tobacco, 
namely, that any tobacco, whether in the natural leaf or other- 
wise, not consumed by the producer of it was manufactured to- 
bacco, with certain immaterial conditions provided if sold by any- 
one but the producer, who can only sell free of tax his own 

wth. 
r. BOUTELL. With the a of the gentleman from 
Tennessee I would like to ask the gentleman who has last spoken 
whether it is his belief that the tobacco trust could have anything 
to do with the control of the legislation of 1894? i 

Mr. STANLEY. Iam not trying to go into politics. Iam not 
saying that any particular trust did this. Butif the gentleman 
will pardon me just a minute, it is very plain that the intent of 
the lawmakers in passing that law was to prevent the leaf, which 
was untaxed in the hands of the farmer, from being manufac- 
tured without the Government having an eye to it. That was 

lainly the purpose of the law. Now, the operation of the law 
as been to restrict the farmer in the sale of his leaf tobacco to 
nobody except a licensed dealer, because it can be sold only toa 
licensed dealer by the agent of the farmer. In that way it has 
placed the article where it can be controlled by great aggregations 
of capital, and is not producing a dime of revenue. 


Said section 69 provides that— 

Every person whose business it is to manufacture tobacco or snuff for him- 
self, or who employs others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, whether such 
manufacture be by cutting, pressing, grinding, crushing, or rubbing of any 
raw or leaf tobacco, or otherwise preparing raw or leaf tobacco, or manufac- 
tured or partially manufactured tobacco or snuff, or the putting up for use 
or consumption of scraps, waste, clippings, stems, or deposits of to O ro- 
sulting from any process of handling tobacco, or by the working or prepara- 
tion of leaf tobacco, tobacco stems, scraps, clippings, or waste, by sifting, 
es PSS g, screening, or any other process, shall be regarded as a manufacturer 
0 ba cco.” 


In construing this language the Commissioner says: 
In the first— 
That is the language just read— 


paragraph every person is ed as a manufacturer of tobacco who in any 
manner prepares his leaf to for consumption by crushing, twisting. 
8 grinding, or otherwise changing tobacco from its na 
condition. 


By this paragraph of this section 69 every person“ is classed 
and taxed as a manufacturer of tobacco who “ prepares his leaf 
tobacco for consumption by changing the tobacco from its natural 
condition.” 5 

Commissioner Yerkes continues: 


The second paragraph of that section (69) provides that— 

5 — n shall also be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco whose 
business it — to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than a ig ogy case, or 
bale, or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other duly regis- 
tered dealers in leaf tobacco or duly registered manufacturers of tobacco. 
snuff, or cigars, or to who purchase in packages for export; and all 
tobacco so sold by such persons shall be re as manufactured to 
and such manufactured to 


facturerin such pac only as the Commission: 
the 2 of the dooms 


That 

gro shall not be r ed as manufacturers of tobacco; and 
so much of section 8244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; and acts 
amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are hereby repealed.” “ 


1904. 


The Commissioner, in construing this paragraph, says: 
In the d paragraph is regarded manufacturer of 
tobacco dens, and de sn Tent tobacco in its Satara condition to 5 — 
sumers, or to ms other than registered dealers in leaf tobacco, manu- 
facturers of to or or persons who buy leaf tobacco in packages 
for export; and all leaf to so sold by such person is ed as a man- 
ufactured tobacco subject to tax; but thereis this exception, that farmersand 
3 are not to be regarded as manufacturers for selling leaf tobacco of 
eir own growth and raising. 
AN ABLE COMMISSIONER'S APOLOGY. 

The difficulty in the way of a lucid e of the statutes relating 
to the sale of leaf tobacco by farmers has n that such restrictions have 
—— cusps with special tax provisions and not contained in any separate 
s 2 

Ihave already read the first provision that appeared in this 
House, so far as I have been able to find, which undertook to tax 
leaf or stem tobacco. But the House struck out this clause entirely, 
because it was taxing unmanufactured tobacco, and transferred the 
tax to the next clause, taxing manufactured tobacco. This was 
March 28, 1862. 

Mr. STANLEY. What year? k 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. March 28, 1862. I will read again 
the clause which was then stricken out of the bill: 


On tobacco, leaf or stem, unmanufactured, 3 cents per pound, and a pay- 
ment of this duty shall not exempt tobacco from a further duty when manu- 


factured. 

Thus Congress, indeed the committee that reported the bill to 
the House, not only refused to tax leaf or stem, but classified leaf 
and stem as unmanufactured tobacco and not subject to a tax un- 
less manufactured. Now, in time of peace, unless the tobacco 
grower sells the leaf of his own raising, it is taxed, if sold to con- 
sumers. If any other person sells it to a consumer it is taxed as 
manufactured tobacco and the person selling is declared a manu- 
facturer. Stemmed tobacco is manufactured, under the present 
law, and stemming is manufacturing; but the farmer can stem 
and twist for his personal use. 

Commissioner Yerkes, in his very valuable opinion incorporated 
in his letter to me, found in my former speech, reviews many laws 
and parts of laws from June 20 down to the act of April 12, 1902. 

We know that the McKinley Act changed the law; that the 
Wilson Act changed the McKinley Act; that the Dingley Act 
changed the Wilson Act, but left, I believe, the objectionable 
definition made by the Wilson Act of the words manufacturer“ 
and manufacturing,“ whereby every person is made a manu- 
facturer who sells leaf tobacco to a consumer, except the grower 
in the sale of his own growth and raising. We know that Com- 
missioner Yerkes in his letter to me states that the act of April 
12, 1902, section 8, reenacts section 3368 of the Revised Statutes 
of 1863, act of July 20, 1863, section 61. He also stated that it is 
very difficult to give ‘‘a lucid interpretation of the statutes relat- 
ing to the sale of leaf tobacco by the farmer” because of restric- 
tions in special statutes. ; 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I regret I have not heard all the 
gentleman’s speech, because this is a matter in which I am very 
much interested; that is of interest tomy State. Will the gentle- 
man kindly read what he characterizes as the objectionable sec- 
tion? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will refer my friend to the letter 
containing the objectionable laws, written me by issioner 
Yerkes, found in my speech of December 14, 1903. He will there 
see that the Commissioner reviews a great many statutes and 
amendments thereto and gives the history with particularities, 
and as I have already read the objectionable laws as set forth in 
his letter, I will ask my friend to be content with the construc- 
tion placed upon those laws by Commissioner Yerkes. The con- 
struction is very plainly worded by the Commissioner, while the 
laws are very abstruse and hard for anyone to understand, even 
after hours and months of hard study. The Commissioner him- 
self says they are hard to elucidate. As I understand his letter, 
he concludes that the act of August 28, 1894, section 69, amending 
former laws, and the later act of April 12, 1902, reenacting and 
sibly amending still older laws—the act of 1868—are the objection- 
able and oppressive laws of which the growers now complain. 

3 ACT OF APRIL 12, 192, ò 

Of the act of April 12, 1902, the Commissioner says: 

You will not find in this section e down in favor of the farmer, who 
is not privileged to twist, stem, or otherwise change his to and prepare 
it for consumption. 

This section is only a reenactment of section 3368 of the Revised Statutes 
GEAD EOE 2 uly 20, 1868, section Gl, and which last act first imposed a stamp 

This provision of law has been in force continuously, without change, ex- 
cept as to the rate of tax, since 1868. 

Immediately in this connection the Commissioner says: 

Section 3362 of the Revised Statutes, and amendatory acts, require that all 


manufactured tobacco and snuff shall be prepared and put up by the — vo 
‘ore 


facturer thereof in certain specified panes and in no other manner 
removal for sale or consumption, and provides that all cavendish. plug, and 
twist tobseco shall be put upin certain packages, and smo! bacco and 
all cut and granula tobacco in certain other packages; 

makes no exemption in favor of the farmer or grower of to 
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ACT OF AUGUST 28, 1894. 

The Commissioner says the definition of manufactured tobacco 
is found in subsection 9 of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended by section 69, act of August 28, 1894. Said section 69 

ies that—he then quotes this section, which I will insert a 
ittle later. 

He then says the second paragraph of that section provides 
that—he inserts that, which I will do. 

Now, then, here is the construction which the Commissioner 
gives of this section 69, which he quoted. He says: 

In the first paragra: i turer 
bane ie Teen eee Wore ie bat ieee foe COA oe 
crushing, twisting, stemming, grinding, or otherwise changing the tobacco 
2 893 ee ey rson is ed as a facturer of 
tobacco who PATRA delivers his leaf tobacco in its 3 to . 
sumers, or to persons other than registered dealers in leaf tobacco, manufac- 
turers of tobacco or 9 persons who buy leaf tobacco in packages for 
export; and all leaf to so sold by such person is regarded as a manufac- 
tured tobacco subject to tax; but there is this exception, that farmers and 
growers are not to be regarded as manufacturers for selling leaf tobacco of 
their own growth and raising. 

If you talk to the growers of tobacco, they will tell you that the 
trouble of which they complain has arisen ‘‘in the last year or 
two.” Others will say it was the act of August 20, 1894, that 
caused the trouble.“ This corroborates the opinion of Commis- 
sioner Yerkes, who, as we see, says that the laws of to-day that are 
objectionable are the acts of 1894 and 1902. So that both Demo- 
crats and Republicans, gentlemen, are to blame for this obnox- 
ious, vexatious, brutal legislation, and they both should unite at 
once and remove the evil. I have already explained the practical 
operation of the law as nog” Te of by the tobacco growers, 
but as the gentleman from Wisconsin has asked for information 
I will briefiy repeat what Mr. Yerkes says the trouble is. 

Mr. Yerkes says to change the natural condition in any way, 
except to cure it, is manufacturing, and no one is allowed to do 
that, without paying a tax of 6 cents, except the grower; but if 
the grower changes the natural condition and gives it away or 
sells it he has to pay a tax of 6 cents a pound. It costs 6 cents 
now to raise it in Tennessee, and it is now selling on an average 
of 3} cents. The grower can not give it to his family or give it to 
his church or to anybody. He can not give it to charity. 


MANUFACTURED WHEN NOT CHANGED. 


So if the farmer sells his own growth of leaf tobacco he is not 
a manufacturer of leaf tobacco, and the leaf tobacco is not manu- 
factured. But if any other person sells this same tobacco to con- 
sumers or any person other than to dealers, manufacturers, and 
exporters, the leaf tobacco is manufactured, although it is not 
changed from its natural condition, except cured. 

Mr. SHERLEY rose. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just a moment. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppose the farmer stems it, can 
he get more money from it? 

_Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; because the grower puts 
more labor in his tobacco when he stems or twists it. But let 


me say that he can not do that for sale or gift unless he pays the 


6-cent tax. The manufacturer puts all that value into it and sells 
it back to the farmer for from 20 to 40 cents a pound. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What makes it bring less is that 
the stems weigh something? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That may be one reason. Now 
stems are used, while formerly they were thrown away. But 
another reason is that you put more labor into the stemmed to- 
bacco, and the more labor you put into a thing the more valuable 
it is—presumptuously, at least. Then another reason is that it is 
less bulky and is easier handled. The grower can handle it bet- 
ter in the twist. It won’t shatter and lose away in that fix. It 
can be hauled in a wagon that way and not crumble. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Are the stems marketable? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes, even exported 

Mr.STANLEY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr.STANLEY. Iwouldlike to state to the gentleman that these 
stems are now manufactured into what is called ‘‘ sheepwash,” 
but that name is a delusion, and is only for the purpose of deceiv- 
ing pe as to the real purpose of the product. It bears the 
same relation to the stems that attarof roses does totheroses. It 
takes tons to make a small quantity. The extract looks like thick 
molasses, and is exported to Germany, where our tobacco was 
formerly shipped. À j 

There is a German tobacco that is grown there which has the 
qualities of a sponge. The leaf is very much like our mullein 
leaf in this country, with a bitter taste. It looks like tobacco, 
but has very little taste of tobacco. It has a spongy leaf and ab- 
sorbs this extract. In that way they are doing away-with the 
necessity of importing American tobacco and paying the duty on 
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it. These sellers are actually now buying the American product 
at 2} cents a pound, taking the American leaf with the stem, 
making it into sheepwash, shipping it to Germany, and making 
tobacco again. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, let me give you a definition 
of a manufacturer by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
You will find that in my speech of December 14 last. The truth 
is that you can find almost everything thatis good on this subject 
in my h. [Laughter.] i 

I read from the case of Hartranft v. Weigman (121 U.S.). The 
court was passing on the question, Are shells manufactured 
or unmanufactured” that had been cleaned by acids and in- 
tended to be sold as shells? 

The court says: 

pS n eeen ge S eg egea baat ngarje eA 
ing a duty of W per cent upon such man but were shells unmanu- 

They were still shells. have not been manufactured intoa new and 
different article, having a distinctive name, character, or use from that of 


a shell. 
The application of labor to an article, either hand or by mechanism, 
at cle necessaril, A pA Apiesa the 


and Woo! necessarily make that resulting wool 
pierre peg realy of wool, ceasing ani patir cotton does not make the re- 
ting cotton a man ure. 8 
essed or baled hay i 


Pr y is not manufactured (20 Blatch. su; ; a publisher 
ofan per is nota manufacturer. (In re Capital Publi „3 Me- 
ur, in re Kenyon, 1 Utah, 47.) 
Marblecutinto for convenient transportation is not manufactured. 
(121 U. S., supra.) 


This definition is followed in 50 Federal Reports, page 71 


Now, gentleman, I want to say to my good and sensible and 3 


able friend from Wisconsin that the Supreme Court held way back 
in 2 Cranch, Chief Justice Marshall ing for the court, that 
imported cop tes with raised 

manuf: ; that thi 


Now, just think of that proposition! 

I hold in my hand a letter from my old lawyer friend, John M. 
Foster, Robertson County, Tenn. He has now gone to the coun- 
try to engage in farming. He writes as follows: 

CEDAR HILL, TENS., December 14, 1908. 
Hon. J. W. Garnes, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR GAINES: * * * Could not a law be pass — E 

power, mae mere e, but —— to — 5 cru —_— any saten 
ns and in any quantity merely or the payment o 

any tax whatever? licensed d and we 


could sell our cro 
my neighborh 


for 8 cents for his first and second class and 2 cents for his! He had two 
sons li in Arkansas, and shipped the boys 50 pounds for them tochew and 
smoke. 


* eve und for 50 cents 
— — tie farmers d 
or lugs. 

Mr. Foster says that these two sons in Arkansas, to whom the 
father had sent his tobacco in the leaf, conld have sold it for 50 
cents per pound if they had been allowed by the law to do so, 
while the old father at home sold the balance of the crop for 8 
cents for his first and second class and 2 cents for his lugs. 

For these sons to haye sold this tobacco, this gift, they would 
have been compelled to qualify as manufacturers and pay 6 cents 

pound if they sold to consumers, and the reason why the 
Father tically gave his tobacco away at 8 and 2 cents, when 
it cost him 6 cents to — was 3 there is no competition 
in buying, the tobacco i y — 

They raise little tobacco 3 an end ee States. 
They all raise more or less. Laborers, black white, prefer 
the homespun leaf or twist, because it is cheap and pure and can 
ordinarily be bought at 15.and 20 cents per pound, according to 
locality. In nonproducing communities it is higher, otherwise 
lower. The manufa tobacco sells at 20, 40, and 50 cents 
per pound. It is not pure tobacco. It is doctored” with liquor, 
molasses, sugar, taffy, and heaven knows what else, and inhabited 
with a few microbes, the bacteriologists will tell you. y 

I would say to my friend from Wisconsin that there is free 
trade in tobacco, wheat, and all other agricultural products, but 
there is no free trade in leaf tobacco. The grower can sell his 
own crop to anybody anywhere free of tax, but he can not buy 
other crops and sell free of tax and other limitations, and when 
any person 8 leaf to a consumer he pays a tax. 

. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee kindly state the reasons the advocates of the existing law 


have assigned for its retention? , 
Mr. GAINES „Will it reduce the revenues?“ is 
the question they are now considering. But I can not believe 
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stood, will be continued in its entirety. When my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], the chai of the 
subcommittee now considering an eve and others, and his able 
lieutenants, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL], and the 
oa from Minnesota [Mr. TawxEx], and the gentleman 
m Connecticut [Mr. HILL], who with my able friend from, 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] are giving me such close attention to-day, 
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr.Cooprrr]—all good lawyers—— 
Mr. STANLEY. And the gentleman from Virginia, Mr, 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. When these gentlemen full: 
understand the terrible and far-reaching effect of these laws, 
do not believe that they will consider the question of revenues as 
the sole question to decide what they should do. I believe that 
they will give relief, at least some of the relief, we ask, regardless 
of the revenue feature. 

QUESTION OF REVENUE. 

So far as the question of revenue is concerned, I want to show 
you that there is no revenue, or practically none, derived from 
the sale of leaf tobacco. The farmer can his own growth in 
raising without any tax whatever, and any other person can sell 
leaf tobacco without tax unless he sells it to a consumer, and I do 
not believe that there are any persons (except the grower) who 
sell the leaf tobacco to consumers, and therefore there can be no 


. The timeof the gentleman from Tennessee 


expired. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope I may be allowed two or 
three minutes more. 


Mr. FOSS. I give the gentleman from Tennessee five minutes 


more. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I have read closely the last report 
of the internal revenue. I can not find where any person (except 
the grower) has sold leaf tobacco to consumers. I do not believe 
there are any persons in selling leaf tobacco to con- 
sumers. If are any su rsons, then they pay 6 cents per 
pound tax. There being no such persons or business, there can be 
no tax paid to the Government by any such persons in any such 
business. The tobacco was sold by the grower to exporters, to 
dealers, to manufacturers. Thedealersand manufacturers are rep- 
resented or controlled directly or indirectly by the tobacco trust. 
They manufacture tobacco. When it is manufactured, they pay 
a tax of 6 cents. That is where we got the $43,000,000 revenue 
last year. Hence, to repeal that law that says any person but 
the grower that sells tobacco to consumers” would not curtail 
the revenues. 

HAND STEM OR HAND TWIST. 


To change the law and give the grower the right to hand stem 


class, | or hand twist his own growth and raising, and none other, would 


increase therights and privileges of the grower, restore his liberty, 
and arm him with the power to say to the tobacco trust: You 
must pay my price for my tobacco or I will hand stem it and 
hand twist it and sell it myself.“ In this way the tobacco grower 
could terrorize and compete with the tobacco trust. However, I 
do not believe that a grower could compete very successfully 
(but with some success you must all 7 with the tobacco 
trust; which uses machinery to stem and twist, while the grower 
would use his fingersand not machinery. The hand manufacturer 
of anything can not very well compete with the machine manu- 
facturer, but to give this relief would give the grower some lever- 
age to compete with the trust. The grower could sell at least to 
that class ae re who want the pure natural tobacco and who 
would buy that for that reason alone against buying the medi- 
cated manufactured tobacco, which some dislike, 
EXPORT TOBACCO. 

We export millions and millions of raw and mannfactured 
tobacco annually and receive not a cent of revenue therefrom. 
Our domestic exports of unmanufactured tobacco during the year 
1902 were as follows: 


| Value. 


853, 317, 385. | $34, 294 
10,751,955 | 245 1 


834,009, 240 | 84,640,515 


Plug. 
that even if it will reduce the revenue the law, when fully under- 11 8 


1904. 
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Here, then, we have 372,588,130 pounds of tobacco, manufactured 
and unmanufactured, and 1,660,000,000 cigars and cigarettes ex- 
ported which do not furnish one cent of reyenue to the Govern- 
ment. 

Gentlemen, you will remember that from 1868 to 1883 Congress 
levied a tax, an export stamp tax, on tobacco exported. The 
stamp was to be affixed before the tobacco was removed for ex- 
port. Most of the time the rate was 30 cents, the balance 10 
cents. Repealed in 1883. It was held valid in two separate and 
distinct opinions by the Supreme Court of the United States—in 
Pace v. Burgess (92 U. S., 372), and again in 117 United States Re- 

rts, page 534. The opinions were unanimous, Mr. Justice Brad- 

ey speaking for the court in both cases. Justice Bradley, in 
writing the opinion, said it was a valid police law because it pre- 
vented frauds. It prevented a man from saying he was going to 
export tobacco when he did not really intend to do so, and did not 
doso. When a man says he is going to export his tobacco, you 
have only his word for it. This tax paid for policing the tobacco 
out of the United States to foreign countries. 

Mr. Commissioner Yerkes informs me that there is no tax levied 
on exported tobacco. Hence the Government must now pay for 
policing this tobacco ont of the United States into foreign coun- 
tries. If to give the tobacco growers the relief they ask reduces 
our revenues too much, you can easily restore this stamp tax on 
exported manufactured tobacco and more than reimburse the 
Government. A mere shadow of à tax on this immense export 
of maufactured tobacco would more than cover the little pittance 
of revenue that the Government might lose and restore to the 
farmers their personal liberty and raise the heavy hand of the 
law that now oppresses them in the manipulation of their tobacco. 

At all events, Mr. Chairman, for the sake of humanity, for the 
sake of the tobacco farmer—good citizens they are in every State 
of the Union—for the sake of their wives and children, give the 
tobacco growers a chance to save their little homes from the auc- 
tion block. Save the industry of tobacco growing. The use of 
tobacco may be a luxury, but raising it isa burden. The tobacco 
growers are sturdy citizens, and the tobacco-growing industry has 
helped to save us in time of war and in time of peace. Tobacco 
revenues are constant. This industry gives employment to mil- 
lions of our good citizens, black and white alike, living in man- 
sions and log cabins throughout our fair land. Make them free 
men and their industry free. Let them know and feel the Gov- 
ernment is their friend and not their oppressor into bankruptcy 
and commercial death. [Applause.] 


APPENDIX. 
MR. YERKES’S LETTER. 
WASHINGTON, March 12, 10. 
Hon Jons W. GAINES, 5 
Member of Congress, House of Representatives, 

Sır: Ihave received your letters, dated Tth and 9th instant, respectively, 
presenting the following questions: X 

1. You ask, Did the Fifty-sixth or Fifty-seventh Congress relieve tobacco 
growers 72 5 taxes on tobacco raised by them; and if so, under what statute and 
section thereof? 

2. Does the law tax—and if so, how much—tobacco growers when they stem 
or twist their tobacco for their own use or to sell the same? 

8. Can tobacco growers stem or twist their tobacco for their own personal 
use without paying a tax? 7 ` 

4. Can tobacco growers stem or twist their tobacco for the purpose of giv- 
ing it away without paying a tax? 

g 5. N85 ask for the departmental or judicial definition of the term “ dealer 
~obacco." 

6. You ask for the definition of the term manufacturer of tobacco.” 

7. You ask whether a tobacco grower who stems or twists his tobacco 

wn on his own farm or purchased from a neighbor is a manufacturer, or, 
in other words, whether stemming or twisting tobacco is manu‘acturing. 

In conclusion, you ask if there is in existence any law which requires a 
farmer who raises tobacco to pay any tax for raising tobacco, or for stem- 
ming his own tobacco, or that which he purchases from another farmer who 
grows the tobacco. 

If there is such a law, you ask to be referred toit, and to the section therof, 
and you ask whether a farmer who grows tobacco can take that tobacco an: 
sell it without paying any tax. q 

Without attempting to give you an immediate categorical answer to each 
question as presented. I have the honor to inform you that at the first session 
of the Fifty-seventh Congress by act approved April 12, 1902, section 3, the 
following \iw was relating to tobacco: 

“Sno. 3. That upon tobacco and snuff manufactured and sold, or removed 
for consumption or use, there shall be levied and collected, in lieu of the tax 
now imposed by law, the following taxes: 

On snuff, manufactured of tobacco or any substitute for tobacco, gri 
dry, damp, pickled, scented, or otherwise, of all descriptions, when pre 
for use, a tax of G cents per pound. And snuff flour, when sold or removed 
for use or consumption, shall be taxed as snuff, and shall be put up in pack- 
ages and stamped in the same manner as snuff. 

“On all chewing and smoking tobacco, fine cut, cavendish, plug, or twist, 
cut or granulated. of every description; on tobacco twisted by hand or re- 
duced into a condition to be consumed, or in any manner other than the or- 

i mode of crying and curing, prepared for sale or consumption, even 
if prepared without the use of any machine or instrument, and without be- 
ing pressed or sweetened: and on all fine-cut shorts and refuse Scraps, clip- 
pings, cuttings, and sweepings of tobacco, a tax of 6 cents per pound.” 

You will not find in thissection any exemption in favor of the farmer, who 
is not privileged to twist, stem, or otherwise change his tobacco and prepare 
it for consumption. 


This section is only a reenactment of section 3368 of the Revised Statutes 
3 2U, 1868, section 61, and which last act first imposed a stamp 
on S 


This Torea of law has been in force continuously, without change ex- 
tas to the 4 25 


rate of tax, since 1868. 
tion 3382 of the Revised Statu 


and amendatory ac uire thatall 
tobacco and snuff shall 5 75 


prepared and put up by the manu- 
kages and in no other foe lees before 


all cut and granulated to 
makes no exemption in favor of the farmer or grower of tobacco. 2 

The definition of a“ manufacturer of tobacco will be found in subsection 
9 of section #244 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section 69, act of 


Angas 28, 1894. 
d section 69 provides that 

“Every person whose business it is to manufacture tobacco or snuff for 
himself, or who employs others to manufacture tobacco or snuff, whether 


such manufacture be by cutting, pressing, grinding, crushing, or rubbing of 
any raw or leaf tobacco, or apeti ek preparing raw or leaf to or cee ted 
factured or ially manuf: 


i actured tobacco or snuff, or the putting up for 
use or consumption of scraps, waste, clippings, stems, or deposits of tobacco 
resulting from any process of handling tobacco, or by the W aa prepa- 
ration of leaf tobacco, tobacco stems, scraps, clippings, or wasta, by sifting, 
8 screening, or any other process, shall be regarded asa manufacturer 

The second paragraph of that section provides that— 

“Every person also be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco whose 
business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than a h. ead, case, or 
bale, or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other than duly regis- 
tered dealers in leaf tobacco or duly registered manufacturers of tobacco 
snuff, or cigars, or to parsons who purchase in packages for export; and all 
tobacco so sold by such persons shall be regarded as manufactured tobacco, 
and such manufactured tobacco shall be put up and 8 by such manu- 
facturer in such . the Commissioner of In Revenue, with 
the approval of the tary of the 8 shall prescribe: Provided, 
That farmers and growers of tobacco who sell leaf tobacco of their own 
growthand raising not be regarded as manufacturersof tobacco; andso 
much of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and acts 
amendatory thereof, as are in conflict with this act are hereby repealed.” 

In the first paragraph every person is regarded as a manufacturer of to- 
bacco who in any manner prepares his leaf tobacco for consumption by crush- 
ing, twisting, stemming, grinding, or otherwise changing the tobacco from 


V 18 ed ufacturer of 
n the second paragraph eve ron as a man 0 
tobacco who sells and . 100 tobacco in its natural condition to con- 


sumers, or to persons other than registered dealers in leaf tobacco, manu- 
facturers of tobacco or ci or persons who buy leaf tobacco in packages 
for export; and all leaf tobacco so sold by such person is a, Sah as a man. 
utactured tobacco subject to tax: but there is this exception that farmers and 
growers are not to be regarded as manufacturers for selling leaf tobacco of 
their own growth and raising. 7 

You ask for a departmental or judicial definition of the term a “dealer in 

In reply, you are advised that— 

“Every person whose business it is to sell or offer for sale manufactured 
e or ci. shall be regarded as a dealer in tobacco,” 

The difficulty in the way of a lucid interpretation of the statutes relating 
to the sale of leaf tobacco by farmers has been that such restrictions have 
poan copie? with special tax provisions and not contained in any separate 
sta 

The tenth subdivision of section $244, Revised Statutes, imposing special 
tax, exempted a farmer hag pating the tax as a dealer in leat tobacon, but 


he was req to e sules to tobacco of his own production and 
7 1 oe ived by him from tenants as rent and who produced the same on 
nd. 


This statute also provided that nothing therein should be construed to ex- 
empt the farmer or planter from the special tax who, by peddling or other- 
wise, sold his leaf ee at retail directly to consumers. 

This provision was also reiterated in section 14, act of March 1, 1879. 

The statute 8 m retail dealers in leaf tobacco 3 tax of 8500 
per annum and 50 cents for every dollar of sales in excess of $1.000. 

All persons were ed as retail dealers who sold leaf tobacco directly 
to consumers, or to other than those who had paid special tax as leaf 
dealers, or manufac’ rs of tobacco, snuff or cigars, or to persons who pur- 
chased leaf tobacco for export. < 

‘This, in effect, was a prohibitory tax against the sale of leaf tobacco at re- 
tail directly to consumers. 

This act was amended by act of March 3, 1883, only so far as it imposed a 

al tax and provided thatretail dealers shoul annually a special tax 
of $250 and 50 cents for each dollar on amount of monthly sales in ex- 
cess of $500 per annum. 

It was provided, however, that farmers and producers of tobacco could 
sell, at place of production, tobacco of their own growth or raising at retail 
directly to consumers to an amount not exceeding $100 annually, 

This was also, in effect, a prohibitory tax against the sale of leaf tobacco to 
consumers. 

vision was led by section 16, act of October 1, 1890. 
made it the 2455 of the farmer Bay beat a 5 of 
rson to whom 


sold, and the previous limitations on sales were continued, although the spe- 
cial tax had been repealed. 
The act of August 28, 1894, the former act requiring farmers to 


make a sworn statementof their sales, and since that time farmersand grow- 
ers of tobacco have been privileged to sell leaf tobacco of their own growth 
and raising, and that received from tenants as rent for their land, without 
restriction as to the quantity sold, place of sale, or the business of the per- 
sons who purchase the tobacco. 

From the fo g premises I am constrained to answer your questions 


si ng a as follows: 
E t Congress has never im a tax on natural-leaf tobacco in the 
hands of farmers, but only upon leaf tobacco which they may have sold di- 
ore sas 5 t law a tax of 6 cent dis imposed allt 
nder the present law a of 6 cents per poun upon o- 
bacco stemmed or twisted by a farmer not intended for his own personal use. 
_ 8. Afarmer may stem and twist tobacco for his own use without incurring 
liability to tax on such tobacco. 

4, Stemming or 8 tobacco is regarded as ro ong and a 
grower or planter can not yy stem or twist his tobacco for sale, or for 
ag? pur posi of giving it away, without payment of tax. If he should engage 
in that he would be regarded as a manufacturer of tobacco and 
required to q as such by 88 the collector of the district, 
3 and bond, and to pee label, and stamp his product, as pro- 
vided by regulations No. 8, pages 5 and 6. 

3 1 have already given you the legislative definition of term “dealer in 

6. My answer to question 4 is an answer to question 7, 
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7. The term “manufacturer of tobacco” is-defined in the first and second 
paragraphs of section 69, quoted on page 8 of my letter. 
Respectfully, 


J. W. YERKES, Commissioner. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Washington, February 11, 1904. 
Hon: I ge W. GAINES, 


House of F 
Sim: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th 
instant, submitting a series of questions upon the subject of the sale of leaf 
tobacco by farmers and others, and in reply thereto you are ad as 


Q or — Ses answer to question 
2 
1 8 Doa o manufacturer of tobacco pay any tax or license to make leaf 
to 0. 
925 5. Q. Js the tax or licenso paid when the leaf ‘tobacco is 5 
manufactured or when and ac Sold? — A. tax 
dicene) is n equired to be paid whon the tobacco 4 — 5 ‘Tae agen mot 
a converted intoa man uet and sold or removed 
EA e 


6. Q. Cana grower of tobacco sell his own growth of leaf tobacco to another 
farmer or person for t their consumption or use without the grower 
or 


d then qualified in to manuf of 
tobacco, snuff, or cigars, or to persons for export, as 8 


re; 
7. Q. Can a grower sell hisown T 
out the paying any tax or license?—A. Les. 
Boes Car pax any tax ar llconu toerport leaf tobacco or the 
seh G u articlet .. oO TIRE ORAON 0E 
manufactured tobacco, oranthe right to buy, or on the right to export? If 
50, which?—-A. An exporter Lappe mewn any special tax or license 
PP aie r soll his growth of tobacco to.a local of leaf 
n a grower own a buyer 
We and that buyer sell that to tax or 


tobacco to without any 
aired of a) the wer, 0) fho local pu or (e) the ex- 
porter, (d) and iho — fe tl ter iai —— ; th 


soe cme engl tax or on the 
porteri A. Yes. Neither the „the local er, or 
S under the 
Can a grower of tobacco sell or give his own growth of leaf tobacco 
323380 tax co OAD OF under the law or regula- 
tions of Department? If Saar Ee tae See On eae oe 
license, law, and the —A. Yes. e er and grower is 
ed in the sale or other disposition of tobacco in its natural condi- 


me, and can not. be delegated b; farmer toan agent or other person to 
gell'and deliver the tobacco ae oe a 


take orders for sale of the tobacco, ry. 
(See Treasury d No. 497, dated 7, 1902, a of which was fur- 
eer tonin letter eber o Ton on Lren aiee recur gd 

ui special or ‘or privilege of selling 
es ghee yi ire . tobacco itself. For the law and the 
tions no sales of leaf tobacco you aré referred to the first 


Q. Why is the to delega person thi 
Dri S 88 0 oof tang tho 8 tobacco and sell or naive away that 


the grower's liberty of acti 
= Fe Under the authority of € qa 
charged wi uty oi such regula: 
—— car the law into effect safi 
eee To this end this office has deemed it necessar 
5 sales 


te to another 


selling and delivering it. section 2 cures this. This office has 
never abridged or curtailed th F se of his 
tobacco. He can sell and deliver it without the test restriction, but 
when he delegates ta other this he ites his rights un- 
der the law, which does not confer this. upon any person but the 


farmer and aA rower himself, 

13. Q: Man Tado thereunder have retried that iber iy of tt 1804 and 
the regulations made thereunder have restricted that liberty of action th 
had under the McKinley tariff act, F 
to be EIN salt teak catlen AAAA ti toa obec the law anena a nero 
parties. Will you please put your finger on the difference between two 
acts in reference to the aS sg right to dispose by sale or gift of his own 

owth and to deal in leaf to 1 without restriction, and then 

U me does — law as under the 
tariff act of 1894; or. in other 5 ‘erence between the pres- 
ent law and the McKinley tariff act?—A. Section 27 of the act of October 1. E 
1890 (the de. Act), which is now in foree, repealed all statutes 
any 8 kind whatsoever abil e farmers or 7 of ji 
in regard to the saleo their leaf tobacco, keeping of books, etc. 


tion aon follows: 

“That of the statute im — of any kind what- 
soeyer oe ok gd and rowers — regard to Mem Sale of their 
leaf tobacco, and 3 report of 
their sales of leaf 9 — nome — tax on account of such sales are 
hereby repealed.” 


— pons 6,1 
(classed 


as wh tobacco and 50 
1 — there 


2 to keep books. 
Jnder this act farmers were PIE to pay special tax for selling to- 
bacco of their own Manette samamere or received from tenants, but they could not 


tax on retail dealers in leaf tobacco 
poten each TOE ——— the amount of 
excess of the rate of $500 ted 885 0 elle 
e the act October 1. 1, 1890 (M 2 
ther branches of the tobacco business; but leaf- 


tax ha 
internal- 


upon subsequent 


revenue — 
Under the 8 Act no e e e wero 
of leaf tobacco who were ee — 5 dealers or 
the time that eln 1 the 
of March l. 1890, and 5 regarded as dealers in io 
sons who sell leaf tobacco sb 
leaf, erp 


ganda 


to consumers, 

„ 

This provision affected the farmor or producer only, 
55 


, and was by 
cKinley bill), quoted at begin- 


taxes (licenses) on retail dealers in leaf e pairing cd 

EG and such retail dealers were not named or recognized in 

sales of leaf tobacco st yp age mae 9 — than by the 
eaf tobacco, who 


to n tn ga e of to- 

pa eget F purchasers of 
leaf ieee Tor vanti from The 8 merchant who Siren leat in the 
hand or in cer would have had the 


right to sell fed asdenler in tobacco, as defined in sub- 
& section 3214, = ch reads as follows: 
“Every person shall be ed as a dealer in leaf tobacco whose business 
it is, for himself or on tosell or offer for sale, or consign for salo 
bacco, in leaf tobacco shall sell only to other 


on commission, to 
are and to — — of 2 ee AA cigars, and to.such persons 
as are known to = ee of leaf ‘or expo 

The restrictions i it line Wilson Opoa aS oe of leaf tobacco found in Pg 69, 

. — which leaf tobacco sold in the man- 
ufactured tobacco, and taxable as 
such, were not a he McKinley Ac Act.of October 1, 1820, but were incor- 
porated in the ikson. bil doubtless for the reason that the restrictions im- 
upon the sale of 1 by the McKinley Act were not regarded 

as sufficient to fully protect he interests of the Government. 

The impression prevailing in many quarters that under the McKinley Act 
country merchants and others purchasing leaf tobacco from farmers or pro- 
ducers could sell the same at retail without payment of tax has no founda- 
tion in fact or law. 

Respectfully, 


cre i per a TS 


Rost. WILLIAMS, Jr., 
Acting Commissioner, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER 88 INTERNAL REVENUE, 


n — — 3, 1904 
Hon. done gern GATSES, ee x 


—̃ — 
Sin: In eee ur verbal ET the 2d instant, as to the difference 
between tho PAA ey tarif acto: and the Wilson tariff act of I with 
reference to the internal-revenue tax tions controlling the sale of 


leaf tobacco, I have the honor to navies you as follows: 
THE M'KINLEY ACT OF 1890, 


bacco, 
turers of cigars, and 2 — of tobacco, i pa uires all such deal: 
with the collector of his district his nase a, p 


ers. to register his name, or style, place of 
residence, trade, or — and the Piece where such peste 8 is 
carried on. A failure to 8 register subjects such person to a penalty of $50. 


Section 27 provides Pestrictions of any kind whatsoever upon 
farmers and growers Sepang 3 in regard to the sale of their leaf tobacco, 
and the keeping of books, and the registration and report of their sales of 
leaf tobacco, or im any tax on account of such se ats ee gra but 
it is further provi t every farmer or planter producing and 
leaf OA on demand ofany abrt Pania etaik va officer or other pon trom f 
agent of the Treasury Department, shall furnish said officer or agent a trne 
and 3 — statement, verified by oath, of all his sales ot leaf tobacco, the 
number of or pounds, aya the name and residence in each 
instance, of cae ee to whom sold and to whom it is shipped, 
and every farmer 3 who Aral ally re refuses to furnish such infor ma- 
tion, or who 1 . makes false 8 as to — ay the facts afore- 
said, shall bo a Hable to a penalty not 


ceeding 
8 a 96 
o en o above law in 0 Ti ser 0. 
issued e 3 provided tha: sy 
“Farmers are not required to re an internal-revenue tax for selling leaf 
tobaeco of their own growth and raising or leaf tobacco received by themas 
oy from tenants eri have produced the same on their land.” 


ex 


an amount not ex: $100 annually was re- 
pealed by the law 8 . e executor or administrator of a farmer 
or planter and the of any minor is exempted from registering as 
dealer in leaf selling to 8 by such farmer or planter 


or by said executor, administrator, or guardian as such, or received by 
either eee np wih produced the same on the 
land of said farmer, planter, 
C11. to pack or prize his tobacco before 


1904. 


— 


offering it for sale, in hogsheads or otherwise, but he may sell it loose, as he 
has heretofore been in the habit of selling, keeping such an account as will 
enable him to render a true statement of amount sold when called for. 

The Wilson bill, act of August 28, 1894, section 69, provides as follows: 
Every panos shall also ba regerded as a manufacturer of tobacco whose 
business it is to sell leaf tobacco in quantities less than a hogshead: case, or 
bale, or who sells directly to consumers, or to persons other duly regis- 
tered dealers in leaf tobacco, or duly registered manufacturers of tobace: 
snufi, or cigars. or to ponn who purchase in packages for export; and 
tobacco so sold by such persons shall be regarded as manufactured to 
and such manu tobacco shall be put up and p: by such manu- 
facturer in such packages only as the oner of Internal Revenue, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the „shall prescribe: Provided, 
That farmers and growers of tobacco who sell leaf tobacco of their own 
growth and raising shall not be regarded as manufacturers of tobacco; and 
so much of section 2244 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and acts 
amendatory thereof, as are in with this act are eby : 
Provided further, That section 27, chapter 1244, page 863, 
ment to the Revised Statutes of the United States, be amended by 8 
in line 5 of said 


jia aoe Uing leaf „on of any inte en 
other authorized nt of the EON 9 to furnish said officer 
or agent a true and complete statement, ed by oath, of all of his salesof 
leaf tobacco, the number of h eads, cases, or pounds, with the name and 
residence, in each instance, of the person to whom sold and the place to which 
it is shipped; and e farmer or planter who willfully refuses to furnish 
such information, or who knowingly makes false statements as to any of the 
facts aforesaid. shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be liable to a pen- 
* exceeding $500." That section 3381 is hereby repealed.” 
om the above it will be seen that the principal difference between the 

M Act and the Wilson Act relating to the sale of leaf tobacco b: 
farmers is that under the former act farmers or planters producing an 
selling leaf tobacco were a on demand of any internal-revenue officer 
or other of the 

other authorized agent of th 1 furnish said officer 
or agent a true and complete statement, verified by oath, of all his sales of 
leaf tobacco, the number of hogsh cases, or pounds, with name and 
residence in erc 8 of the to whom 


t 
fre of tax for the farmer on commission or by an agent in the employ of the 
farmer. The so selling of leaf tobacco by the farmer was construed to be a 
personal right which he could not delegate to others. 

Farmers and growers were not bad paT Aay SUETON phim i 
for selling leaf tobacco received by them as rent from tenants who produced 
the same on their own land. 

In this connection I inclose for your information a copy of Treasury Deci- 
sion No. 497, issued April 7, 1902, on the subject of sale of leaf tobacco by 


farmers. 
Respectfully, J. W. YERKES, Commissioner. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to 
the gentleman from California [Mr. LIVERNASH]. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to plead for justice 
to the American seaman as an essential condition precedent to the 
vast over-sea fleet of merchant ships this nation ought to have 


and the crushing sea power our country should 5 
Sir, to me it is in melancholy eps with decline of our 
once great merchant marine in the foreign trade that gentlemen 


report bills for building war ships, but do nothing to promote 
seamanship, and that other gentlemen—of majority or minority— 
in formally submitting views on that decline say much about 
ships but not one word of men. Would that I could burn into 
the minds of the American le that we never can have a truly 
great navy, we never can have a commanding merchant fleet, 
until the gress shall have made sea life so attractive to Amer- 
ican boys and men that both will gladly, and may with self-re- 
spect, turn to the sea and stay with the sea. 

It has not ceased to be true that we should take “ care alwa; 
to keep ourselves, by suitable establishments, in a respectable de- 
fensive posture,” and the poor glory of our ocean triumph over 
Spain has not deceived me—we fought a feeble foe. We need a 
stronger Navy. Iam against a large Federal military establish- 
1 Great standing ae arean Sauipe eee ie Sakia 
to industry, a menace to democracy—and experience pro 
us able quickly to throw into the field enormous bodies of effect- 
ive soldiery drawn straight from civil life. But navies are of 
slow growth, and the sea is for the state which can hold it against 
the world, able to make its blue deeps a graye for ships and men 
of alien enemies. 

I apne the pending bill will not be impaired. Indeed I should 
be glad to see it so amended as to require a „ 
for the building period it covers. Sea power is of the im- 
portance toa nationcircumstanced like ours—populons and wealth- 
strewn continental coasts fronting two oceans anda mighty Gulf; 
insular possessions in two seas—some of them far distant from our 
mainland and in the world’s forming storm center: a canal to be, 
which may become in trouble times a death gap to be held against 
giant foes; an immensely valuable coastwise mercantile marine; 
alas, that Ican not add—the greatest foreign-going merchant fleet 
on the seven seas! any meee is needed. We shall be guilty 
of criminal neglect if we do not make our Navy invincible in pro- 
tection of our seaboard and our ships of trade. I am for strict 
economy of public funds, but that is not economy but perilous 
1 Which, undertaking to provide ocean power for the 

epublic, stops short of the strength to hold the sea against for- 
inidable challengers, 
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ee is not enough to look to The Hague. When universal peace 


Lie like a shaft of light across the land 

And like a lane of beams across the sea 
the world will be much older. To-day such peace is but the poet's 
misty dream of things to be. Most friendship is feigning.” 
Justice among nations is yet largely academic, It may not be re- 
lied on without the threatening ethics of ready shot and steel for 
many acrimsoned age. Diplomacy must go on wearing a shirt 
of mail Si its . and its laces. N * whose weakness 
is not their strength must go on urging peace, but expecting war; 
striving to make all life fragrant as the breath of violets while 
planning to desolate the firesides of its foes. 

Justice among the nations! Why, sir, consider the vanished 
freedom of the Boers, the overwhelming of the people of the 
Philippines, the disregard of Colombia’s right to conquer her 
revolutionists in Panama if He ies Ba right to freedom of 
transit across the Isthmus! What be said for justice among 
the nations when America, the embodiment of world progress 
from tyranny, forgetting her best traditions and ignoring her 
noblest ideals, plunges greedily in pursuit of empire? 

The Hague! Who does not feel the emptiness of those profes- 
sions of amiability for which it is famous that observes the Czar 
of Russia—leader in the declarations for tranquillity—violating 
the of the world in avoidable conflict with Japan, both 
combatants eager to despoil weaker poras of sovereign rights 
neither could touch under any rule of human equity? 

Navies are more than fleets of war ships. The ships are but 


to | weapons. Their value lies in the use made of them, And, ships 


being equal, mastery is for the nation whose vessels are best 
It is less a matter of numbers of men than of skill and 
valor, and often it is not so much a matter of orders from admi- 
ral or captain as of 5 from engine room and stokehold. 
The manning of a war ship depends largely on the seamen, those 
below the rank of officers, those whose names the world never 
hears. A strong suggestion of the real situation lies in these 
words of Captain „relative to the period of the French 
revolution. Then, he says, the one sea weapon— 
was the gun; the cold steel, the hand-to-hand fight commonly came into pla 
only toward the end of the action, if at all. In aiming the gun, however, it 
can by no means be ted from its carriage; using this word not merel 
in its narrow but as belonging rightly to a whole ship whic! 
bore the gun alongside the enemy, and upon whose skillful ing de- 
pended placing it in those positions of advantage that involved most danger 
to the opponent and the least to one's self. This was the part of the com- 
mander; once there, the skill of the v. to work his piece 


with rupidit 4 despite 3 —. by the motion of thy 
th ru and accu o es e nof the 
sea, the ra; shifting of the 


enem 
narrow ports. Thus the skill of the military ssaman and the 


t 
i quick and delicate handling and 
accurate direction in allits parts. It was wielded by a living organism, knit 


ing by a common im; a 5 
è, which, like all other life, is not found ripened without having had a 


It matters not how ably, how prudently, the commander of a 
war fleet plans an engagement with the enemy, nor how terrible 
the destructive power of his vessels, victory co hea be with him 
should the stokers in the depths of his ships fail to get full value 
from their coal, the condition precedent to sufficient onse 
from engines, as sufficient response from engines is the condition 
precedent to exact compliance with the orders given for the mov- 
ing of that great gun carriage, the man-of-war, for effective fir- 
ing on or ramming of the foe. 

Sir, what are we doing, what does the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs a ee we ought todo, to obtain full complements of genu- 
inely ed seamen for our Navy? There can be but one answer 
nothing. The neglect is dangerous and discreditable. It is so re- 
garded by the seamen of our country; it should be so regarded by 
all others. In saying this I feel I speak as the International Sea- 
men's Union of America would have me speak. It is an organi- 
zation of most of ourseamen. They know the truth. They plead 
for the remedy. It is for the Congress to act. Will it act? 

Sir, it is a entable fact that the Secretary of the Navy is 
driven to the neces:ity of sending recruiting parties far inland 
all through the Mississippi Valley, indeed—to obtain men for re- 
cruiting the regular service. Trained seamen are not available. 


Can the reg ie decline to act? 

But even if complements were full of men trained at sea end 
pulsing with the ambiticns of men born to sea life, that would 
not be enough. When the shock of battle comes, complements 
are broken and must be filled, and if war be lengthy they must 
be filled again and again. There must be a reserve of citizen sea- 
men, else is there national weakness in crucial hours. What are 
we doing to create such a reserve? 

Gentlemen who have intimate knowledge of the war with Spain 
must know that during that short struggle there were times when 
the Navy Department of our country was sorely distressed by 


i 
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want of a sufficiency of skilled men for stokeholds and gun decks. 
I wonder how many of us realize the serious significance of that 
simple fact, and I wonder how many of us have reflected on the 
truth that ittakes longer to train a man to efficient seamanship 
than it takes to build a battle ship. 

So, sir, in the same way ships alone do not make a victory- 
winning merchant fleet. It is the merchantman whose sails are 
spread, whose steam is raised by the most expert men which gains 
and holds carrying trade, other conditions beingequal. It always 
was so and always will be, and the statesmanship which concerns 
itself much with building ships and little with encouraging the 
rise of a class of expert seamen is a misfortune to America. The 
race is for the swift. It will not do to build ships if we do not 
man them with men the equals orsuperiors in seamanship of those 
employed by our competitors, and until we have a great, self- 
respecting maritime class we can not have a great merchant ma- 
rine, though we launch ships from a thousand yards. 

To conquer the sea as we have conquered the land, we must put 
American industrial effectiveness at work upon the sea as we have 
put it at work upon the land; we must make it false that the 
mariner is one Housed on the wild sea with wild usages; we 
must dignify, we must ennoble seamanship under our flag. 

That we have not conquered the sea as we have the land is be- 
cause we have denied the one the Americanism we haye given the 
other. Our neglect of the seaman has been, I feel, unconscious, 
take us as a people. Here and there directly interested classes 
have known, but not the nation as a nation. I absolve the Mem- 
bers of this House from guilty intent, when I make up my own 
judgments; if I could not, I should almost despair of the future 
of Democracy. 

Briefly, sir, I would remind gentlemen of the plight of our 
merchant marine in the foreign trade. While we have been ris- 
ing to wonderful wealth ashore, we have lost our hold at sea. 
According to the latest annual report of the Commissioner of 
Navigation of our Department of Commerce and Labor, only 9.1 
per cent of our imports and exports was carried in vessels of 
American register during the year 1903. These figures are fa- 
miliar. Let me suggest some that are not familiar—some that 
should impress all gentlemen in whom statesmanship is broader 
and deeper than the distribution of seeds and pamphlets. Last 
year—that is, the year ending with June, 1903—the value of our 
imports and exports carried by foreign ships was 82, 240,000, 000. 

Apply to this sum the percentage of freight charge commonly 
eccepted as a minimum and we have, sir, the startling conclu- 
sion that we paid out in 1903 to foreign bottoms about the same 
amount of money as we received during the same period as duties 
at all of the custom-houses of the Republic. It has given mea 
sorrowful line of thought that in an assembly notable for fervid 
speeches on tariffs and money reforms the leaders of neither party 
have devoted eyen passing notice on this impressive fact. When 
I consider the influence of freight payments on trade balances, I 
am the more surprised by this peculiar silence. 

Not only has about 90 per cent of our immense over-sea carry- 
ing trade fallen into the hands of foreigners—a trade of which at 
one time we held more than 90 per cent—but a heavy proportion 
of the 9 per cent yet left us as matter of flag and shipowner, is 
handled by alien seamen. Of the 100,000 seamen shipped, re- 
shipped, and discharged ” during 1903, before United States Com- 
missioners, for our entire trade, coastwise and foreign, only 49 per 
cent were Americans by birth or naturalization. When itis con- 
sidered that these figures do not include the men shipped in foreign 
ports (almost all of them aliens), and that the percentage of 
aliens is lower in the coastwise than the foreign trade, and that 
the estimate does not exclude officers other than masters, it is con- 
servative to say, as the best authority I know of says, that the 
alien seamen in our foreign service comprise fully 70 per cent of 
the entire body of seamen in that service. There is something 
for thoughtful Americans to ponder on. 

The tendency is from the sea. Our seamen instead of becoming 
more numerous are becoming less numerous. And is it worthy of 
us that we stand idly by, doing nothing to arrest this endangering 
drift? What have gentlemen of this body to say? What has the 
Administration to say? 

It is one thing to point an evil; it is another to point a remedy. 
I trust I shall never be found on this floor engaging in empty 
criticism—condemning practices or omissions without having 
given thought to rem legislation, positive or negative. I 
scorn insincerity and all straining to throw public problems into 
the domain of partisanship. To settle some problems parties are, 
in a democracy, essential, but I trust we s save the Navy and 
the seamen of our country from the dangers which lie in partisan 
division. There should be no substantial differences of opinion 
concerning the building and maintenance of a powerful navy and 
the protection of American ip. As to these grave mat- 
ters there should be no Democrat, no Republican. There should 
ke cny Americans. [Applause.] 


Why is the tendency from the sea? Why do American boys 
have no call for sea life? Why do American men escape it when 
they can? 

Sir, let me try to tell you. 

Sea life, as compared with land life, is unworthy of Americans. 
It has always been a hard life, and it is not so hard to-day as for- 
merly, perhaps; but land life, also a hard life for the poor, has 
never been so barren of joy, and during the last thirty or forty 
85 has not been so niggardly of wealth and opportunity, as sea 

ife. I am speaking, understand, of the foreign trade. Some 
glimmering of Americanism has come to our coastwise trade dur- 
ing recent years, though even in that trade conditions are unbe- 
fitting the dignity of American life, and therefore unattractive to 
Americans, 

True, some Americans go to sea in our foreign-going bottoms, 
but so some Americans beg for bread. Necessity compels in those 
cases where an unconquerable love for the waves does not deter- 
mine. Our ships are charnel places for dead hope. 

Sir, suffer me to tell of the reply made not long ago by an Amer- 
ican seaman to the question, Would you send your son to sea in 
our foreign trade?” 3 

Would I send my son to sea! he exclaimed. Our ships in 
the foreign trade are filled with men who have failed and are 
sailed under laws that kill. Rather wouldI, with my own hands, 
crush out the life of my son than surrender him to the fate of the 
seaman whose lot is cast aboard ships of our country trading in 
foreign ports!“ 

Why should a father, familiar with the sea, speak so? 

Because, sir, in our foreign trade the forecastle is, as a rule, 
unfit for habitation, crimping suffered to exist, payment of wages 
not enough safeguarded, no standard of skill provided, under- 
maming. permitted, Asiatics employed, involuntary servitude 
protec 

Because, in short, seamen in that trade are not free men, and 
are obliged to toil under conditions destructive of health, pros- 
perity, self-respect. 

If any Member of this body shall, after inspection of average 
forecastles in our foreign-going ships, pronounce them fit places 
for Americans to eat in and sleep in, I shall feel that I have found 
a man who is wanting in intelligence and humanity. 

In our coastwise trade we have about abolished crimping; but 
we have left the over-sea trade subject to the crimp; and surely 
no gentleman who knows of the shameful pillage practices of the 
crimp can excuse neglect to do all in his power for ending them 
wherever the authority of America can reach. 

Again, while our statutes are strewn with provisions implying 
a standard of skill in seamanship and a standard for manning, no 
standards have been established. And so it comes to pass that 
skilled men are overworked and life and property exposed to 
needless hazard. The manning evil is of the gravest influence. 
Many and many an American ship in coastwise and in foreign 
trade goes to sea so badly undermanned that voyaging is one tense 
struggle for life, and many and many an American vessel is lost 
as a direct consequence of undermanning. 

Moreover, sir, upon the Pacific our seamen are displaced by 
Asiatics. Every American steamship in our China trade is manned 
by Chinamen—deck, saloon, galley, stokeho'd. Think of it! The 
protection given to Americans ashore inst competition with 
the yellow race is denied their brothers who toil at sea. Can you 
expect Americans to serve side by side with Chinamen? Would 
any Member of this Congress submit to have his son share a fore- 
castle with Chinamen—eat with them, sleep with them, compete 
for work with them? And the Pacific, remember, is the ocean on 
which the progress of trade is greatest. 

My strength will not permit me to speak to-day of a multitude 
of minor wrongs of which the seaman is the victim; but I will 
speak of a wrong not minor, whose character is such as of itself 
to keep from the over-sea ships of our country the sort of boys, 
the sort of men, essential to great achievement amidst stern com- 
petition with the ships of alien nations. I refer, of course, to the 
maintenance of involuntary servitude in our foreign-going mer- 
chant marine. 

Under sections 4596 and 4600 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, the American seaman in our over-sea service is 
placed outside the grace of the thirteenth amendment of the 
Constitution. He is the only person under our flag who may not 
decline his bargain to serve another in civil life without loss of 
liberty. He may be pursued as fugitive slaves were pursued in 
the dark days before the civil war if he leave his ship in viola- 
tion of his civil contract, and may be imprisoned or delivered u 
to the master of his vessel as felons are delivered up, manacle 
and disgraced. He may have been lured into the service by the 
most outrageous frauds, but in practice the fact will avail him 
nothing. Let him quit the service under penalty of pursuit and 
irons! $ 

There was recently brought to my attention a case arising be- 
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fore the repeal of these laws in so far as they related to the 
coastwise trade—happily they no longer affect that trade. An 
. as a cook, left his ship while she was 
in an Atlantic port. was apprehended, brought on board, 
and while the ship remained in port eee ref re oe 
ley by a chain leak enough toenable himto work there—chained 
as io days all the world blushes to remember slaves were chained 
to oars. 


an hour! 
be, ae 
I am glad to say that the leader on the other side of this Cham - 
ber, the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], has in other 
years led, and 7 Kling it in the constwise trade is eo i 
Much of the credit or it in the coastwise trade is due to 
him; and had his will the abhorrent practice would not 
to-day exist anywhere under our flag. 
ere the great offense is let the great ax fall.” We may not 
look on our yesterdays withont remorse; let us have heed for our 
to-morrows. Sections 4596 and 4600 should be repealed. Until 
they are repealed which of us, sir, would wish to send a boy of 
cy to sea on any ship subject to their un-American 
justice to the seamen of our country shonld not be 
mates subject of partisan dispute. It should not be confused 
with other features of the merchant-marine discussion. If it is 
intended that those other features 3 be referred to a Con- 


to pe e whose value is beyond the need of de 
proper time I shall offer an amendment to the commission bill, 
embodying the gad I have just expressed. 

And now, sir, al see en have not consumed the time so gen- 
erously allotted me, I have to conclude, for I am ill; but I 
am anxious to haye printed in the RECORD, as an appendix to my 
remarks, matter pertinent to the subject 1 have been discussi lb 
and, after yielding back to the gentleman from Lonisiana [ 
Meyre] the remainder of my time, I ask for unanimous consent 
permitting the privilege desired. [Loud applause. ] 

APPENDIX. 
[Written by Hon. EDWARD J. LIVERNASH, of California.] 
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Naval power is of immense pope country not protected 

= remoteness from the inca; 2 
In the case of the United States, acq of Hawati, Guam, Tutuila, 


Philippines, and Porto Rico, together 
uniting the Atlantic and the Pac 
effectiveness. There can be no un 


ric ding cw — — 


ns tendency in im firmer 8 maritime power of men 
fram the sea is met in national counter The United 
States, both governmentally an J 
ey" movement carrying A: life. 


of tv i d: tha 
Asiatics may not serve on d: that imprisonment for violation of civil 
contract shall not be visi on seamen, and that merchant vessels shall be 


train 
foregoing statement will now be considered sentence by sentence. 


I. TRANSPORTATION BY SEA CAN BE FOR A NATION A TREMENDOUS NEANS 
OF WEALTH AND DIFFUSED WELFARE OR THE OPPOSITE. 

Von Humboldt's famous conclusion that 
one of the chief influences in f 
6 
to remind of the history of 


is cited 8 It is enough, further, 
wer as 
e Hanseatic League, Venice, Spain, and Portu- 


tin contrast to 
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or Viewod 
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— 3 it is 8 

we may choose, i o ar- 
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7 A 2 dee Ge 
uman an Aen. that © work ever seen. ullen's Men 
of the Merchant Serv: Service, p. 


TI. SEA POWER is OF IMMENSE IMPORTANCE TO EVERY COUNTRY NOT PRO- 
TECTED BY INSIGNIPICANCE, REMOTENESS FROM THE SEA, OR GENERAL 
INCAPACITY FOR See eon 


and the applicati 

England bas applied it, has swept away debatability of the pro * 
the ambitions of some nations make needful the nursing of sea power by 
others, The point of 5 ee na val powers of the world is 


holds FETT 
the English race over the 


all 5 —— of the last 
8 Sven 
2 influenced and ae een 


e TE 5 the 

of Europe, u 

c Ocean.” Paay- 
port of the 8 on 

the nayal estimates for 1901.) 

III. IN THE CASE OF THE UNITED STATES, ACQUISITION OF HAWAII, GUAM, 
TUTUILA, THE PHILIPPIXES, AND PORTO RICO, TOGETHER WITH CONDI- 
TIONS SURROUNDING A CAKAL UNITING THE ATLANTIC AND FHE PA- 
CIFIC, HAS IXCREASED THE NECESSITY FOR NAVAL EFFECTIVENESS. 


This, also, is self-evident. “When the sea not only borders or surrounds 
but also separates a country into two or more the.control of it becomes 
not on! Ne y necessary.” Influence of Sea Power 
upon ry, p. 


IV. THERE CAN BE NO NAVAL EPPECTIVENESS WITHOUT SKILLED SEAMAN- 
SHIP; AND, OTHER CONDITIONS BEING EQUAL, SUPREMACY is FOR THB 
FLEET HAVING THE MOST EXPERT SEAMEN. 

The general ee seiri ees in the struggle which engaged Great 

Britain, France, and Spain at sea in the time of Napoleon, 

Captain Mahan's work on The Inftuence of Sea Power upon en French 

Revolution and ire is cited as establishing this 

conflict with France 85 

3 — a of ships than were 

versaries relied tha t Trafalgar was made posible, and, through Trafalgar, 


Waterloo. 
To the unfortunate influences of the Revolution, which in 
sailors to 


Chevalier, Mar. keg 
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efficiency at sea; nor 
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5 N eres geting E now discussed is aff 

by experience of the U; States d the recent war with § ee 

writer in the North American Review for . the 

the superb handling of the Oregon, whereby the great run around 


Cape Horn and the immediate response to the battle call off Cuba were ren- 
dered possible, says: 
“We haye gone at some 5 into this history of the 


on to emphasize 
the point that the vital factor 


. 338.) 
“A fleet seeking a decisive result must aces with its e A says Captain 
or the 8 


uence of Sea Power on a note to p. 4.) 
ch of a vessel's 


ence of Sea Power upon the French 


e 89: 

mag Now, the one sea wea’ of the period of the French Revolution was the 
gun; the cold steel, the d-to-hand fight, commonly came into play only 
toward the end of the action, if at all. In aiming the gun, however, it can by 
no means be separated from its carriage; using this word not merely in its 
narrow technicalsense, but eee toa whole ship which bore the 
gun alongside the enemy, and upon whose ful handling depended placing 

t in those positions of advantage that involved most danger to the opponent 
and the least to one’s self. This was the part of the commander; once there. 
the skill of the gunner came into play, to work his piece with rapidity an 
accuracy despite the obstacles raised by the motion of the sea, the rapid shift- 
ing of the enemy, the difficulty of ca’ sight of him through the narrow 
ports. Thus the skill of the military seaman and the skill of the trained = 
ner, the gun and the ship, the piece and its carriage, supplemented each other. 
The ship and its g hoe oa formed one weapon, a moving battery which 
needed Ripe and delica nanding Cia accurate direction in all its parts. It 
was wielded by a living organism, t also into one by the dependence of all 
the parts upon the head, and thus sorag by a common impulse, sharing a 
common tradition and having a common life, which, like all other life, is not 
found full ripened without having hada beginning and a growth.” N 

The statement that there can be no naya! effectiveness without skilled 
sea is not overcome by considerations having to do with substitu- 
tion of steam for sail. It is undeniable that as between men, regardless of 
station, who have been efficiently trained on sailing vessels and men trained 
exclusively on steamships 5 is with the former. 

It is true,” observes the first lord of the British Admiralty, “that no stu- 
dent will ever become a victorious leader unless he is also a practical sea- 
man.“ (Memorandum of December 16, 1902.) 

So, in his latest annual report the loner of Navigation, United 
States Department of Commerce and Labor, says: All competent nautical 
authorities agree that training on a square-rigged ship is n for the 
officer of a steamer. Such train is obligatory in our Navy. The great 
German steamship companies within the past few years have added several 
full-rigged ships to their lists as training schools for the future deck officers 
of their ocean steamers. Unless e re or private interests soon follow 
this example, the lack of competent officers for American steamers may soon 

ve a serious bor 1001 to any development of our ocean steam merchant 


t. (Report for 1903, p. 46.) 

And in a volume 3 ractical examples of the truth of the state- 
ment as applied to sailors and others engaged in sea life an English observer 
declares: In spite of the immense strides taken by steam navigation the 
sailing ship is still the only school wherein to train a thorough seafarer,” 


(Bullen's Men of the Merchant Service, p. 15 of preface.) 


V. THAT NAVY, OTH#R CONDITIONS BEING EQUAL, WILL HAVE THE GREAT- 
EST RESERVE OF EXPERT SEAMEN WHICH IS BACKED BY A MARITIME 
NATIONAL SPIRIT AND A POWERFUL, WELL-MANNED, SELF-RESPECTING 
MERCHANT MARINE. 


Sea power is not necessarily a matter of ships of war only, even though at 
the moment they be adequately manned. No nation can afford to maintain 
in times of peace a trained naval force in the service sufficiently ex- 
tensive for the requirements of a long, exha war. Dependence must 
be on the merchant marine to recruit the broken complements; and in that 
stage where two warring nations have resort to such recruiting it may fare 
ill with the one whose merchant marine is the less skilled. 

“The sea power of England, therefore,” observes Captain Mahan, (was 
not merely in the great navy with which we commonly and exclusively as- 
sociate it. France had had such a navy in 1688, and it shriveled away like a 
leaf in the fire. Neither was it in a prosperous commerce alone. A few 
years after the date at which we have arrived, the commerce of France took 
on fair proportions; but the first blast of war swept it off the seas as the navy 

M had once swept that of Holland. It was in the union of the tw. 


(Mahan’s Influence of Sea Power upon History, p. 
permanent force not supported by reserves [trained in the merchant 


Indeed, 
the manning of the British navy and the manning of th 


Mr. T. A. Brassey, 
of the relation betwee: 


this 9 
and the re- 


dly be useless unless we 
hen A 


the ships w. 

Naval Annual for 1898, pp. 108, 104.) : 

The United States 8 of Navigation, in EREE R 1899, says: 

“The merchant marine must be relied on to furnish the seamen (in the 
comprehensive 3 E the flre-· room force) needed in emergency to 
man war vessels.” (P. 26. 

In truth, men can not quickly be brought to a high de; of efficiency in 
Petear whether on deck oF in thes ia Sie ief of the United 

said: 


Stated Bureau of Na tion, Na operan . 
ine tact chonid ner Le lost lent o that it requires a much longer time 
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to produce a naval officer than it does to produce a battle ship.” (Report of 
the Secretary of the Navy for 1901, 920 5%. 

The same observation could with justice be made with relation to the 

i of a 8 skilled seaman, and the 9 period of sea- 
gi et in the United States Navy, four years, is cited as in point. 

The House Committee on Naval „„ Con of the United 
States, in a report 5 ng the naval appropriation bill, has pre- 
8 5 ts of inquiries concerning present na val reserve of 

reign countries: 

“In the navies where service is compulsory, as is the case with all the 
eight considered, except England and the United States, there are large num- 
bers of trained men who have served their enlistments at sea and are held 

as reserves. This gives such navies an enrolled and effective force, 
which in some cases is larger than its force in service; thus, Ger- 
many is said to be able to reman her fleet two or three times. The figures 
given below are such as are obtainable at short notice. 

“England is said to have a total effective reserve of 72,000 men. Of these, 
the most valuable are the Royal Nayal Reserves, consisting of 1 lieuten- 
ants, ensi and midshipmen, 400 engineers, and 26,000 blue jackets, Of 
JJ ͤ v 

e line officers se regularly on the larger ships for of one year. 

“France has 468 reserve officers. If her reserves were used to fill up the 
pen qin of all her ships there would still be left 19,000 blue jackets as a 


reserve. 

“Germany has 878 reserve officers and 75,000 reserve blue jackets. 

“No Saures for Russia are obtainable, 

“The blue jackets in Italy's first and second reserves number 33,128. 

Ja has 1,480 line and engineer officers in her reserves, and in 1002 she 
had 5,985 reserve blue jackets. 

“ Austria has 68 reserve officers of the line and engineers. One authority 
estimates her reserve of blue jackets at 20,000. A blue jacket, after an en- 
listment of four years, goes into the first reserve for five years and then into 
the second reserve for another three years.” 

The situation of the United States in this regard A 
the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, Navy De ment: 

“Tt should be borne in mind that the United States possesses no ad 
merchant marine from which to draw seamen forits Navy.” (Report 
Secretary of the Navy, 1901, pt. 1, p. 525.) 

The subject of a national naval reserve has been under consideration by 
the general as well as by the Bureau of ph kaa? and it is the inten- 
tion of the Bureau to take up this subject more actively in the near future.” 
(Annual of Chief of the Bureau of Na tion for 1903, p. 36.) 

President Roosevelt observed in his message to the Fifty-seventh Congress 
at the begin: of its second session: 

“Each individual unit of our navy should be the most efficient of its kind 
as regards both material and 8 that is to be found in the world. I 
call your attention to need of providing for the of the 
ante. ous trouble threatens us if we can not do better than we are now 
doing as regards securing the services of a sufficient number of the highest 

of sailormen, of sea mechanics. 

The veteran seamen of our war ships are of as high a type as can be 
found in any navy which rides the waters of the world; they are unsurpassed 
in daring. in resolution, in readiness, in thorough knowledge of their profes- 
sion. ey deserve every consideration that can be shown them. But there 
are not enough of them. It is no more possible to improvise a crew than it is 
Berge to improvise a war ship. To build the finest ship, with the deadliest 

ttery, and to send it afloat with a raw crew, no matter how brave they 
were individually, would be to insure disaster if 


0 rif a foo of average capacity 
were encountered. Neither ships nor men can be improvised when war has 


be; * 

In the famous pamphlet written by Herr A. von Wenckstern for the infor- 
mation of the German nation, asho made of comparative future naval 
strength of the great powers, and the tar Literatur Zeitung is moved to 
conclude, in reviewing the publication, that England and the United States 
will soon be checked in the increase of their navies by the question of man- 
ning the chips as sanen will be by the question of money. (Notės on Naval 
pr Office of United States Naval Intelligence, November, 1899, pp. 


uate 
the 


VI. THE WORLD TENDENCY IS AT PRESENT FROM THE SEA. 

To the foregoing proposition there are three notable exceptions and a 
strong tendency toward a fourth. Japan, China, and India havea steadily 
in number of seamen, and pon gd is reaching out in a sure, aggres- 
ae 5 on, with German capital and German brawn striking seaward 

ether. 


r. T. A. Brassey, writing in the British Naval Annual for 1898, said: 

“In the mercantile marine the number of British seamen is diminishin: 
year by year, and unless steps are taken to prevent, it will diminish still 
more rapidly in the future.” (P. 105.) 
= After presenting statistics showing the decrease to which he had referred, 

e quo 


Mr. Clark Hall, as follows: 
From these figures it would a r that the falling off in these ratings 
occurs mainly among the young British seamen, as 3 quartermas- 
ters, who are chiefly recruited from the ‘sailor ratings,’ and as sailors do 
not ordinarily enter the sea service after they are 25 years of age, this falling 
off in the number of young British sailors affects the source of supply of our 
future petty officers and older able seamen.” (P. 105.) 

Mr. Brassey's forecast of contin nution of the number of 
British seamen was not 1 Ə most recent statistics estab- 
lish. Lord Brassey, in the Bri Naval Annual for 1901, observes: 

“Fifty years ago we had 200,000 British seamen in our mercantile marine; 
we have scarcely half that number at the present time. Our British A. B.’s 
and firemen in the over-sea trade will soon be outnumbered by fo ers 
and 3 < 2 a revenge off spec apa So pare deplorable be- 
cause mainly amon, e younger men. e of things is grave 
gnd calls for the attention of statesmen.™ (P. 153.) 

Further on in the same publication this marine expert adds: 

2 aa aa has now come when ane cdg of every 3 ing ai to 

reyent the disappearance o seamen from our foreign-going s! 
Should be considered.” (P. 159.) p 

So, in the report of the committee appointed by the British Board of Trade 
to inquire concerning questions aff the mercantile marine, it is said: 

= There is no doubt of the fact of the increase of foreigners employed and 
cor 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2097 


sh in detail in the return published as a Parliamentary return in 1902, 
which also shows that when a 1 8 census was taken on the 25th of March, 
1896, there were 125,009 British and 27,446 foreign seamen. Thus in the quin- 


uennial period the decrease in the number of British seamen amounted to 
25807 and increase in the number of foreign seamen amounted to 5,168. 
“ Coincident with the diminution in the number of British seamen and the 


increase in the number of forei 
ble increase 


in 1901. In the census of the 
Asiaticson Asiatic articlesof ae, were enumera’ ascom 
27,911 in the census of the 25th of March, 1896.“ (Report to the 
board of trade, May 7, 1903.) 

The plight of England is the plight of nearly every other country, with the 
exceptions named—exceptions entitled to receive the most earnest considera- 
tion of public men. 

e is nothing accidental or surprising in this nearly world-wide ten- 
ncy. 

Lord Brassey, 3 
formed at Liverpool in 1870, h 
men from the sea and pronoun 
citizens of Britain, observed: 

“Where are or the conditions of life agreeable and salubrious 
labor is riada, Seer It is scarce or of very inferior quality in occupations 
which are ill paid or le. When, therefore, we hear louder and 
more grievous complaints from shipowners than from employers in other 
trades, we may attribute the scarcity of competent mariners to the superior 
advanta; ‘orded by occupations on shore.” (The British Navy, by Sir 
y, vol. 5, pt. 5, British Seam p 97.) 

. T. A. Brassey says, in the British Naval Annual for 1898 525 100), in the 
course of a discussion of incentives for British boys to turn to the sea: 
„Whether the prospect of earning a retaining fee of £6 a year before they 
were A and a pension at the age of 60 would attract British ficient 
numbers into the mercantile marine and naval reserve may be questioned. 
The wages and conditions of employment at sea compare gear with 
those of skilled workers ashore. For the latter they have immensely im- 

roved in the last fifty years. For the former Ny have improved, but not 
In the same degree. ages in Liverpool on the voyage were 50 
shillings a month in 1850; they were at 55 shillings last year. The cheapen- 
gin in the cost of food has gone into the pocket of the workman ashore; 
afloat it has gone into the et of the shipowner.” 

Lord Brassey, in the British Naval Annual for 1901, says: 
atao verb 1 —.— 1 50 see — z desired. sah i be med that 

ose who follow the sea are insufficiently compensa: n pay for the social 

i in which the b winner must leave his home to earn 


rivations of a callin; 
Éis livelihood.” (P. 153.) 

The latest authoritative statementin this regard as to the seamen of Great 
Britain is strictly confirmatory of the first-quoted conclusion by Lord Bras- 
sey. Inthereport of the committee appointed by the British board of trade 
f e e into certain questions affecting the British mercantile ma- 

eitis : 

“Various causes have been assigned for the decrease in the number of British 
seamen in the mercantile marine, but we do not doubt that the main cause 
is the superior attractiveness of shore employment, with its greater comforts 
and su or facilities for the maintenance ofa home.” (Report to the presi- 
dent of the board of trade, aay 7. 1 

Mr. Andrew Furuseth, testifying before the United States Industrial Com- 
mission at Washington, February 13, 1900, while chairman of the rope 
committee of the International Seamen’s Union of America, made state- 
ment: 

“The question has often been raised, Why do not American boys go to sea? 
To begin with, because there is not any p: t for a man to make a livin 
and keep a family by going to sea. * * * Now, a boy may go to sea out o 
romance; he may rend On tain at and the rest of the writers, and get 
into his head that he wants to be a sailor; and he to sea and makes one 
or twotrips. Then he finds out what the sea is. what kind of a life a sea life 
kind of work he has to do, what kind of wage he is likely to receive 


dent of the 


ears ago, after the committee of shipowne: 
re orted serious movement of British — 


deterioration of among the 


pu power 
mechanic on shore. 
homes of their own 
m to be, 
an those 


to 
are very largely filled wick Swedes and Finns. So, Englishmen used to go to 
of the English sailor to-day run between EA and & a month—be- 


order that he may be wi g to po sea and stay there the conditions of sea 
life must be such as to give him 3 me 

as his neighbors do—come up at least to the bah! standard of livin, 
persons of his own station ashore—those he has been brought up with. d 
sea life which will not do that will not keep for any length of time those per- 
sons who go to sea. 

“On an average now the sailor goos from pors to port looking for some 
other occupation. He comes into New York, for instance, and he gets pe 
off with s or Sor $Wafter along trip. The first he does after reaching 

rt, * * in the majority of cases, is to go into the employment offices 
3 whether there is any land work obtainable, and if there is anything he 
can get to do he is glad to quit the sea. He becomes a bridge builder, or an 
architectural ironworker, e I suppose that 75 per cent of the men 
who work at architectural ironwork in New York, P) elphia, Boston,and 
Chi are sailors. Or, he becomes a gri man on a street car. * * He 
finds that architectural ironworkers get $3.50 a mayb say, and he obtains em- 
ploymentamong them,and then says, by, sea; [am done with you.’ Now, 
that isthe meaning of desertion of the sea, and the meaning of it in England as 
itis with us. Along with all this there comes an additional consideration, 
thatthe calling which will not produce sufficient for the support of a family 


is looked down upon by nearly everybody, and at present there is no calling 
so looked down upon in this country and Ja England as the sea! g, 
to sea. e ordinary man on shore about the aS a 


as goin 
fellow: as one who would not go to sea if he were fit for ty else; 
is about the idea, and he loses social 


as one not worth much, anyway. 
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caste to sea, loses the respect of the people with whom he has been 
associated; and that, too, ona ay eaten men from going tosea.” (Report 
of Hearing on Transportation, Industrial Commission, 1900, pp. 695, 696.) 


VII. WITH THE UNITED STATES THE TENDENCY FROM THE SEA 1S MANI- 
FESTED BY CAPITAL AS WELL AS MEN, BUT MORE BY MEN; AND THE 
OVER-SEA MERCHANT MARINE OF THIS COUNTRY HAS ALL BUT DISAP- 
PEARED, CARRYING TRADE CONSIDERED, 


Thomas Jefferson, in a report on those nurseries of seamen, the deep-sea 
fisheries, while he was Secretary of State, said: “The loss of seamen unno- 
ticed would be followed by other losses in a long train. If we have no sea- 
men, our 5 pada be useless, consequently our ship timber, iron, and hemp; 
our shipbuilding will be at an end; shi mters will go over to other na- 

; our young men will have no call to the sea; our products, carried in 
foreign bottoms, be saddled with war freight and insurance in time of war.” 

While sea life as com with land life was, however unsatisfactory, 
relatively attractive, and the Federal Government gave to American ship- 
ping and American mariners direct protection against foreign competition, 
there was no tendency from the sea and none of the misfortunes Jefferson 
believed would follow loss of seamen. But when change of governmental 
policy as to ships and men conspired with rapidly increasin, 
of land life, there set in a strong drift from the sea, and 
believed would be consequential has come to pass, 

Captain Mahan, taking a general view of the United Sta 
— a Its merchant service has disappeared.” (Mahan's 
Sea Power upon History, p. 26.) 8 

he tonnage of American ships engaged in the foreign trade is utterly out 
of proportion to the foreign commerce of the United States, and the number 
of citizen seamen employed in that trade is even more unsatisfactory. 

Our foreign commerce last year amounted to two billion and a little over 
three hundred million dollars,” declared Senator FRYE, in addressing the 
Senate of the United States on the 3d of March, 1902, and then continued: 
rts last year amounted to $1,487. sign 


attractiveness 
that Jefferson 


has sweep- 
uence of 


Wo carried 8.2 per cent. Our expo! 
We carried 6 per cent of it under the American flag. Last year we 
the climax of our decadence. If you will examine the Report of Commerce 
and Navigation, you will find t there did not enter or clear a single 
Ame vessel from Germany, or Russia, or Sweden, or Norway, or Den- 
mark, or the Netherlands, or Austria-Hungary, or Italy, or Greece, or Turkey; 
that one cleared from Belgium in ballast, one from Spain in ballast, and two 
from ce, one of them in ballast.” 
“ For 1903,” says the Commissioner of Navigation, United States De 

ment of Commerce and Labor, American vessels carried 9.1 per cent of our 

rts and imports.” (Annual Report for 1003, p. 10.) 

he same officer reports the following-named consulates as stating that 
921 1 vessels entered or cleared during the fiscal year en June 

“Austria-Hungary—Fiume, Trieste; Denmark—Copenhagen; France— 
Brest, Cannes, Dieppe, Dunkirk, Havre, Lorient, Marseille, Mentone, Monaco, 
Nantes, Nice, St. Malo, St. Nazaire, Rouen; Germany—Brake and Norden- 
hamm, Bremen, Bremerhaven, Danzig, Konigsberg, Stettin, Swinemunde; 
Greece—Athens; Italy—Ancona, Bari, Cagliari, Catania, Civita Vecchi, Genoa, 
fal und horn, Licatia, Naples, Palermo, ‘Trapani; Netherlands—Flushing, 
o 0 5 
urg, He X 0 vanger, olm; Po; —Faro; 

Oporto, PANAIA LON (islands) lores, San Jorge, and Terceira; Madeira 

ds—Funchal: Russia—Batum, Libau, Odessa, Revel, Riga, St. 1 


eee 
u de o N na, Valence: Cana m - 
irut, Dardanelle Mersine, Port 


ma; Turkey—Alexandria, gat nat ap 
Said, Suez; United Kingdom—Bristol, lisle, Falmouth, Gloucester, Hull, 
Liverpool, Manchester, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Plymouth, Sunderland,’ West 
Hartlepool, Belfast, Cork, Dublin, Galway, Limerick, Londonderry, Water- 
ford, Aberdeen, Dundee, Edinburgh, G w, Greenock, Troon, Cardiff, 
Gibraltar, Malta Islands, Scilly Islands. British North America: New Bruns- 
wick— Moncton; Ontario — peon Prince Edward Island— Alberton, 
Georgetown, Summerside; Que aspe, Paspebiac, Quebec, Rimo 
Central America: Honduras—Amapala. Mexico—Tuxpan. West Indies— 
Albert To Bonaire, Dunmore Town, Nevis. South America: Brazil— 
Ceara, Para; Ecuador—Esmeraldas; Venezuela—Barcelona, Puerto Cabello, 
Africa: Algiers, Casa Blanca, Mogador, Tamatave, Tangier, Tunis, Zanzibar. 
Asia: China—Chefoo, 1 Niuchwang, Saigon: India - Bombay, 
Calcutta, Ceylon (island), Penang; Stam Bangkok; Celebes—Macassar; 
Java—Batavia; Sumatra—Padang. Australia: Townsville; New Zealand— 
Christchurch, Dunedin.” (Annual Report for 1903, p. 100.) 

And this weakness of merchant fleet should be viewed in contrast with the 
oe terni of years when the American flag was on every sea and our share 
of the ng trade of our imports 8 ranged above 70 per cent 
and reached more than 92 percent. ( ual Report of the Commissioner of 
sla age to the United States Secretary of Commerce and Labor for 1903, 
pp. 208, 239. a 

The 8 of the American merchant marine in its strictly financial as- 
pect is of extremely grave importance. 

An amount of money not less than $4,500,000,000, or an average of $150,- 
000,000 for thirty years past,” wrote William W. Bates in 1892, “has been paid 


out to foreigns 0 for ocean transportation. To stop this drain nothing ef- 
fective has one.“ (American Marine, p. 25.) 
Since Mr. Bates made his estimate the imports and exports of the United 


States have steadily grown and the tonnage of American over-sea carriers 
has rapidly declined, with corresponding loss of national income. 

For the fiscal year 1908 the value of our importsand exports carried in for- 
eign bottoms 5 (Annual Report of the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation to the United States 8 Commerce and Labor for 1903, p. 200.) 

Applying to the 1908 valuation of imports and exports a minimum percent- 
age of freight charge, it will be found that about the same sum was paid to 
foreign ships for ca: those imports and exports as was collected during 
1908 as customs duties at all the ports of this country. 

In the coastwise trade of the United States the tonnage is American be- 
cause the Congress has excluded from that trade vessels of foreign register; 
but the prohibition established against ships of foreign register does not ex- 
tend to foreign seamen under the rank of officers, and it is unchallen that 
the coastwise as well as foreign-going ships of this country are in the main 
manned by aliens. 

Unfortunately our laws provide for nothing like complete registration of 
seamen. Hence statistics submitted by the United States Commissioner of 
Navigation have little value either as to number or nationality of any class 
of seamen shipped on American vessels. No distinction is made in the sta- 
tistics between men shipped and men reer ge between sailors and seamen 
of other classifications—stokers and stewards, for example—between coast- 
wise and over-sea service. Moreover, no statistics are reported by his Bureau 
3 the nationality of men shipped in American vessels in foreign juris- 

ns, * 
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Mi eigen nding 8 latest as only loosel condi- 
it appears 3 in the 9 88 
. — e 5 Was as sTo OWS: 
Ameren by birth, ah 36.761; Americana by naturalization, 22,737; aliens, 61,287. 
‘Annu: ‘or 1908, 
It should be borne in Aridi by considering Commissioner's figures that 
estimate 8 distinguish between officers and seamen below 


of watch officers. 


United States Census Reports to be ap ly as one to 5 5 

It e ee. be borne — mind that the a — — 7 — 
not extend to men puppan an discharged in “Relni yfow 
of the men shipped an — a ec he — rea, “are American citi- 
zens by birth or naturaliza‘ the proportion of eens in crews of 
Am n vessels is correspondin “aa larger than in the tables of men 
shipped before the the gripping commissioners in the. nited States.” (Annual 

or 


the of the 8 system, on which in other times we relied to a 

considerable extent for renewal of our amaA 4 class. The apprentice 
system,” sa p ipaa oe ne United States Commissioner of Navigation, has virtually 

on American merchant vessels." (Report of Commissioner ot 


Narigstion, 1899, p. 60.) 


VIII. TENDENCY TO IMPAIRMENT OF SEA POWER BY MOVEMENT OF MEN 
FROM THE SEA IS MET IN EUROPE BY NATIONAL COUNTER TENDENCIES. 


mil N e eee —— 3 oe ej and not | A 
only are n en en: a way of overco 
— —— but the greater nations are 5 — Libr a y stirred by patriotic 
pe eres of private citizens devoted to maritim 8 
1804 the British e League was founded. “Since then,” says . — 

Mase) S. Ku intelligence officer, United 9 “it has gro 

5 S 8 in most of the princ: nove of England, fone rot 
ray sc — acd colleges, and in near T 4 tish colony the world over.” 
otes on Naval Progress, Office of Uni States Naval Intelligence, July, 


From the constitution of the British Navy League these words are taken: 
This association shall be called ‘The Navy Its purpose shall be 
to secure, as the primery P of the national na „the command of the 
sen. The general aims 3 Shall a) To spread informa- 
tion showing the vital 8 to British Pe ed of the naval su- 
macy upon which depend its trade, 6 mor and national existence. H 
To cal call attention to the enormous d. hich war may make upon 
„and to the fact that the navy is not oto to meet them, and 
l times to point out any shortcomings in 
fion from time to time to such measures 


all designed to arouse in the 
in navy or merchant marine, to 


and to promote maritime 
K 5 camber of foreign seamen in the British merchant marine iz in- 
1860 to nearly 41 per cent in 1897," observes Lieu- 
time — war England's naval reserve would be 
a condition of affairsis most 


oP) e, modeled largely after the British Na 
a eee organinnd A 30, 1888. Since that 
growth has been a! phenomenal. It has been in keeping with 
commercial and maritime 


e Em and the Government are su the 77 and 
in nearly every province some German at its —.— ”» (Notes on 
pL progress fice of United States Naval Intelligence, July, 1901, pp. 


The progress the — gag notation 
froma paper by zon 1 in the British Naval Annual fi td: 


organization, which has 
exerted a 8 were 0% sanon d during th in favor of the navy 
act. Insu id of this pee con pase than boo! 


of Prince zu Wied, it was announced thet during — tes — 1 1800 25. the 
pon . ol members had increased from 246,967 to 599,141, and number of 
N from 286 to 1.010. Tho organization of the league now ex- 
tends over the whole country. a „G. 48 
“The French Navy Nery Saat ee Lieutenant En r, “inspired by 
and modeled after the British Navy League, was organ: early in 1899. 25 


blishing the first list of adherens to ths league 5 Landry, Sei 


French leagu o support w hich will come 
2 the eg rip of tt the ae will Shean e onos which se 
uly, 


mot tho purposes of | this French league is thus expressed in 
e organization 
aid, and concentrate its efforts 5 * * in the improve- 

eado of our merchant marine. 
es have sprung up in other 8 
All sorts o ae os are at present under pi ner ep ey int Great Britain 

persuading Bri yeep DOTE V POOE OD asa profession in the mer- 
chant marine, and to encourage British shipowners to accept the services of 
such boys. The basis of nearly all of these is concern for the safety 
of England in the event of an exhausting naval 2 wherein her 
naval force would bave to be renewed. There is widespread tion of 
the truth that to rely in times of stress upon na ral recruits not inured to the 
sen is to court such as befell France and Spain at Trafalgar. 

“I have from time to time put forward based on the recom- 


should train for the reserve b. 
They W official of the board of 


215 to the apprentice on the sa’ com: of the a ti 
sca 2 ag ce act Th ar 
0 


— providing for a reduction of the light dues to owners 
a 

a because the inducements were inadequa’ Ihave 

ean only be ct py dealing with the 5 haval reservo 

0 on a comprehensive 

and ich e d 0 Ae Bester terms should be offered to the 


. * * * Tho number of 
5 is ninie] 


prim diminishing. and SETA t the aid 
81 the State in training must continue to diminish.” 00 : 
France recruits her navy systematically from her — ai marine, safe- 


training in by rigorous visions maos law. The French 
cription marine contains 114,00 seame: The fisho ries and the mercantile 


marine of France supply annually —— Ryne men for deck duties in sne 

nar Eo the 6 oa st i 
voluntary enlistment, some ran a fs pis entered an ee 

British Naval Annual for 1901, P. 8.) sae 11 15 

‘uropean powers also recrui od es from their 

tmen, returning them to the merchant service after giving them a 


g. 
ang Germany, when they pay postal subsidies to steamship com 

nies, are solicitous to 5 es to em —1 

citizen fp pail OAASIS carrying Late durin Boas 


the last 

Tat this this 3 
yeasels of Norway and Sweden must be sub- 
eS) (Report of United 8 States Commissioner of Navigation for 1899, pt. 1, 


er maritime nations of Europe have statutory provisions designed in 
one way or another to encourage employment of their own subjects aboard 


their own 
ts have within recent 


In the same way 
substantially altered — d thelr maritime iw in suc OE LAUSE manner as to make sen lifo 
— as as compared with land life. Nor- 


under their 
law (June 2, 1902) effects numer- 


way is 
ons — 5 7 rane improvements of 55 among seamen aboard the mer- 


‘or ove: 
ea — that every oe Peal ha have eight hours for sleep out of 
Wenty-four; requiring the en, ring 
depa: t, the watch below to be called only under urgent need 

the enginee’ departm: 


for three alternating watches in ent in the case oe 
vessels having runs of more than ten consecutive — — ro work 
other than for safety of yonel and in standing anchor or pron while 
in safe harbor on Sundays and —_ holiday prohibiting work 8. 1 —.— 

for safety and of vessel and in preparation of food at 2 on 8 
and | holidays; forbidding the master, either as measure o po bn 
oblige to i to obedience, from ing fines, poar 8 
for more than three consecutive days, imprisoning, or cor- 
poral punishment. 


IX. THE UNITED STATES, BOTH GOVERNMENTALLY AND OTHERWISE, HAS 
BEEN NEGLIGENT OF THE DANGEROUS MOVEMENT CARRYING AMERICANS 
FROM SEA LIFE, 


While Europe has been striving toarrest the tendency from the sea, Amer- 
ica has been . both as to the Navy directly and the 
merchant marine. 


ressing se ofa 1 naval re- 
ediately upon an outbreak 


of war. The subject has received attention in - reports, recom- 
mendations haye been Pi the enrollmen on of sucha 
national body, to be under th of the Navy De: tone 


subject to the call of the Chi 
The results of the aval matten 


one certain uirement which will face the nation upon an out- 
break of war—the ra necessity at that t time, if it comes, of a 
par POEA n Eo N tok NATT <i oe reserve—an increase 
which m in be 5 class, who, » having ac- 
quired the habit of the sea, areat home: on ae water.” (Report of Secretary 
of the Na 2 peh p. 8.) 

In a report to of the Navy the Chief of the Bureau of Navi- 

gation — aa of establishing a na naval reserve which 


its Navy that we are y dri recrui parties 
2 5 to he ogee men i whom it is hoped may besuficiontiy trained to 


“During the past year,” saya dhe Chief of the he United States Bureau of 


Navigation, Na in his 8 for 1901, “recruit 

ts pec pepe cers iaai 5 nited 
States in the Vallee and te te cost success of which has 
been to the number of of 


uniform. 
rag ahr nr penny ed) hg Hw cone ag ips, and then to 
the for landsmen, * + + 33 


5 
can soon be promo er ra 
of the of the Mare 1901, pt. 1, pp. 511, 512.) 
During 196 eight trav recruiting parties were in the 
— quote the words of the 
hole of the 


ef of Ag Y ae of Bi 202 5 e 
United States.“ (Annual Repo: of Chit of — of 

8 Navy a of the United Stes 180 P. ot A 
er the he policy emin of to make seamen by part shore 


and not aetti 5 of na val 
5 


„Lare far 
in advance of the men of 
British navy is more at sea any fi 
only pi place where the seaman can learn the duties of 
‘ession.”’ Ciera Annuali 2 — 
eit would a appear that recrui 


arduous 
3 from men with 33 
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for the save in initial romantic ambition not tested by experience, is not 


the statistics of desertion be consulted. 

‘or 1908, 4,236 of the 27,245 men in the Navy deserted. When it is consid- 
ered that 7,145 of these 27 A5 members of the Navy were petty officers and 
4,380 were continuo’ ice men (classes comparatively exempt from de- 
sertions), and that among the reasons assi og by he Navy Depariment for 
reported desertions those g most p: nently are such as in 
almost exciusively to the landsmen. the conclusion seems reasonable that 
the 3 of desertions among the men enlisted from orders of citizens 
not familiar with the sea ran much higher than the 12.5 announced by the 


J da Eeo A aia por 
of Bureau of Navigation, Na ento 8 7 
ing directly to the merchant marine, it is clear that tae i a 


Turning 
Government has offended by omission and com ion. The offending in 
the matter of ships and shipowners as distin from seamen it is not 
within the purpose of this paper to discuss, ¢ offending as toseamen 
under these specifications: 

Up. to 1899 mariners in coastwise and over-sea vessels carrying our flag 
were huddied in insanitary forecastles; given insufficient and unwholesome 
food; made a prey for crimps; afforded no sound saf for time or ex- 
tent of payment of wages; denied protection of rest or life against under- 
manning; subjected to cruel and unusual punishments at the arbi will 

con- 


of masters and mates, and imprisoned for failure to comply with ci 
vessels built or 


tracts to labor. 
Since 1809, in the coast wise service, the forecasties of sailing 
rebuilt within the period have been made Jess insani than those of other 
bet very materially 
and inequitable; 
ral punishm: 


decreased; periment of — — has been made less insecure 2 
the evil of undermanning been suffered to extend; corpo: ent 
and imprisonment for desertion have been abolished. 


— — vary slightly 
‘eguarded; unde: 


y un 

to increase overwork and pais corporal punishment has 
been abolished, and arrest and imprisonment for eng work in a foreign 
port have been continued. Thus, altho nditions in the merchant 
marine are somewhat less unhappy than prior to 1899, they remain unfayor- 
able to progress of American seamanship in the coastwise trade and posi- 
tively preventive of such progress in the over-sea trade, 


— 


X. TO ENCOURAGE THE BUILDING OF AMERICAN SHIPS IS NOT NECESSA- 
RILY TO PROMOTE AMERICAN SEAMANSHIP OR TO INCREASE THE NUM- 
BER OF AMERICAN SEAMEN: AMERICAN SHIPOWNERS MUST BE ENCOUR- 
AGED TO SEEK AMERICAN SEAMEN, AND AMERICAN BOYS MUST BE 
ENCOURAGED TO TURN TO THE SEA AND AMERICAN ADULT SEAMEN TO 
STAY THERE. 

Although to state this proposition is to make argument acarrying of coals 
to Newcastle, it does not seem superfluous again and again to direct attention 
to it, fur there is much in the recent history of the United States to justify 
the charge that development of an American merchant marine has been by 
many importen maniis men treated as almost exclusively a matter of en- 
couraging shipb and shipowning, the manning of vessels coming in for 
little or no consideration, though perhaps the most important factor in the 


case. 

Two Presidents of our country have in recent years called attention to 
this aspect of the problem poora by the decadence of its merchant sea 
service. In his message of mber 3, 1889, President Harrison for 
the development of a sufficient body of trained American seamen,” as well 
as for enlargement of our merchant fleet. We must encourage our mer- 
chant marine,” said dent McKinley in his first message to the Fifty-sixth 
Congress. We must have more ships. They must be under the Ame: 
flag, built and manned and owned by Americans.” 


XI. THE LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES SHOULD BE SO AMENDED THAT 
FORECASTLES SHALL BE SANITARY; THAT CRIMPING SHALL CEASE; THAT 
SEAMEN SHALL BE PAID ON DEMAND IN ANY PORT OF CALL, AND ON 
DISCHARGE A REASONABLE PERCENTAGE OF WAGES EARNED; THAT 
STANDARDS OF SKILL FOR “ORDINARY SEAMEN,” “ABLE SEAMEN,” AND 
“FIREMEN” SHALL BE ESTABLISHED; THAT A MINIMUM SCALE FOR THE 
MANNING OF MERCHANT VESSELS SHALL BE PROVIDED, AND UNDER- 
MANNING PROHIBITED; THAT ASIATICS MAY NOT SERVE ON SHIPBOARD; 
THAT IMPRISONMENT FOR VIOLATION OF CIVIL CONTRACT SHALL NOT BE 
VISITED ON SEAMEN, AND THAT MERCHANT VESSELS SHALL BE OBLIGED 
IN SOME MEASURE TO TRAIN AMERICAN BOYS IN PRACTICAL SEAMANSHIP. 


Bice propositions thus stated will be separately considered in consecutive 
— (a) Forecastles. 


No American vessel the construction whereof was begun prior to June 
177 1 Aare 2 — say law fixing forecastle space allowance per seaman, 
cto 5 
( Every essel the construction whereof was begun after June 30, 


rican 


steam vi 
1895, is required to have for crew place “a space of not less than 72 cubic feet, 
and not less than 12 superficial feet measured on the deck or floor of that 
place, for each seaman or apprentice lodged therein.” (Act of March 2, 1895.) 

Every sailing vessel the construction whereof was begun after June 90, 
1895, but before June 30, 1898, comes under the requirement last mentioned. 
(Act of March 2, 1805. x 

Every sailing vessel built or rebuilt since June 39, 1898, is required to have 
for crew place “a space of not less than 100 cubic feet, and not less than 16 
square feet measured on the deck or floor of that space, for seaman or 
apprentice lodged therein.“ (Act of March 8, 1897.) 2 

The foregoing use of the word every“ should be qualified to this extent: 
There are no provisions of law governing forecastle space in the case of fish- 
ing vessels, yachts, pilot boats, or vessels under 200 tons register; and Missis- 
sippi River steamboats have crew-space law peculiar to themselyes, 

Value of ship space keeps forecastle allotments to minimum fixed by law, 
asarule. In most American merchant vessels that minimum is 2 by 6 by 6— 


ashore, are sufferers in startling measure from 

such ills as ng from inadequacy and cng bes Hid air. 

- 5 aboard the 1 oar pte 175 ah 
t in quarters so cram and, in consequence, so 

wet ar — similar, conditions on felons in our itentiaries the nation 


uired to 
t were 


would be moved to indignant protest. We have come to take neglect of the 
mariner as a matter of course. 


The Co: should so alter the laws as that every vessel ca’ the 
American shall provide for its seamen a comfortable and heal place 
wherein to eat and n 


(b) Crimping. 

The crimp isa vampire—a marine-employmentagent—resorting to dishon- 
est practices, whereby when seamen ars numerous he gains such control of 
employment that he obliges vessel-seeking seamen to surrender to him so 
much of their yet unearned wages as the law permits to be assigned, and 
whereby when seamen are scarce the control of mariners pained at other 
times enables him to extort from seamen-seeking vessels a precios. on each 
man supplied (a premium known as blood money). When hekeepsa sailors’ 
boarding house he adds to his other offenses a ruthless pillage of the seamen 
on whom he fastens, taking possession of his victim prior to payment of 
earned wants and absorbing such wages before ay y, becoming mean- 
while a tor to the extent of some portion of the wages to be earned by 
the seaman on his next voyage, 

gor 5 3 law of December 21, 1898, in the case 15 Patter- 
e 


In in 
son et al. v. 
“The sto me to sailors in the 2 75 ports, not merely of 
tale, an 


efforts to Aedes them 8 wrongs. One of the most common means 


case, Was by His 

Duke of Edinb when,ina h delivered before the of 
at Liverpoolin e declared it to be his firm conviction that “so long as 
system of crimping and advance notes existed they would have no cer- 
tainty as to how many ships ‘ht be lost before th me their first 
day's voyage.” (Brassey's The British Navy, p. S.) of course, because 
of the practice among crimys to ship the men out of whom they can make 
the most money, regardless of skill in seamanship, 

Crimping flourishes in this country under cover of statutory law permit- 
ting assignment of unearned wages of seamen to persons who are not near 
cat dependent relatives of such seamen, and because of absence of a statutory 
prohibition of pro of blood money. The remedy,so far as the Co: 

— se down evil, lies in the repeal and enactment of laws as thus indi- 
ca 


e Eudora Roya 
hi 


(o) Payment of wages. 


The maritime law of the United States now provides: That every seaman 
on a vessel of the United States shall be entitied to receive from the master 
of the vessel to which he belongs one-half part of the wages which shall be 
due him at every port where such vessel, after the voyage has commenced, 
shall load or deliver before the voyage is ended unless the contrary is 
ad eee stipulated in the contract.” (Act of December 21, 1898.) 

t further provides: And in all cases the seaman shall, at the time of his 
discharge, be entitled to be che account of be, eat PIAL to one- 
third part of the balance due * (Act of December 21, 1898. 

The seaman who finds himself in port without funds is in grave danger of 
3 into the hands of the crimp, and not wi ing the provisions j 
quoted he commonly is in distress ashore with money due him from his 
and this because he is driven by his necessities to contract against money 
parnog in ports of call, and because many masters evade the requirement 

‘or one-third payment immediately on disc rge. 

The following excerpt frem a report of the United States consul at Buenos 
Ayres illustrates the first of these statements: 

“LT attribute the unusual number of desertions to the law of December 21, 

which reads: 


Every seaman on a vessel of the United States shall be entitled to re- 
ceive from the master of the vessel to w he belongs one-half part of the 
wages whichshall be due him at avoy where such vessel, after the voy- 

ced, shall load or deliver cargo before the voyage is ended 

trary be expressly stipulated in the contract.’ 
a upon observation, if the words in italics 
e contract desertions would not be so numerous, for the follow- 


ask pormissi 
is granted for twelve hours. He will ask for some money, which is refused, 
the master of the vessel that 
signed provide that no money is to be advanced du: 
man ashore without a dollar in his pocket, he falls 

Hem Aiae e ing 111... EOT TRIDE 
provided with liquor and eatables. many cases the seaman gets in’ - 
cated and does not return to his vessel, and at the expiration of the forty- 
eight hours from the time his permission to go ashore ceases the master 
promptly reports him a deserter. 

“The vessel remains in port discharging and receiving cargo for about 
two months, and as the seaman has little or nothing to do—the cargo all be- 
ing by stevedores—by the seaman deserting the master or shi 
saves the wages, and I never knew of a master who worried about a dese: 
seaman. The shipping master takes hold of the deserter and soon finds an- 
other vessel for (not an American vessel) and collects one month's allot- 
ment for board due him by the seaman. The ship saves from two to three 
months’ wages by the seaman deserting. The shipping articles further pro- 
vide that these seamen ship for from twelve to eighteen calendar months, and 
the first time they learn they can draw no wages is when they ask the master 
for money when the vessel isin port, and it is hardiy to be expected that 
they will stand by their ships when they can be kept out of their wages for 
twelve to eighteen months.” (Report of Consul Mayer to the Secre of 
State, October 24, 1908.) 

The act of December 21, 1898, should be so altered, on grounds of public 
policy, that stipulations against money payments in ports of call shall be 
yoid, and the — 1 — for evasion of that provision of the statute which re- 
quires immediate payment on discharge should be so changed as to makethe 


requirement effective, 
(d) Standards of skill. 


Up to about the middle of the last century world-wide custom and usage, 
having the strength of law, made it almost impossible for anyone to shipasan 
able seaman who had not the sea experience and skill resulting from at least 
four years of sea service. The ratings a ships were boy, ordinary sea- 
man, and able seaman. 
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7... . Ua UTR hn pec | 
among whom to-day any man who misrepresents sea experience or 
is promptly reduced to his due N 

or many years after abolition of her na tion laws Great Britain per- 
severed in that ancient practice; but demand for cheap men led in time to 
disregard of the sound rds, until such deterioration of British seaman- 
ship obtained as aroused national concern and forced formal investigation 
8 The committee of inquiry, dissolved in 1880 after ten years of 
labor, among its first for im; 
“That seamen before being rated as A B should obtain a certificate of 


e ly forsee secretary of the committee, said in his speech at 
“I may here mention that subsequently, and as more light was thrown on 
VVV tency for A B 
rating and d of it adopted a sea-service qualificati not under four 
years.” PE rk s ea The British Navy, vol. 5, pp. 87, 88.) 
uable recommendation of the ittee led to nothing, however, 
and the deterioration has continued with such effect that an expert observer 
has recently written this comment on the British able seaman: “He may be 


riod of service extending over two or three years. 
is changed and the sailor, in ority of cases, makes 
— tel atti F n 8 
K at them 0 $: 
ercy p 0 g- ospor, bon 


made long vo and were paid off in the home port after completing a 
To-day the practice 
een 


— on board at the moment of bees It is manifest that the shipmaster 
as NO o of testing their a uptil it is too late to make an ex- 
change. Shipmasters have informed me that they frequently find it diffienit 
to secure three men out of Sa ee be trusted with the wheel in 


just an unskilled ith precisely the same pay 
the best seaman afloat of the same . This isa state of things.“ 
(Bullen’s Men of the Merchant ice, p. 273. 
Mr. Bullen has not been blind to the rela between the fora ae dio 
N. 


of 
them. This last can not too stronly condemned, as it is both unfair to 
brother shipmasters and to ern ponie, The first should be inquired into by 


man shall earn the title of able seaman’ before he is permitted to take it. and 
that every man shi as A B who has no qualifications for that honorable 
post shall suffer for misdeeds—his fraud $ burdening of his shipmates 
with work that he is unable to perform. ‘Then I believe that we shall pin 
the merchant service a class men—men who would not say that thesea 


1903.) 
The British Board of Trade, impressed the importance of the sub; 
ry a After peter — 
of sea: 
was a life fit for dogs.” (Bullen's Men of the Merchant Service, p. 277.) y; 
custom 


Tie expert witnesses this body reported on Jane If, Anding und z 
T wi y on June i lermannin: 
prevalent in the British mercantile marine uenti i 4 


British 
With the United States the abandonment of the time-a mmittee,“ said the body. proper i i 
and set in earlier than in the case of England, and deterioration of sea- the estab 255 7 for 5 oie 
manship came with correspon 8 vering in such wise that | upon recommended: 
Mr. th writing in : “The seamen must in the “That undermanning should by tion be comprehended in the law 


as well as the foreign trade meet the world. The Japanese, the 
Chinese, the Malay, the European, all may come and need bring no previous 
ing. Our laws put life and into their hands without as 
question except twill you work fort’ Moneyis, it isclaimed, sa 
in way, and if the property is lost the insurance pays the loss. These 
men from anywhere, any kind or no kind of skill and experience, set a 
wage for which sailors and firemen must work, or they must seek other em- 
ent. Our merchant marine is therefore manned by the residuum of 
population, not only of our own country and race but of all countries 
and races.” (American Federationist, April, 1900, p. 94.) 
To arrest deterioration of American seamanship, the Congress should 
de by law that no person shall be employed as an A B who has served 
fewer than four years at sea, one or more of them in a sailing vessel. 


(e) Manning. 

Regardless of the number of persons composing her crew, a vessel which 
has not enough skil d men to manage her in ordinary conditions of weather 
and sea without calling the 5 or the watch 8 is eee 
dermanning imposes on seamen inordina and endangers 
life and property not only in the case of the vessel undermanned, but in the 
case of other vessels. 


are not manned in compliance with the schemes proposed b mitt 
“hat undermanning should be specifcal aana om 

sea worthiness, pusi * oo 777... reclame Bae 
a port outsid Kingdom by reason of undermanning 

— — that the shipowner 55 

ply with the (Report of committee, p. xi.) 


ustrate 
The schooner Allumna (696 tons gross), North Ben . carries eleven 
men, exclusive of master; schooner Addie M. 2 6 07 tons gross), 


ooner S. G. Wilder (604 kone gam) Port Blakeley, Wash., carries 
even usive ooner S. G. Hasieli (681 tons gross), 
Millbridge, Me., carries seven men, exclusive of master. This means in the 
case of the Wilder, a cook, two mates, eight able seamen, leaving (with wheel 
and lookout manned) two men on deck. Her small sails can ba by 
the watch. In the case of the Haskell it means a cook, two mates, and four 
able seamen, leaving one mate and two able seamen on the watch—the mata 
requiro tagealling of the lookout, and to take in ove — — 
o the 0 in even thesmall sai e watch 
de Ph aie —.— (3.599 tons ), Bath, M. 
gross), e., carries thirty exclu: 
sive of master; the schooner Thomas W. Lawson (5,218 tons gross), Quins 
Mass., carries sixteen men, exclusive of master. e difference here is be- 


a 

ap St place ado 
vessels his in calm or storm never can be tely filled 
i wever numerous, T 


In overwork thro undermanning is not onl: 
Jand, but 8 ing all seamen and toward greater 
toil and gravyer peril. “ By wor for their lives,” says the committee ap- 
pointed 31881 by the Bri of Trade to investigate concerning man- 

, in commen on seamen handling an undermanned vessel, “the: 

arne statistics of kate f ships at sea afford 

cs 0! at sea affo! tter for reflection in this re- 

gard. They show, as the United States 9 of Navigation has sum- 

marized, that out of every 100 American seagoing steamers over 100 tons, for 

the past seven years, on the average 2.24 have been lost each year; that out 

of every 100 foreign seagoing ers over 100 tons, for the same period, on 

ere tele, etd have been lost. year; that ont of every 100 American sea- 

vessels over 50 for the past seven years, on the average 4.13 

ve been lost each year, and that out of every 100 fore! ves- 


How undermanning operates to promote loss of life and property is illus- 
trated by this quotation from the report last cited: 

“The Deeside (569 tons gross) is a typical case. That vessel had only two 
men in a watch, and whilst one of those men was absent from the ut, 
trimmi u side light which bad become dim, the vessel was run into and 
` sunk. with several of her crew, by the Ludgate Hill (4,063 tons gross). Not- 


ithstanding the tion junced the ju of the ad- | sels over 50 tons, for the same period, on the av: 2.97 have lost each 
— division of the high court against the of . year. 3 Report of Commissioner of Navigation, United States Depart- 
which led to this fatal co. board of e were advised 1 & pros- | ment TTT 
ecution would not be su because, whilst there were sufficient men on Mr, Andrew Furuseth says of g conditions in the American mer- 


board who might have been called and stationed on the lookout, it could not 
be said that the vessel was undermanned.” (P. 8.) 

Au im general statement of the situation is thus made by Mr. 
F W. , United States consul at Newcastle, Australia: Š 
One of most important factors in the successful management of ships 


chant marine: 

“The evil of undermanning is ima natural way. 

“The Papa dype agn on a reasonable crew and the owner cuts to make 
it a business crew. e master is competing with other masters, and his 
interest as well as his prido of seamanship induces him to a ee with the 

‘ore, cut somewhat when the vessel is yot new. 


pense lay, her master to his men that they are of 
sufficient an prowess: to take the Seal pria eetet per, to the next pork. 


time shipowners find t difficulty, in man obtaining the 

— — each and afl of these aedi ia me ualified for their duties, al- | Good feeling and a sense of pride in their own ability cause the men to O. 

though many are found in possession of good This is due, ina e makes a fair „and master is told by the 
degree, to shipmasters, who e give able-seamen's discharges | owner that he has theretofore his vessel overmanned. ‘You 

E men who have spent buta brief at sea. Frequently vessels reach 


ects MDOE Dh law pace: pereoen laces RENEA ead oat malar: 
re oc ers, ers, and coa! 5 
It is a fact that 1 many co Arot muppen — foreign-going sailing vessels whose 
. ted 1 a 

“In years a service was essen’ o gaining an a 
eaman’s F could be relied upon as — 
that the possessor knew and could perform his work; but in those days men 


during excessive toil, have thus created a new standar 
owner, a ee The next trip the vessel has six men, and very 
likely the number unskilled men. The work becomes harder—less sleep, 
rest, scarcely a watch below without being called out. 
And this process goes on and on, so that we are nearing a point in the mer- 
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chant marine of America where sheets can not be hauled in or small sails 
taken in and furled with eck—with all that this overwork and 
the drift from the sea.” 
and vessels 


rthy. minimum 
scales recommended by the committee appointed by the British board of 


basis for 1 alteration of course being advisable in so far as rig o 
our vessels differs from rig of the merchantmen of England. 


(Y Asiatics, 


The Pacific Ocean presents a problem having a factor peculiar to itself 
in that Asiatics are ri paar, from it even those Caucasians who are eager to 
work in the stokeholds, saloons, and cooks’ eys, and on deck. 

Mr. Andrew Furuseth testified as follows before the Committee on Immi- 
gration, Senate of the United States, Fe 4, 1902: 

“ We find that thestepmotherly manner in which seamen have been treated 
in the past has not induced the American boy to seek the sea fora living, and 
we therefore ask that we may now receive the benefit of such protection as 
you shall choose to give to other workers. We find it impossible to compete 
with the Chinese in any trade wherein moroner They simply absorb the 
trade and drive us out, and where, as in trade in question {oat of the 
seaman], they are assisted by such legislation as we have, both in a positive 
and negative way, they will man every American steam 
2 hereafter ply between railroad terminals on the Pacific coast and the 

ient. : 

“They are as a rule docile and attentive. They do not criticise saong 
ce any ores given, and if — 755 do, it is not 1 3 ya 

ready obedience to, and apparent respect for, superiors which gradua. 
becomes pleasing even to strong, well-balanced men. * * * Sailors of Chi. 
nese b. may be had in Hong in practically unlimited numbers at $15 
Mexican per month and firemen or stokers at $18 per month, Mexican. 
means, 5 $7.50 and $9 in 

“The wages w h would be pai to sailors if were hired on the Pa- 
cific coast would be at least $25 gold—more gold—being four times 
the amount paid to Chinese in Hongkong. A vessel would not carry as many 
whites as she does Chinese, but the erence in a year would probably be 
between $30,000 and $40,000 D gold: a sum surely sufficient to determine the 
choice if the choice be left th the shipowner. * + * Soe Se e 
tlemen, that it would be safe to go on in the way you have been going. I do 
not think it is safe to put your m t marine of the Pacific in 
ing of the Chinese, and unless you 8 some law that will give it to the 
whites, te y 


er that now pliés of 


there is where it will g ( ese-Exclusion Hearings, Senate 
Committee on EE ye pert pp. WT. 

In the course of his testimony before the Senate committee Mr. Furuseth 
stated that the trans-Pacific companies controlling vessels running 
between oriental ports and transcontinental railway terminals in the Pacific 
n employ exclusively as sailors, stokers, cooks, stewards, and 
Waiters. 

During the latest Chinese-exclusion hearings before th 


3. Trans-Pacific liners plying 
em ay exclusively Chinese as sailo; 6 stewards, and waiters. 
ra ot Lege aro Chinese supplan ng ee 
Pacific, pat ay are 3 on 
successf: compe! e 
The tention 


ucasians as seamen on the 
Japanese of that sea, and are also 
on the Indian Ocean. 


ment of merchant fleets and strengthening o guardians 
Pacific,and the national requirement of the United States increasingly great 
tof American boys and men to pursue the 


the United States is certain forthwith to enter ona 3 ng uae on 
‘fore the Senate 
h 


with the San Francisco service, but operating from Puget Sound. 
222 to CADIRA dia SAAS of ANAS aceon 
wise to surrender en’ e fo 
in the trade with the Far East. 55 
Apart from the right of American seamen to protection from ruinous com- 
9 with Asiatics on the Pacific, it is not sound national policy to train 
seamanship aliens who are not eligible to citizenship, and who can not be- 
‘come subject to draft into our Navy. 

In his annual report for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, the United 
States Commissioner of Navigation, in commenting on American ownership 
of numerous foreign v oreign flags, said: ` 

“For all national these vessels contribute to the maritime 

of foreign nations, and are training schools for their navies.” (P. 


In the same way American ships manned Asia “training 
schools” for the navies of Asiatic 8 by saini 
Three urged by shipowners to debarring Asiatics 


objections have been 


he 
£ 
he Pac 
8 
h beca 
eals; 
prone 
Vladi K 
Mi 
fession, 
G 
representations to him, 
) 
The cla 
granting 
Sec 
accordance with th 
erican bo 
the sea? 


from employment in the American merchant marine: That Caucasians can 
not endure the heat of stokeholds in our trade with the Orient; that white 
seamen are not obtainable in the Far East; and that w: dvantage 
would injure our er gg Asiatics debarred, in its competition with foreign 
bottoms manned by them, 

The claim that Caucasians can not endure the heat of stokeholds in our 


trade with the Orient is erroneous. i 
The United States transports pl between San Franciscoand Manila go 
nearer the equator than do our ers, yet white men are employed on 
them as stokers and in other capacities. Even > which ply 
between the Atlantic coast and Manila via Suez white men in thə 
stokeholds. The merchantmen plying between our Pacific coast and Austra- 
lia cross the equator, as t ific Mail and Northern Pacific vessels never 
do, yet all of the Australian ships carry white men exclusively on deck and 
in stokeholds. So, too, all of our ships plying between San and 
Panama, though they Fei through the great calm tract of the Pacific, a tract 
more deadly in heat anything experienced in the China trade, carry 
white men only, not excluding the vessels owned by the Pacific Mail Steam- 
5 Company. In the same Way all of the merchautmen plying between our 
Atlantic ports and the West Indies and South America carry white seamen 
as sailors and firemen. 
The sailors and marine firemen of this country are eager for the work now 
performed under our fiag by Asiatics. The claim that white seamen are not 
obtainable in the Far East has this much truth: White seamen are increas- 


use of the conditions with which this paper 
deals; and because of the low wages of Asiatics, Far Eastern ports are com- 
paratively undesirable for Caucasians, 

But against this it should be considered that, with Asiatics barred, the 
crews of American yessels would not be engaged in Asiatic ports; that the 
filling of vacancies is all that would have then to be met; that for the reasons 
making Asiatic ports comparatively undesirable to Caucasian seamen, de- 
sertions there would be few: and that legislation could, wulle barring Asiatics 
in general. upna an seni en for times when broken complements could 
not be filled without resort to them, 

Moreover, shipowners are to exaggerate when the doing so may aid 
their profit as individuals, however it may fare with seamen and nation. 
Russia has recently had some experience in point, as appears from this re- 
port by Mr. R. T. Greener, United States commercial agent at Vladivostok: 

“The difficulty of obtaining sufficient sailors to man ships sailing from 
and to vostok was attem to be met in June by parties appiin to 
St. Petersburg for permission to employ C; as is done on United Sta 
English, and Japanese ships, This move met with decided opposition from 
master. They telegraphed to the 

that the change in 
employment; 
that at present there were in Vladivostok from 80 to 1£0 seafaring men seek- 
ing work; that the efforts of those who sought to employ Chinese, Koreans, 
etc., was merely to obtain ‘cheap labor’ at the expense of Russians who fol- 
lowed the sea as a pro! 

“The Grand Duke was asked to antagonize this petition. He promptly 
answered that he was glad to learn of the matter, admitted the truth of the 

ta and promised to use kis influence to have the present 

law 55 ug ese (Report to the Secretary of State of the United States, No- 
vem N 

e claim as to wages is well founded; but it may be met by legislation 

subsidy to the extent of wage difference in cases of competition 

with foreign bottoms manned by ties, and it is believed the United 

. can not prudently hesitate to equalize by subsidy, if that be needful, 

saying our 


ingly scarce everywhere, 


the military governor and the har 


for our own race, 
(9) Involuntary servitude, 


Section 4596 of the Revised Statutes of the United States provides that an 
seaman (this term including all ship employees except the master) who sha: 
violate his contract to serve ona private vessel may in a foreign port (in 
our foreign trade) be imprisoned for not more than one month. 

tion 4600 of the Revised Statutes of the United States makesit the duty 
of consular officers of this country to reclaim deserting seamen to sur- 
render them to masters, 

The United States isa party to treaties with numerous governments in 

e terms whereof there is a mutual o tion to appre- 
hend and deliver up to masters deserting seamen. 

These laws are a survival of the odious ancient idea that one man can have 
property right in another. It has been outgrown in America as to every 
class but seamen. It has been abandoned in America as to all American ses- 
men on American soil, in British North America, Mexico, and the West 
Indies. Until it shall have been abandoned as to all seamen of all ships flying 
the flag of our Republic, no matter whence or whither they voyage, how can 
Am ys, pulsing with the American concept of human liberty, follow 
(h) Boys. 


to sea. The American boy who seeks 


The American boy no longer 
and encounters this condition: American 


the sea is exceedingly excep’ 
ships do not want him. 

en American sea life shall have been made fit for American boys, 
lads of certain temperament will turn to the sea as water seeks its level. 
Beyond this, the Con taking notice of that individual selfishness which 
impels shipowners to avoid tasking themselves with the education of boys in 
seamanship, should oblige them to do this toa reasonable measure, at least 
5 our coast wise trade, wherein they are protected from competition with 
‘oreigners. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California asks unan- 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 


objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. G. ES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I make a similar 
request. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee makes a 
similar request. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

_Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12220, the 
naval appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
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RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON LANDS IN SHERMAN COUNTY, OREG, 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to call a for immediate consideration the bill S. 277. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Oregon give his 
attention? Has this bill passed the Senate? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. It is not at the desk. Does the gentleman 
know where it is? 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. I gave a copy of it to the Clerk. It is 
Senate bill 277. I have thé report of the Senate committee here. 

The SPEAKER. But it will be necessary to have the bill 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. Did I not send up the bill just now? 
Did I not give that to the Clerk? - 

The SP. R. That is a mere print. The Senate bill ought 
to be on the Speaker's table. Possibly it has been referred to the 
e committee and is not reported back. 

r. WILLIAMSON. The Senate bill has passed the Senate, 
has come over here, and has been referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. But the bill itself is not at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman says it has been referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. And has been reported favorably. 


r. 
The SPEAKER. Has it been reported by the committee? 
ee ILLIAMSON, Yes,sir. The bill has been referred and 
Te 5 


eSPEAKER. The gentleman can be recognized at a later 
time. The bill does not seem to be here. 
ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. FOSS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 53 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 

liation cases relating to the schooner Washington, Henry Chi- 
chester, master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
inted. 
gee from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclus ons of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Orion, Frederick Hopkins, 
master—to the Committee on Claims; and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
Ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the = and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona, from the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6493) 
to ratify and confirm act No. 47 of the legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Arizona, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1020); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

pill of the House (H. R. 6494) to approve and ratify act No. 73 
` ofthe legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1021); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees. de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

By Mr. FORDNEY, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 4570) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Beaumont, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a 8 555 (No. 1019); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6351) to pay J. B. McRae $99 for services as hos- 


pa steward, etc.—Committee on War Claims discharged, and re- 
erred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 6343) granting a pension to Hirschensohn— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
85 285 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 12644) to provide for the 
taking of a census of agricultural statistics in the year 1905 and 
every tenth year thereafter—to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12645) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of War to further improve Trinity River, 
in Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 12646) to reorganize and in- 
crease the efficiency of the Hospital Corps of the Navy of the 
United States, and to define its duties and regulate its pay—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12647) to establish a 
supreme court for the Indian Territory and to provide for addi- 
tional United States judges therein, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12648) 1 the Com- 
e . ict s Couma to 2 regulations — 

ting the public hay scales, and for other purposes to the 
Committes on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 12649) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 4766 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, approved March 3, 1899—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 12650) to amend section 5209 
of the Revised Statutes United States, 1878—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 45) 
to print 275,000 copies of Diseases of Cattle—to the Committee on 
Printin 


By Mr. TAWNEY: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 46) to 
print and bind 200,000 copies of the special report of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry on the diseases of the horse—to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A resolution (H. Res. 222) requesting the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor to furnish certain information 
relative to prices upon certain manufactured articles as sold in 
the United States and foreign countries—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A resolution (H. Res. 223) 
referring certain claims to the Court of Claims for a finding of 
facts under the terms of the Tucker Act—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A resolution (H. Res, 224) 
referring certain cases to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts 
under the terms of the Tucker Act—to the Committee on War 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12651) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Shine to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 12652) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary L. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 12653) for the relief of Michael 
H. Farrell to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12654) for the relief of 
Clement C. Anderton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 12655) for the relief of John 
Bremond—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 12656) for the relief of the heirs 
of William S. Bryant—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12657) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Mexico, Mo.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12658) granting an increase of pension to 
James 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12659) for the relief of Ed- 
9 Lugo-Vina—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 12660) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret Russell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 12661) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to es gee Charles H. Pendleton a lieutenant-commander on 
the retired list, United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12662) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Stuart, alias John Vanderpool—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 12668) for the, relief of Ezra 
J. Baney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12664) granting 
= increase of pension to Rachael J. Smith—to the Committee on 

ensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12665) to 
amend the military record of Odgen H. Smith—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 12666) granting an increase of 
ponm to Henry E. W. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 12667) granting a pension to | gran 


Rebecca A. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 12668) granting an increase 
of pension to Irven Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12669) for the relief of 
Emmett O. Wampler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 12670) granting an increase 
of pension to William Nease—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12671) granting an increase of pension to, 
William Mills—to the Committee sy eet) Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12672) grant- 
ing a pension to William Hoyt—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12673) granting a pension to Ira Davis to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12674) ting a pension to Sarah Cordin— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 12675) granting a pension to 
Emma Swanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 12676) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James A. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12677) for the re- 
lief of Joseph Schrembs—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 12678) to authorize the de- 
tail of George F. Ormsby in the interest of commerce—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 12679) for the relief of M. L. 
Skidmore—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 12680) granting an increase of 
pension to Harvey Polen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12681) granting a 
pension to R. J. Jamison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 12682) for the relief of the 
estate of Samuel Bolt, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 12683) correcting military 
record of Jesse L. Meeks—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the followin, 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and refe 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Resolution of Diamond Lodge, 
No. 183, Independent Order of Good Templars, of Cambria, Wis., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. j 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11827, granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, rs to accompany bill H. R. 10172, granting a pension 
to Catharine A. Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12155, granting a pension 
to Nancy Hill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12157, granting an increase 
of pension to Asher D. Bice—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 
ny bill H. R. 11826, ting a pension 
mmittee on Invalid Pensions. i 


petitions and pa- 
as follows: 


By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of citizens of New London 
County, Conn., favoring bill granting lands in severalty to the 
landless Indians of northern California—to the Committee on In- 

Also, petition of Rev. B. U. Hatfield and 31 others, of Groton, 
Conn., in fayor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of Lodge No. 650, International 
Association of Machinists, of Plattsmouth, Nebr., relative to in- 
creasing the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory at Washington, 
D. C.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
John Bremond—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11255, 
ting an increase of pension to Catherine L. Benteen—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions, ° 

Also, petition of Port Arthur Lodge, No. 149, International 
Association of Machinists, of Pittsburg, Kans., relative to in- 
creasing capacity of Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Fred Blanchard and 124 others, of Cedarville, 
Kans,; Rev. F. M. Taylor and 6 others, of Walnut, Kans.; Nelson 
Call and 39 others, of Oswego, Kans., and J. K. Oliver and 42 
others, of Falls, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Petition of the pharmacists of Lancaster 
County, Pa., in favor of bill H. R. 9303—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Letter of C. D. Jones, of Scranton, Pa., in 
favor of the establishment of a Bureau of Public Roads in the 
De ent of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

, letter of William D. Zehnder, president df Scranton Bolt 
and Nut Company, protesting against the enactment of an eight- 
hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CROMER: Resolution of John P. Post Post, No. 88, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Resolution of Plymouth (N. H.) Grange, 
favoring increased salaries for rural free-delivery carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of John F. Dunkler and 42 others, of Peterboro, 
N. H., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany bill granting an in- 
8 of pension to George Gibson to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 10892, to cor- 
rect the military record of David Campbell to the Committee on 
Militaty Affairs. ; 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Mrs. Margaret Russell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petitions of H. W. Anvil and 15 others and 
George S. West and 8 others, of Parsons, W. Va., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

80, petition of heirs of James L. Geaslem, praying reference 
of claim to Court of Claims—to the ittee on War Claims. 

Also, petitions of H. E. Tyson and 29 others, L. B. Moore and 
42 others, C. K. Switzer and 7 others, and W. Chenowith and 52 
others, all of Phillippi, W. Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petition of Allen J. Patrick, praying 
reference of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Also, petition of heirs of John Turley, deceased, praying refer- 
ence of claim to Court of Claims—‘o the Committee on War 


By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Resolutions of Cummings Post, 
No. 87; C. J. Ormsbee Post, No. 18; George S. Gale Post, No. 
107; Cambridge Post, No. 10; Waterson-Post, No. 45; William J. 
Fuller Post, No. 52; Old Brigade Post, No. 47; Stannard Post, 
No. 2; R. S. Sherman Post, No. 86; Jesse A. Jemett Post, No. 78; 
A. L. Pike Post, No. 41; George A. Custer Post. No. 42; Walter 
C. Dunton Post, No. 110; Dudley Post, No. 28; A. E. Leaven- 
worth Post, No. 108, and Stow Post, No. 29, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Vermont, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Massa- 
chusetts legislature, in favor of the bill providing for a retired 
list and pensions in the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
exemption of head tax from residents of Newfoundland entering 
the United States—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 


ralization. 

Also, resolutions of O. H. P. Sargent Post, No. 152, of Essex, 
Mass.; Everett Peabody Post, No. 108, of . Mass., and 
Union Post, No. 50, of Peabody, Mass., Gran 


Army of the Re- 
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public, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petitions of W. T. Sutherland and others, 
and L. B. Wiseman and 67 others, of Floresville, Tex.; and John 
B. Hardwick and 33 others, of Corpus Christi, Tex., in favor of 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. GILBERT: Paper to accompany bill H. R; 6595, grant- 
ing pension to Capt. John H, McBrayer—to the Committee on 
ensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of Meow ee 
Lodge, No. 448, Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, of 
ton, lass., in favor of bill H. R. 89 and of Bates pent lia- 
bility pill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of the Amherst (Mass.) Woman's Club, request- 
ing that lands in severalty be granted to the landless Indians of 
northern California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, peon of Joseph W. Flint and 102 other voters of Enfield, 
Mass., g passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Psi resolutions of E. K. Wilcox Post, No. 19, of Springfield; 

O. fee Post, No. 166, of pton; E . 
Pont 0. 140, of Athol; General Sedgwick Post, No. 17, of Oran 
J. W. 113 Port, No. 88, ot Ware; Samuel F. Woods Post, 

179, of Barre; Ezra Ezra Batcheller Post, No. 51, of North Brookiield; 
General William S. Lincoln Post, No. 211, of Enfield; Charles C. 
Smith Post, No. 183, of South Hadley Falls; Parker Post, No. 123, 
of Athol; Clara Barton Post, No. 65, of Warren; E. J. Griggs 
Post, No. 97, of Belchertown; Manton E. Taft Post, No. 162, of 
Turners Falls; William L. Becker Post, No, 86, of Northampton, 
and E, M. Stanton Post, No. 147, of Amherst, all in Massachusetts, 
Grand Army of the Republic, and executive committee of Union 
Veterans’ Union of Massachusetts, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Armory Hill Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union, ‘of Springfield; Robert M. Brainard and 19 others, of Had- 
ley; Rollston Church and 24 others, of Fitchburg; Harry G. 
Eutler and 27 others, of Hubbardston; Frederick H. White and 
16 others, of Winchendon; Rey. E. D. Francis and 24 others, of 
Ludlow; Rev. F. J. Hale and 16 others, of Chicopee Falls; Frank 
McCheeney and 17 others, of Orange; Rey. Ernest White and 15 
others, of Berlin; Rev. D. Butler Pratt and 33 others, of Spring- 
field; Putnam Webber and 24 others, of Ware; Rev. Henry 
Wriston and 21 sacs o Sprin, nie eld; John B. Perkins and 5i 
others, of Plymouth eld and 44 others, of Gardner, 
and W. M. Crawford ad 15 others, of Warren, all in Massachu- 
setts, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of 1 A. Crabtree and 10 oth- 
ers, F. H. Jackson and 7 others, and Rey. C. M. Melden and 12 
others, all of Providence, R. 58 in favor of Hepburn. Polliver 

bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary 

By Mr. GUDGER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Stephen 
Rice and James A. Sams to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bill granting pension 
to Athiel A. McAlister—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of F. R. Vaughan and 40 others, 
of Brattleboro, Vt., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Pacific Coast Jobbers and 
Manufacturers’ Association, of San Francisco, Cal., against bill 
S. 3937—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Resolutions. of J. A. Mower Post, No. 59, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Stromsburg, Nebr., in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Resolutions of George R. Maxwell 
Post, 8 5, and James B. McKean Post, No. 1, both of Salt Lake 
City, and Dix Logan Post, No. 3, of Ogden, Department of Utah, 
Grand Army of the Republic, urging passage of a service-pension 
un ate the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HUNTER: Paper to accompany bill granting pension 
to F 8 Bruton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resolutions of Major George L. Stearns 
Post, No. 149, of Boston, Mass., Grand Army of the Republic, 
urging passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee ôn In- 

ensions. 

a Dill pendin of 5 court oe eee in sup- 
port o pending in Congress providing for a retired list and 

on in the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions 

y Mr. KLINE: Resolutions of Lieutenant G. W. Fuller Post, 
Ne 978 of Catasaqua, Pa., Grand Army of the Republic, urging 
passage ofa service-pension bill—to the ie on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, resolutions of the Philadel hia Manufacturers’ Club, rela- 
tive to increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of Baltimore, Md., relative to the improvement of the main 
as channel—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. LANNING: Petition of Rev, W. M. Wilson and 21 other 
Sebi: and J. V. Cruser and 19 other voters, of Princeton, N. J., 
for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
25 the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: Petition of the Northern California In- 
dian Association, for relief of the landless Indians of northern 
California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolution of Robert F. Elliott Post, No. 
526, Grand Army of the Republic, of Spring Run, Pa., in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Colonel James G. Elder Post, No. 570, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of St. Thomas, Pa., g passage of a 
55 bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of D. Ferguson and 27 others, 
of Park River, so Thomas Catherwood and 77 others, of Park 
River, N. Dak., and Tany, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judici ary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
= Emmett O. Wam ler—to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of E. H. Bachman and 44 others 

banon County, Pa., i in favor of the Brownlow good-roads 
fin 40 the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Auburn Hodge. No. 
ae 555 Association 5 3 of Auburn, Ind., 

tive to increasin ity of the Naval Gun Factory to the 
Committee on N; Naraf Affairs, H 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutionsadopted by the National Board 
of Trade, urging the repeal of the desert-land act and other laws— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the port of 
New York, mee the prompt completion of the breakwater at 
Point Judith —to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the United Commercial Travelers 
of America, New York Council, No. 114, urging the enactment of 
the amendment to the bankruptcy law proposed by Mr, BADGER— 
to the Committee on the J atte Rh 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, indorsing 
bills S. 2250 and 2263—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the National League of Commission Mer- 
chants, favoring the adjudication by the courts of the legality of 
certain contracts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the oe of the State of New 
York ,indorsing the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee 


on . 

Gaon numerously signed by members of the Metropoli- 
tan Ye Yacht Club, . t the passage of the amendment 
to the act providing for certain requirements for vessels propelled 
by gas, fuid, naphtha, or electric motors, approved June 18, 1897— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of Dr. H. C, Carpen 
aud 58 others, of Lake Odessa, Mich., and M. E. „„ Poa ir 17 
others, of Clarksville, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. Herman Randall and 53 others, fayor- 
ing | passage of the Gallinger liquor bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of Charles G. Boise and 18 others, 
of Sherbrooke; D. H. Fosburg and 20 others, of Byron and Hanna; 
William Inglis and 7 others, of Tyner; H. R. Cook and 41 others, 
of Cavalier; J. B. Woodruff and 16others, of Thompson; Christina 
Carbron and 20 others, of Dwight; R. Lavik and 26 others, of 
Milner; Joseph Whale 4 and 40 others, and W. J. Glass and 51 
others, of Inkster; J. H. Oliver and 64 others, of Lisbon; F. W. 
Harron and 59 others, of Sheldon; W. H. Hunter and 16 others, 
of Milner; P. E. Stevens and 105 others, of Grand Forks, and 
Stephen Whitford and 35 others, and John Halkrow, jr., and 34 
others, of Beaumont, allin South Dakota, in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. STANLEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Frank W. Clark—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany claim of 
Mrs. Jennie Miller—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Fort Worth, Tex., urging the pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 6, relating to the sale of tobacco ant cigars— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolution of the Ohio Vicks- 
barg Battlefield Commission, relative to the Meats National 
Military Park—to the Committee on Military Affai 

Also, petition of members of King Street Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
pill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of International Wee AAR of Machinists of St. 
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Paul, Minn., in favor of 9 ownershi 
naval construction—to the Committee.on Na 

By Mr. THAYER: Petition of Alonzo W. Bond and 21 other 
Te of Worcester, Mass., against the passage of a bill limiting 
the hours of labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of L. G. Lesure and 20 other voters of West 
Boyleston, Mass., urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the J udiciary, 

By Mr. VREELAND: Resolution of D. T. Wiggins Post, No. 
297, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Rev. F. W. Grupe and 
others, of Gainesville, N. Y., for the passage of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Staunton Post, No. 396, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Lakey, N. Y., favoring the passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition and papers to accompany bill H. R. 
11344, granting a pension to Emma Eingham Pearce—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of John H. Willis— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Short Creek Monthly Meeting of Friends, in 
1 51 8 of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Also, resolutions of Hess Post, No. 595, of Armstrongs Mills; 
Drummond Post, No. 203, of St. Clairsville; Robert Hilles Post, 
No. 220, of Barnesville; Brannum Post, No. 221, of Bridgeport: 
Taylor Post, No. 616, of Somerton; E. M. Stanton Post, No. 166, 
of Steubenville; General W. P, Richardson Post, No. 609, of 
Woodsfield; Harlem Springs Post, No. 624, of Harlem Springs; 
James P. Mann Post, 
Post, of Hannibal, Grand Army of the Republic, all of Ohio, for 
the A of a service- pension bill - to the Committee on Invalid 


ship of fac 5 factories for 


Pensions 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to ig bill H. R. 
12801, for the relief of D. L. d Elysee, alias Leopold Böhm- to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, paper to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Alexander Reun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 


SATURDAY, February 20, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Thursday last, when, on the request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by 
unanimous “consent, the further reading was with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Withoutobjection, the J ournal 
will stand approved. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 8 a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by ‘the court relating to the vessel schooner Washington, 
Henry Chichester, master; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Pe also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French poean claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel brig Orion, Frederick Hopkins, master: which, 
with the accom et jaa ain iro paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and o to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of 
fact and of law filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court re- 
lating to the vessel brig Fly, James Merrihew, master; which, 
with the accom en paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of 5 by Mr. W. J. 
BRow xd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: ble the Secretary of the Treasury 

113) to enable the re of the to pa; 
to the State of Vermont 3 appropriated by the act of con. 
gress of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims between the 
United States and the State of Vermont; 


A bill (S. 8720) to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island 
Railway Company, in the reconstruction of the bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near St. Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge 
and to shorten the draw span thereof; and 

A bill (S. 3800) donating gun carriages to the Connecticut com- 
missioners for the care and preservation of Fort Griswold. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the bill (S. 8317) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to t right of way for pipe lines through Indian Ter- 
ritory in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The ug bill further announced that the House had passed the 
3 in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 


e bill (H. R. 4074) constituting Utica, N. Y., a port of delivery, 
se a other L purposes; 

ill (H. R. 8435) to amend the act of Congress of March 11, 
108, vrlating to homesteads; 

ill (H. R. 9777) granting to the city of Port Angeles, State 
of ‘Washington, for eite 8 eee a certain portions of the Govern- 
ment reserve in sai 

A bill (H. R. 12446) 8 r for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 


other purposes. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 
ce (S. 88) granting an increase of pension to Miriam R. 

A bill (S. 70) granting an increase of pension to John G. Brown; 

A bill (S. 136) granting an increase of pension to Mary T. Strick- 


0. 267, of Lewisville, and J. G. Riethmüller land: 


oe (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to Henry W, 
A bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson 
Kibbe; 
A 5 (S. 189) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 
Whee! 
A bill (8. 191) granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy; 
A bill (S. 265) granting an increase of pension to Frances 2 5 
Maat bill (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to William 
i À bill (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Finley T, 
0 
A pill 8 . 782) granting a pension to Mary D. Duval; 
A bill (S. 797) granting a pension to Mary H. Allen; 
ene (S. 846) granting an increase of pension to Catharine W. 
3 bill (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Allen W. (alias 
rt) Hall 
5 bill (S. 889) granting an increase of pension to Catherine A, 
A bil (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Erwin R. 


le: 
et bm (S. 895) granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 


, trans- | bro 


PA Bil (S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D, 


gge 
A bill (S. 962) granting an i increase of pension to Jennet Thoits; 
2ra NG: 980) granting an increase of pension to Mary von 


3 ‘A bill YS. 1239) granting an increase of pension to John Adam- 

A bill 68. 1241) granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. 

27 bill (8. 1242) granting an increase of pamon to Thomas Davis; 

A bill (S. 1356) granting a pension to obert Kelley; 

A 5 (S. 1358) granting an increase of Pension to William W. 

„Apii (S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to George Pen- 

an (S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H, 

A bill (S. 1490) to authorize the sale ofa of what is known 
as the Red Lake Indian Reservation in the Piste of Minnesota; 

A pill (S. 1532) granting an increase of pension to Electa Allen; 

A bill (S. 1597) granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew; 

A bill (5. 1688) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Hough bill 08 1689) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 

A e (8. 1799) granting an inerease of pension to Charles E. 


cA (S. 1802) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 


>» 
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5 — bill pee 1911) granting an increase of pension to Ambrose W. 
A 8. 1912) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 


Boo 
A bill (S. 1935) providing for the holding of an additional term 
of me = sba northern district of West Virginia at Martins- 


= il & 1987) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
A bill 8. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


Jadeo (S. 1953) granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 
e (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to Benton D. 


A bill (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Seth H. Craig; 
A bill (S. 2061) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


rlow; 

A bill (S. 2068) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
A . (8. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 
i bill (S. 2103) granting an increase of pension to John L. Me- 


2 bin (S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wil- 
liams, alias Thomas W. Lennox; 
Sabel (S. 2128) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
A bill (S. 2215) granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker; 
eaten (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Ses; 
A bill G8. 2222) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 


2 bill (8. 2230) granting an increase of pension to Matilda C. 


A (S. ma granting an increase of pension to James Reed; 

ill (S, 2245) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz; 

a ball (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to Anna Pritch- 
x bill (S. 2298) granting a pension to Patrick J. Conway; 

A bill 5 to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian 


m MIN i granting an increase of pension to Charles Cum: 


A Tife. 2374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Moses; 
A 25 (S. 2392) granting an increase of pension to William W. 


A bili (S. 2416) granting an increase of pension to Mary Joanna 


dams 

A bill (S. 2418) granting a pension to Marit Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2440) granting eee one to George Olsen; 
A bill (S. 2441) granting an increase o on to Frank Lee 

ih 8 an increase of pension to Ebenezer 


A bill (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 


A bill (S. 2517) granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr; 
4 bill (S. 2527) granting an increase of pension to Joseph Rob- 


on bill (S. 2542) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
kin: 


A bill (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Ella B. Green; 

A bill (S. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Severance; 

A 50 G. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Emma Me- 


bill bill (8. 2549) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
ne e e 
Kincaid; 
Abi (goa T ee a ee 
Mat bill (S. 2576) granting an increase of pension to James Red- 
ai (S. 2577) granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar- 


A bill (S. 2612) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy; 
A bill (s. 2642) granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 


Freeman: 

A bill (s. 2643) granting an increase of pension to Malinda H. 

A bill (8. 2668) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus Faw- 
cett; 

A bill (S. 2689) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
Kanouse; 


A bill (S. 2712) granting an increase of pension to Harriet Bil- 


Gasen (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 


fe vil (8. yon granting a pension to Jane Patterson; 
bill (S. 2858) granting an increase of pension to Delia B. 


A bill (S. 2889) granting an increase of poran to John Beaird; 
A bill (S. 2924) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 


Cormany; 
A bill (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas But- 


ton; 
A ma (S. 2965) granting an increase of pension to John Her- 
zinge 
AWIG, 3166) granting an increase of pension to Levi B. Lewis; 
bill (S. 


3400) to amend the act entitled An act granting a 
= ise to Flora Stanton Kalk,” 9 February 25, 1899; 

A bill (S. 4125) to authorize "the Little Rock and Monroe Rail- 
way ey y to construct, maintain, and use a bridge across 
Ouachita River, in the State of Louisiana, at a point between 
Ouachita 1 and the mouth of Bayou Loutre; 

A bill (H. R. 3584) to authorize the resubdivision of lots or 
blocks in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 9640) to amend an act granting to the Keokuk and 


| Hantel Water Power Company right to construct and main- 


tain a dam, and so forth, approved February 8, 1901; 

A bill (H. R. 11823) to authorize the Director of the Census to 
cooperate with the secretary of state of theState of Michigan and 
with officials of other States in taking the census of manufactures; 
and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 37) providing for the editions to be 
printed of the annual and special reports of the Librarian of Con- 
gress. . 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Vilas, of the Ep- 
worth League of Jerse oot Shore Junction, of the congregation of 
the United Evangelical Church of Jersey Shore Junction, and of 
the Wanns Orue ir ae Union of Vilas, „al in the 
State of Pennsy g foran investigation of the charges 
made and filed espa gray REED Smoot, a Senator from tha 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

e also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wadena, Iowa, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of the Beethoven Singing Club, of 
Manchester, N. H.; of the Concordia Singing Society, of Water- 
bury, Conn.; of the Schuetzen Corps, of Brooklyn; of the Schles- 
wig Verein, of Brooklyn; of the Rotenburger Club, of New York 
City; of the Sicverner Plattdeutscher Club, of New Fork City; 
of the Zovena Club, of New Vork City; of the Nieder Ochtenhau- 
sen Verein, of New York City; of the Deutscher Laben Versich- 
erung Verein, of 5 of the Central New York Krieger Bund. 
of New York ee and of the United Confectionery Guard of 
New York City, in the State of New York; of the Maenner- 
chor Eintracht, of Milwaukee; of the Turn Verein of Medford; 
of the Deutscher Turn Verein, of Medford; of Lodge No. 2, of 
Oshkosh; of the Maennerchor Columbia Society, of Medford, and 
of the Schiller Goethe Monument Association, of Milwaukee, all 
in the State of Wisconsin; of Lodge No, 114, of Cherry pong = 
Converse Lodge, No. 159, of Converse, and of Forest 
196, of Hobson, all in the State of Texas; of N 
No. 16, of St. Louis. and of Helvetia Lodge, No. 234, of St. Louis, 
in the State of Missouri; of Ludurilla ge, No. 18, of East- 
hampton, and of Ros Mannor Lodge, No. 79, of Boston, in the 
State of Massachusetts; of the Helvetia Maennerchor, of Colum- 
bus; of the Deutscher Metzger Arbeiter Verein, of Cincinnati; of 
Western Reserve Mannie „No. 78, of Cleveland; of ‘the 
Schwiibischer Benevolent Society, of Columbus, and of the Turn 
Verein of Cleveland, all in the State of Ohio; of the Gruetli 
Verein, of 5 and of the Orpheus Singing 9 of Pitts- 
burg, in the State of Pennsylvania; of the Austrian- 

Benefit Society, of St. Paul, Minn.; of the Deutscher Turn 

of Baltimore, Md.; of the St. John’s German Aid i hae of 
Richmond, Ind.; of the Plattdeutscher Club, of Jersey City, N. J.; 
of the Eintracht Society, of Newport, pee L, and of the rman 
Soldier Association, of Harlem, 


Chicago, III. praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
interstate tel h and tel S 


gambling; which was ref 
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He also presented a petition of the Phidian Art Club, of Dixon, 


III., praying for an investigation of the ae made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Joliet, III., 
and a memorial of sundry citizens of Sparta, Ill., remonstrating 
against the ge of the so-called parcels-post bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Equality, Ill., and a petition of the con- 
gregation of the Zion Methodist Episcopal Church, of Langham, 
III., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of John Spear, of Pepperell, 
Mass., praying that he be ted an increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Somer- 
yille, Mass., and a petition of the Board of Trade of Worcester, 
Mass., praying for the ratification of a treaty of arbitration be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain; which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also Toa a petition of the Appalachian Mountain Club, 
of Massachusetts, sg kg ed the preservation of the Calaveras 

` Grove of Big Trees, in ifornia; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also 3 petitions of Isaac Davis Post, No. 130, Depart- 
ment of Massachusetts, Grand oe the Republic; of Gettys- 
mg Post, No. 191, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army 
of the Republic, and of Theron E. Hall Post, No. 77, of Holden, 
Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, all 
in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of Hope Lodge, No. 122, Ind d- 
ent Order of Good Templars, of Edgerton, Wis.; of Rough River 
Lodge, Independent Order of Good Templars, of Waupun, Wis.; 
of Caldwell e, No. 146, Independent Order of Good Templars, 
of Wisconsin; of sundry citizens of Sharon, Marlboro, and Ware, 
in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

e also presented a petition of the West End Woman’s Club, of 
Chicago, Ill., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
1 which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 

ections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of G. H. Morrison, of 
Whitefield, N. H. a Praying for the passage of the Brown- 
low good-roads bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ag- 


to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Nashua, Peter- 
boro, and Somersworth and of the congregation of the Congrega- 
tional Church of Merrimac, all in the State of New Hampshire, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade of Somers- 
worth; of Cherry Mountain Grange, of Carroll; of New Durham 
Grange, of New Durham; of Bear Hill Grange, of Herkimer; of 
Montcalm Grange, of Enfield; of Bakers River Grange, No. 290, 
of Rumney; of Advance G: , of Wilton; of Jaffrey Grange, of 
Jaffrey; of Loudon Surprise Grange, of Loudon; of Straw 
Bank Grange, of Portsmouth; of South New Market Grange, 
No. 179, of Newfields; of Junior Grange, of Goffstown; of Pis- 
tareen Grange, of Chesterfield; of Fitzwilliam Grange, of Fitz- 
william; of Ossifee Grange, No. 130, of Triftonboro; of Ocean 
Side Grange, No. 260, of Hampton; of Progressive Grange, No. 271; 
of Deerfield; of Prospect Grange, of Mount Vernon; of Benning- 
ton Grange, No. 207, of Bennington; of Barnstead Grange, of 
Barnstead; of Squam Lake Grange, No. 258, of Ashland; of M. L. 
Ware Grange, of Rindge; of Sullivan Grange, No. 8, of Newport; 
of Hudson Grange, No. 11, of Hudson; of Pink Granite Grange, 
of North Haverhill; of Rockingham Grange, of Epping; of New 


Found Lake Grange, No. 162, of Bristol, and of Um g Grange, 
of Errol, all of the Patrons of Husbandry: of the Woman’s Club 
of Penacook, all in the State of New Hampshire, and of the 


American Paper and Pulp Association, of New York City; of the 
Merchants’ Association of Boston, and of the Associated Board 
of Trade of Boston, all in the State of Massachusetts, and of the 
Lumber Dealers’ Association of Connecticut, praying for the en- 


berry | Abbott, 


actment of legislation providing for the purchase of a national 
forest reserve in the ite Mountains to be known as the Na- 
tional White Mountain Reserve;’’ which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a memorial of the North Dakota Retail Hard- 
ware Association, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., remonstrating st 
the e of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Potomac Post, No. 11, Depart- 
ment of the Potomac, Grand Army of the Republic, of Washing- 
ton, D. C., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented a petition of A. T. Noyes Post, No. 
116, Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Chittenden, Vt., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was ref to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM ted petitions of George G. Meade 
Post, No. 99, of Barton ding; of William Wells Post, No. 113, 
of Williamstown; of E. B. Frost Post, No. 54; of Edwin Dilling- 
ham Post, No. 22; of Stowe Post, No. 29, and of Ransom Post, No. 
7, all of the Department of Vermont, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, in the State of Vermont, praying for the enactment of a 
ese law; which were referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Enosburg Falls, Vt., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

e also presented a 8 of sundry citizens of Jamaica, Vt., 
and a petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Jamaica, Vt., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of 
We which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 

ections. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Stutt- 
gart, Ark., and a petition of sundry citizens of Okolona, Ark., 

raying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 
Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented memorials of the Goshen Milling 
Company, of Goshen; of the Leesburg Grain and Milling Com- 
pany, of Leesburg; of the Harris Milling Company, of Green- 
castle; of Woodbury & Files, of Muncie, and of B. L. Archibald, 
of Morocco, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the supervision of grain at 
terminal points by the Government; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Citizens’ Alliance of South 
Bend, Ind., remonstrating 5 one the passage of the so-called 
“ anti-injunction bill;“ which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Grace 
Methodist Epi Church, the Third Methodist Episcopal 
Church, St. Paul’s German Lutheran Church, the United Presby- 
terian Church, the Fifth Street Methodist Episcopal Church, the 
First English Lutheran Church, the South Eighth Street Friends’ 
Church, the Second Presbyterian Church, and the First Baptist 
and the First Methodist Soe churches, all of Richmond, in 
the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the J sehen 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Waterville, W. , remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on P ces and Post-Roads. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 2089) 
for the removal of the charge of desertion against Andrew C. 
alias Andrews; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Board of Trade, of Tacoma, Wash., praying for the enactment of 
legislation for the division of the State of Washington into judi- 
cial districts; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of Kendall Post, No. 190, 
Department of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Staun- 
ton, Nebr., and a petition of Lumbard Post, No. 157, Department 
of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Republic, of North Loup, Nebr., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dakota, Nebr., 
and a petition of the Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor 
of Central City, Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Waverly, 


Anburn, Palmyra, Talmage, Brock, Omaha, South Omaha, Pa- 
pillion, Valley, ane Miar 5 ape hn State alread i 7 
strating against the passage o e so-called parcels- : 
7 were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices aud Post- 


Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Minnesota 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the preser- 
vation of the Calaveras Grove of Big Trees in California; which 
was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. = 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Monticello, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MONEY presented a letter from the Mississippi Valley 
Medical Association, of Louisville, Ky., in the nature of a peti- 
tion, praying for the enactment of legislation for the establish- 
ment of a laboratory at Washington, D. C., to be under the con- 
trol of the Government, for the study of the criminal, pauper, and 
defective classes; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented an affidavit to accompany the bill (S. 1074) 
for the relief of the estate of Jane N. Gibson, deceased, of War- 
ren County, Miss.; which was referred to the Committee on 


Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of the Wholesale Grocers’ 
Association of Huntsville, Ala., Praying for the enactment of leg- 


islation to enlarge Be pote of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 


He also presented the affidavits of S. T. Jones and John Kirby, 
of Bolivar, W. Va., in support of the bill (S. 3439) providing for 
the payment of the amounts due the employees in and the con- 
tractors who furnished castings to the United States armory at 
Harpers Ferry, Va., from January 1, 1861, to April 19, 1861, in- 
clusive; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of Local Union No. 225, 
Tron Molders’ Union, of Lansing; of Gratiot Lodge, No. 117, In- 
tbrnational Association of Machinists, of Port Huron, and of Twin 
City Lodge, No. 475, International Association of Machinists, of 
St. Joseph, all in the State of Michigan, that an appropriation of 
$2,000,000 be made for the enlargement of the Naval Gun Factory 
at Washington, D. C.; which were referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 22, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Detroit, and a petition of sundry 
citizens of Port Huron, Mich., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to amend section 3394 of the Revised Statutes relating to 
tobacco; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Licensed Tugmen's Protec- 
tive Association of the Great Lakes, remonstrating against an ap- 

ropriation being made for the construction of dredges by the 
555 which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a ae of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Inland, Mich ying for an investigation of 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priv- 
1 and Elections. 

0 


dry 

congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Oak Grove, 
all in the State of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boone 
and Blowing Rock; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and the Christian Endeavor Society of Blowing Rock, and of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Elizabeth City, all in 
the State of North Carolina, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 


liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | ing. 


r. FRYE presented a petition of the Berwick Woman’s Club, 
of South Berwick, Me., praying for the establishment of a national 
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forest reserve in the White Mountains; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 
LABOR TROUBLES IN COLORADO, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, early in January the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] presented a statement by 
the mine operators of Colorado with reference to the troubles in 
that State, and by unanimous consent it was printed in the REC- 
ORD and also as a public document. 

The Western Federation have prepared an answer to that state- 
ment. They desire and I desire that it shall receive the same 
treatment; that it may be printed in the Record and printed as 
a public document, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. Lask unanimous consent that that may be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent that a rejoinder to a certain paper which 
has been printed in the Recorp in relation totronbles in Colorado 
be printed in the RECORD and also as a document. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Colorado what is 
the document which has been printed already? 

Mr: PATTERSON. It is in the nature of a petition and isa 


I e What is the document which has been already 


prin 

Mr. PATTERSON. A statement from the mine operators or 
employers in the State of Colorado relating to the troubles there, 
which necessarily referred—indeed, it referred almost wholly—to 
the Western Federation of Miners, unanimous consent, that 
was printed as a Senate document and printed in the RECORD, 
and the Western Federation, against whom it was directed, de- 
sire that the same treatment shall be accorded to their rejoinder, 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be permitted to make one observation, 
I do not see how the Senate in common justice, even in common 
decency, can deny the request the Senator from Colorado now 
makes. Certainly I have no objection to offer to it. 

But perhaps I may be allowed to call attention to the fact that 
the habit of 23 such documents as the one formerly 

rinted—and I do not refer to this one at all to be printed in the 

ECORD involves in it the obligation to allow replies to it to be 
printed, and that in its turn involves in it the recognition of the 
right of every citizen on a subject of any considerable importance 
to come in here and take part himself in debates in the Senate, 
of which the Recor is the official chronicle. 

I do not in the least rise to embarrass the Senator's request, 
which seems to me absolutely just and right, but only to call at- 
tention to the propriety of being pretty careful hereafter in mak- 
ing such ieee as we granted the other day in this matter. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I fully concur with the 
criticisms of the Senator from Massachusetts. I recognize the 
impropriety of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks unanimous consent to have printed in the RECORD, and to 
haye printed as a Senate document, the paper which he sends to 
the desk. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and that 
order ismade. The document will be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. , ; 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

STATEMENT OF THE WESTERN FEDERATION OF MINERS. ` 


In support of the resolution introduced by Senator PATTERSON, of Colorad 
the Western Federation of Miners desires to submit a reply to the 1 2 
statement introduced by Senator Scorr, of West Virginia. in rebuttal of the 
fabricated and ed assertions contained in said statement. The 
document introduced by Senator Scorr to the United States Senate brands 
the Western Federation of Miners as a criminal ion and has 
troduced for the sole 


PREAMBLE. 

We hold that all men are created to be free and should have 
and 7 ty to the enjoyment of all benefits to be derived 
exertions in dealing with the natural resources 
access and equal y 7 7 are absolutely necessa: 

0 


prosperity 
are due to this progress, it is high} Series and proper that ho are 
in the hazardous end enheal f n ean 


with. and such protection from 


health, and for the of b 
p r and Snwtul onde, nd for the 
a dependent ones, we deem it 


possib) 
right to receive pay for labor performed in lawful money,and to rid 
uitous unfair of spending o 


ourselves of the ini and system ur earnings h 
and how our employers ar their agent or offers may designate, 8 
Third. To strive to procure the introduction and use of any and all suit- 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2109 


ple, efficient appliances for the preservation of life, limb, and health of all 
poms Resin and thereby preserve to society the lives and usefulness of a large 
umber of wealth ucers. 
e z Janar for tho enactment of suitable laws and the proper en- 
forcemen reof. 
Fifth. To vide for the education of our children, and to prohibit the 
employment of ail children until they shall have reached at least the age of 
ears, 
ixth. To prevent by law any mine owner, mining company or Corpora- 
tion, or the A sel 3 from employing detectives or armed forces, and 


to ide that only the lawfull or appointed officers of the county, 
State, or 5 Shall be bona fide citizens thereof, shall act in any 
capacity f the enforcement of the law. 


venth. To use all honorable means to maintain and promote friendly 
relations between ourselves and our employers, and endeavor by arbitration 
and conciliation, or other pacific means, to settle any difficulties which may 
arise between us, and thus strive to make contention and strikes unnecessary. 
Eighth. To use all lawful and honorable means to abolish and prevent th 
tem of convict labor from coming into competition with free labor and to 
emand the enforcement of the fore’ 


contract labor law inst the im- 
portation of pauper labor from any foreign country, and to use o' 


ur 

efforts to make it unlawful to bring persons from another State, Territory, 
or province to take the places of worki mon a strike, or who may be 
a 1 out, by means of representation, advertisements, or other mis- 
ing m 


tate, or provincial 
ee — to nonunion 


prevent Re 
er for 


courts. 


urage 
and as soon as 838 to abolish the same, believing the said system to 


and in order to show that our organization 
following from the constitution: 

“Seo. 2. The objects of this organization shall be to unite the various 
sons working in and around the mines, and smelters into one central 
body, to tice those virtues that adorn society and remind man of his duty 
to his fe w-man, the elevation of his position, and the maintenance of the 


1 — of the workers. 

to an applicant pune see to membership in the Western 
Federation of Miners or taking obligation, the following assurance is 
made: body exacts no pledge or obligation which in any way conflicts 
with the duty you owe to your God, your country, or your fellow-man.” 

The Western Federation of Miners was orga: in Butte, Mont.,on May 
15, 1895, and for ten years the organization has kept inviolate the principles 
enunciated in the preamble and constitution. 

Because of the success, growth, and strength of the organization, and 
because of its progressive spirit in defending the humblest of its members 
from the tyranny of co: id 8 the federation has been assailed, 

9 


not only by the federa the smelting trust and the various mine 
owners’ associations, but corporation ere owned and controlled by mag- 
nates in the mining and smelting industries have loaded their editorial 


columns with slander and vituperation in obedience to the mandates of the 
moneyed fraternity that molded the convictions of mortgaged editors. 
The Western Federation of Miners has never waged a battle except in self- 
defense. All strikes that have arisen can be traced to the encroachments of 
corporations whose managers received their orders and instructions from a 
‘oreign source. 
in cuppoct of this assertion, John Hays Hammond, an Englishman, is the 
irit of the Venture Company, which company controls a large in- 
rest in the Coeur d’Alenes of Idaho and the Ori ple Creek and San Juan dis- 
tricts of Colorado. John Hays Hammond is the gentleman who figured 
minently in the Jamieson raid in the Transvaal. Were it not for the 
umanity of Oom Paul Kr „Mr. Hammond would have met the fate of a 
traitor. The prime movers in the Cripple Creek district in the strike of 1804 
were residents of Colorado Springs, a city which is known throughout the 
United States as Little Lunnon.” At this time we find James Bradley, of 
Cœur d'Alene fame, who made an unsuccessful attempt to reduce wages in 
Idaho in 1899, organizing a mine owners’ association in California. This 
newly born 3 of the Golden State claims to havo a fund of $850,000 
for the ayowed purpose o the Western Federation of Miners. 
de district in Colorado Arthur Colli: 


mig placed thi 

Cornwall, England, The document of the Mine Owners“ Association, as in- 
by nator Scott, holds up the Western Federation of Miners as an 
organization of lawbreakers and criminals, and in refutation of these in- 


famous rsions cast upon the character of our membership we quote the 
following 


ex-Lieutenant-Governor Hutchinson, of Idaho, who was in- 
terviewed bya correspondent of the San Francisco Examiner in regard to 
the confessions of ex-Governor Steunenberg: 

“I do not understand the animus of the above, and I have carefully re- 
frained from an expression, but if the governor did testify as quoted in the 


Examiner I am willing that he should have the glory. His deputy governor 
may not be afraid of ‘man or co ences,’ but I would not vant b be am- 
ve 250 miners under me, and every one 


criminal among the number. Twoof these men went to test Sinclair's 
8 business, and neither of them would seek work without a permit to 
0 so, and they were 1,000 miles from the seat of the trouble at the time of the 
explosion. One of these is studying for the ministry, and isa careful, con- 
servative man, and has been working for us for 5 87 7 without complaint. 

A big mine is really an underground city, and while underground and in 
different streets we do not need sheriffs or police. I know something of 
miners, their virtues and their fanits, and I should 8 Governor Steu- 
nenberg picked the right man, because it it is true that he was sick he was in- 
capable of taking care of business, and if the lieutenant-governor had been 
sent he would not have made ey metalliferous miner from the Joplin 
mines to Klondike and from the U Verde to Cape Nome a c I 
have broken bread with them, drank with them, prospected with them—yes, 
Ihave belonged to their organizations—therefore the overna selected the 
Fight man to do the work he wanted. As a citizen and taxpayer of Idaho I 

eve the necessity for troops in the Cœur d'Alenes would soon cease if the 
present permit system, as enforced by Governor Steunenberg’s putty dep- 
uty governor, Bartlett Pear Sinclair, were abolished. 

want nothing to do with men that wear masks, nor have fearful solemn 


. Itis 
dents occurred. In this latest disaster the accounts are so meage: 


oaths, and 3 no more to do with true labor organizations than do the 


tion 

com of as true and liberty-loving a class of people as any or 
n Aas When they are stamped as criminals in Washin 8 ex by the 
3 or his puttfy-self-· molded · man · afraid of · nothing, it is time to calla 

t. For one, if Governor 9 De- putty Governor Sinclair have 
political monuments on account of th t sypiam in north Idaho I am 
waning eas they stand on them; if they have political graves I am going to 
Bop them, and after reading the Examiner I bought a scoop shovel, 
the members of the Western Federation of Miners are men with crim- 


inal records, why have our membership been permitted to their 
tions, such as Maso: 


names upon the rolis of the various fraternal or 
Knights of Red Men, Woodmen, Yeomen, Elks, Uni 
Workmen, etc., and how was it that Sherman Bell, the new adjutant 

of the State, was proud to 5 the drill team of the Knights of 

of the Cripple Creek district, which won the world’s prize at the encam 

at San Francisco, and who were nearly all members of the Western Federa- 
tion of Miners? 

Why was it, if the members of the federation were criminals and 
breakers, that the mine operators have frequently declared that the miners 
of the great gold camp were the best in the world, and why have they made 
such strenuous efforts to inf these “criminals k? 
Search the records of every 


yo! 
of the organization behind the walls of a prison, and you will find no man 
serving 3 on account of his affiliation with the 
account of his connection with any strike. The mine owners’ 
the federation with murder, arson, . and riot.“ 
Permit us to call the attention of the United States Senate to the reckless 
slaughter of human life that may be laid at the door of the mine operators. 
In Scofield, Utah, some three or four years ago, noari 300 miners were 
killed by an explosion, which resulted on account of the failure of the mine 
owners to comply wii the law rning ventilation. In May, 1901, a disas- 
ter occurred in Fernie, British Columbia, where 137 men lost their lives and 
a coronet a jury brought in a verdict of culpable oy nie a the com- 
y, and ‘criminal" organization, the Western Federation of aes 
mediately sent a representative with $3,000 for the relief of the widows 
orphans. ‘ore all of the bodies were removed from the mine Manager 
Tonkin reduced the of those who survived this blood-curdling disaster, 
It should be fresh tothe memory of the members of the United States Sen- 
which have taken place in Tennessee, 
and all of which could have averted if the 


ral 


ate may realize the wanton sacrifice of human life in the mines and the mine 
operators’ responsibility for the same, we 7 1 the following from the edi- 
torial columns of the official organ of the United Mine Workers of America; 
“ Within the past ten months there have been two explosions in coal mines 
which cost 528 men their lives—338 in Wyoming and 1% near Pittsburg. This 
is the second national convention wi three years that has been horrified 
There were lost in the Iroquois Theater fire 
disaster resulted in the 
i theater and public building in the United 

States. Scores of theaters have closed 


lled to 
obey the law and provide safety for their patrons. The mayor of Chi 
along with six other public officials, have been indicted by the grand jury for 
neglecting to enforce the laws public 

t Now notice the difference: No one is obliged to go toa 55 man 
victor of a 


are compelled to work in the mines. A failure to compel the pro: 
theater to properly secure the safety of his patrons results in the indictment 


of the men responsible for that failure. Within the past three years in four 
mine accidents, whereby 872 men have lost their lives, over 500 women made 
widows, and over 2,000 children made orphans, there has not been a single 
indictment of operator, fore or inspector, It seems unnatural. nay, a 
brutal state of publicconscience, that these mining accidents—let uscall them 
accidents—can on ay and not excite am indignation that would 
remedy this state of y is the life of a theater patron of so much 
more co uence n that of a miner? In the first case there is a clamor 
set up which results in indictment of derelict o while in the other 
there is a brief 

Let a girlora yo 


ter 
some unlawful act 


communities that 100 


illustrated 


can not at 


hest mining authorities in 
“No man is allowed to practice law or administer medicine unless he is 

declared competent bya proper tribunal. This is done to protect the lives 

and 8 of the 2 from incompetent persons. Why should not tho 

same rule apply to mining? If the law can protect people 

pettifo, why should not the mine workers r. 

rance of their fellows? It is true tha 


because he knew nothing of the perils which lurkin a mine. They tell us 
these men are ov: d; that their demands for decent wages and safe con- 


ditions 1 1 the prosperity of the country. Merciful God! The pros- 
cee ms demands a constant repetition of horrors is not fit to sur- 
ye an hour.” 


In Park City, Utah, at the Daly-West mine, thirty-five miners were killed 
by an explosion of giant powder that was stored in the mine by the company 
contrary to every safeguard w. common sense should t. 

In November, 1901, de miners lost their lives by suffocated 
on account of a fire which ed a boarding house that was connected 
with the tunnel of the Smuggler Union mine, a pro that was then under 
the management of Arthur L. Collins. The law not been com: mee wits 
for the doors of the were not so adjusted as to prevent the an 

mine. The mine operators shed no tears for the 


some unknown assassin pulled the trigger and ended the life of one man, Ar- 
thur L. Collins, a mighty wail went up and the finger of suspicion was pointed 
FFF hurled into eterni 
only but a few days ago when men were hur! 00 

at the Independence mine, in the Cripple Creek district, through defective 
machinery and an incompetent engineer who was imported by the Mine 
Owners’ tion as a e breaker, and in whose ignorant ri Fee 
mercenary reasons, was placed the lives M all the men in the mine. y 
had the Associated Press contained the report of the horrible calamity wkn 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Association, together with Bell and Peabody, intimated 
that a crime had been committed and that the Western Federation of Miners 
was 8 ble. The following isthe verdict of the coroner's jury, 
which will ‘or itself: . 

We, the jury, find that theabove-named men came to their deaths at Strat- 
ton's Independence mine on January 28. 1904, by the en A Gel- 
E ng tho cable and . the cape; inate’ with 

eave, there e cable and precipitating the cage, 
the eee own the shaft to their deaths. 

“And we further find that if the management had not neglected the usual 
88 precautions the said casualties might have been reduced, if not 
a 


ded. 
“The usual precautions referred to, which were not taken, are as follows: 
“First. No man is required to preside at the collarof the shaft while hoist- 


men. 

“Second. No safety device was in use on the cable to prevent the over- 
winding of the same. 
ms Thi. Men were loaded and unloaded without placing the cage upon 
e chairs. 

“Fourth. The disk brakes of the hoisting engine were detached from their 
usual tions and were useless. = 

“We, the jury, would recommend that all safety appliances and the pre- 
cautions herein named and recommended be adopted and used, not only by 
the Stratton’s Independence mine, but by all mines in this district not now 
using the same, thereby reducing to a minimum the damage to life and limb 
that men working in mines are subjected to. 

“We further recommend that a competent extra man should stand near 
the engineer while he is hoisting or lowering men, whose duty should be to 
render any assistance needed. (Signed) 

“THOMAS M. HAMILL, Foreman. 
“FRANK AKINS, Clerk, 

“JOHN HORGAN, 

„T. S. LELAND. 

“R. W. REED. 

“J. L. TOPPING.” 


In reference to the charge of “arson,” the insurance companies would, in 
all probability, pay a handsome reward for information as to who or by 
whose orders certain mills in the Cripple Creek district and elsewhere were 
burned in order to obtain the amount of the insurance policy. The Senate 
might ask as to who were most interested in the destruction of mills that 
wos 8 and w. machinery had outlived its usefulness in the treat- 
ment of o ° 

In. reference to the charge of dynamiting, the Senate might inquire as to 
who were most interested in the blowing up of assay offices in the Cripple 
Creek district, where ore thieves, it is said, eposited their high grade, and 
whoare responsible for the dynamiting of houses of prominent union men who 
reside at Newcastle, Colo. 8 

The Western Federation of Miners has been charged with the explosion 
which occurred at the Vindicator mine, which resulted in the death of two 
men. The mine at the time the explosion occurred was surrounded by the 
State military, and no union man was permitted to come within close prox- 
imity to the property. Thesecret of the explosion could proveny be told by 
the su intendent of the 8 the men who lost their lives on the 
bad rs level of the Vindicator. coroner's jury brought in the following 
verdict: 

„We, the jury, find that Charles McCormick and Melvin Beck came to 
their deaths on the Ast day of November, 1908, at 11 a. m., from the effects of 
an explosion at the station of the sixth level of the Vindicator mine, located 
in Cripple Creek mining district. From the examination made at the mine 
and the evidence introduced, the jury is unable to determine the exact cause 


of the explosion. 
“CHARLES KETTELSON, Foreman.” 


Notwithstanding the verdict of the coroner's jury, fa bag White, the 
commissioner of es, made an investigation and reached a conclusion that 
the explosion “was a deliberate design to e and property Mr. 
White was the choice of the mine operators for the appoin nt which he 
now holds, and felt obligated to show his sopraan ‘or his masters. Mr. 
White was busy after the Independence accident, and in his desire to show 
his gratitude 0 the political 1 that 1 be tahe of ms Mine 
Owners’ Association he now stands charged rjury, ian 

ts of becoming familiar with the interior architecture of an institu- 
Fon that is maintained by the State. 

The Western Federation of Miners was charged with conspiring to blow 
up the Sun and Moon property at Idaho Springs, and a court aud fury have 
exonerated every member of our organization from that charge. 

The Federation has been 8 with the blowing up of the iy mona; 
in the Cripple Creek district, in 1:4, in which mine Senator Scort is largely 
interested. Two of the mem of the Federation were convicted by a {uage 
and jury at Colorado pringas; the a P has won the title of Little 
Lunnon” on account of the English aristocrats who have cam under the 
shadow of Pike's Peak. These two men served but a short e in prison 
when it became apparent that they were convicted through prejudice, and a 
9 governor granted them a pardon. 

Senator Scorr and the Mine Owners’ Association of Colorado believed 
that these i were guilty, why A Si 7558 Panua Btrong, wa original 
owner, was rwards arrested, charg: e crime, and why was i 
that such strenuous efforts were made by Senator Scorr and 5 


to convict Mr. Strong of the crime of dynamiting? 
i We Federation of Miners is in the document of the mine 
owners with “riot.” We desire to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 


that eighty-nine men were arraigned before the courts to answer to the 
charge of riot, many of whom are prominent mine owners of Clear Creek 
County, Colo. These eighty-nine menare the “law and order“ br: e, who 
made & nocturnal assault upon fourteen members of the Western Federation 
of Miners and drove them from their homes at the point of deadly weapons. 

When these men, who violated no law, a ed to the governor for 
protection to return to their homes, he refe: em to the civil authorities 
of Clear Creek County, knowing full well that the sheriff and his deputies 
were tools of the mine owners and took part in the expulsion of these fourteen 
citizens, who aftewards returned and were exonerated by a court and a jury 
of their peers. In Telluride, Buckley Wells, the manager of the Smuggler- 
Union mine, after securing five rifles from office of Telluride Journal, 
headed a mob and marched the streets in company with Meldrum and Run- 
pene tet who 4. in their criminal records, and who feel flattered 
in recognized as the ers of Tom Horn, who was executed in Wy- 
oming for the murder of a little boy. 

Tt was at the instance of this mob that Sheriff Rutan, of San Miguel County. 
took eleven men who had been arrested on trumped. up charges and escorted 
them to Montrose, the capital of another county. The cases t thesd 
men haye been dismissed, but, through the uence of the Mine Owners’ 
Association and the Citizens’ Alliance, who absolutely control the civil au- 

i = 3 to return to ema — ape 
e sheriff for removing these men to another coun: 
oe notwi' the fact that after their 
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removal there remained but one mer in the county jail. The men were 
able and willing to furnish bonds for their a coda in court, but it 5 was 
evident from what has since ired that I was the purpose of the au- 


thorities to exile these men from their homes, 

At Dutchflat, Cal., several months ago, three members of the Western 
Federation of Miners were met by a mob, who, at the instigation of the mine 
owners, tarred and feathered their victims, solely because they delegated to 
themselyes the right to organize a local union. 

The charges of murder, arson, hogs ne A and rioting made by the mino 
owners against the Western Federation of Miners conie with poor grace 
from a combination of men who have not hesitated to violate every law to 
subserye their own interests and defeat the efforts of organized labor in its 
struggle to improve the conditions of its membership. 

The Western Federation of Miners for years has struggled to Ane u 
the statute books of the various metalliferous States throughout the West an 
va co Gao la wa a sanitary measure for the protection of the life and health 
of all men employed in mines, mills,and smelters. In this we have been suc- 
cessful in Utah, Montana, Nevada, the Territory of Arizona, and the Province 
of British Columbia. When thel ture of ma enacted the eight-hour 
law and the same was signed by the governor, going into effect June 1, 1 
the mine operators refused to ery, with the law, and when the miners o 
Morenci and Clifton went on strike in support of the law that was enacted 
the governor sent out the armed forces of the Territory to awe and intimi- 
date the striking miners, and, furthermore, called upon the President of the 
United States for Federal troops, who immediately complied with the request 
of the governor, backed by the mine operators. 

These miners were forced by military might to violate the Territorial law 
and go back to the mines towork a nine andten hourday. Fiveof these men 
who resisted the efforts of the mine operators to force them to violate the 
law have been convicted of conspiracy and are now languishing in prison, 
meres tothe mahay greed of the “la w-and-order™ mine owners, The law, 
which was part of the organic law of Utah, and which was assailed by the 
mine operators, was carried by the Western Federation of Miners to the Su- 

reme Court of the United States, where its validity was sustained by Jus- 

ice Brown handing down a decision which left no doubt as to its constitu- 
tionality. The same law was enacted in the State of Nevada and was again 
assailed by the mine owners, but the Western Federation of Miners carried 
the measure to the highest tribunal in that State and its constitutionality was 
again upheld. At the last general election in the State of Idaho a constitu- 
tional amendment was submitted to the le 8 of the legisla ure 
that an eight-hour law should be passed, but the legislature, influenced by 
the mine operators, failed to 5 — e law. 

For several years in the State of Colorado the Western Federation of 
Miners has labored for the passage of an eight-hour law. When finally an 
wp. thi law was enacted in 1899, the mine owners and the smelting trust 

joined hands, and through their influence with the supreme court of the 

tate the eight-hour law, which was a facsimile of the Utah eight-hour law, 
was declared unconstitutional. At the general election of 192 a constitu- 
tional amendment was submitted to the people ape see it imperative upon 
the legislature to pass an eight-hour law, and thisamendment was arte 5 
a majority of over 40,000, the la t vote ever recorded for a constitutions 
amendment in the history of the State. Again the mine operators of the 
State, the Colorado Fuel and Iron Company and the American Smelting and 
Refining Company, strangled the political will of the le, as expressed at 
the ballot box, by brazenly debauching the supposed representatives of the 


le. 

Pethe law, as demanded by the sovereign will of the people, was defeated, 
and this crime, that was committed by a legislature that was Lg ate by the 
corporations which are now fighting e Western Federation of Miners, is a 
far greater crime than all the acts that have been committed under the titles 
of “murder, arson, dynamiting, and riot” that have been charged agains 
the victims of c: ration conspiracy. The Western Federation of Miners is 
only demanding That which the sovereign citizenship of the State have de- 
manded at the polls, and we leave it to your honorable body to determine 
who is the ter criminals, the combinations who bribed the legislature or 
the men who refused to work ten and twelve hours in the poisonous gases of 
mines, mills, and smelters. 

The cause of the present strike is dus to the fact that the Westorn Federa- 
tion of Miners has been ever vigilant of the interests of all its members. 

On the l4thof February the and Smeltermen's Union No.125of the West- 
ern Federation of Miners were forced to strike a blow on the industrial field 
against the arrogance of the mill trust, whose employees were denied the right 
to organize for ee under the penalty of a forfeiture of employ- 
ment. Previous tothe Western Federation of ers sending an opnar 
Colorado City to establisha local of the Western Federation of ers, the 
employees of the mills had maintained a local union which was disrupted and 
shattered through the employment of Pinkertons by the corporations, who 
furnished the names of every man in their employ who da to become a 
member of the local organization. When the Western Federation of Miners 
invaded the domain that was considered sacred to MacNeill, Fullerton and 
Peck and organized the Mill and Smeltermen's Union, corporation coin se- 
cured the services of a Benedict Arnold in the union by the name of A. H. 
Crane, who for Judas money prostituted his manhood and betrayed his fellow- 
men by furnishing the corporations the names of every man who sought shel- 


ter in the membership of the Western Federation of ers. 

As repay as the names of members of the union were furnished by the 
traitor to Manager 1 the mill trust, they were discharged without 
ceremony. The union at Colorado City bore with patience this ina- 
tion unt: tience became so abused that it ‘* to bea virtue.” The 


representatives of the Western Federation of Miners called upon the cen a 
ment of the 5 against discrimination, but all efforts to bridge 
the gulf that lay between the union and the mill owners were fruitless, and 
the strike was declared on the lith of February against the United States 
Reduction and Refining Company. It was but a short time when the Tellu- 
ride and Portland mill owners joined hands with MacNeill and entered into a 
compact that was backed and supported by the Mine Owners’ ination of 
Colorado to fight to a finish any and all efforts of the Western Federation of 
Miners to establish the right of the mill men to organize for their mutual 
welfare and collective prosperity. 

The management of the mills pres no effort or expense in endeavoring 
to secure men to take the place of the strikers. In their efforts to keep smoke 
curling from the stacks of the t plants, which, in the language of Baer. 
God had placed in their custody, boys from the schoo!room were accept 
and used as “scabs” in the poisoned and fetid atmosphere of the mills. The 
strikers conducted their campaign in a most peaceable manner, and their 
eloquent and moral persuasion left the mills in a condition which ‘baffled the 


ing the goal of his political ambition. 
When the mill owners and the representatives of the Mine Owners’ Asso- 
ciation realized that the were masters of the situation, and were 
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8d of March. 
thi 


Executive order.] 
“ DENVER, COLO., March 3, 1903. 


“ Ordered: It being made to a to me by the sheriff of El Paso County 
and other good and reputable citizens of the town of Colorado City and of 
that vicinity, in said county, that there is a tumult threatened, an that a 
body of men acting together by force with attempt to commit felonies and to 
offer violence to ms and p in the said town of Colorado City and 

> and by force aud violence to break and résist the laws of the 
+ the sheriff of El Paso o and megin- 


j be necessary to proper 
sheriff of that county in the enforcement of the laws and constitu- 


“Given under my 
1903. 


“James H. PEABODY, Gorernor, 
“To the ADJUTANT-GENERAL, STATE OF COLORADO.” 


The order of the governor calling out the State militia to proceed to Colo- 
rado City came upon the people of the State of Colorado “like a of 


ews for publication. 
We herewith produce a portion of the above-named address: 


“LABOR'S ADDRESS TO THE PEOPLE OF COLORADO. 


“The chief executive of the State of Colorado has ordered the State militia 
to Colorado City. The governor of this t Commonwealth, after givi 
audience for seyeral hours to Manager Neill and the representatives 
the Mine Owners’ Association, men who are pecuniarily interested in the 
d tion and subjugation of labor, sends the armed power of the State to 
aid the merciless corporations in demanding their ‘pound of flesh’ from the 
1 st 55 5 who have borne the tyranny of greed until patience 

a e.’ 

Manager MacNeill acted as a deputy of the sherif, and handed to the 
governor the following letter: 3 

“iI hand you herewith a communication from the Portland Gold a. 
Company, operating a reduction = in Colorado City, and from the Uni 
States Deduction and Refining Company, from which I have received re- 

ests for protection. I have received like requests from the Telluride Re- 
duction Company. It has been . my attention that men have been 
severely beaten, and there is grave rof destruction of property. Iac- 
cordingly notify you of the existence of a mob, and armed bodies of men are 
patrolling this territory, from whom there is danger of a commission of 
on 


* 
t Tian appear from the letter of the sheriff that he made a personal 
investigation of the conditions existing at_Colorado The communica- 
tions from the corporations to the sheriff of El Paso County actuated the 
sheriff in placing in the hands of ae MacNeill, a member of the cor- 
rations, an order to Governor Peabody, and the strength of this 
E 2 — 
orce of the at the 

utilized in intimidating labor to fall upon its knees in mute submission to the 
will of essors. The governor, without any apparent investigation as to 
the truth or acc of the representations of corporations, forth the 
armed guards of the State to subserve the interests of soulless combinations, 
d ty despotism, as their dividends are made 

i 8 of the laboring 


pported representations of the 3 and a letter from the 

sheriff, an official who, from his letter, has failed to make a mal investi- 
gation, the governor of this great State has become a willing tool in the hands 
of corporate masters to place the machinery of Colorado in the hands 
of 5 to debauch the manhood and the independence of American 
p. 


WHOM DID THE GOVERNOR CONSULT? 


It does not appear that the governor even consulted a single solitary citi- 
zen of Colorado City, but, rel on the testimony of interested corpora- 
tions and the sheriff of “Little Lunnon,” who is the vassal of the minin; 
corporations, he issues an order to the State militia to shoulder the rifle an 
become an auxiliary of the corporate interests, in defying a battle of man- 
hood greed. The core listened attentively to the gory story of 
MacNeill, the representative of the corporations. Why did he not summon 
the representatives of labor and hear evidence as to the conditions at 
Colorado City: Is there only one side to a when the interests of the 
corporations are to be subseryed and labor humiliated? 

As soon as it was learned by the citizens of Colorado City that the State 
militia had been called out by the governor and ordered to Colorado City, 
the mayor and members of the city council held a meeting and the following 

was telegraphed to the governor: 

“Governor PEABODY: It is understood that the militia has been ordered 
to our town, for what purpose we do not know, as there is no disturbance 
pare ofanykind. There has been no disturbance more than a few occasional 

Ww. 


eh nas POD MIKO BOREOL Wo Pog ont enb pe r el 
being placed in our midst, A delegation o DDAA D (Signed 3 to 


morrow with a formal protest of the citizens of the ce 1 J. F. 
1 mayor; George G. Birdsall, chief of police; Jo city 
attorney.” 

J. F. Faulkner, the mayor of Colorado City, made the following personal 
statement to a representative of the Rocky Mountain News: 


“The only trouble we have had since the strike was erday after- 
noon, . were a few street fights. Thee dete ye 3 


stantly assured 
1 
of me how the governor came to act as 
to have soldiers patrolling our streets. 


all 
pickets from making any trouble. Ican not see for the life 
e did. Why, it is absolutely absurd 
There has not been a sign of trouble 


TS 
‘| City to intimi 


here to-day, and if there had been there is little doubt in my mind but what 


we could have stopped itina minute. Some of our citizens will wait on the 
governor to-morrow and try and induce him to ed the troops outside of the 
city limits. I think that we can convince him that we can well take care of 


ourselves here.” 
. Birdsall, of Colorado City, was interviewed by a 


reporter of the Roc ountain News and spoke as follows: 

I have talked with a numberof poops during theafternoon, and they are 
all exceedingly indignant at the thought of having the militia come among 
us. If some trouble had arisen which we experienced difficulty in handling, 
then there might have been some cause for sending soldiers over here, but 
nothing of the kind has taken place. The assaults have been mainly fist 
fights, which are apt to take place at any time. I do not know of a case where 
a gun play has been made within my jurisdiction. If Icould foresee that men 
involved in this labor trouble here would resort to the use of weapons, Imight 
become scared myself, but the boys haye never sopena to take that 

s in- 


por go 2 8 such a gst ti z to a 
ow, as Well as all good citizens, ey must have u 
lie behind them, and I am sure they do not care to em oy force to win their 


In the face of the protests that came from the mayor, chief of police, and 
city attorney, and citizens of Colorado City, the troops were sent. 

e history of this move by the mill ownersis well known. The whole 
scheme was concocted in Gorernor Peabody's reception room the day 
M r OC. M. MacNeill, of the Standard delivered to the governor 
Sheriff Gilbert's communication. Besides MacNeill, several prominent mine 
owners were present. Then it was decided to send the to Colorad 
te the strikers. There could have been no other purpose in 
the 2 8 5 There was no violence to suppress, no indication that any violence 
would be committed. There had been no destruction of property, no overt 
act otan ranken Only one striker had been arrested since the begin- 

e 8. 

vious to the strike being declared the following letter was presented to 
the mill managers by the and Smeltermen’s Union of Colorado City: 
“We ly present for your consideration a schedule relating to 
in and about the mills. This schedule has been care- 
e members of Colorado oiy Mill and Smeltermen’s 
and they deem it a fair and 
I a e yarious lines of work; and 
inasmuch as throughout the immediate surrounding places a like or higher 
scale isin effect, itis evident that both the employersand the Cabby regard 
a scale not lower than the one presented gs just and equitable. Should there 
be any part of the schedule, however, which appears to you as not being fair 
and just, we will be glad to take the matter up with you, and assure you of 
our willingness to look at things from the company's standpoint as well as 

our own and do that which promote harmony and justice. 

“Weare greatly aggrieved over the discharge of individuals who haye 
been, as far as we are informed, faithful employees of the company, and the 
only reason for their dismissal being the fact of their membership in this 
union. 

“We do not object to the company discharging men whose services 
workmen are unsatisfactory. Weare not now, nor do we intend to 
incompetent men nor insist that they be either employed or retained in the 
employment of the company, but we must and will e men in their 


rights to belong to the union, even to the extent of tinuing to work 
for any company which so discriminates against them. 
We, as members of the union, desire the prosperity of the company, and, 


as faras our skill and labor go, will do all we can to promote its interests. 
7 engaged in building Bospitals to cars 
c n T, for it is e ita! care 
for the sick and disabled; it furnishes a ping hand 2 the wide and 
orphans of its deceased coworkers. And in this connection we might say, as 
ou are aware, employees are, in law, held to assume the risk of about all tho 
rs in their employment, and when oneis injured or killed and the ques- 

tion of assumption of risk is not involved, the courts usually declare that the 
injury was occasioned by contributory negligence, and in either case the com- 
pany is held not liable for damages; so there is not any other source to which 
the crippled employee may turn except to his union for that pecuniary aid 
of which he absolutely stands in need; and likewise, if he dies from hisinjury, 
his widow, orphans, and dependent ones have no other source of support ex- 
cept from the bo that they receive from the union. This g true, 
certainly the eer its officers are not justified in iminating against 
men and punishing them by riving them of employment because they 
belong to an institution o: for such wholesome and praiseworthy pur- 


poses, 

* Realizing that you will require some time to consider the accompan 
scale, the committee will call upon you February 25 and expect reer as 
answer.” 

This letter was signed by the official committee of the union, but the letter 
received but little courteous consideration from the managers. When all 
overtures of the union failed to bring about an amicable ustment of dif- 
ferences, the strike was declared as a last resort for justice. 

5 leading daily newspapers of Colorado recognized the justice of 

Ə 8 . 

The Rocky Mountain News, in its issue of March 7, had the following ed- 
itorial on the Duty of the governor.” 

“Governor Peabody's position in regard to the labor trouble at Colorado 
City is (1) that he will take no steps toward i @ troops or in any 
other direction until next Monday develops the situation in Cripple Creek in 
regard to the shipment of ore to the mills where the men are ont, and (2) 
that he has.done all that his duty requires him to do, and will make no move, 
of his own yolition, toward trying et an agreement between the men 
and the mill owners, ora ‘erence een them, or submission of the dis- 
pute to arbitration. 

“Such a view of the duty of the governor to the public is exceedingly nar- 
row. His office charges him with duty of doing everything in his porer 
to insure the peace and prosperity of the State. At the present time there is 
no single matter in which he can render more real service to the State and 
its people than by using his personal and official influence to bring about a 
settlement of the strike in the mills at Colorado City. Failing to moye in 
that direction he fails in his highest duty as governor. 

“Should Mr. Peabody in that determination, no other conclusion 
will bs possible than that he favors the mill ownersand wishes them to win, 
whether they be right or wrong. 

His call for the National Guard was made after a consultation only with 
a sheriff, who had ee eee to use the power of his own office, with 
Manager MacNeill, of mill trust. The governor took their report for 
everything. He did not ask the men for a statement. He did not consult 
with the people of Colorado Springs or Colorado City. He did not send any- 
body down to pr pied into the merits of the quarrel or into the truth or 

0! 


sity of reports 


himself to secure their 
governors of the whole people and that whatever would tend to bring about 
an ‘ecling duty. 
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“There is no longer any serious attempt to deny that Sheriff 9 
unmin 


El Paso County, was negligent or will dful of his duty and that the 
stories of threatened danger at the mills were wild exaggerations. The sheriff 
would have had no difficulty in uring as many deputies as he required to 


presse good order near the mills. He did not try to get them, but instead, 
n company with the manager of the mill trust, rushed to Denver to procure 
an order from the governor that the National Guard should do duty in 
El Paso County at a cost to the State of from $1,500 to $2,000 a day, or about 
ox amonth. The 5 for the army is at a rate sufficient to swal- 
low up about one-half of the entire revenue of the State from its 4-mill levy. 
The presence of the soldiers is itself an irritation, and the irritation is in- 
creased by the conduct of two or three of the officers, who seem to be on the 
and as direct representatives of the governor and the mill trust to 
the parses without regard to the opinions of General Chase, who is in 


comman 
The legislature is in session, and it is the business of that body to take 


appoint a committee to visit the scene of the trouble immediately and re- 


port. 
“Matters will come to a focus in the Cripple Creek district on Monday, 
and a strike on a number of mines in that district may result if the mill dif- 


ficulty is allowed to drift without action by the ppt or the legislature. 
It be no less than s crime against the peop e if both the executive and 
l tiye branches of the State government do nothing toward securing an 


ustment.” ` 
The Denver Post contains the 1 in its issue of March 6: 
SSH iy Saad telegram sent to the Colorado City mill managers by the 
nyer ; 
Are you willing to submit to arbitration the trouble between your com- 
pany and the mill workers employed by you, the arbitration board to be ap- 
pointed by joint arrangement of partiés inyolved? Please answer at our 


expense. 
“<THE DENVER Post,’ 

“This is the reply: 

“* There is no trouble between our company and mill workers employed b 
us. Our employees are now and have been perfectly satisfied with wages ani 
treatment. | paid by us mort and hours of labor less than ore-reduc- 
ing plants with whom we compete. Our employees don't ask to arbitrate. 


Our plants are full-handed, and all our employees and plants uire is pro- 

tection from the violence of outsiders not employed by us. e would be 

pleased to have your representative visit our plants e Frys Ree oad 
C. M, MACNEILL, 


Nice. President and General Manager, 
“United States Reduction and Refining Company.’” 


In the same issue of the Post the following editorial appears: 
“Wan t 8 paas c urs indorsed by the other mine rs? 
as no e o 0 mana 
“Ts it not true that it is a 22550 e? 7 e> 
Is it not a brazen falsehood from g to end? 
i On it >o a carefully worded telegram, prepared to hoodwink the people 
0 orado? 
“ Is it not intended to make the believe the mill managers are 
ned against than sinnin people 8 


“Are you not laughing at your en cones and flattering yourself that 
you have made a master stroke and have fooled the people? ” 
„ to each of these questions, if you are truthful, must be: 
es. 
“Read your own telegram, Mr. MacNeill. 
SA There is no trouble between our company and mill workers employed 


us. 
“Ts it not a fact that 2 employees are on a strike? 

“You must answer Yes.’ 

40 Our e ee are now and have been perfectly satisfied with wages 
and treatment.’ 

“Ts it not a fact that your wages were so low that the men were hungry 
more than half of the time? 
“Ts it not true that 7 5 employees were forced to pay insurance and 

ical assessments and trade in your stores 

Is it not true that many of your employees were forced to live in tents 
because you would not pay them enough to pay for a house? 

To each of these questions you must answer! Les.“ 
paid by us more and hours of labor less than ore-reducing plants 
with whom we compete.’ 

i note fact that the Woods Thveatment Co high 

2 not a fac e vestment Company pays er wa 
for less hours of work than do you? ay 

“Answer ‘Yes.’ x 

„Our employees don't ask us to arbitrate.’ 

“Ts it not a fact that they have offered to arbitrate and you refused? 

“Ts it not a fact that you say ‘There is nothing to arbitrate’ to these men? 

“Ts it not a fact that you are trying to break the 

refuse to recognize the 


Is it nota fact that you have refused and do 
rights of men to organize? 
“Do you not know this right is guaranteed by the Constitution of the 
3 en that gives to every man the right of liberty and pursuit of 
R yon not know that you are 5 deprive these men of their lib- 
<0. = deprive them of their happiness by grinding them down to the level 
ser 


Jou myst answer: Yes’ to these questions or tell a deliberate lie. 7 

Our plants are full-handed, and ail our employees and plants require is 
protection from the violence of outsiders not employed by us.’ 
“Do you not know that lies teem in every word of that sentence? 

a Crattily as you have couched that sentence, do you not know that it will 
not fool the people of Colorado? 

“Ts it not a fact that your plants are not full-handed? 

“Ts it not a fact that there been no violence? 

Is it not a fact that you had the troops called out knowing that there had 


no violence? 
“Did you not have the troops called out to awe men who were asking only 
5 you pay them money enough for their labor to allow them to live 
ecen 


tl: 
“Ts M not a fact that citizens of Colorado Springs and Colorado City, to 
the number of hundreds, have signed petitions to Governor Peabody declar- 
ing that there was no violence? 

Do you not know that these troops are costing the State of Colorado 
$2,000 a day and that there is absolutely no use of them in Colorado City? 


“i Wages 


“Ts it not a fact Lag og have those troops there just to excite violence? 
ig aon bees tase gone has $12,000,000 of watered 
y no ‘our com wai stock 
pay dividends on — — nee en ar 
“Do 8 that ust Les to th estio: 
n't you w that you must answer ‘ Yes ese qu ms? 
ie is what the Western pent seme of cab stands for, 1 
To secure compensation y commensurate with the dangers of our 
employment and the right to use our earnings free from the dictation of any 
person whomsoever.’ 

“Do you not indorse that for yourself personally? 

„Answer Les.“ 

“Ts there any reason why every man should not indorse that? 

“You must answer No.“ 

Here is another point the miners stand for: 

Jo establish as as possible, and so that it may be enduring, our 

ht to receive pay or la 5 in lawful money and to rid our- 
selves of the iniquitous and ir system of spen our 
and how our employers or their agents or officers may designate.’ 

“Ts that not right? 

“Will zot consent to anybody dictating to you how or where or when you 
will spend your salary? 

“Here is another point the miners stand for: 

To use all honorable means to maintain and promote friendly relations 
between ourselves and our employers, and endeayor by arbitration and con- 
ciliation or other pacific means to settle any difficulties which may arise be- 
tween us, and thus strive to make contention and strikes unnecessary,’ 

“Does this not show that your employees are ready to arbitrate? 

“Ts it not an honorable and fair stand for a man or men to take? 

“You must answer Les.“ 

“Mr. MacNeill, stand up. 

Jou are the Baer of Colorado.“ 

1 5 Cripple Creek Daily Press of March 11, 1903, contained the following 
“You were elected by the 3 of the State of Colorado, and when you 
152 the va ens the duties of the office you did so as the servant 
of the whole people. 

“Your acts during the past few days incline to the belief that you are not 
aware of this. You are evidently laboring under the impression that you are 
the servant of the corporations. 

“As chief executive you are commander of the State militia, and as such 
are directly responsible for the acts of the militia in the field on duty at your 


command. 
“You stated that the militia was sent to Colorado City to preserve the 
2, 

“Don't you know that your soldiers are doing all. in their power to incite 

a Boney CR that Idi day violating the law th 
‘Don't you w your soldiers are every day e law the 
are supposed to enforce? y 

“Don’t you know that the soldiers have confiscated the p rty of the 
strikers without process of law and have refused to return said property to 
its rightful owners? 

“Don’t you know that citizens have been denied the right of the public 
domain by the militia? 

Don't you know that you are keeping the militia there when it is alto- 
gether uncalled for and unjustifiable? 

y Pomel fon know that one of your officers invaded the strike headquarters 
and ab the men found there and was very profane in his language and 
8 his conduct, and that his language 
up strife and 


where 


was calculated to stir 
te the men to some act whereby he might have some justi- 
fication for kı the there? 

“Don't you w that same officer has stated he would picket with 
soldiers the homes of the strike leaders, and don't you know that such an act 
would be wholly con to the spirit of the Constitution, which guarantees 
every citizen the right of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness? 

“Don't you know that your acts have been contrary to law and justice? 
“If you are not aware of these facts, we take this method of informing you. 
“ Now that you have been informed, what are you going to do about it? 

“Are you going to permit this outrageous condition to disgrace the fair 
name of Colorado? 

“Are you going to be the governor of Colorado for the benefit of all the 


porao or for the moneyed class’ 
Jou stated that no labor skate would be tted to run your adminis- 
dictate your 


permi 
panon, but you did not state that no corporation skate coul 
policy. 

“A great many believe that you are being infiuenced by corporation skates 
in connection with the strike of the Colorado City mill men. 

“And don’t you believe they are fully justified in this belief? 

“Of course we do not expect you to reply to these questions, because your 
actions are all the 8 is necessary.’ 

The mass meeting was held in the Cripple Creek district and the 
meetings of other 3 bodies in various parts of the State, protesting 
against the military sy 25 in Colorado City as a strike-breaking 
and the urgent demands that the differences be submitted toa of ar- 
2 caused the governor to visit Colorado City on the afternoon of 

The Denver Post, in its issue of March 12, after the governor had returned 
to Denyer from Colorado City, had the following to say editorially: 


“THE PEOPLE WANTED ARBITRATION, NOT MILITARY REVIEW. 


“If Governor Peabody did not want his visit to the scene of the strike at 
Colorado City to result in honest arbitration, he took exactly the right course. 

He visited with the military. had a heart-to-heart consultation with 
the mill owners. He familiarly with the ‘strike breakers,’ usually 
known as ‘scabs.’ 

But he failed to have e to do with the men whose wrongs are the 
cause of the strike. He neglected to consult with the citizens who know both 


sides of the case. : 
“ What the people of Colorado wants is arbitration. The governor gave 
them a military review. What the strikers want is justice. © governor 


gave them the cold shoulder. 
“Does the governor court the worst?” 
The Rocky Mountain News had the 


following editorial in its iene of 
March 14: 


“SOME ADVICE BY REQUEST. 


“Governor Peabody said yesterday that the News had been criticising 
him so freely that he would like the paper to tell him what it thought he 
being about arbitration of the Colorado City strike. 


governor's wish was an outburst of petulance or 
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shall apply to the positions in the new mill which wero in existence in the old 


Fourth. That the management of the Telluride Reduction Company will 
receive and confer with any committee of the Colorado City Mill and Emel- 
termen’s Union, No. 3 any time after thirty days from the da 
upon which the mill is placed in operation to consider a wage scale. 

Fifth. The Telluride Reduction Company further agrees that d the 
period of construction of this mill that it will employ as many of its old em- 
ployees as it finds practicable so to do. 

er MacNeill, of the Standard mill, who had at all times maintained 
astubborn attitude, practically forced himself out of the conference with the 
Portland and Telluride mill managers. President Moyer and Secretary- 
Treasurer Haywood, at the request of the governor, accepted an invitation 
to meet the manager of the Standard mill on Sunday, March 15, at II o'clock. 
The meeting took place at the governor's office, but all efforts on the part of 
the Federation representatives to bridge the gulf were unavailing. Man- 
ager MacNeill refused to reinstate the strikers, made no mention of the 
wages he would concede to his employees, nor would he consent to a recogni- 
tion of the union. 

The governor agreed that he would withdraw the State militia, providing 
the Western Federation of Miners would withdraw the suits that were en- 
tered against officers of the Colorado National Guard. If the representatives 
of the eration had refused to accede to the demands made by the gov- 
ernor, the people of Colorado would have had the inestimable privilege of con- 
tinuing to donate $1,500 per day as an expense account for soldiers on drass 


ade, 
9 it became known that the Telluride and Portland mill managers and 


was caused by a real desire to receive a suggestion, the News does not know, 
but it will try to give the best advice it can. 1 88 

The first thing the governor should do to bring about arbitration is to 
believe that there ought to be arbitration, and then to act as if he believed 
it. So faras the press and public have been able to discover from the gov- 
ernor’s words ti actions, he has never giyen any intimation to the mill 
owners that he thought they should recognize the union and arbitrate the 
differences. Never has he made any declaration to the public that he thinks 
there should be arbitration. 

“ Asa first step toward facilitating arbitration, let him make the public 
statement that he thinks the mill owners should accept the proposal of the 
‘Western Federation of Minersand that they will deserve to be condemned if 
they fail to accept it. 

“The governor should understand that the people of this State, almost 
without exception, look on him asa partisan of the mill owners and think 
that the mill owners would have agreed to arbitration long ago were it not 
that they expect to have his full support whether they be right or wrong. 
This belief in the minds of the people may do the governor an injustice, but 
if it does he is responsible for it and he only can remove it. 

“The conviction that the governor stands with the mill owners took deep 
root when he called out the National Guard and rushed it to Colorado Springs. 
Manager MacNeill, of the mill trust, came to Denver carrying in his pocket 
the request of Sheriff Gilbert for troops. Nobody had any idea that troops 
were to be asked for. There had been no disorder to warrant their entry on 
the scene. The sheriff of El Paso County had made no effort to employ the 
peace force of the county. The municipal authorities of Colorado City were 


2 7255 alone to keep order. 

pre) at the N Mamen MASNA went into 1588 55 5 the e ee of 1 5 7 a coca 4 e at ch 3 ae 
cam t the r to the came wit! em. vy- | men ere was general rejoicing, but a e ju n there cou 

— — Colo City 155 heard strong words of denunciation for Manager MacNeill, of the Standard, 


ernor did not go to Colorado City himself; he did not send 1 to inves- 
tigate; he took the ex parte statements of the manager of the mili trust and 
the request of an incompetent sheriff as his warrant for sending a smallarmy 
to Colorado City at an expense of over $1,500 a day to the State. 

“Then the governor pushed aside the recognized officers of the National 
Guard and gave some kind of a personal commission to Sherman Bell and 
James H. Brown, both of whom have conducted thomselves in exactly the 
right way to provoke trouble. The appointment of Sherman Bell to be ad- 
jutant-general of the State troops, in April, is itself an indication 
of the most extraordinary ignorance or recklessness on the part of the gov- 
ernor, A harebrained adventurer like Bell is about the last man in the State 
who should be placed in a position so responsible as that of tans babe eneral, 

“The public conviction as to the goyernor’s mental attitude was fixed by 
his recent trip to the scene of the strike. He talked with the men working 
in the mills, but refused to go toa meeting of the strikers to which he wasin- 
vited. Instead of spending the evening th the and learn- 
ing their opinions, he chose to hold a social function in the Antlers Hotel. 
At another time a public reception in the Antlers would have been in good 
taste. Under the circumstances which took the governor t oColorado 8 gs 
it was in the worst possible taste, and no man with an ounce of judg- 
ment in public affairs ever could have been led into such an indiscretion. 

“Tf the governor has any wish to invite public confidence in himself and 
his administration, he will recall Bell and Brown from Colorado City, revoke 
Bell's appointment as adjutant-general, and uire Brown to confine him- 
self strictly to the duties of his proper rank in the guard. 

“The tion of the union is that the mill owners shall select one arbi- 
trator, the estern Federation the second, and those two the third, the find- 
of the board to be bin on both sides. 
*If the governor believes that proposition. to be fair, let him say so. 

“Then let the governor notify the mill owners that if they will not accept 
that proposition at the meetin afternoon he will withdraw the National 
Guard from Colorado City and will issue a statement to the public saying 
that the mill owners are not disposed to be fair. å 

“If the governor will take that attitude an agreement to arbitrate will be 
reached before to-day’s sun goes down. If he says there must be arbitration, 
there will be arbitration.” 


signed 
tition, which was presented to the governor requesting that the State militia 
be recalled: but the governor 3 as dee to the petition. Various 


who repudiated with haughty arrogance the reasonable demands of the 
Federation representatives. 

A if Sic failed to keep his promise that he would immediately with- 
draw the troops, and the delay of the governor in issuing his order recallin 
the State militia caused the following to be issued from the headquarters o 
the Western Federation of Miners on March 17: 

The representatives of the Western Federation of Miners since the strike 
was declared at Colorado City have at all times held themselves in readiness 
to confer with the mill managers for the purpose of bringing about an ami- 
cable adjustment of differences, For months previous to the strike the offi- 
cers of the Federation labored early and late to bring about an honorable 
settlement which would prevent any open rupture between the mill mana- 
gers and their employees. The officers of the Federation have given a re- 
poora hearing to representatives in all departments of business, and at all 

es have shown a d tion to submit their grievances to a board of arbi- 
tration. Had the mill ma manifested as earnest a desire to pour oil 
upon the troubled waters as Western Federation of Miners, the people of 
the State of Colorado would never have been compelled to forward protests 
against the executive of the State for his loyalty to corporate interests.“ 

The governor, toward the close of the in ew Sunday morning, admit- 
ted without any solicitation that the representatives of the Western Feder- 
ation of Miners had gone more than three-fourths of the way and had been 
more than fair in bri g about a settlement and that he would at once 
issue an order to withdraw the The governor admitted, after his 
personal investigation of affairs at Colorado City, that he was unable to con- 
nect the strikers with any violation of law. In the interview that was held 
Sunday at the governor's office to arbitrate with yen, Tl MacNeill the gov- 
ernor receded from his former agreement to withdraw the troops. Heasked 


8 the proposition of the governor. 
The governor intimated that we promised there would be no strike in the 


pronase while MacNeill refused to recognize tho Western Federation of 
iners. He refused to arbitrate and is largely responsible for the situation 


Cree’ 
resident of the Federation, took his departure for the 
Cripple Creek district on the afternoon of March 16 to hold a conference with 


ing to arbitrate.” Public sentiment became so s that he was forced to 
use his office in brin; together both parties to the controyv . The 
vernor requested mill managers and the tatives of the Federa- 
on to meet at his office in the afternoon of March 14 for the purpose of 
obtaining further personal information. The Federation was represented 
by President Moyer and Secretary-Treasurer Haywood, who wh the 


git 


t. 
conference that the mines that were shipping ore to the unfair mills should 
uested to refrain from so doing or that the men on such mines would 
be edout. The conclusion arrived at by the meeting was not put in exe- 
cution until 4 o'clock in the afternoon of 17 at the request of a com- 
mittee of business men who labored with MacNeill for a settlement of the 
178 — The Snie 785 business wea . = induce ee t 
0 roposed e resentatives of the eration, and the ulti- 
mati oF district No. Lwontinto effect. 

On March 17 the governor issued an order recalling the and on 
March 19 the State militia returned to their homes, and on the latter-men- 
tioned date the governor a ted an advisory board to secure all the in- 
formation obtainable from both sides of the controversy and to make a full 
and detailed report of their conclusions in the premises. The advisory 
board that was appointed by the governor asa committee of investigation 
resolved itself into an arbitration tribunal, regardless of a protest entered by 
the Western Federation of Miners. epee po was upon the grounds 
that the Federation had no voice in the tion of the advisory board. 

The ad board on Colorado Springs went into a conference 
with the representatives of the Mine Owners’ Association. The conference 
lasted several hours behind closed doors, and after adjournment nothing was 
divulged as to the results of the meeting. 

The advisory board met with the strikers on the night of March 28, in 
Knights of Lit Rove Hall in Colorado City, and after listening to several ad- 
3 from the members of Mill and Smeltermen's Union the meeting ad- 

ourned. 

The advisory board on the 7th of March received testimony from thestrik- 


erms of the Portland $ 

First. That eight hours shall constitute a day's work in and around the 
as: with „ of the sampling department, which may extend to 

n hours 3 : 

Second. That a the employment of men by this company there shall be 
no discrimination between union and nonunion labor, and that no person 
shall be for reason of membership in any labor . 

Third. That all men now on strike shall be reinstated wi twenty da 
from Monday, the 16th day of March, A. D. 1903, who shall haye made appli- 
cation for work within five days from said date. 

Fourth. That the management of the Portland Gold See Company will 
receive and confer with any committee of the Colorado City Mill and Smelt- 
PE eee 125, at any time within said twenty days upon the sub- 

ect of a scale of wages. 
i Dated at Denver, Colo., this lith day of March, A. D. 1908. 
FRANK G. PECK, 
For the Portland Gold Mining Company. 
CHARLES MOYER, 
For Mill and Smeltermen's Union, 


Terms of the Telluride mill: 

First. That eight hours a day shall constitute a day's work in and around 
the mills, with the exception of the sampling department, which may be ex- 
tended to ten hours per day. 

Second. That in the employment of men by this company there shall be no 
discrimination between union and nonunion labor, that no person shall 
be nana for reason of membership in any labor organization. 

Third. That all men formerly employed by the Telluride Reduction Com- 
pany shall be reinstated in the same positions which they occupied in the mill 
at the time it closed down, it being understood that in the new mill now un- 
der construction by the Telluride comteny that there will be certain posi- 
tions in the new mill which did not exist o mill as formerly operated, and 
that the agreement of the Telluride company to the reinstatement of men 
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City that almost beggars 
a doubt that the employees of the mills were unable to support their families 


mill Th 
that made the coal barons of Pennsylvania look like ph crys are 
A committee of mining and business men of the Cripple ns e 
on Presi- 


dent Moyer to the effect that the strikers would be taxkonto e Cripple Creek 
district and given rer eg eee the strike was declared off. The 
roposition was rejected by dent Moyer and the Mill and Smeltermen’s 


n. 
The Rocky Mountain News of March 28 had the following telegraphic re- 
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Mr. Moyer an wished a written statement. If Mr. Mac- 
g to reinstate the men they consider that he should say so, not 
Arieder Po aa i t. 


and members 
board: 


“GENTLEMEN: The 7... rig nner tag ocr a 


red the ts of an of society. It been the disposition of 
the organization to 3 by all ee means a —.— between the employer 


and eres, that when capital and labor confront each other on the in- 
. suffer h a long and pro- 
ed struggle. The aim not destroy. 


entertains for many of the mine man- 
the See re and arenot 
0 


bie t0 maintain 


fi if either of the shall be 
ae ee .. aimee ee 
a on er + 
e Western Federation of to ba us. and as generous in 
the o eill’s tions as the advisor 
are that y: bation and give him un- 
til day of f May, 1908, to carry out the beliefs and im: e 
“You may give him a fair trial and an ty to reinstate the men 
ae by prove his sincerity as — — toward organized 
a concession in a; tion of those who have assisted and 
with us and whose would suffer through a prolonged 


tion of the advisory board and of 
ves to prevent an industrial con- 


“CHARLES H. MOYER,” 


ted to Manager MacNeill by 
a period of forty 80 BA 


e 8 this concession in 2: 
those parties who have interested 
ict. 


The ultimatum of 5 Moyer was 
the ad board, and the strike, 


petition 


DENVER, COLO., June 17, 1908. 

zig the American Smelting and Refining Company: 
— mentees membership in the Denver Mill and Smelter- 
desire to call your atten- 
thousands of ra Federation members of our organization are en- 
< an eight-hour workday, and are receiving for the 
sp ET ee e that now sy A 
same class of la 


men's $ Union, No 
tion to the fact that 
joying the pri 
—.— a compensa: 
e for ten and twelve hours for the 
ae the large 


xing but wt tines hours, tah ans receiving for 
tof highest d twelre-hour sites rtp em wed i ine 
95 due consid — concluded 


nature 
5 — . — À e 8 
OE ARERI of ten cad twatee — and around ihe sinelting 


E and Grant, located in the city of Denver, be re- 
to eight hours. 


joyment, we are 
as others em 


We believe this request to bea just and righteous one and sincerely trust 
that your company may s0 the way clear to granting tho sun, 


[SEAL] JOE Scort, 
ANTONE STANSKE, 
ROBERT WITHERS, 
PATRICK F. HAMAWAY, 
WILLIAM L. SMITH, 
Hans OLSON, 
CHARLES NARDIS, 
Commitiee. 
tition was i and a strike of the Denver smelter men followed 
on he 8 14 of July. e American Smelting and Refining Co: y immedi- 
ately applied for police FE tipo and later secured an fn notwith- 
ratio enti wete act AAA A vn the ours of th siete, x ernie 
o were en eq e co! e su 
tiation of the statement we submit 
“Sro. ll. Every corporation, joint stock ny, or 
rated by or under ay — , Joint stock company, or associa or by aay penrai 
or law of stateor coy of any State ore of 
the United States, — Umits State, shall, wi 


in each year cing with th 
and file an annual report in the office ‘of the secretary of the year 180 
is to-cantify the “DENVER, COLO., July 16, 1903. 
“This is to t the American Smel — — Refining pompany. a 
foreign co tion, capitalized for 8100, not their ann: 
poagn aai tion —— tox for the years 8 and 
“[SEAL.] JOHN A. HOLMBERG. 
Auditor of State,” 
“STATE oF COLORADO, 
“Office of the Secretary of State, 
“UNITED States OF AMERICA, State of Colorado, ss: 
es Co’ of state of the State of Colorado, do hi 
certify that I eg of — peep be 3 — — 


1 


“JAMES Co Sta te, 
“By etn pi —.— = Deputy 0 
Smel and Refining was 
the e E cat aot and defeating 88 A 
the following: 


DENVER, COLO., February 3, 1903. 
HonAcn G. Burt, Esq., eee Omaha, Nebr. 


request that you be it advised of the sit- 
ture in . 


to inform vou that, the Senatorial contest ent beine now out of the way, bot. 
branches of the legislature have settled down to the other N the 


session. 
Several bills have been introduced . kor an eight-hour l 2 in be 
space to labor emp! cut hare en smelters an d mines. 

being vigorously con the American Smeltingand Renuing G Caen, 
the Colorado Fuel and Iron Company, and W 8 more direc y 
interested i ting the measure than is Union Pacific Railroad Com- 


ment of an eight-hour law, we 


pan: V pact to Shane meamren, 
Ul. labor element is still very powerful in the tics of this State, We 
think the billaatoremicn are all so far in which are prejudicial 
to the company’s int-rests, directly or indirectly. 
9 y, yours, TELLER & DORSEY, 


General Attorneys. 


We make the claim that the American Smelting and 3 Company 
staal oni — to-da: re oto Vrain yg cose Pas nit 9 
seve ears. è perf machinery and the dieplanemen 

which — been brought about through nee wap thy n us, has enabled the 


w On Monday, August K JO, the minere of the Gripple Oreck district gende 
m Monday, 

to the call of the x district union and thre — — implements of their haz- 
ardous vocation. The walkout in the has been the 


Sir. MacNeil wou woul 
Whee the — 


t ultimate: 
ent Moyer dec an armistice until the 18th St f May. 
tes 5 in the eleventh annual convention of oe Nese 


giving the test 
The members of the Cripple 
ort to bring about an amicable adjustment of 
fair and honorable between are a and Bag — 
sky of the a was „ 


tion. 
No.1, exhausted every 
‘erences that would be 
ee, but failed to clear the 
now burst between or- 


nate tion of affairs to corporate interests whose eed 


5 in response to lo. 
By a majority of more ‘than 40,000 the 3 of Colorado demanded of 
ture prok Pra EA e bill in mine and d kindred industries. 
Demoeratic and Bopubtican parties declared 
in ee an . pe e SERED one of the sixty-five 
9 of "o fonse and thirty-five members of the senate was elected. 
. ̃ Bepebiicnn inthe house, and Moore, 
en, a Repu 
Sse deere ae Tin each branch—these bills were 
at tho pa Job) eee ninety days only to defeat 
and o dicta: corporations. 
two political State conventions and in the State election the cor- 
their time. They knew it was not 
elections. They knew that it 
easier 2 the legislature. How well the vob ne foetal 


7 


1904. 
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rations had ganged the situation isapparent. They were successful in keep- 
ing down an eight-hour Gey. z 
$ hen bill included underground workings, attending blast. fur- 


The 8. 
naces in smelters or ore-reduction Works stamp mills, chlorination or cyanide 
leeching wor' attending smelting furnaces producing metal or 


matte.’ The Moore included *underground mines and workings, smelt- 
ers, chlorination or cyanide ore-reduction works, and blast furnaces.’ 

“The introduction of two bills, one in the house and one in the senate, 
was only for confusion and as an excuse to dicker and fight through ninety 
days, so that the eight-hour law would fail and the demands of the people of 
Colorado could be 3 and the demands of the corporations gran 

“ While there is seemingly no connection between the various strikes and 
the labor troubles, all are traceable in a general way to this failure on the 


part of the legislature. 


“First came tho strike of the Colorado City mills, when the governor 
rushed the troops to that point. There was a partial settlement of this 
trouble and the men returned to work. 


“Numerous minor strikes in scattered mines follow ene oe in 
the Sun and Moon in Idaho Springs, and then the men in the Globe and 
Grant smelters in Denver, numbering 1,000, walked out, j 

“Starting Monday was the walk out of miners in the Cripple Creek dis- 
trict. and now comes word from Telluride that the miners of the San Juan 
district, commenting on the mistakes of the legislature, have demanded that 
they be given an eight-hour day not later than September 1. 

“There is no doubt that the demand of the San Jnan miners will be re- 
fused, resulting in a general walk out of the men in that district. That the 
5 m Tortad to every mine and kindred industry in Colorado there 
can be no doubt. i 

This means idleness for thousands of men; Joss of millions of dollars to 
the State; crippling of every business in Colorado. 


“This demand for an eight-hour law dates back a dozen y when the 


Miners and Smeltermen’s Union requested an eight-hour day. t of this 
request, indirectly perhaps, grew the troubles in Leadville, the Cripple 
Creek district, the Telluride district, and other districts, the smelter 


strikes and other difficulties. It was to forever end these differences that the 
miners and smeltermen brought about the submission to the people for an 
eight-hour day that peace might be guaranteed. The request was indorsed 
2 oritx of more than 40,000 votes, but the corporations defeated it in 
e le; ture. 

8 e now that they can not hope to secure from the legislature 
needed relief, the miners and smeltermen of the State have taken the matter 
in charge, the result of Which will be the greatest struggle ever waged in 
this or any 3 between the unions on one hand and the allied corpo- 
rations on the other.” 

The document of the mine owners, introduced by Senator Scorr, declares 
that “on account of the machinations and methods of the Western Federa- 
tion of aes the metalliferous mining industry of the West has been in a 
chaotic state fora long period of years. That a person was operating his 
property one day under sa ry conditions was no guaranty that he 
would be able to do so the next.” 

The Mine Owners’ Association of the Cri Creek district on August 12, 
two days after the strike was called, issued a public statement which con- 
tained the following: “At the time this strike was called, and, in fact, ever 


has prevailed between the mine owners and 5 sig 575 
accor 0 


roc 
Teen. the document of the mine owners contains the following: 
purpose by power of attorney, and it is probab 


“In addition to the provisions ultimately inserted in the agreem 
ernor Waite insisted tha 


by Governor 
Waite, as the representative of the union, provided that sight hours — 
e mines sho 


be $3, and that there should be no m against union men in the 
iring and geof labor. This agreement has controlled the Cripple 
k district with to hours and wages ever since.” 


This statement of 
tion, and this silence is trong in 
which Senator Scott is ely interested, as well as other mines, including 
the Ajax, the Elkton, and 
men. Ibis a well-known fact that it has req 

t of the unions of the Western Federation of a to 
nt strike. 

Some three years ago the mine operators met ina secret caucus in Colo- 

rado Springs and formulated a plan to m 


harm your position 
Notwithstandin 


rict and 
The following, cli from the Rocky Mountain 
k ee es the co: a4 


de: ure of the 


tion. After a consultation if about one hour the commissioners came to 


Cripple Creek, arriving here at 11.40. They were metat the depot and taken 
to the Mine Owners’ Association headquarters. One hour later Sheriff Rob- 
ertson was notified that he was wan ed in conference for 
about two hours. A special was then engaged and the three 
sioners went over the Short Line to Colorado Springs, leaving at 
morning. 

Union men were not consulted. 

The following statement was issued by a unanimous vote of the board of 
county co mers: 

s reas the board of county commissioners of Teller County have been 
advised that the governor of the State of Colorado has sent the militia to this 
county for the pretended purposes of . a riot that does not now 
and never did exist, and to 3 property and individual residents of the 


and 
commis- 
4.10 this 


county that are not in anger; 

* Whereas it has been falsely reported throughout the State that property 
and life were in in Teller County: Now, therefore, the board of county 
commissioners of Te County do test: 


t: 

“First. That the property and dividuals are as safe in this county as 
elsewhere in the State, y 

“Second. That the sheriff of Teller County is perfectly able to handle the 
situation here, and has been authorized by the board to employ any and all 
— ä to protect property and life, Which, in the opinion of the 

e is doing. 

“Third. That there has been no unusual assembly of men and no more 
violence than at other times. That the parties guilty of the late assaults will 
be ng heparan the civil authorities and prosecuted. The State troops 
can in no way aid e these es. 

“Fourth. That the citizens of the county are law abiding, and are doing 
all in their power to avoid trouble. 

“Fifth. t the governor of this State, without cause therefor, has sent 
the militia to this county, and by so doing engenders ill feeling, 
strike, and does a great injury to the Cripple Creek mining district. 

“Sixth. It is the judgment of the Scand of county commissioners that the 
commission sent by Governor Peabody to this county to investigate the strike 
situation was not sent for an honest but as a cloak to cause the peo- 
ple of the State of Colorado to believe that the law officers of Teller County 
were unable to handle the strike situation. 

“This statement is made because the commission sent by the governor did 
not make an honest investigation of the situation. The commission reached 
here at 9.3) p. m. e and left at 4o clock Friday morning, 
in the camp less than eight hours.“ 

Sheriff Robertson issued the following statement: 

The commission sent by the governorof the State of Colorado to investi- 

te the strike situation in Teller County called on me at midnight, Thurs- 

y, the 8d instant. I went to the National Hotel at Cripple Creek, reaching 
there at about 12.90 a. m., Friday. Iwas with the co: ion about two 
hours and fully explained the situation. I stated to the commission that I 
had authority to employ all the deputies I needed and that I had the situa- 
tion in hand; that I had made arrests and was going to make more; that there 
was no trouble, and that I had every assurance t there would be none. 
But in three hoursafter I left the commission the members thereof departed 
for er one E banera there is no occasion for the militia here, as I can 

esi n. 

There is no trouble in the district and has been none, as well as no un- 
usnal assembly of men. Saloons are closed at midnight. The sen of 
troops here is a usurpation of authority on the part of the governor. 
action of the governor will have much to do toward injuring the di to 
such an extent that it will be along time before recovery will be had. As 
8 Teller County I do solemnly protest against the militia being sent 
here at this time. 


H. M. ROBERTSON, Sheriff.” 


On the afternoon of September 5 a mass m was held Be the citizens 
of Victor, and, after listening to addresses, the following resolutions were 
ado and circulated for signatures, to be forwarded to the governor: 

= Whereas a certain detachment of the Colorado State militia has already 
been landed in the Cripple Creek with others to follow; and 

“Whereas according to published statements of Adjutant-General 
printed this morning, tinl law is threatened in every incorporated 
unincorporated town of age Creek district; and 

“ Whereas the vilest sort o mtation has been 8 in the 
effort to have the camp invaded by military: Now, therefore, be i 

Resolved. By the people of Victor and the entire Cripple Creek district 
that we deplore the action taken by Governor Peabody in sending troops to 
Teller County, and condemn the same as unwarranted by the facts and as 
anarchistic in its inception, spirit, and consequences. 

“We do hereby most emphatically protest against the threatened declara- 
tion of martial law in the rreran È- of Cripple Creek district as a further 
invasion of our rights and liberties as American citizens. 

“We protest that Mayor French, Postmaster Reardon, and Banker Rolle- 
stone, who corralled the governor's advisory commission, while the same was 
on its brief and stealthy visit of ‘investigation’ night before last, do not re 
resent the people of Victor in asking for the State soldiery. The necessi 

not for troops, and the people have not asked for them. 2 
of being a lawless community, as a few high-toned anar seem to want 
the outside world to believe, the Cripple Creek district is one of the quietest 
and most peaceful of its size of poss Scope in the country. 

“Two comparative trifling instances of lawlessness have occurred in the 
home camp since the miners’ strike was declared, but these, all fair-minded 

le agree, are liable to ha at any time and at any place. 

“We te the strike that is now on, and upon this occasion do not 
wish to go into the merits of the unfortunate controversy, but we do wish to 

ress our confidence in the ability of our county and city officials to main- 

law and order and protect life and Lah ake OB 

In the Denver Post of September 5 the following statement was made: 

Members of the Cripple Creek district Mine Owners’ Association guar- 
anteed the expenses of the troops ordered to the Cripple Creek district before 
Governor Peabody would agree to sign the order. He was not willing to or- 
der out the troops, despite the seeming wono of the case, because of the 
financial condition of 52 5 3 s position 5 the qaine 
owners finally agreed to bear the ex of calling out the troops. ey 
will ask the State to reimburse them pe 
“The estimate of the daily expense made yesterday is said to be far too 


ll be issued drawing 4 per cent interest. 
They will Aen eee the military fund, and the mine owners will cash 


E. A. Colburn, president of the 
urer, made the agreement on behalf of th 
body admitted yesterday that such an arran; 
that inasmuch as no class of persons wo 


ent had been made, 
deriye more benefit out of the 
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bekes 


restoration of normal conditions in the district ens 5 o 


tban 
Here 


the mine owners, The did not consider it ee A Se one WAA 


pense of the militia. 

The og ot Iho of Cripple Creek held a meeting on September 6, 
end, after So ate KAA Sis Ranunciaticn ot she AOE E SEO 
ernor the in Pierre gd were ted: 

ereas a detachment of the Cok hereto follows ands) as 
landed in the Orinple Oreck district, ‘ict, with others to follow; 

“ Whereas, according to public statements of A 
eee town in ne Greek district 


“ Whereas the ee tation has been employed in the effort 
to have the camp invaded by the by the soldier n 
a gn By the peopl of © of Ori and the aaa 


in mass in oe Creek, this 6th 
tember, 188, that we alone tho the 9 by Governor a day of — 
fae — 5 Teller Count, pcn the same as ped han barr the | oe 
acts and most anarchistic in its inception = spirit, nently we do 
ereby most emphatica’ Spa t 2 si 
— = the communities e Cripp! o Orek e asa further in of 


Eo 
the on 


a camp ainoo the strike wi npe ppd y piaca. 
S ade te the strik ru e 


com: 
Miners, was fi 
taken from his home and brought to the military cam 
nd Bell to explain his conduct for daring to aie Sig 
opinion as an American citizen, The eee has not 
been in accord with the brutal the Mine Owners“ Association 
has beenthreatened. The judi which law and all established precedent 
have declared shall be free and has been invaded by the mili- 
tary power of the State, and the judge upon the bench has been forced under 
protest to submit to the E decrees formulated by the mine oper. 
ators, and enforced by the under the command of an executive who 
has subverted the highest office in the gift of the le of the State to serve 
eir brutal no crime save that 
Miners and loyal to 


Peres aipame aet — pintar ar the city of 
7 4 55 CTT was taken from 
proat „ 


a roximity to the eourt-house, y 
of buildings became eee cpr Arit sharpsh 
5 with detachments of militia for the purpose 


Uisa eras an order was issued by the 
enekes to the periei author ties in the Cripple Creek district to 
F 6 


to return to their 
The Btato militia on tho ni ht of ee eee 
is without precedent hatin a a ee 
Sally pone pode inthe heart of the Cripple Gree k district, championed 
the cause of the miners and aero ee for ee, 
y the members of th ve 
establishment was raided by a band of 


ty had 
pu were in the bull pen“ for a peri 
2 . deli to tho civil au ies on writs 
latter . November 
0 During te iath district practi 


mat lenie sad 
placed the towns of In and 
Altman under martial law. the Vindicator explosion the follow 


on 
Charles @ 


jena 
The 

issued SE declari: pat ty. On 

December 4 the 7 following came the executive chamber of the State: 


SPECIAL ORDER No. 543. 
. DECEMBER 4, 1903. 


H. A. eae ing Officer 
* Cripple Cr tok District Teh Taies — ae Goldfield, Victor, Colo. : 


You will proceed with a ca’ of fifty men and ha Tom E. 
Souma . — ny vou and art the Siow: ons Proclamation E Aleman Eire ho 
8 8 Atleld, second; ependence, 
fifth, and Anaconda, sixth, namely: 
STATE or COLORADO, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, Denver, 
PROCLAMATION, 
Whereas it appearing to my satisfaction that there exists in Teller County, 
lo., one or izations by desperate men who are in- 


Colorado, that —— citizens of 20 of 
pci Ge 
Teller by reason of the threats, intimidations, ani 1 
ä lawless in said county are unable to en rae civil sone 
e civil 5 said — of —.— a 
— able or willi control such bodies of 
fres acts of violence; an 


tion of — and os 
8 8 — Lo a at te 
ai State of Colors: persons at present. unknown did then and 
low up the shaft r — — 8 and thereby wantonly de- 


property of great value; — 
oreas at said e and place two employees of said mine were instantly 


cer with 3 loss of life by mob 
covering a I 
citizens have 


violence, as no set forth, 
to | Bares w i 
and 
Whereas the civil a have — 55 themselves either unable to deal 
with these criminals 


and to bring them 
— — their e 


the constitu- 
appears that 
may occur at a: 
authorities of 8 
attempt to preserve order 


the citizens are unable to enj 
ot once laws of this State, an 


of Teller, in 


testimony n nde ri rag eh gee . 
a easy anne — Denver, the State capital, this 4th 
“pea of ok December, A. D 


JAMES H. PEABODY. 
y the governor, 
Attest: 
JAMES COWIE, Secretary of State, 


SHERMAN M. BELL, 
T thee EE ESES ae a Oras 
By command of James we onar a der in chief. 
Previous to the issuance of thesbove proclamation, the following 
was sent to the President of the United States: 
DENVER, December 1, 1903, 


To His ExooMency THRODOES ROOSEVELT, 
President of the United States, Washington, D. C.: 
At the t time officers of the State of 


pretext — 
pecker 


Colorado, under the 
number of reputable and self- 


otherwise tizens an 
of any crime the laws of the State or United 
pine — ee the 2 States 
and we call 
there arid give to these persons 
Latin vane Smartt E gt Sa by the law of 


EXECUTIVE BOARD WESTERN FEDERATION OF MIXERS, 
By WILLIAM D. HAYWOOD, Secretary. 


The section of the Revised Federal Statutes referred to in the telegram 
“SECTION 1988. .. an patent to believe that offenses 
com 


we been, or are likely to mitted provisions of chapter 7, 
of the title “Crimes,” any judicial dis 1 — in 
— bln atc 1 attorney of such dis- 
trict to attend at such place wi VCC 
.! Us tus Air ve avery TOA co DUONE wer eae 
an of every ju or — en an; 
ch rs fr encode Roce to attend at at the place and for the time 
The following al 0 in reference to the tele- 
gram torwa ded to Presiden — beeen executive board of the West- 
ern 


“ WASHINGTON, December 2. 


“President Roosevelt to-day received a telegram from the executive arn 
of the Western Federation of Miners 8 . 
of the miners who have been oat to lea istrict in 


of imprisonm 
a of Colorado, and it does not appear at this timo that the 


Prouhio in the ‘Telluride district st 


1904. 
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Who have M the rights of the miners 


ill be protected full: 
yir eiia tosend the follow- 


rreasurer Teor Hkewise instructed to 
ing telegram to the president of the Telluride Miners’ Union: 
DENVER, December 1, 1908, 


Guy 1 
Fresident uride Miners’ Union, Telluride, Colo.: 
8 8 were ordered to leave town as a result of alleged va- 
BENTEN remain in Telluride, F 
of the ane or State, can not compel persons to rare any piace 
p tow they choose Constituti 


tes concerning 
rights Howe, Bota an 
tes courts, and the law will be duly 
hearty support of the 8 Western Federation of} 
EXECUTIVE 
By WILLIAM D. e Secretary. 


The Western Federation of Miners has at all — — the fullest in- 
vestigation of conditions, as the following telegrams will show: 


DENVER, COLO., December 5, 1903. 
9 M. TELLER, 
ited States Senator, Washington, D. C.: 


„ miners of the State of Colorado, a 
pe ny ONAT Tirta tions in 


on. T. M. P 2 DENVER, COLO., December §, 1903. 
ATTERSO! 
f ted States RNE, Washington D C.: 


In behalf of the metalliferous miners of the State of Colorado, will you 
Pog gre dl request President Roosevelt to immediately investigate condi! 
the San Juan and Cripple Creek districts, Colorado? 


EXECUTIVE BOARD, WESTERN FEDERATION MINERS. 
By CHARLES H. MOYER, President. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 6, 1903. 
Mr. Siem Mo 


sident Western Federation of Miners, Denver, Colo.: 
Yes; E ia Prk OOI to-morrow and urge him to immediately per- 


Bonally investigate, as you request. Will wire his response. 
T. M. PATTERSON. 


4 Wasn rox, D. O, December 7, 1908 
CHARLES H. MOYER, 
President Western Federation Miners, Denver, Colo.: 


Senator TELLER and I called upon the President this ee 
your dispatches, and approved the request. The President sta tunder 
present conditions he had neither the power nor the right to take such action 
as you request. 

T. M. PATTERSON. 

While the President declined to in te conditions at the of the 
miners, yet Maj. Gen. John C. Bates, at the instance of the came 

to Colorado and examined into the con Creek 
aut Telluride mining districts. He rted to Lientenan 0 


reason of intimidation, threats o 
not able to or did not main 


he striking Mori Itisa well-known 
tes was on his tour of investigation in Colo- 
ti General Bates states 


Hon. J 1 William ty. 
P. Seeds, the district Judie of Teller County, in reply to the state- 
ublished in the press as coming from the governor and attornay- 
casting reflections u the civil — issned the the following 
Signed statement to the pu 
*My attention having been called to certain interviews of 1 


es of papia excitement, 


truth, it becomes 
jenny oy cand 
ditions pre: in Teller County, I have refrained 
2 Satis thin the purview of ms |e 


authori 

Mitts Feported in . has issued the following 
the men as soon as the eld until further h 8 . 

corpus and hold them at Cam Goldfield 

determined these men not go free withont trial. 

Further, that the general is reported to have said: dg chief executive ta 

of the opinion that it it will be im ible to have miners’ union officials tried 
them while Judge Seeds holds court in the 


gain: ‘If these men are ven their freedom without a trial, radical steps 
will have to be taken.’ g 
“Again: ‘There seems no 
— 


»The governor and 2 attorneys 
of the cases, as the 5 the 


lies in the fact tha leave the district January V- 
ing up his sent tet vs Red Moe ber 
D 


aE pr pr A CCC 


8 
nay, wn I ive the following verbatim report of the 
„Mr. uur. In cases 2445, 2446, DUG, S447, 243, 2449, and 2450, being six writs 


for the 


T case. Taon t desire to argue questions o La Eine ited 
555 
ict, 9 assume that orders 


Seen hearan will be toimisin Cas malon ba nki 
be d Count. se ce — will be sustained the tio: 

“tMr. CRUMP. 3 

“ ‘The COURT. Tha is, in those three cases that is the order; in the case 
A aa Kalaner 


cases, namely, 8 
Parker cases, under —4— 3 they have er presented 
the petitioners in court, but in lieu I have returns to the ze 
eral writs, se forth bap 


. That 
“Mr. Crump. Nos testion bein otion be denied, and that the respond- 
eee m e tin 


corpus 
Bf tho district attorney which might lead to the filing o: 
tions, and we will say this, that we will not object or not insist upon the pe- 
titioners being brought in here, but we do insist that the ca issue, and 
ey Sar them over oe pi the 
o W p Tayna 
y deliver the custody to legal 
t to turn th Seaton tree — 15 
e are no em of course, 
5 vs the right to put them under bonds 
eriff. oo these mat 


eee 


* —— There is no necessity for that. This order was made in 
this manner and as the court has alread 


The sheriff can have these 
this county desires it the in charge will deliver the bodies of these 
prison the sheriff here. That will be done on the desire of the sheriff. 
„The Court. I will pass the matter for the present and su: t that the 
Son ae — as ve 88 to ge sheriff at the * ae. 
unty, an mthe rota n or 
the parties in eu K respondents, 
You understand gen 
Some OFFICERS. We 
“*The COURT. And that these F 
complied with forthwith on thé part 
“t Mr. Crump. During the 
„The COURT. A right” 


“ At notimesince the advent of the military into this wr gp has any pris- 
oner charged with crime by that authority been released by 
Harpoon under habeas 


corpus or 
has been granted by habeas corpus 8 been ae bern y for 


the lack of any information authorizing or even 
commission of any offense or the of any ie ee on the * 
the individual de Tn all other canes wheres ther affidavit or informa- 


tained. 
tion has been filed against such individual for the commission of any offense 
he has been Fr!!! T 
fixed commensurate with the offense cha 

“It will be observed in the Fives ust had that neither the military 
nor the legal re raster gob of the p cmd erage R offered or presented complaint 
as to the co 45 the prisoners 
wherein any complain nd committed 


representative of the governor or “oe defendants, or 
so 33 in 7 be if, suggesting a thee . to that tim 

seen from this that there could be no foun- 
‘quoted comments ot 3 officials unless it be the decision 
of the court in rpus cases of some weeks aen ge my convic- 
tion and conetenion st that tines t must reaffirm and reiterate. 


“WILLIAM P. SEEDs.” 
eer ee diakon declared by the governor Sheriff Robertson was 


interview 5 ei as follows: 
ST ea pala tha 1 by the civil authorities of the 
!!!!!! eversticing tz sey ONE to uparenaet thoms wine 
ve done eve: ing in my power to appre! W. 

crimes. 3 J the mili militia, and when I was told 
be declared I did not believeit. Ihave 
since this strike started War! ees the object and intention, if it could 
eee about oak by the tthe oe Looe sing to declare law, and from 

* ve succeed 
ordered tee State to Telluride, he de- 
claret tl — were Ona OE there on the conditions that agitators, idlers, and 
trouble breeders would be driven from the camp and that he would use the 
blanket warrants to that end. The ee ree members of the 
Telluride unions followed. Members of the union were arrested and con- 
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victed of 

turn to work in 
ciation. These men were 
The union at Telluride 
erected by the union at a cost of 
doors of buil 


, and worked 


the streets because they refused to re- 
© mines on the Owners’ Asso- 


roperty owne tot b visible means of support. 
rs an 
tains FN equipped hor tal, w was 


tered down the 


Approximately seventy-five members of the upion were exiled 
homes and are still refused admission 5 
Williams, of the Western Federation of Miners, a citizen of California, 


under the 
county. A Mrs. Mahoney, who had been employed as a cook at the union 

tal at Telluride, was taken from the train at Montrose and refused the 
right to return to her home at Telluride. The a of public officials 
under the administration of Governor Peabody prove that the men who 
were su to be the “ servants of the peoga ve been in league with 
the corporations of the State to shatter and y organized labor. The 
following letters which we submit will demonstrate how Colorado’s public 
officials —.— themselves under obligations to serve the interests of the 
corporations: 

STATE OF COLORADO, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 

Denver, May 25, 1903. 
Messrs, TELLER & DORSEY, 


Attorneys Union Pacific Railroad Company, Denver, Colo, 
GENTLEMEN: If consistent with your rules, please furnish transportation 
for my son, James C. Peabody, from Denver to Cheyenne and return, good 


until June 10, and oblige, 
Yours, very truly, James H. PEABODY, Governor. 


D: COLO., May 12, 1903. 
Hon. W. R. KELLY, EEES 2 
General Solicitor, Omaha, Nebr. 


Company. general is in a position to be 
of benefit to the railroad compan in case of labor troubles or similar occur 
rence, and we understand that it is customary for the other railroads in this 
State to furnish him with such tion. 

His office is an appointive one, and at the time we sent in this ears pass 
list the present incumbent had not received his appointment. © recom- 
mend the issuance of this transportation, if it seems proper to you. 


Yours, very truly, a De 


BTATE OF COLORADO, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Denver, Colo., May 27, 1903. 
Messrs. TELLER & DORSEY, 


Attorneys Union Pacific Railroad Company, 
507 Boston Building, Denver, Colo. 
:_I herewith acknow. receipt of annual rtation No. 
B-2501, on lines of the Union c Railroad Company in rado and 
Neb for the ensuing year. 
Kindly accept my for same, and with kind regards, Iam, 
Very respectfully, 


SHERMAN M. BELL, 
Adjutant-General State of Colorado. 
A DENVER, COLO., July 10, 1 
Messrs, TELLER & DORSEY. * 50 


GENTLEMEN: Will you kindly let me have a round- Denver to 
Greeley. for my wife, be ead ant Tuesday? Iwill Gomuchgoliged to you 


for the favor. 
N. C. MILLER, Attorney General. 


Yours, truly, 
STATE OF COLORADO, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 


Denver, August $1, 1903. 
Messrs. TELLER & DORSEY, 
Attorneys Union Pacific Railroad Company, City, Boston Building. 
GENTLEMEN: Finding myself wholly unable to enjoy the privileges ex- 
tended through the Southern Pacific pass from San cisco to Ogden, I 
have the honor to return same to 877 herewith, and thank you sincerely for 
your trouble in the matter, which I may at some future e invoke in my 


Respectfully, yo 
an . James H. PEABODY, Governor. 


STATE or COLORADO, SUPREME COURT CHAMBERS, 


Denver, August 29, 1903. 
Messrs. TELLER & DORSEY, City. 


GENTLEMEN: Please accept thanks for transportation inclosed in your 
favor of totay. 
Yours, sincerely, W. H. GABBERT. 
DENVER, COLO., June 13, 1903. 
Hon. W. R. KELLY, ~ $ ; 
General Solicitor, Omaha, Nebr. 


Dran Sie: Mr. J. B. Cooke, deputy clerk of the supreme court of this 
State, has requested trip rtation, Denver to Council Bluffs and re- 
turn, and half rate from Council Bluffs to Chicago and return, good for sixty 
days. He desires to go East, waving nero on Wednesday next. 

We are anxious to accommodate Mr. Cooke, if it can be done consistently 
with your rules under the present condition of affairs. Mr. Cooke's position 
issuch that he has frequently been able to and has rendered us valuable 
services in connection with matters in which the railroad company was in- 
terested, ially in connection with the tax litigation of a year or twoago. 

If you think it proper to give Mr. Cooke what he asks, kindly so advise us 
by wire upon receipt of this, and we will obtain the transportation and the 
half-rate order from Superintendent Deuel. 

Yours, very truly, TELLER & DORSEY. 
STATE OF COLORADO, SUPREME COURT CHAMBERS, 
Denver, Colo., June 16, 1903. 
C. O. Donsxx, Esq. 


Mr Dran Sin: I thank you most sincerely for your favor. I asked Mr. 
Rogers to speak to you because he knew better than anyone else what I had 


done for the railroad attorneys, and stand ready to do whenever I can, I 
hope to be able to prove my appreciation of this favor. 
Yours, very — 
JOHN B. COOKE, 


the system of bribery which places the co 
vi venenited the facts as they have and do exist in Colorado, 

nal lawyers of the State Platt, Helm & Riddell, have 
opinion that martial law can not declared in this 


wspaper reports concerning the recent 
clash between the civil authorities and the militia authorities in the State of 
Colorado, there is a curious condition of affairs in that State resulting from 
the unwise neglect to tg — provide for the military forces of the State. 
* * * Asthere were no State funds available for the pay, transportation, 
and maintenance of the troops, the mine owners agreed to advance to the 
State the money required for the purpose indicated. 

„VII PROCEEDINGS SUSPENDED, 


From the hour of their arrival civil processes were suspended. Arrests 
were made without warrants; all disturbers of the peace were cast into 
prison without process of law, and the sheriff's request that the prisoners be 
surrendered to him was denied. Finally an ap: tion was made to Judge 
Seeds for a writ of habeas corpus in behalf of two miners who had been 
locked in the military ouse, When the men were brought into court 
300 troops were posted around the courthouse, two Gatling guns placed in a 

9 and sharpshooters placed on the roofs of neighborin 
en the matter came up fora hearing General Chase contend 
that w martial law had not been formally proclaimed, its existence was 
implied in o nig rev Ec order commanding the troops to maintain order, 
He held, therefore, that the court was without jurisdiction. 
PRESIDENT JACKSON WAS FINED. 


“The ces of Colorado are an illustration of what may happen when 
the enforcement of military authority is intrusted to men no troined in its 
exercise. As the employment of martial law is analogous to the exercise of 
the right of self-defense by an individual, it is difficult to fix a limit to it when 
the extremity is sufficient to clearly demand is exercise. But a soldier who 
undertakes to exercise it assumes the very gravest of responsibilities and sub- 


jects himself to penalties t which there is no protection, During the 
war of 1812 Gen. Andrew Jackson declared martial law in New Orleans, which 
was then threatened the advancing British Army under Ge eral Psken- 


ham. Jack-on a local civil judge who ques ioned his authority and 
confined him in the barracks. When the war was over the jude in his turn 
arrested General Jackson and fined him $1,000 for gross contempt of court. 
This was a good deal of money in thos» days, but Jackson had to chcose be- 
tween a bg, Be and going to prison. Pay it he did, and it was not until thirty 
years after that Congress provided for its repayment with interest, 

WHEN MARTIAL LAW IS PERMISSIBLE. 


“There has always been a dispute whether there is any authority for the 
declaration of martial law without the action of Con it being held by 
the strict constructionists that the authority to proclaim it belongs strict 
to the national legislature. Halleck holds, however, that in a case of pub 
danger, at once so imminent and grave as to admit of no other remedy, the 
— Lee suprema lex should form the rule of action, and that 
asi on of this writ (habeas corpus) by te executive and military au- 
es of the United States would be j ed by the pressure of a 


tho: ble 
public necessity; if an act of indemnity were required it would be the duty 
of Congress to passit. * * * 


“PEABODY ABUSED POWERS, 


“A proclamation of martial law is proper and customary, ‘though it is 
not essential when the necessity is imminent.’ A s nsion of the writ of 
habeas conos is per se substan Ia form of such declaration, but the mere 
presence of troops to assist in maintaining order does not justify such a de- 
parture from the ordinary methods of enfo law. The soldiers are called 
upon to assist the civil authorities and not to defy them and to obstruct the 
exercise of their authority, as these Colorado guardsmen seem to have done, 
The governor's action in ordering the troops to the scene of the strike, In 
spite of the sheriff's denial that aay trouble existed, while it did not exceed 
his powers, was a step of questionable wisdom. But that he should virtual. 
borrow money from the mine owners to maintain the troops whom he had 
. hers gan their property was a serious refloction upon the authori- 

es of the 5 

“That virtually placed the troops for the time being in the relation of 
hired men to the e owners, and morally suspended their function of State 
military guardians of the public peace. 

It was a rank perversion of the whole th and purpose of the National 
Guard, and far more likely to incite disorder than prevent it. The assump- 
tion that the mere ordering of the National Guard to a given point amounts 
to a proclamation of martial law was a lamentable lay of ignorance. 

= affair in Colorado is of importance to the whole country, for it is 
just such abuses of military authority oe bg and reckless officers of 
State organizations that nourish the superstitious dread and prejudice with 
which the unthinking are taught to reg every move looking to the devel- 
opment of our military resources and the maintenance of the national de- 
fenses e required state of efficiency.” 


groaned 

beneath the yoke of king rule. Each 1 the pepe have gath- 

wed tih 8 and hamlet and boasted of the justice und freedom con- 
n 


atic 
land where Columbus planted the cross, the emblem of Christianity, men were 
kinga and women were N armored and shielded with a panoply of sov- 


e that proclaim: 

Hearts that beat for a broader liberty in 
pression 
è bosom 


as they trod the decks of ocean steamers mounting wave after wave, bi 
them nearer and nearer to the land of 


hap 
The A ierra cr pl sho’ bility of this nation haye 
been lulled to sleep, and while they ief human liberty was 
safe a silken thread was woven whi y has become a mighty pe 
which the power of a Hercules or a Samson can not break. On the soil 
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Hon. T. C. PLATT, 


consecrated its torn from the 
hand of tho subjugated As ia tae of the Pacific and stamped with the 


brand of sedition and treason. Chairman Joint Committee on Printi 
Tus sacred souvenirs of American liberty have been desocrated by the pol- United States Senate, 
luted and the shady hand of lawless y, and indi TS | ee Srg: I cares the honor to acknowledge unication of 
cloth sla ‘been sentenced to death: in which is em „„ mak- 
has been 5 pra Henly ofS olango ia to 7 
cal appearance of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. The resolution is as 


oat That the Committee on Prin be instructed to inquire and 
report whether it bo not expedient hat tho sor a thecloooot the pi — 
n or at thec t 

e gress presen 


i RECORD from ofa larger face or body. Apparently, the 

morning light of an century liberty is a corpse, assassinated by the end in view is to secure the on or employment o whereb: 
er of military : the printed lines or of the publication be msde more distinet and 
pon the industrial battlefield for a quarter of acentury in this nation nation has out orset better advantage. Accordingt: 3 REC- 
heard dying wails and groans of labor's victim. al of ORD been ted in a xariety of forms, in order tha that the 


Lipotes yo 
are used, showing the increase on the ite caused use of the 
leads. memset heat nt paul eee ter, with 2 toads tho ine 

point (or Jot FTC . 4 isa page set 3 
pan or long primer type o sizes larger than wW 
8 5 F e would result 


a at Bi E aa React, Tet, Cn, Soe 
T 0 * 9 
8 nA si in the Cripple Creek and Tellu- 


d'Alene, and the usurpation of civ A continuation of the it 8-point t 12 th 1- t leads ould 

ride districts of Colorado the question of a doubt that the e o, os: — ge D one-eighth. < 0. 2.) The pee 

1 and int Eaten contented . — | Sie ae h should 10 di petat (or (or ong prime „ 
awe ion concentra 05 

Filler at aeren the rebéllion of labor 5 x raised about 4 rimer) ty a ine number 
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are to be used 
inst N of solidified commercialism. The Dick military bill, 
ch was written upon the Federal statutes, appropriating to the President 
of the United States far more er than was ever enjoyed bya Russian 
to ponder and ask themselves, “ Whither 


3 
imen ee eS UA have been 9 yolumes, and bad 2-point leads 


823 cause the 5 125 „5 pan — 10 vol- 
ublic drifting?” umes. Ten-point type (Specimen No. 4) wo ve umes nec- 
A civilization that demands the implements of war to protect it is doomed, 3 Any cha nges along the lines indicated above would, of pares: swell 
and the great mass whom plutocracy has destined to bear the brunt of con- of the daily RECORD. 6 ed as the most 
flict will not be raia erria off its * by a patriotism that establishes. commer- pompage pan publication of its character in juigod fF Crom FER stand- 
on supremacy a uman life. That nation is strong int of y. Itisnecessarilyso 5 size it some- 

hose yeomanry bask in the inthe sunlight of a liberty that is free from Ə nox- eee eee ngs of Congress are sparen "Economically 
jous effluvia of an 3 o human heart the germs of | considered, the adoption of any plan which would result in an increase in the 
mnd the è eee rho use ii — — be 8 5 or the 3 size of 2 7 hoy y and bound 9 of e ECORD would proportion- 
an 0 r who use the ciu e cost uction raise ce 
erate CEE haus A hg "oar ean eum 

0 and cannon. . W. 5 

Wrong maintained or ed all the modern 3 ve as = 

5 55 — ty tel, shal repeat its ite de UNITED STATES SEN 

of justic ‘ATES 

the thundering voice of the might the pil- T 


m that has pg) and invented the m ‘machines ra blood and 
erty of the world born in es weld together the 
imkecfac sin that lull circle the globe, and brotherhood shali swoop from the 


shall come ee in a fraternit; whose brother 00d shall sweep from the x 

face of our planet the last vestige of tha of that tinseled pageantry, that marked 3 1 m ne wienig sooo pone f 235258 December = Mirae 

the cra of war. en in response to my comm no mber 19, 1903, in which you 
WESTERN FEDERATION OF MINERS, offer your views as to the advisability and practicability of a change in 5 
2222 ̃⅛˙M— n 1 ded tnt Sot 
Wat. D. HAYWOOD, Secret Tr rer further pate pends ee as to the approximate cost in 9 


shall 
cents (rather . 9 in percentages) resulting from the use of b. point 
Isaded with 1.point leads, of &'point Lay li ead leaded with — — 
10-point type or long primer type in ucing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2034) directing the issue of a duplicate of a lost 
check, drawn by Arthur J. Pritchard, pay director of the United 
States Navy, in favor of the Davis Coal ‘and Coke Company, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. NELSON, from the ‘Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted himself on the 18th 
instant, proponis ya to appropriate $250,000 for the construction of 
a military wago' Valdez, by the most practical route, 
to Fort Egbert € ar Pagle, on'the Yukon River, in the district of 
Alaska, submitted a favorable report thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and printed; 
which was agreed to. 

THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing, who were instructed by a resolution of the Senate of 
December 19 last to inquire and report whether it be not 7 | 3 
ent that the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, after the expiration of the 

: . n session of Congress or at the cose of 5 Congress, | Oe 
rinted with better type than that now u to submit a re- 
2 85 respectfully inviting the attention of the Senate to the accom- 


T. C. PLATT. 
Chairman Joint Committee on Printing. 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING 88 


OFFICE OF THE 13 © PRINTER, 
Washington, D. O February 17, 190h. 
Hon. T. C. PLATT, 


Chairman Joint Committee on Printing, United States Senate. 


Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of Jam 
requesting in . cents, rather than — — cost of rent for 


The fol is a statement kamion Hedat CONGRESSIONAL =. 
for the Fifty-eighth Congress, first 8 rised 424 
U (brevier) solid 1 (see Spocim Specimen 2 Nol 1), ), the cost of which was $8,000.40 — 


Pitty eighth e session, been set in 
1 oh 8 3 with 1 point | (see Specimen No. Sh the. re- 


The use of °F t leads in the edition of the RECORD referred to above 
(Specimen No. 3) would have resulted as follows: 


panying letter with inclosures from the Public Printer, which are | Number of pages. 
adopted asa part of the report, and which it is requested shall Increased number of pages over Specimen No. 1 106 
be printed as a part thereof. The report states that— Tash ck Gust Mea aE S TEPA ETNE 275 

In view of the foregoing, tt the committee concludes that a decision as to the 2 = ae . 10 
expediency of effecting a cha ein the form of the — shall be left to ree the RECORD of the Fifty-eighth ess, first session, been set in 
the judgment of the Senate, after Senators shall have had opportunity to / Sna SeA wees garo Dae ae 
read the reportas printed, with the sample sheets in facsimile. tollo 

I submit that report. — ot p Saf pages over Bpocimes o aa — i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York, | Cost e--- none ence ee en nnnennennnn see —— —. gie. 544.56 
from the Committee on Printing, submits a report in relation to increased cost over Specimen No. 1. — $3,584.16 


the use of better type in printing the Recorp. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It seems that the Public Printer has 
Written a letter. I should like to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 


: — F. W. PALMER, Public Printer. 


The PRESIDENT pro Tempore; The report will be printed. 
Mr. HOAR. -The question has been suggested whether it would 
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not be well to have printed as a document the report, including 


the samples. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was ordered to be printed 
asa rt. Does the Senator ask that an additional number be 
printed as a document? 

Mr. HOAR. What number will be printed of the report, to be 


at the ope oo of the Senate? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixteen hundred and eighty- 
two 1 757 of the report will be printed. 
Mr. HOAR. That is enough. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4421) for the preparation of 
a railroad map of the United States; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4422) for the relief of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church South, of Clarksburg, W. Va.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the ittee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4423) granting a pension to J. P. Fox; 

A bill (S. 4424) granting a pension to Silas Danley; and 

A bill (S. 4425) granting an increase of pension to F. S. May. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (S. 4426) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Frank Ferrin; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 4427) for the 
relief of George Stoll and the heirs of Charles P. gpa, 

Turley, Edward Lannigan, James Manley, and John Hunter; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 4428) grant- 
ing an increse of pension to Edwin W. Ford; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4429) relating to the 
creation of forest reservations on the public domain, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4430) for the extension 
of School street southward to Kenesaw avenue, and for other 

; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Botnmittee on the District of Columbia. ; 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4431) to increase the pension of 
Mexican war survivors to $20 per month; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 4432) to increase the pen- 
sions of soldiers and sailors who have lost a leg in the service and 
have become totally deaf; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4438) to provide for the reg- 
istration and protection of trade-marks; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4434) for the relief of Fran- 
cisco Krebs; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 4485) for the relief of the 
estate of W. J. Langston, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4436) for the relief of the heirs 
of H. D. Flowers, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4437) to increase the rate of 

nsion for total blindness in certain cases; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4438) to restore American citizen- 
ship to any woman whose citizenship has been lost or suspended 
by marriage with a foreigner; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4489) to correct the naval record 
of Michael J. Kenefick, alias Michael J. Kelley; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Gommittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. E an increase of 
pension to Frank K. Nye; which was twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4441) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John S ; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY hemis a bill (S. 4442) to provide for the recut- 
ting of the great seal of the United States from the original 
model; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
50) authorizing the President of the United States to appoint 
James A. Silsbee as an additional cadet at the Naval Academy, 
Annapolis, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted an amendment pro- 


posing to appropriate $90,000 for the construction of a steel 
ridge across the Spokane River, in the county of Spokane, State 
of Washington, intended to be proposed by him to the Arm 

rk St bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with 
ed accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $500,000 to enable the Secretary of War to acquire a tract 
of land in Spokane County, Wash., and Kootenai County, Idaho 
to be used for a permanent sy, gonna for the instruction and 
maneuvering of troops of the Army and the National 
Guard, intended to be proposed by him to the army appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment authorizing the issuance 
under such regulations as the Secretary of War may prescribe, of 
forage and straw, in kind, to batteries of artillery and troops of 
cay: of the organized militia for the necessary complement 
of horses which may be kept and regularly used by them in the 
military service, intended to be proposed by him to the army ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $1,200 for the construction and installation of a tele- 
ee system from Devils Lake, N. Dak., to the Devils Lake In- 

ian Agency, and to pay for the maintenance of the same for one 

ear, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian a ropriation 

ill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 8435) to amend the act of Congress of March 11, 
1902, relating to homesteads; and 

A bill (H. R. 9777) granting to the city of Port Angeles, State 
of Washington, for park purposes, certain portions of the Gov- 
ernment reserve in said city. 

The bill (H. R. 4074) constituting Utica, N. Y.,a port of de- 
livery, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 12446) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA—PANAMA CANAL, 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the Panama resolution which was before the Senate on 
ban aes OO p 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 12th ultimo, as 
modified by him on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully informed that the Senate 
favor and advise the om dione naar with a view to its ratification, of a treat 
with the Republic of Colombia, to the end that there may be peacefully an 
9 determined and adjusted all differences between the United 
States and the Republic of Colombia, with the intent of removing any cause 
of irritation or conflict, and of restoring the cordial relations heretofore ex- 
isting between the United States and Colombia, and also of securing the 
2 cooperation of the Colombian people in the construction of the canal 

anama 


at s 

Mr. SPOONER and Mr. MORGAN addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have risen to ask the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, for a reason I have explained to him, the very great courtes 
of allowing me to proceed at this time with some remarks whic 
I want to submit to the Senate. I make the request because Iam 
compelled to be absent from this body. The remarks are not long. 

Mr. SPOONER. It gives me pleasure to comply with the re- 
quest of the Senator from Alabama. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
will proceed. : 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, on Friday, in a colloquy be- 
tween the Senator from Wisconsin and myself, a question arose 
as tothe attitude of Mr. Morison, one of the Isthmian Canal Com- 
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mission, in respect of a sea-level canal across the Isthmus. I will 
read a portion of it. This is what I said: Š 
Now, as soon as I can have 1 furnish to the Senator 
for his own satisfaction a report written by Mr. Morison after he had signed 
this recommendation of the Panama Canal, in which he shows the absolute 
impossibility of digging a canal that would be permanent at Panama with 
any reference at all to cost or with any reference to commercial advan’ 5 
this article, which he submitted for the consideration of his brethren, 
and the debate and discussion of it just before he died he domonstrates the 
im ibility or impracticability, within any reasonable cost at all, even of 
— — the canal at sea level at 1 
Mr. SrooxkR. I have not seen the article of Mr. Morison. 
I wish to read a brief extract from that article by Mr. Morison. 
He said: 
The Isthmian Canal Commission in its report tried to place the two canals, 
Panama and Nicaragua, as nearly on the same is as 3 eliminatin, 
from each scheme special advantages and economies which might be appli- 
cable on one but could not be on the other. 
There were severul points on which the writer differed from his Pte se 
and while these differences do not affect the general conclusion his individ 
views have influenced the nt paper. 
Much has been said of great value of a tide-level canal and its unlim- 
ited capacity. The unlimited capacity is more 8 than real. 
A tide-level canal will require a tide lock at the ific end, and, although 
both gates can be left open at mean tide, so that the len 
limiting factor, its breadth and depth are. The diffi 
floods are greater in the tide-level canal than in the canal with locks, and the 
advantage of a broad inland lake is lost. 

Still, the writer believes that the tide-level canal would be the better canal 
Tieton cask end AOIS tise Marge OE tresivod, pronitste dis malar 

v le 
this 3 Plans ot canal ae: described and comparative estimates 
given in some detail. 

I will not read the estimates. He puts the cost of it at $260,- 
000,000. 

Mr. President, thanking the Senator from Wisconsin for his 
courtesy to me, I will now proceed to present the views that I 
entertain on this general subject, and this will be my final effort 
to explain my own attitude in regard to this matter, and also 
what I conceive to be the duty of the country at this moment of 
time. 

I have heard of nothing in our history that seems to require 
more studious and careful consideration than the treaty now be- 
fore the Senate. The situation it creates seems easy, because we 
are strong, but it is like the first attack of a fatal malady that no 
physical strength can resist. It is a moral delinquency that indi- 
cates a deep-rooted national sin that in the end will find us 
out.” 

The parties to this treaty, the circumstances in which it origi- 
nafed, the great matter with which it deals, and the tremendous 
consequences that must follow it are entirely novel and withont 
precedent. 

The suddenness of the demand and the pressure upon the Sen- 
ate for its consideration is surprising—yes, astonishing. The facts 
are as yet unknown to the Senate that are to sustain its legality 
under the laws of nations as a treaty that binds the people of 
Panama and, correspondingly, the people of the United States in 
their legal and moral recognition of its force as a treaty, so that 
they will not hereafter as suddenly and with equal haste turn 
upon it and repeal it by act of Congress if it prove to be an 
unfortunate venture. 

Other nations have given a pro forma recognition to the Govern- 
ment de facto at Panama, but whether any or how many of them 
attribute to that Government the full powers of independence and 
sovereignty is not known, officially or otherwise, to the Senate. 

What are the motives and purposes of those governments we 
are not informed, or how far they have bound themselves to an 
admission of the finality or validity of the secession of Panama. 

For ought we know to the contrary those governments are 
quite at liberty to recognize the right of Colombia, under the laws 
of nations, to coerce Panama to submission to her laws and con- 
stitution and to her former allegiance, or even to assist Colombia, 
at least with loans of money and with their moral support, in 
forcing Panama into submission. 

No nation of the earth, except the United States, has said, or 
will say, that due time has elapsed, or that other conditions exist 
that annul the right of Colombia to assert her sovereignty over 
Panama, and we hasten to do so because we are actuated by a 
motive of national aggrandizement, which has given to the seces- 
sion of Panama its only strength and its sole protection. 

Our attitude in this movement requires t we should look 
closely into our own conduct as well as that of other nations, 
for we do not know whether such recognition is not intended 
by these European and Asiatic governments as a declaration of 
the first successful inroad upon the Monroe doctrine. Thatinroad 
is what has been already accomplished by our rash precipitancy 
in this business. 

Nor do we know how the precedent of our example, set in 
Panama, may encourage certain European states in promoting 
what we call “a seful revolution“ under their protection, 
and may as suddenly sweep Cuba or Porto Rico within the shelter 
of the protection of their suzerainty. 


h of lock is nota 
ties of controlling 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2121 


Such questions as to the actions of foreign countries can not be 


safely determined in advance by a sudden surmise or guess or 
hazard as to their future effect, like the fall of dice on the gam- 
bling table. We should know, as far as possible, every fact that 
is in reach of honest and industrious search before we set out on 
this new road, where there is no pathway or footprint to guide 
us, that we must open as we go. 

A still more aay phan matter confronts us with a demand for 
sober thought and discreet action. Important, because it is, un- 
der the provisions of this treaty, a serious danger. 

As a precendent to be established by the action of the Senate, it 
is'most important. But, as a question of rightful power to bind 
the people of Panama and of the United States by treaty obliga- 
tions, it is of vital moment. We are bound to know the state of 
the law in Panama under which this treaty was negotiated and 
at the time it was signed, and it is undeniable that no law in 
Panama authorized its negotiation or ratification at the date of 
its signatures. 

The persons who exercised power and voip ies in Panama 
were recognized at the date of this treaty as a de facto govern- 
ment by the President of the United States; but that act does not 
create law for Panama. It was only for our commercial security 
and for the protection of our citizens and their property in Pan- 
ama that such recognition had any effect under the laws of na- 
tions. It was not and could not have been intended to create law 
in Panama. Panama had no code of laws enacted by her author- 
ity when this treaty was signed. 

If the laws of Colombia, locally applicable, prevailed there, 
under the laws of nations, they did not authorize Panama to make 
a treaty with any foreign power. If those laws were not in force 
in Panama when this treaty was signed, no laws existed there. 
It was simply a government of force without other laws than the 
will of the men who exercised power there. 5 

Such a treaty violates the laws and constitution of Colombia, 
and if they were in force in Panama when this treaty was signed 
it is simply void and of no effect. 

A law must exist in Panama to authorize that State to make a 
treaty through some designated agent, and the presumption of the 
laws of nations is that the laws of Colombia remain in force in 
Panama, even after its independence is achieved, until they are 
superseded by the lawsenacted by Panama. This state of the law 
presents the question of the existence of any civil power in Pan- 
ama to create and authorize an agent to make a treaty to bind the 

ple, and the question of the right of such agent, if appointed 

y a government de facto, to grant land to other governments. 

It is the signature of Bunau-Varilla that is our sole evidence of 

title to what we are to acquire under this treaty from Panama, 
This is not enough. 

Any citizen of Panama whose property is affected by this treaty 
can contest it successfully in the courts of Panama, and even in 
our own courts, for the President and the Senate can not create 
law in Panama by ratifying this treaty and can not, certainly, 
make such laws retroactive so as to give power to Bunau-Varilla 
to convey the title of the ublic of Panama to lands conveyed 
to the United States or to subject the lands of private persons to 
condemnation for public uses. 

If this treaty is not ratified by some power in Panama that is 
more real and more binding on the people there than the junta that 
commissioned Bunau-Varilla to the United States, it can never 
be held, in org Reveal or oy any civilized nation as binding upon 
the people of Panama or of the United States. 

The sanction of a treaty—its binding effect upon a nation and 
the people who constitute it—through successive generations 
depends upon a law that exists and is obligatory on the people at 
the time it is signed. The fact that it must be ratified necessarily 
presupposes that there is a lawful power in the nation to negotiate 
it and to complete such ratification. 

A nation acts as a unit, as a political entity, in making and rat- 
ifying a treaty that represents its sovereign power; otherwise the 
people are not bound by it. 

en, as in a republic, or government republican in form, 
the people are the repositories of the sovereign power, no sover- 
eign act haying the force of supreme power can be performed by 
its officers or agents that is not authorized by law. 

In making a contract that binds the people, their agent must 
be empowered by law to bind them when the contract is made, 
and also when it is ratified. If the agent was not thus fully em- 
powered, we can not make his act good by our ratification, be- 
cause the treaty when lawfully made and ratified becomes the 
supreme law of the United States, and its validity depends upon 
the lawfulness of the act of the foreign nation, as well as the 
validity of our action. 

We can not limit our people or those of Panama by such a rati- 
fication, because one of the iy Pee powers was not, in fact, a 
government organized by any law. 


The President and the Senate can only make treaties with for- 
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eign nations, and not with foreign persons not organized as 
nations. 

Such nation must have plenary legislative powers, because it 
acts in virtue of such power in me laws for the 
United States that are paramount to all our laws and State con- 
stitutions. It is, in fact, one of the legislative tribunals to enact 
a law for the United States, and must be competent to bind the 
nation it represents. 

That there must be such an organized nation is as clearly nec- 
essary under our Constitution as it is that the Senate and House 
of Representatives should act concurrently in enacting a law. 

According to the recitals in this treaty we are dealing with the 

ablic of Panama, and in the first announcement of its recog- 
nition as a government, which was made z Secretary Hay to the 
Government of Colombia, he stated that was 3 govern- 
ment republican in form. If the facts have been stated, even 
this diplomatic euphemism would fail to show that any organized 


government existedin Panama when this treaty was signed, and | board 


much less that it was republican in form. 

Mr. Hay can not create facts by his ipse dixit, and he can not 
destroy them by stating conclusions or by omitting any men- 
tion of the actual facts. 

the facts, it is true 


pape with whose alleged agents we are dealin 
gour Government to an attitude thata nation 


Under the laws of nations we are bound to take notice of the 
authority of those we are dealing with, especially when we are 
acquiring territorial rights, in ity, under a treaty. And 
the laws of nations are 
forced by our courts, so that the Senate must also respect them. 

Weno more stand above the laws of nations than Great Britain 
does. She refused to accept amendments that the Senate voted 
on the first Hay-Pauncefote treaty, and the treaty fell because 
the laws of nations required us to submit, and we again sat down 

ietly under the yoke of the 8 treaty. 

The Paragraph of this article of the treaty to which I now refer 
is as follows: 


If the Republic of Panama shall hereafter enter as a constituent of any | 


other government or into any union or confederation of states, so as to merge 
her sovereignty or independence in such government, union or confedera- 
tion, the rights of the United States under convention shall not be in any 
respect lessened or impaire 


That binds Panama until her sovereignty is merged into some 
other goyernment, but it does not bind the government that ab- 


sorbs Panama. 

Here is an express permission that Panama may hereafter merge 
her sovereignty or inde ence into any other government or 
into any union or conf tion of states without reserve as to its 


form or plan of government or its situation—whether it is in the 
Eastern or Western Hemisphere. 

Aside from this dangerous threat to the Monroe doctrine, which 
is hes epee nema serious, the still more important matter is pre- 
sented in this provision as to the power of the linge Government 
in Panama to bind the government into which its sovereignty 
may be merged to respect and enforce the reservation made in 
that paragraph, that the rights of the United States under this 
convention shall not be in any respect lessened or impaired.” 

A treaty right can not thus be made perpetual as against a suc- 
cessor to the sovereignty without its consent. It can only be 
done by irrepealable compact, for any nation can repeal a treaty, 
and the repeal is valid against a right in ot ecg ly it is made 

of changed condi , under the laws 


in our Constitution and en- 


enable Panama to make trouble for the United States, and instead 
of being given by this treaty it should be e ly forbidden, 

Vhat are the real prospects of the Republic of Panama as to 
maintaining its actual independence and developing into a re- 
spectable world power, in contact with the strength, activity, 
energy, and aggressiveness of the Americans, who will occupy 
and control the canal zone and furnish its commerce and its en- 
tire vital force? 

The answer is that it will be dwarfed into insignificance in 
trade and in all the powers of statehood so soon as ships shall 
pass through the canal without breaking bulk. Its principal busi- 
ness is in stevedore work, and its most prosperous institution is 
Duque's lottery. In that condition its only aspiration will be to 
unite with some other state. 

Then political troubles will set in presently, and the man on 
horseback, with a revolutionary flag and a big pair of spurs, will 
attempt to control affairs in the canal zone, and the man on ship- 

will resent the interference. Then the apotheosis of Pan- 
ama’s independence will be realized in the relation of a possession 
of the United States. If we are wise in our day and eration 
and are not afraid, for the sake of appearances, to pinch the fruit 
that our aggressive policy already places within our easy reach, 
we will set out in earnest to do what is our real and necessary 
purpose—to hold Panama in the leash so long as a ship canal is in 
operation there. 

But a stronger motive and a higher and more natural senti- 
ment will be aroused among those people over actual or fancied 
wrongs that will be attributed to foreign rule and will lead to hot 
resentment. The Spaniards in Panama will unite with the Span- 
iards in Colombia in making Yankee rule their joint object of 
constant reprobation. The probability of a retrocession of Pan- 
ama to Colombia is much pan than the prospect that they will 
either remain separated from Colombia or will 1 be- 
come a province of the United States. 

To the one country or the other Panama will certainly gravi- 
tate, because standing alone she has neither the military or civic 
strength nor the desire to be isolated. The chances are clearly in 
favor of the ultimate return of Panama to a confederation with 
Colombia. We will have this difficul 8 in the way of our 
close and very delicate relations with ma. 

Whenever 5 is made against any form of vice or politi- 
cal enterprise in the Republic or in the canal zone, or an effort is 
made to suppress gambling or the resorts of liquor dealers or 
thieves, the patriotism of those classes will be at once kindled 
into violent resentment, and their love for Colombian liberties 
will lead to efforts to return to the fatherland. 

It is neither unnatural or surprising that the kindred blood and 
long association of the people of Colombia and Panama in polit- 
ical, commercial, and tamil y relationship should draw them to- 
gether, especially when questions arise between Panama and the 

nited States, as they will arise, in of the exercise of the 
powers of government over the cities of Panama and Colon, that 
will cause irritation, controversy, and conflict. 

That such difficulties will occur is, in the nature of things, cer- 
tain. There was never a more peculiar relation than we hold 
to Panama under the Hay-Varilla treaty, and there never existed 
in the character of any people less reason for expecting a contin- 
uance of the cordial relations that now seem to exist in the region 
of the canal zone. 

Already there are clear indications of a suspecting and queru- 
lous disposition among those people toward our people and Goy- 
ernment. 

The Senate admits this fact when it urges the necessity for 
haste in the ratification of this treaty, and i in shrinki 
from amending it, because it may encounter some opposition in 
Panama if it is sent back for concurrence, If we are afraid of 


them now and are alarmed because they their opinions, 
what will be our situation when they have the opportunity to do 
us real harm, and assert against us that we refused to hear them 


as to the terms of this treaty? 
It is very hazardous and entirely unnecessary that we should 
rovide by treaty in advance for the merger of the „ of 
eth m any other government besides that of the United 
States. To sanction such a lapse of the sovereignty of Panama, 
or the merger of its sovereignty in another state or confederation, 
is an invitation to such action that those fickle people, to whom 
revolution is a pastime, will be sure to accept even on the slight- 
est occasion. 

In a day, or by a secret treaty, these results can be easily ac- 
complished, and this treaty can and will be appealed to when this 
is done as our solemn covenant that such action is valid and bind- 
ing on the United States. eek z 

o question is required us 
form 5 the character of the wally which she may 
choose to be merged, or with w: she may be confederated, or 
where it is geographically located, or whether or not the relations 


anama as to the 
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of such government toward the United States are friendly or 
hostile. J 

If it is a rival power that holds dominion of the Suez Canal, 
whose sovereignty is to supplant Panama, we will have another 
isthmian canal partnership, or else a great war, because we re- 
fuse to Panama the right to merge her sovereignty in that of any 
state she may prefer, as this treaty provides she may. 

Within a month, or a week, after this treaty is ratified and we 
have paid for the concessions we are to get under its provisions 
Panama can realize the dearest hopes of General Reyes by again 
merging her sovereignty in the Republic of Colombia, stating 
that she thereby renounces the independence we recognize and 
agree to maintain in the first article of this treaty. She can go 
further and declare, with undeniable truth, that the people of 
Panama were living under a code of laws enacted by Colombia 
when this treaty was signed and thatcode did not give authority 
to a junta or board of prefects or consuls to enter into a treaty 
with a foreign power for any purpose, and especially for the ex- 
ercise of the highest function of civil government, the grant of 
lands or of territorial rights in Panama to a foreign government 
by treaty. 

3 of jurisdiction and power to make a treaty that 
may now be raised in this body upon this treaty can be raised b 
any government into which Panama may be merged or wit 
which it may be confederated, and we have no power to deny to 
such government the right to raise it. How such a question can 
be settled, otherwise than by war, is not provided for in this 
treaty. If settled by war, as it will be if it is ever raised, the 
provisions of this treaty will be responsible for that situation. 

When we make war to save our rights under this treaty, it 
should be at once, whenever any other government attempts to se- 
cure the merger of the sovereignty of Panama into its superior 
sovereignty, or its confederation with other governments without 
our express consent to be given at the time, and also expressing 
all the pledges, guaranties, and conditions which the United States 
may see fit to require or accept, not only as to existing rights, 
but also to such as we may then demand of such government. 

To avoid the necessity of the settlement of such a question by 
war hereafter we can now so provide that any effort to embarrass 
our perfect control of the canal will be a casus belli, just as if it 
were located across the peninsula of Florida. We need not do this 
in terms if we acquire rights in Panama which neither she nor 
any other government will question, 

It is painful and even distressing to see that we open the door 
of invitation in this treaty to such interference with this great 
work. Itis to be a feature of our Government which is to be a 
far more intimate and important feature of our national auton- 
omy than even the Great Lakes of the North. 

e canal is to be perpetual, and our control of it is to be per- 
petual. So that we must now fix, immutably, the conditions on 
which this part of our national authority is to rest. These con- 
ditions are so varied—as yet so nnknown—and they are so inter- 
woven with the future success of the work and with its national 
usefulness that we dare not leave anything to future adjustment 
that can now be settled by the acquisition of powers that are 
fully adequate to that end. It is nothing short of criminal folly 
to surrender to the chances and hazards of the future the power 
to do as we shall see fit, at any time, with this peculiar and im- 
mense work, 5 

We must know now, as far as possible, and we must forever 
secure the future right to determine what government will hold 
any rightful power in Panama outside the canal zone and the 
joint right of control provided by this treaty inside that zone. 

here is but one way that is pomno by which we can secure 
that power. It is to provide in this treaty, if it is to be the supreme 
law that will control these rights, so that the Government of the 
United States shall determine, without let or hindrance, whether 
the sovereignty of Panama shall be merged into any other state 
or confederation of states, and all the conditions that are to be 
annexed to such merger. 

To leave this matter entirely to the discretion of Panama, as is 
done in this treaty, without a single guard that the government 
into which it is telescoped is bound to respect, is simply to invite 
trouble and to preordain disaster. If Great Britain or France 
or Russia or Germany or a South American zollverein, led by 
Chile, should take Panama in tow, with her love of political 
liaisons, we might find it too late to repudiate the solemn guaran- 
ties of this treaty or to strangle such an anaconda. 

Such an alliance or combination, or such an adventure by a 
single state, eA aaa by the moral force of the laws of nations, 
would give such states the right, as the Senate now has the 
right, to ena the validity of the cession of tlfe 10-mile zone. 
They are left free to challenge its validity on the ground that the 
act of Bunau-Varilla was without the authority of law, and that 
there was no law in Panama when this treaty was signed that 
empowered anyone to make such a treaty, and, above all, that 


the people of Panama had not acted upon the negotiation or the 
ratification of this treaty through their authorized agents. 

The people of Panama can act upon these questions and destroy 
this treaty by repealing or renouncing it, and we can do like- 
wise. It is a rope of sand when it becomes the interest of either 
of the powers to repeal it. Such is our doctrine as to our right 
to repeal a treaty as to its municipal obligation when it no longer 
suits us to observe its engagements, and we can not deny the 
same right to Panama. 

In such a case the treaty falls, and as to its international obli- 
gation, that is a question of power. 

The question whether Panama has the right to make this treaty 
under any law she had enacted or adopted when it was signed 
by the agents selected by a self-constituted junta at Panama and 
ratified by certain local municipal councils or mayorsis still open 
as to all the powers of the earth, and we can not close it by a 
decree of this body or by an act of the President. 

Any nation has the right to say that under the laws of nations 
Colombia has the right to say that her rightful sovereignty over 
Panama has not been displaced, and we can not honestly say that 
her right to maintain that sovereignty has been lost to Colombia. 

If Panama, under this treaty, should return to her allegiance 
to Colombia, as she has the free right to do, then Colombia can 
lawfully assert that the reunion, so far as she is concerned, is only 
the restoration of the former allegiance and that her acts, like 
those of our seceding States from 1861 to 1865, are not valid when 
they, in any way, affect the national powers and authority of 
Colombia. 

Is this possibility too remote for consideration? Is it absurd, in 
view of the fact that we are a world power and that Panama is 
a political kitten in our arms that does not yet hear the cry of 
Colombia, its caged mother, for its return? 

The time will come when Panama will cry ont and Colombia 
will listen, and an applauding world will be more ready to recog- 
nize the reunion through this open door in this treaty than it has 
been to acknowledge the independence of Panama. 

Even the strongest men perish of infirmities that first appearin 
a spot on the cheek, and world powers may perish from some 
flattering iniquity that kindles a fatal fever in the brain of, a 
president. 

` We have rumors, such as we are all the time required to act upon 

without official information, because the President has no respect 
for the views and wishes of the Senate, but only for its obedience, 
that Panama has placed some provision in her constitution giving 
to the United States the right to intervene at any time to preserve 
order and to protect life and property in Panama. 

Was this a suggestion of our Government in an attempt to annul 
the effect of Article XXIV of this treaty, or was it a frightened 
expedient of Panama to prevent Colombia from keeping up strife 
in that Republic? 

No matter what is the cause of this strange provision in the 
constitution of this fresh-born, proud, and independent Republic, 
our ratification of this treaty without change, after the adoption 
of that constitution, is only a waiver of any benefit under that 
provision when Panama chooses to merge her sovereignty in that 
of another government without a reservation of that provision of 
her constitution in favor of the United States. In this treaty we 
permit Panama to merge her sovereignty in another government, 
and thereby to revoke and destroy the right of the United States 
to intervene with requisite force to compel obedience to her will 
in the preservation of peace, order, life, and property or the au- 
thority of the laws of Panama anywhere in that Republic. - 

To make this concession irrevocable it must be secured by a 
bond that is stronger than a treaty, which can be rep:aled b 
legislative act. It must be a legislative compact, like that wi 
Cuba, which can be revoked only with the consent of both Gov- 
ernments. 

It is not far to see that this expedient is supposed to be based 
on the Platt amendment to the army appropriation bill relating 
to Cuba. But the plagiarist who did this work did not make a 
faithful copy of the original. 

The Platt amendment was an act of Congress that required that 
the constitution of Cuba should set forth certain organic laws. 
This, when done, was a compact between two governments. A 
treaty was also provided for to clinch the compact; for what rea- 
son I have never known. 

If this treaty contained the provision that the pn of the con- 
stitution of Panama which I have mentioned should beirrevocable, 
then we could assert it as a treaty right against any government 
into which the sovereignty of Panama may be merged. Batto 
make the agreement sure and steadfast it should be a legislative 
Geen ap on the part of both Governments, and should be irrey- 
ocable except with the consent of both. 

The third articlealso should be amended and sent back to Panama 
for acceptance, so as to give us the right to intervene at our op- 
tion for the protection of life, liberty, property,and public order, 
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incl the suppression of all such establishments and practices 

5 culated to en vice and providing that this power 
tual in the United States. 

cin definitions as to the inde of Panama as will 


vent the international attitude, w. it may be, from in- 

wand with our sovereign right to exclusively construct, con- 

protect the canal, the treaty would be improved in a 

Stal and essential feature. Without such amendment it will be 

only a provocation and excuse for future controversy and will 

em our operations in Panama to a degree of dangerous in- 
security. 


I have gone over, thus hastily, these features of the present and | pub 
prospective situations in Panama that I might justify the appeal repu 


the Senate for a careful revision of this treaty and for its pres- 
entation to whatever may be the and permanent author- 
ities at Panama for concurrence ratification. 

The points I have referred to include the independence of Pan- 
ama, a matter that must otherwise remain unsettled until the 
ziens a Colombia to enforce her pee peer in Panama has been 


pi a eptiriccea bieneric mipeoton einai yaar could set 
that question at rest by merely consen ae ee merge her soy- 
. eS And she mightsettle it by merging 
in that of the United States or some other strong 
— bia could not resist. But it requires no argu- 
ment to convinee any man that r prevent Colom- 
)*) other nations do not inter- 
ere 


But we can not, and the world will not, now settle it conclu- 
sively against Colombia, under any principle of international law 
or the pratice of nations, that Panama is, sage ee 
ditions, afree, sovereign, and i ent re 

We are o preventin lombia from 2 — 3 over 

onists in Panama by force, and, in 


a party 
the absence of such interposition, hearts put down the rebel- 
7717... Picea sed 
Our recogni sovereign 0 under 
such conditions is of no conclusive weight under the laws of na- 
Yet, as an accomplished fact, so declared by our Govern- 
ment, we may regard it as a lawful situation, under our municipal 
laws, and act upon it. 
S this treaty as if it was 
the act of two equal powers, both being sovereign and independent. 
In doing this for one I must 


the action to be taken by 
the Senate as if it were dealing with one of the most powerful of 
the Sete of the eth colts Snide T ET 
such as a generous man might yield 5 laced under 
his care, nor omitting any safeguard for the oaiit to ce 
quired when we are so providing as to olen the United States 
against possible Jangas from powerful nations. 

Iam pene a questions and situations that 
arise under and in connection with this treaty, and will advert to 
the circumstances of its origin —_ they require of the 
1. 

This is a very great treaty, that 7 
ence with that of ihe United States and its influence with the 
VV 

But we are 


FFF ents, re- 
publican in form, Which derive all their powers from the people, 


e as self- “governing nations. 
whole fabric of eshte pans pate. opel yak 
the peo 


laws and o 
are not self-ordaining. It is the 
union of th people in that form and upon that basis that consti- 
tutesa form of government, as distinguished from goy- 
ernment by what is called divine right.“ 
Tt remains for the Senate of the United States to establish a law 


blics gente never re- 
blic can 


icaragua, or mines of dike those ot 
Alaska, or great bribes of money like the $10, 


under the control ea few 


ona 

aca SERN 
2 anything any other government desires 
can be safe against destruction under this furtive and fatal plan 


of disin n. 


upon it the power to make rules and regulations for its 
government and for its disposal. o 


and bounds, 580 uae milos of Se terriers, des 
States. Congress must therefore make laws, rules, and 
tions for the use and disposal of this area after its 20 aeq 

if the acquisition is constitu 

If 7... ͤ 


the consent of a 


United States, therefore, in all its de- 
partments, which are only three, is not bound by such an acqui- 
sition of — A from a foreign state until it has been accepted 
by Congress ntil such a treaty is accepted by Congress in some 
form it can have 2 ee force or operation, No such treaty 


can be self-execu 
If Lamri Ot tu this pomt, this treaby does ant ect the t 
of this land to the United States, and we 0 willing to 


707070101 It can only be described | viding in this treaty that Con shall hase, it 
5 saying that it wanted every element that belongs to should beso amended, unless such provision is Bond the novel 
an estab — government, with either municipal or interna- and unusual form in which its ra is provided for in Ar- 


tional po 

‘After i its 5 of 5 issued by a few inhab- 
itants at a public meeting, those who asserted authority or at- 
tempted to enforce it found no laws to sustain them except those 
enacted by Colombi 

They did not = 5 to 


of the 
support it but toros tl the will of an uno body of people, 
and the protection of the Navy of the nited States, Without 
which the insurrectionary movement — not have been set on 
foot. 

Colombia was, in fact, petitioning the Government of the United 
States for the withdrawal of its prohibition against the exercise 
of her constitutional ty over Panama when this 
was signed by the minister of Panama appointed 2 — that jun 

E the Senate of the United States ratifies a treaty thus — 
in Panama, it will make lawful the most destructive principle 
that can be devised for the undoing of republics and the destruc- 


ide other laws for the control 
e was not a fact sanc- 


wel lta ation wit nothing to | tha 


8 5 oe as nacre 


by the plenipotentiaries of the contracting 
shall erated the 
parties shall be oy r ———— ag the ratifications 
3 5 requires that treaties shall be ratified by the 
Senate of the United Si States, not by the Government. 
The Senate is not the Government of the United States, nor is 
t Government limited in any case to the Senate. 
The President and the Senate are not a department of — Ser 
ernment. They constitute a tribunal or commission 
— with no other powers ss upon it. It 3 so a 
to have become a diplomatic that our treaties must state 


. — powers the President is known 
8 of the United States. This treaty, 
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in its express terms, provides for the ratification by the respective 
Governments of the treaty powers. This is not a refinement that 
sticks in the bark of the subject, as to our own engagement of 
ratification. The language employed is misleading and should 
therefore be corrected by the Senate; it is a matter of most 
ighty import when the act of ratification is required to be 

e by the Government of Panama. 

At the time this treaty was signed there was no known goy- 
ernment in Panama that was capable of making such a treaty. 
Tf a government has since grown up there that can make a treaty 
8 this treaty, if the Senate chooses to act upon it as an 
unauthorized negotiation, should speak from the date of its rati- 
fication and not from the date of its 5 

In that case, as in the case of the Hay-Herran treaty, this in- 
strument, when perfected by the Senate, should besent to Panama 
for ratification or dissent. On just principles of fair dealing and 
frank intercourse between the President and the Senate on this 
grave and weighty matter, nothing should be concealed or omitted 
that will give the Senate a full knowledge of the facts as they are 
known to the President and the Department of State. 

The credentials and full powers of M. Bunau-Varilla as the 
Panama negotiator are di by Senators in their places, as 
not being sufficient to enable him to make this aspen, 

The Commitiee on Foreign Relations, by vote, called the 
Secretary of State for a copy of these powers, and he ined to 
furnish them to the committee, and therenpon, after the lapse of 
several days, the committee rescinded its resolution. 

The Senate should, in justice to the Administration, demand 
that those powers should be sent to the Senate, that it may be 
seen whether the negotiation of this treaty has been conducted 
by an unauthorized k whether those from whom such 
powers emanated were the Government of Panama, empow- 
ered to make treaties and exchange ratifications, and whether, in 
fact, those persons comprise the Government of Panama, with 
which ratifications can now be lawfully exchanged. 

Panama now claims to have a railroad that is to be a source of 
revenue to the local Government. as the successor to the Govern- 
ment of Colombia, tothe sum of $250,000 per annum, provided some 
way can be found in which, by operation of the laws of nations, 
the contract between the railroad company to pay that amount to 
Colombia can be transferred to Panama without the consent of 
Colombia, or we are to take that revenue and to pay Panama in 
lieu of it a corresponding annuity without limit of time as to its 
5 principle by which the terms of 

e lawyer w a rule or ple by which the 0 
that contract can be so changed as to sale Mat Panama or the 
FFV 
of nations, will be entitled 
fession in the art of perverting a contract so as to make it đe- 
structive of the rights of the payee through his misfortune in 
falling beneath the power of another, who, with the aid of friends, 
is strong enough to rob him of the property to which the con- 
tract relates. 

If tzereisany principle of justice or law, municipal or inter- 
national, that gives to robber, by succession or accretion, all 
the rights of his victim under any contract that relates to prop- 
erty i violence, it is new to my ideas of personal or na- 
tional right. 

The rowber law that gives to a conqueror all the property and 
rights of his enemy that comes to his possession in the 
territory is tolerated, not as a law of spoils to reward the victor, 
but as a law of government, to better enable the new ruler to do 
justice and preserve rightful authority among his new subjects, 
and his right of legal succession to such property is sustained by 


such purposes. 

In the case of the railroad and of the proposed canal, the benefit 
of the annual rental stipulated in the concession was made the 
property of Colombia—a consolidated government, republican in 
form, like the Government of France, consisting of nine Depart- 
ments, of which Panama was one. 

As to that Department, the constitution gave to the Congress 
of Colombia the express power to legislate for it in all matters. 
It had no law-making power except such as, from time to time, the 
Congress of Colombia choose to delegate to it for local purposes. 

The reason for this exceptional provision as to Panama was, 
chiefly, that it had been a seceding State prior to 1846, and its 
distance from Bogota and the main body of the Republic exposed 
it to raids of filibusters and to the promoters of secession. Its 
possession of a short line of transit een the oceans made it 
peculiarly attractive to adventurers, buccaneers, and political 
revolutionists, and constantly it to such marauds. 

It was to meet and prevent such conditions that our with 


Colombia in 1846 contained the guaranty of the United States 
that we would protect the sovereignty of Colombia over the De- 

ip thereof, so that no po- 
ul it might be in estab- 


bape of Panama and its o 
itical outbreak there, however 


} 


to the highest distinctions of his pro- | had 


conquered | est prospects for 


lishing a government de facto, could release the United States 
from its guaranty of the ownership of the soil in sovereign right 


to Colombia. 

Another reason also operated to make this of the high- 
est value to Colombia. It was that the citizens of the United 
States were given the right of transit across the Isthmus on an 
equal footing with the people of Colombia; and, having shown a 


Until 1856 Panama possessed powers of local government that 
uently developed into conflicts with the Federal Government 
of Colombia which were costly and disastrous. 

In the constitniion of 1856, which was accepted by 
these poe were taken away and the Department of Panama 
was placed more directly and exclusively under the legislative 
control of the Federal Congress at Bogota than any of our Terri- 
tories are under the Congress of the United States, 

The reason for all these iar provisions as to Panama are 
clear enough when we consider the character of population that 
was drawn to that ity by the remunerative employment given 
by the railroad and works to the lowest ; and its dis- 
tance from the main body of the Republic, which could only be 
successfully reached by water routes, made it very difficult to 


govern. 
Now, to a mind that does not find in some misapplied canon 
of the law a convenient th: to justify a wrong, it seems quite 
plain that no condition could possibly exist under the treaty of 
1846 that could justify a purchase of the soil and territorial rights 
of Colombia in that De ent from any government in Panama 
in hostility to Colombia and as its rebellious successor to the 
sovereignty of that Republic. Our treaty pledge was given to 
meee Colombia against this exact state or condition of affairs in 
anama. 


To-day our Goyernment is in Panama claiming the right to be 
there only under the of Colombia of 1846. If that treaty 
is of force to protect that transit, why is it not in force to pro- 
tect Colombia in the ownership of the territory we are about to 
purchase from Panama? 

Butif any mind of easy flight, not ballasted with a very wei 


With Panama, her area was 504,772 square miles. was 
less than one-twelfth of her area. Colombia was nearly ten 
times as large as Alabama, and more than eleven times larger 
than Pennsylvania, She Panama, with 31,571 square 
„ of her area, and a population of one- 
fifteenth of her entire census. 

The most prized of the localities of Colombia were the railroad 
and canal routes at Panama. These routes, and the concessions 
she granted over them, gave to every part of Colombia its bright- 

natignal progress, wealth, and izement. 

To the cities of Panama and Colon there was a rich promise of 
permanent wealth from the railroad building and its traffic, and 
of wealth from the construction of the canal; to be followed bya 
loss of commerce on the canal after its completion and from the 
8 destruction of the railroad traffic when the canal should 


In this situation it is evident that the com on of the canal 
would increasingly benefit all other parts of ombia, while the 
benefit to Panama would be constantly diminishing. To secure 
these great advantages to the Republic, and the income of the 
canal and the railroad to the national , and the entire 
value of both at the end of one hundred years, she made to N. B. 
Wyse, in 1878, a concession of ninety-nine years for a canal with 
an erage d of not less than $250,000 from its opening, and an 
annuity of $250,000 from the railroad company. At the end of 
these terms of ninety-nine years there was to be no extension, but 
the entire p of the canal and the railroad was to revert to 
Colombia, without compensation. 

No more wise or profitable contract was ever made 1 gov- 
ernment, and if the canal had been or could have been, 
no government would have had a richer endowment for its treas- 
a Bas its people than these contracts yielded. 

contracts were made for and on behalf of the Republic 
of Colombia, under =: sovereign 3 and not e p 
Panama, nor even in larger nor for any specific 
the revenue or the . 


2126 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 


road, for the benefit of Panama. Panama had no special or sepa- 
rate right in these national benefits. i 

The fact that the canal and the railroad were located in the 
Department of Panama did not give to the people there any 


special rights under these concessions. The land was 
erty of Colombia, and its ownership was 


guaran 
by the United States, and not to the Department or to the people 
Panama. 


0 5 

Until the 3d of November, 1903, Colombia was keeping all her 
obligations under the Wyse concession with the New Panama 
Canal Company and with the Panama Railroad Company, and 
all her obligations to the people and the Government of the 
United States in Panama, with perfect good faith. 

On that day some of the people of Panama, under the protection 
of the United States, declared, through a self-constituted junta, 
the secession of the Department of Panama from Colombia. Yet 
they did not disturb the canal company or the railroad company 
in the full enjoyment of the franchises granted them by Colom- 
bia. Was this state of facts a transfer to Panama of all the bene- 
fits and all the obligations of the Republic of Colombia, under 
these concessions, if the Republic of Panama then became a free, 
sovereign, and ghey noe republic? 

The Republic of Colombia was not destroyed by this secession 
of Panama. ` She is still entitled to at least her aliquot part, ac- 
cording to area or ulation, or both, of the benefits of these 
concessions, and is liable to both these companies to keep them 
in ion of their rights under these contracts. If we seize 
them, she is bound to go to war to preserve them for those com- 

ies, or if Panama seizes them and sells them to us, Colombia 
is still bound to protect and enforce her concessions. she was 
as powerful as we are, she would not hesitate to perform this 
duty. We forbid her even to make the attempt. In this in- 
stance, our strength is all our glory. 

But this is an entire contract, and it is not susceptible of a 
portionment between two contesting owners as to rights or obli- 
gations under it except by the consent of all the parties. 

No court can apportion these rights and obligations; they are 
either ended by the secession of Panama, in which event they are 
no longer operative as grants or concessions, or if any court any- 
where can work out the equities between the parties it must bea 
court of Colombia, which is the mother country of the conces- 
sions and of the corporations to which they were granted. 

No foreign court could possibly apportion these contract rights 
between Panama and Colombia so as to give to each a just share 
of the income or to impose upon either a just share of the liabili- 
ties, and the result must therefore be that the secession of one 
state must take with it the revenues that belong to eight other 
states, if it carriesanything with it. As weare to be the purchas- 
ers of this leasehold estate from Panama, shall we assert, as we do 
in this treaty, that we will take all these rents? 

Except by an act of vis major, neither Panama nor France nor 
the United States can confer upon the United States or upon the 
Panama Canal Company any rights or obligations that exist 
under these concessions in favor of Colombia. 

No court can find any warrant of law for striking out the name 
of Colombia in these agreements and inserting the name of 
Panama or the name of the United States. Ifthe Senate does this, 
its prestige is gone, its honor is tarnished. 

i ese concessions are dead, or else they still inure to Colombia. 
If the railroad company continues to pay the annuity to Colombia, 
the courts will sustain the payments. 

The doctrine of title by conquest or successful secession can 
not be carried to the extent of converting into public property 
contracts that inure to the Republic of Colombia, because they 
relate, in part, to a concession or lease of lands in Panama that 
derives its validity from the laws of Colombia, which was the 
real and entire consideration for the agreement. 

The lease of the right of way to the railroad company was a 
sale for a limited period, with payments to be made annually to 
Colombia, If the title to the country to Panama, subject 
to the concessions, as this treaty provides, the rights of the rail- 
road company are sacred, and Colombia has the indisputable right 
to collect the rents. 

Panama has possession of nothing except the political power 
over the locality through which the railroad is constructed and 
the canal is partly constructed, and it has not ventured to lay its 
hands upon either of these mpre They still hold under the 
concessions from Colombia and have not attempted to attorn to 
Panama as their lessor. 

There is great danger to the United States in this situation. 

The worst and most conspicuous danger, however, is to the 
character of the Republic. 

It has been solely through our assistance that the present con- 
dition has been possible in Panama. We have created it, and un- 
til wrong becomes right we will have the entire responsibility 
‘and many troubles. I regret the eagerness of the Senate to as- 
sume these responsibilities. 


We have predicated our actions upon the false pretense that 
we are moved by the sacred loye of liberty to assist a persecuted 
people in Panama in escaping from the power of Colombia, when 
our actual motive was to force Colombia away from her own ter- 
ritory that we might take it under the guise of a purchase from 
Panama, in order to secure a canal route that Colombia had failed 
to concede to the United States under the Hay-Herran treaty, but 
was still willing to concede so soon as her constitution could be 
so amended as to enable her Congress to the necessary law. 

We deny to the Colombian Congress the right to define the 
limit of its rights and powers under the constitution of its own 
Government. 

This is a painful statement of our attitude as a government, 
but it is true. 

What other motives may have influenced Colombia in rejecting 
the Hay-Herran treaty is not a question that concerns our motives 
or . in an act of retaliation for that disappointment. 

lombia was acting within her rights in the rejection of the 
Hay-Herran treaty, and we were not within our rights in protect- 
ing Panama with our naval forces while her people, or the few 
men who assumed to stand for her people, threw off her allegiance 
to Colombia and seized the Department of Panama. 

If our motives had been free from selfishness and without any 
covetous design; if we had been animated with the pure spirit 
of sympathy for people in distress, or for those whose liberty 
was threatened or was being destroyed, the world would a 
plaud the motive of our act, but would deplore the open breac 
of the laws of nations by one of the great powers in the attempted 
gratification of a 171 purpose. 

Our people would have lamented the indiscretion as an unneces- 
y expression of sympathy for an oppressed people; but even in 
such a situation, and for such reasons and motives, they would 
not sanction the use of military force to secure the independence 
of Panama, there being no relation of friendship or interdepend- 
ence between us and those people that would furnish a reason or 
excuse for such intervention. 

Unhappily, our actual motive was either national aggrandize- 
ment or the ambitious designs of the President. 

On the 3d day of November, 1903, the President made known 
his purpose to protect what is called the uprising” at Panama 
with the armed forces of the United States and to maintain a dec- 
laration of the independence of Panama as a separate republic. 

On that day Colombia was at peace with the United States and 
her diplomatie relations, which had continued in unbroken friend- 
ship for three-fourths of a century, were uninterrupted. Her 
diplomatic representatives still held relations of friendship with 
ours and continue them to this day, we having since that date re- 
ceived and conferred with a special ambassador from Colombia 
in friendly intercourss. 

We have not notified Colombia of any fault or delinquency on 
her in observing any of her treaty obligations with the United 
States or of any injustice, cruelty, or neglect toward the people 
of Panama, 

Indeed, there existed no open question between Colombia and 
the United States that in the least degree caused any irritation 
between them. 

Whatever may have been a just ground for complaint toward 
Colombia, if any existed, she was innocent in the eyes of the 
United States, for no sort of complaint was made by us, either as 
to her foreign or domestic relations. 

Our intervention in the secession of Panama must, therefore, 
find some other ground of support than any cause of complaint 
that existed toward her on the part of the United States. 

The true reason for such intervention, and the only one, was 
the refusal of the Colombian Congress to ratify the Hay-Herran 


3 that was intended for no other p than to obtain the 
concessions at Panama, That was the sole purpose and ob- 
ject of that negotiation. 


Our intervention was, therefore, to secure through the dismem- 
berment of Colombia canal concessions at Panama that the Co- 
lombian Congress had refused to grant in the form and on the 
terms of the Hay-Herran treaty. 

The President in supporting the secession movement in Panama 
gave the assistance of the Navy to the men who were the officers 
and agents of the New Panama Canal Company, who had control 
of the Panama Railroad, which was the real factor of importance 
in the problem of preventing Colombia from using her forces, 
whether civil or military, in the suppression of that insurrection 
against her lawful and rightful government. 

Among those who were prominent in the insurrection were 
several citizens of the United States. 

The insurrectionists 5 a provisional government in Pan- 
ama consisting of three of their number, who are called consuls“ 
or prefects. The powers that were thus assigned to these men 
have not been made known to the Senate. No laws enacted by 


them, if they had any legislative powers, have been brought to 
te. We only have for our guidance the 


the attention of the 
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legal presumption that the laws of Colombia in force in Panama 
Se tall ie ck Lanes SAT ts Caen oe on ee 

some legislative authority in or are substi 
tuted by other laws so enacted. 2 

In addition to the total want of justification for any assault 
upon the sovereignty of Colombia by the United States, we united 
with the officers and agents of the Panama Railroad, which is 
controlled by the New Panama Canal Company, in active military 
operations conducted for the purpose of protecting open insurrec- 
tion against Colombia and to secure the permanent secession and 
independence of a 

The person appointed by this triumvirate of consuls as minister 
plenipotentiary to the United States is a citizen of France, with 

rsonal interest in the stock and securities of the Panama Canal 

mpany and with former official relations with that company as 
director-general and contract relations for doing large and costly 
work on the canal. 

The New Panama Canal Company, whose connection with the 
old company is practically inseparable, induced the Government 
of France to obtain from the triumyirate, or some other alleged 
authority in Panama, the solemn pledge that all contracts between 
Colombia and either of said companies entered into prior to the 
8d of November, 1903, should be confirmed and enforced by Pan- 
ama. This compact antedated the Hay-Varilla treaty. 

This attitude of the United States toward Colombia has no 
warrant in precedent. Being the result of inducements of a 
strongly tempting character, it is a selfish and covetous 
sion, 71777... fix thin ORIA her 


It still continues and would be successful in reestablishing the 
rightful authority of Colombia in Panama if our military inter- 
— was withdrawn. Of this fact there is no reasonable 

oubt, i 

We are for the time compelling a truce to hostilities, 
while we are attempting to negotiate with Colombia for the pur- 
pose of buying her consent to the independence of Panama. 

This negotiation admits the rightful attitude of Colombia, so 
far as we are concerned, 

If it is successful it will relieve the situation of one of its worst 
and most alarming features, for it will enable us to go to work 
on the tremendous task of constructing a canal at Panama with- 
out the overhanging threat of a bushwhacking conflict with Co- 
lombian irregulars and their allies, the savage tribes of Indians 
in the mountains and jungles of eastern Panama. 

Peace, thus secured, will save the lives of many of our soldiers, 
who are already suffering seriously from exposure in camps to 
the diseases of a fatal climate. 

No formal declaration of war has been made by Colombia 
‘against the United States. None is needed to create a state of 
actual eee DOn our close alliance with Panama and 
our assistance of that Government in protecting it against attack 
by Colombia. 

The present ratification of article 1 of this treaty will commit 
the United States to maintain the independence of Panama, and 
the declaration of that purpose will throw upon our soldiers the 
whole burden of the existing war between Panama and Colombia. 
In substance, effect, and intention, though possibly not in form, 
the ratification of that article of this treaty will be a declaration 
of war. It may be a defensive war, but none the less an actual 
state of war with Colombia. 

This is the task the Senate is required to assume, to aid an un- 
lawful exploit of the President, and it has neither the adequate 
powers nor any just cause for yielding to that demand. 

If the action of the Senate in making this open declaration 
which gives to Colombia a just cause for war against the Uni 
States, should be delayed so as to afford a reasonable time to ad- 
just and compose the relations between Panama and Colombia, 
there is hope that the situation in Panama can be so cleared that 
work on the canal can be conducted with greater safety, and that 
our renee Spe be sayed from the ravages of disease to which 
they must be exposed in camp in that fatal climate. 

As to the necessity of gaining the consent of Colombia to a rec- 
onciliation with Panama and the United States before we are 
committed to a declaration of hostilities with Colombia, there 
exists some serious miscalculations among Senators. 

A deeper wound to pride of country and race was never inflicted 
upon any people than that which Colombians feel in the existing 
conditions in Panama. To aggravate this suffering by an arro- 
„ on our part is surely not the part of wisdom or gen- 
erosity. 

It may Lay Oo: pride of the President, who has brought about 
this situation, he may find in it some excuse for violating the 


laws of the United States, but it will not gratify our sober-minded 


Aside from that, however, we should not so far under- 


people. 

rate Colombians as to suppose that they have not the courage or 
the ability to conduct war for the redress of grievances. It may 
be hopeless of good results to Colombia in a ical way, but 
men who have just conceptions of their rights are not apt to weigh 
them in the filthy scales of commercialism. 

If any nation has ever been robbed of an important province or 
department by duress, without at some time endeavoring to re- 
cover it by war, I have failed to read of it in history. 

A surrender to duress is so humiliating that it becomes a badge 
of cowardice or of utter helplessness if it is never attempted to 
be removed. No such surrenders without a conflict of arms are 
recorded in Spanish histo 72 0 
The President-elect of Colombia, General Reyes, in his recent 
correspondence with our Department of State, has notified us of 
the fixed purpose of that Republic to restore its territorial integ- 


rity at Panama. 

This is far from being an idle boast, and the patient and me- 
thodical way in which he is proceeding is a strong assurance of 
the earnest and settled purpose of his Government. 

If war occurs, it may not be a great war, or one that is in any 
respect dangerous to our Government. If it requires us to over- 
ran and hold Colombia until e and the safety of Panama and 
the canal are assured, it will be difficult, protracted, costly, and 
fatal to many thousands of our people. 

In the first revolution in Colombia, the war for the expulsion of 
the Spaniards, led by Bolivar and supported by the English and 
the native population, was active destructive. It continued 
for ten years. 

With the entire population of Colombia arrayed against the 
United States even a longer struggle may be maintained, butitis 
the guerrilla character of Indian and Spanish warfare in the 
Isthmus that is likely to be the most vexatious, inconvenient, and 
expensive to the United States in protecting and quieting the 
twenty to fifty thousand unarmed laborers that we will employ 
on the construction of the canal. 

Such conditions should be avoided, if patient and wise foresight 
are allowable in passing upon this treaty. But the pressure fon 
final action is irrepressible, and the consequences are upon the 
majority of the Senate. 

A final vote on the treaty, without amendment, is demanded for 
no reason that suggests that haste is necessary toits success. No 
such reason has been stated, and none that seems to be important 
can be stated or, rather, will be stated to the Senate. 

Such defects in the treaty as require amendment, and haye been 
so reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations, are not to be 
permitted to retard the final exchange of ratifications. Senators, 
speaking in advance of discussion, whose opinions are excathedra 
on all occasions of emergency, inform us that they have looked 
into the matters and that no amendment is necessary. 

The committee discussed those amendments carefully and voted 
to recommend them, but some new light, it seems, has dazzled 
their wisdom into darkness and turned their judgment into folly. 

On the occasion of the discussion of the Hay-Herran treaty all 
amendments were voted down. Many of them were admitted to 
be proper and even necessary, but they were rejected on the state- 
ment that if a word in that treaty was changed Colombia would 
reject it. 

t is now urged that those proposed amendments to the Hay- 
Herran treaty are adopted in this treaty as one of its chief recom- 
mendations, 

I then appealed to the Senate to be informed whether the ur- 
gency for ratification was so great that we could not afford to 
take the time to do justice by our own country. I again make 
that appeal, and supplement it with the inquiry: Are we so 
alarmed at the obstinacy of Panama, or at the ill temper of that 
infant ward of the United States, yet in its swaddling clothes, 
that we dare not propose any amendment to this treaty lest it 
should kick the whole negotiation into the fire? 

Are we to be again assured by grave Senators that if any trouble 
is hereafter found in the terms of the treaty or in its interpreta- 
tion that it is the fixed purpose of the United States to have its 
own way in the matter, and that in practice we will hereafter 
put amendments into the treaty that we now refuse to write 
in it? . 

To rely upon such rules of construction with safety depends 
upon the size or the strength of the high contracting powers we 
are dealing with. 

It would not do if we were treating with even a respectable 
power, and it will not answer to put force in the stead of agree- 
ment should Panama, under Article XXIV, become merged into 
Or will only pales out bet will go Taaa ened starting 

i y point out, but will not di „such s i 
sitions as 8 for the action of the Senate. iss 

It is no mere surmise, it isa fact that is proven by abundant 

evidence in our archives, that this urgent demand for hasty and 
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conclusive action on this trea 
with the old and New Panama 

If no special reference was made to those companies in this 
treaty, the nervous haste for its ratification would tone down to 
the temper of quiet consideration of its many vital provisions. 
If such omission had been in the treaty, however, it would not be 
here in the form it is, if it would ever have been negotiated by 


comes from our entanglement 
al companies. 


Bunau-Varilla or the junta that commissioned him. This treaty 
has fora 3 the payment of $40,000,000 to the New 
Panama Canal Company. If that is disappointed or postponed, 
the urgency for its ratification would be quieted down. 

We are, in fact, increasing the dangers of war with Colombia 
by pushing through the ratification of this treaty, to meet the de- 
mands of France and the Panama Canal Company. 

The most important company in Panama is the Panama Rail- 
road Company, chartered under the laws of New York, Yet, as 
to its rights we are quite indifferént. 

It is the only highway for commerce or passengers in the De- 

rtment of Panama, and is therefore the only transit that the 
United States has ever protected or has any occasion to protect. 

About 85 per cent of the stock of this company is held by the 
New Panama Canal Company under conditions that are fraudu- 
lent and scandalous, as I have demonstrated in the Senate, and 
has been stated in reports of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals. 

It is a valuable property, yielding great dividends that will in- 
crease during all the time the is under construction. Itis 
the only foreign company there that yields any revenue. 

An American who has any regard for the rights and property 
of Americans would look after the interests of this corporation 
in making a treaty with Colombia or with Panama that includes 
this railroad in the same zone that includes the incomplete Pan- 
ama Canal. 

The consent of that company to any transfer of its concessions 
to the United States, secured by a contract with it, is quite as 
necessary and quite as important as the consent of the Panama 
Canal Company. Yet in this treaty and in the Hay-Herran 
treaty and its progenitor, the Hay-Concha treaty, no mention is 
made of the Panama Railroad Company, except that its railroad 
is sold outright by the Panama Canal Company to the United 
States with the consent of Colombia in the Hay-Herran treaty, 
and with the consent of Panama in the Hay-Varilla treaty, just 
as if that company and its railroad and its concessions belonged 
to the New Panama Canal Company. 

Why has this distinction been made between these two com- 
ies, thus ignoring the United States corporation, while the 
nch company is not only consulted, but it is admitted, through 

Cromwell, its general counsel, to participate in the negotiations 
with the United States and is everywhere in evidence in all that 
is done in obtaining concessions for a canal zone? 

Why is that company here now, with its hands red with Colom- 
bian blood, demanding that the Senate shall hasten to ratify this 
treaty? 

The answer is plain enough. It is because the Panama Rail- 
road is complete, and the sale of its stock by the canal company 
involves no great sum of money and furnishes no margin for Rey 
lation. But the canal is incomplete, and the New Panama 
Company never intended to complete it. They were ee 
either to sell it or forfeit their entire Property, under the Wyse 
concession, to Colombia. This seems to be a desperate situation 
to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], who evidently 
thinks it an outrage that this company shall be compelled to com- 
ply with its contracts. 

t could only be sold to the United States—the only possible 
purchaser—and the right to become the vender of the property 
was the only chance to realize anything from its property; that 
was then utterly incapable of eyer earning a cent of money for its 
stockholders. 

The sum of $40,000,000, that the United States bid for this prop- 
erty, gave to that company the power to set on foot an immense 
contest among speculators, lobbyists, and lawyers, and they had 
the power and the audacity to push their demands into the most 
reserved counsels of governments. 

What oad faie to sell is the same that a person sometimes sells 
to doctors—his body for post-mortem uses on the dissecting table. 

This is not an imaginary or overdrawn statement. 

The New Panama Canal Company had no possible chance to 
perform its contract for the completion of the canal, according to 
its terms, by the 3ist of October, 1904, Or if that term should 
be extended to October 31, 1910, it was e Rane ae that 
they could snp Aug 5 ana 5 to : 25 made an im- 
pression upon i ey O p „000, into their treasury 
to complete a that had already cost the old company 
$260,000,000 to dig two-fifths of it. 

The New Panama Canal Company had no right to occupy the 
relation to the United States of vendor of its ditch and t or 
the ground it occupied, or of the concessions from Colombi 


It had not earned these Propertie and it was impossible that it 
could earn them under the Wyse concession. The consent of the 
Congress of Colombia was the prerequisite to any such sale. It 
was for that which we were to pay Colombia $10,000,000.. The 
sale, when made, ended all hope for a canal under the Wyse con- 
cession, which would have been so valuable to Colombia, if it had 
been opened, and would have refunded all that the New Panama 
Canal Company had put into it, with a large profit added. It is 
now the same case with Panama. 

Colombia’s chances for the forfeiture of that property were as 
certain as death, and that fact rendered the title of the company 
under that lease of no practical value. It was this bare chance, 
with no prospect of its ming valuable, that the New Panama 
CanalCompany engaged to sell to the United States for $40,000,000, 

That project fell with the Hay-Herran treaty, and is now re- 
newed under the Hay-Varilla treaty, with the price enhanced 
above 940,000,900, but to 3 amount a not known. 

France has interposed and required Panama to agree to adopt 
and ratify all the concessions made to the canal company by any 
authority in Colombia, and to require the United States to pur- 
chase these rights and properties from the New Panama Canal 
Company, as the landlord, instead of being the lessee, and to pro- 
vide in this treaty that our title to the ceded canal belt shall not 
be absolute until we have consummated such purchase, 

I need not restate these indisputable facts that no one denies, 
or the fact that the prominent men in the New Panama Canal 
Company agreed to subscribe its capital stock and to complete the 
canal in order to obtain releases from heavy fines and pardons 
from convictions for felonies, for robberies of the old company. 
No one has denied or can deny these facts. I again refer tothem 
to show that these men have no claims to the indulgence of the 
United States or to be tolerated in conducting and controlling our 
negotiations with Colombia or Panama for canal concessions. 

this treaty they have so provided, in Article XXII, that we can 
not get an absolute title to the canal zone from Panama until we 
have purchased and paid for their canal property and concessions 
at a price that is satisfactory to them, and France has bound 
Panama to respect and enforce their demands as the condition of 
their recognition of its independence. 

It is to fasten this part of this treaty bargain and to secure 
profits thereby in ulations in the stocks of the New Panama 
Canal Company and the bonds of the old songen, that this treaty 
is to be ed through the Senate and ratified, to the exclusion 
of all amendments, even those that the committee have recom- 
mended to the Senate. 

This urgency for swift dispatch, at the expense of the reputa- 
tion of the Senate as a careful and deliberative body, does not come 
from Panama, but from those who are manipulating the demands 
of the New Panama Canal Company and the holders of its stocks 
and the bonds of the old company in syndicates that have bought 
them for asong in times when their prospective value was greatly 
depressed, : 

Such combinations are in control of such powers in our country 
that to contend with them seems to be a fruitless endeavor. 

The point of urgency at this moment is to realize their profits 
before the French courts have passed upon the rights of Colombia 
still to assert the obligations of their contracts against the Pan- 
ama canal and railroad companies. 

If the Senate should ever find a worse situation than that as- 
signed to it by these operators in the effort they make to pepe 
the action of this body, its past peut reputation will only 
a memory of better days, passed forever. 

That we should refuse to give the people of Panama, on the 
demand of such persons, the opportunity to discuss a treaty with 
the United States lest they should find objection to it, is an exhi- 
bition of oppressive power that even the syndicates who are 
making this urgent pressure upon the Senate will deride us for 
when their is satisfied. 

I respectfully submit that what I have shown to the Senate 
furnishes ample reason for the deliberate and courageous action 
of the Senate in providing for the future welfare and safety of 
the country, and that is all that I now insist upon. 

The days will be few and full of trouble until it will be mani- 
fest that-our determination to push this treaty through the forms 
of ratification without amendment and without submitting it to 
an organized government in Panama is a fearful mistake. 

I have tried to do my duty to prevent this unnecessary borrow- 
ing of trouble, and still perform it, in good faith, to avoid or 
modify or correct those evils that will crowd upon us in the near 
future, and with this declaration I will be free from responsi- 
bility from results that our rash action will flood upon the country. 

I am very much obliged to the Senator from Wisconsin for his 
co 


I desire to append to my remarks as a supplement an article 
entitled ‘‘ The ition of dress delivered at 


tion of Panama,”’ an 
the Mnssackiniactia Reform Ciub, by Mr. Moorfield Storey. He 
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treats the subject entirely as a publicist and lawyer would treat 
it, withont any political motive. 

With the consent of the Senate I will append it as a supplement 
to my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
asks unanimous consent that there may be printed as a supple- 
ment to his remarks a paper by Mr. Moorfield Storey. of Boston. 
Is there objection?’ The Chair hears none and the order is made. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


THE RECOGNITION OF PANAMA, 


[Address delivered at Massachusetts Reform Club, December 5, 1908, by 
Moorfield Storey.] 


In order to discuss inte tly the action of the Administration 
the Republic of Colombia it 


toward 
necessary first to know the facts,and I will en- 

deavor to state these briefly. 
The treaty of 1840 between the United States and New Granada, in the 


words of Secre Hay, is not dependent for its efficacy on the personnel 
of the signers or the name of the territory it aff: ~“ but “is a covenant, as 
the lawyerssay, that runs with the land.“ That is, it binds both the United 


States and the Republic of Colombia, which has succeeded to the rights and 
ge ipina of New Granada. 

This treaty contained the follo reciprocal ments: 

“The Government of New Gran guarantees to the Government of the 
United States that the right of way or transit across the Is us o 
upon any modes of communication that now exist, or that may hereafter be 
constructed, be open and free to the Government and citizens of the 
United States.“ and “as an especial compensation for the said advan 
and for the favors they have acquired by the fourth, fifth, and sixth artic 
of this treaty the United States guarantee positively and efficaciously to New 
Granada by the present stipulation the perfect neutrality of the before- 
mentioned us, with the view that the transit from one sea to the other 
may not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time while this treaty 
exists, and in consequence the United States also guarantee in the same man- 
ner the rights of sovereignty and property which New Granada has and pos- 
sesses over the said territory.” 

Construing the language fairly, New Granada warrants to the United 
States that travel across the Isthmus shall not be interrupted, and the United 
ae 5 to New Granada her rights of sovereignty and property over 

0 us. 
T The agreement of New Granada bound her to prevent any interference 
her citizens with travel across the Isthmus, and the agreement of the Uni 
States bound her to defend thesovereignty of New Granada, If either party 
failed to pene its engagement a claim for ds would arise in favor of 
_the other, and this was the clear understanding of the parties, asis shown by 
this persion of the treaty: 

“Tf, unfortunately, any of the articles contained in this treaty should be 
violated or inf in any way whatever, it is expressly stipulated that 
neither of the two contracting ies shall ordain or authorize acts of re- 

risal, nor shall declare war nst the other on complaints of injuries or 

es, until the said Legh é considering itself offended shall have laid be- 

fore other a statement of such injuries or 8 verified by competent 

she demanding justice and satisfaction, and the same shall have been 
enied.“ 


8 


right, to use all force 


5 our subjects revolt, and so 

seem likely to interfere with travel, we, the United States, shall have the 

right to help them and prevent your asserting your sovereign rights against 
em. * 


This construction of the treaty is supported by the lan of the next 
treaty, made in 1857, which was a convention negotiated for mrpose of 
e claims made by Americans for losses caused by a riot at Panama, 

he first article of this treaty uses this : “All claims on the part 
of * + + citizens of the United States upon the Government of New 8 
nada, * * and sepaly those for damages which were caused by the 
riot at Panama on the löth of April, 1858, for which the said Government of 
New Grenada acknowledges its liability arising out of its privilege and obli- 
gation to preserve peace and order along the transit route.” 

This shows where the duty and of course the right to deal with insurrec- 
tion was then thought to reside by so aggressive an American as Lewis Cass, 
then Secretary of State. F 

On SRE 30, 1868, Secretary Seward wrote to our minister at Bogota: The 
United States desire nothing else, nothing better, and nothing more in d 
tothe State of Colombia than the enjoyment on their part of complete Pah ab- 
solute sovereignty and independence. If those t interests ll ever be 
assailed by pond power at home or abroad, the United States will be ready. 
coopera aiig th the Government and their ally, to maintain and defend 

e ” 4 


m. 

On October 27, 1873, Secretary Fish said in an official dispatch to Mr. Keeler, 
referring to the provision under discussion: 

“This engagement, however, has never been acknowl toembrace the 
duty of protecting the road across it from the violence of local factions. Al- 
though such Promotion was of late efficiently given by the force under the 
command of Admiral Almy, it appears to have been granted with the consent 
and at the instance of the local authorities. It is, however, regarded as the 
undoubted duty of the Colombian Government to e the road against 
attacks from local insurgents. The discharge of this duty will be insisted 
upon,” 

Nerretary Bayard thus stated our position: . 

“On several occasions the Governmentof the United States, at the instance 
and always with the assent of Colombia, has, in times of civil tumult, sent its 
armed forces to the Isthmus of Panama to preserve American citizens and 
pro} y along the transit from injuries which the Government of Colombia 
might at the time be unable to prevent. But in ping such steps this Goy- 
ernment has always recognized the sovereignty and o tion of Colombia 
in the premises, and has never tering Soh but, on the contrary, has ex- 
prey disclaimed, the duty of protecting the transit against domestic dis- 
turbance.” 


President Cleveland in his annual m of December, 1885, 


ke thus: 
“Emergencies wing out of civil war in the United States of Colombia 
demanded of the Government at the beginning of this Administration the 
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employment of armed force to fulfill its guaranties under the thirty- fifth 
article of the treaty of 1846, in order to keep the transit open across the Isth- 
mus of Panama, 
“ Desirous of exercising only the N reserved to us by the 
treaty. and mindful of the rights of Colombia, the forces sent to the Isthmus 
were instructed to confine their action to positively and efficaciously’ pre- 
venting the transit and its accessories from being ‘interrupted or embar- 
rassed.’ The execution of this delicate and responsible task necessarily 
involved police control where the local authority was temporarily power! 
but always in aid of the sovereignty in Colombia. The prompt eee 
fulfillment of its duty by this Government was highly appreciated by the Gov- 
ernment of Colombia, and has been followed by prorauna of its satisfaction. 
+ * + The restoration of peace on the Isthmus by the reestablishment of 
the constituted Government there being accomplished, the forces of the 
United States were withdrawn.” 

While, therefore, we had once or twice landed troops when there were 
riots or insurrections on the Isthmus, we had done so in aid of the 8 
of Colombia, sometimes at the request of her authorities, and always wi 


her operas 

We insisted that upon her rested the duty of protecting the transit 
a t attacks from insurgents, and had notified her that “the discharge 
of this duty will be insisted upon.“ Our interpretation of the 88 und our 
action under it had been in accordance with the clear lan of the treaty. 
We had helped Colombia to discharge her com and to assert her sovereignty. 
We had never interfered nor claimed the right to interfere against her. A 

There is another 9 precedent which should not be forgotten in 
this connection. I refer to the famous Ostend manifesto. In 1854 Messrs. 


é, th 
Paris, and Madrid, met at Ostend and issued a joint declaration advising the 
by the United States for $120,000,000, and proceeding: 

If Spain, dead to the voice of her own interest and actuated by stubborn 
prideanda false sense of honor, should refuse to sell Cuba to the United States, 
then the question will arise, What ought to be the course of the United States 
under the circumstances?" 

. their own question by saying: 
8 we shall have offered Spain a price for Cuba far beyond its present 
value, and this shall have been refused. * then by oror law, human 
and divine, we shall be justified in wresting it from Spain, if we have the 
Wer.“ > : 
Po This immoral declaration was justly condemned at the time and by none 
more distinctly than by the Republican party, which in its national platform 
in 1856 asserted the true doctrine in these words: 
“The highwayman's plea that might makes right.“ embodied in the Os- 
tend circular, was in every respect unworthy of erican diplomacy, and 
would bring shame and dishonor upon any government or people that gave 


it their sanction.” 

We have also a statement of the true American ition from President 
Roosevelt, who, in his message to Congress in 1902, said: 

No independent nation in America need have the slightest fear of es- 
sion from the United States. It behooves each one to maintain order within 
its own borders and to discharge its just obligations to foreigners. When 
this is done, be they strong or weak, they have nothing to dread from out- 


side interference.” 

Surely there is nothing in these words to indicate that a nation whose sov- 
ereignty we had ap y guaranteed was in a less favorable position than 
other American nations. 


These precedents show what we had considered our obligations to Colom- 
bia under the treaty of 1846, and how aggression on a weak power was re- 
garded by the Republican party at its birth and by its present official chief, 
while we may the peaceful declaration of Secretary Hay that our con- 
ane to other nations is regulated by the Monroe doctrine and the Golden 

ule.“ 

Let us now compare these avowed principles with the recent action of our 
Government. Within the dominions of Colombia lies the half-finished Pan- 
ama Canal, un under a concession from that Government to a French 
company. This concession, in ter provided that the company might 
transfer it to another company or individuals, but “not to any foreign na- 
tion or government.’ This was a reasonable condition, as no nation could 
afford to admit another nation into its territory as the owner of such a canal 
without a very distinct understanding as to the respective rights of each. 
The French company e involved, and finally, after much negotiation, 
the United States agreed to buy its rights for $40,000,000, but in order to goon 
with the work it was necessary to reach some agreament with Colombia. 

Colombia was enjoying from the transisthmian railroad an income of about 
$000,000, which was an important part of her revenues. Her two cities of Pan- 
ama and Colon owe their prosperity to the fact that they are the termini of 
steamship lines, where and 8 are embarked and disembarked 
for t from ocean to ocean. When the canal is built they become wa 
stations by which steamers will sail, taking from them perhaps some ‘anall 

lies, but otherwise contributing little or no business to their citizens. 

lombia, therefore, had a right to some compensation for the loss which 
she would probably sustain from the building of the canal, and it was vital 
to her that the relations between her Government, as sovereign over the ter- 
ritory, and the United States, as the owner of the canal, should be defined 
aes y and satisfactorily. A great power is a dangerous subject of a weaker 
nation. 

The Hay-Herran treaty was an attempt to reach a satisfactory agreement 
on all these points, but it was rejected by the Colombian legislature, as our 
Senate poles the Hay-Pauncefote treaty and the many other treaties 
which are buried in that “graveyard of treaties.” A conspicuous case was the 
rejection of the Johnson-Clarendon treaty for the settlement of the Alabama 
claims, which was given but a scant consideration because we could not pre- 
sent such large claims under it as we though should be presented. 

The Colombian Senate acted strictly within its rights, and we have no 
more right to abuse the citizens of that Republic or their representatives be- 
cause they did so than England had to abuse us for endangering the 
between two great nations by rejecting the Johnson-Clarendon treaty, or 
than any man has to denounce another for refusing to sell his property at the 
price which the first wishes to 9 for it. Asa matter of fact, the provisions 
regulating the jurisdiction of Colombia over the canal were very unsatisfac- 
tory. It is from Hi T's Weekly that I quote the following: 

The Hay-Herran treaty was unsatisfactory on these grounds: First, the 
lease was not perpetual, but renewable at long intervals: secondly, the canal 
zone leased was too narrow; thirdly, a conflict of jurisdiction wi the ca- 
nal zone seemed inevitable by reason of the complexity of the provisions of 


the convention.” $ 

Isitn to assume that the Colombians were actuated only by base 
motives in to admit their powerful and not too careful neighbor into 
their territory until this complexity was removed! Whena supporter of the 
President's 2 describes the rejected treaty, it is safe to infer that 
the Senate of Colombia could give reasons for refusing to accept it. 
With any powerful nation we should have begun fresh negotiations; but Co- 
lombia was weak, and a different course suggested itself to our rulers, 
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Let me state it in tho words which President Roosevelt intended to use in 


his annual message to 
“Tt seems evident that in a matter such as this we should finally decide 
best route; and if the advantages of route — —— any other 
possible route are a marked we should then give notice t we 
ean no su or insincere dealing on the partof those 
whom the accidentof Pot has oe in tif thoy — of the arona 
en 


tice, but with generosity, and that if they fail to come to such agreement 
with us we must forthwith take the matter into our own hands.” 

Can anyone point out the difference between this fearing and that of the 
Coens, manifesto? There our right to ear Out if Spain refused to sell it, 

placed upon “the law of self-preservation.” he dent would have 

3 our right to take a canal zone on \ gufficlentiy-anerked e a 
of the Panama route over other routes. in's proba ble refusalto sell 
was attributed to “stubborn pride and a sense of honor.” Colombia's 
rejection of our offer was to be treated as “trifling or insincere dealing.’ 
In both cases we were to take by force what the owner refused to sell ata 


price fixed See which, in our own opinion, was just and generous. 
While the Administration was in mood oecurred what Mr. Hay calls 
“the sudden and startling events 8 have so recently attracted the at- 


— of this country and ofthe worl 

His account of these events may ace e from se statement to the coun- 
tal Aa made on November 7. The 8 of Panama, he tells us, “went to work 
th that talent for pro 


Nel Ses Northe Fern blood blood. mer ye benais male 
rallel amo ern red the 
revolution in without the firing of a 


vance, and 8 in u A 
‘shot—wi exception of a few shells that were wn into the city from 
a Gelerahian st steamer in the harbor of -Panama—they accomplished theirin- 
dependence. A 3 eee. of the leading citizens of the State, 
was at once organized and —— eed world. A tof the Colom- 
bian Foroni 2 the Torote Aho returned to Colombia; and, so far 
as we are able to judge, the new Hepublic b by gions its career with no organized 
ition throughout the entire extent of Isthmus.” 
ere is no word in all this to indicate that this revolution was not as sud- 
and startling to him as to the country, or that the success of the revolu- 
— was in any 1 due to the United States. 
He proceeds: “The course of the President in this conjunction was marked 
outin eden ae by 5 and ents. He gave orders thattraffic 
from one side us to the other should be ke: * psd either 


party, end charged our — in 3 8 a essence rag pe kay 
“infiuence” nt, peaceful w + vent any a ono 
of the contending Prien pleas upon the other which would] be calculated to cause a 


disturbance ay traffic. When it wasreported to him thata government ca; 

ble of maintaining order had been established and was working without op- 
position, he did what wasalwaysdone under suchcircumstances. Hedi 
our re ntative at Panama, as soon as he was certain that a go 
‘eapad! g the public had been established by the consent 

of the people, that aga was to enter into official relations with it. He also di- 
8 minister a t Bogota to inform the Colombian Government that we 
had entered into PARTIE with the new provisional Governmentof Panama.” 

3 may note in that our representative was instructed to enter 

with the new Government when he became satisfied of certain 
things, but the A Administration did not wait for his ton this questi 
ediately informed the Government of Colom lombia ja that relations ha 
actually been established with the new State. 

Now, what were the facts? 

The insurrection broke out late in the evening of November 8. 

On June 9 Mr. Hay cabled our minister at ‘ota: “If Colombia should 
— 5 reject the — 5 or unduly delay its ratification, the ire A under- 

between the two countries would be so seriously compromised that 
section might be taken by the Congress next winter which every friend of 
‘Colombia would 

On October 24 the cruiser Dixie was ordered to put to sea at once with 400 
marines in addition to her regular crew, and it was reported that she was 
sent to Guantanamo, but, in fact, she went to Colon 

On November 2 the Navy Department cabled to the commander of the 
Nashville at Colon: 

‘Maintain free oe q uninterrupted transit. If interruption threatened by 
armed — occu e of railroad, prevent landing of any armed force 
with hostile intent, Tite Government or insurgent, either at Colon, Porto 
Bello, or other points. * 

e same orders were sent to the commanders of —.— Boston and Dixie, 
Ihle to Admiral Glass at A: was sent the fo! 

“Proceed with all possible dispatch to Panama. ‘Telegraph in cipher your 
departure. Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. interruption is 
threatened by armed force, occupy the line. Prevent landing of any armed 
orinsurgent, with hostile intent, at any point within 
5 miles of Panama. Et. doubtful as to the intent of any armed force, occupy 

neon Hill stron; 8 ith artillery. the Wyoming would dela: Concord or 
Rarblehe her disposition must be left to your etion, Government 
forcer approaching the Isthmus in vessels. Prevent their landing, if 
in t landing would precipitate a conflict.” 


the e before an 
On — 2 next day, 
State, Mr 


ers were given to a force va had been gathered at and near 


insurrection had occurred. 
ovember 8, at 3.40 p. m., the Assistant Secretary of 
since sent to our consul at Panama this dispatch: 

on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fally 


same day the consul replied: “No uprising yet. 80 
will t t. Situation is critical.” 

About an hour and a half later the revolution 8 nd the 
ment was informed of the sudden and t™ for — the 
ernment had made such complete 3 N 

On the night of 8 1000 ptain Hubbard, of the Nashville, t 
ports that he allowed four or five 5 feng shen troops toland at Calon, 

not fi justified in preven the insurrection had not bro 
“74 mort it was im ent, For rhe telegraphed on November 3 G 
the Nayy t: “It is possible that movement be made at 
Beek At 8.20 p. m. on the 8d the land- 
reported to the State Department, At 8.45 p. m. the 
ac i d: “The troops which landed from the Cartagena should 
to An hour later came the first news of the insur- 


oe 


e revolution bega 
in Colon till th 


of the 4th ‘ashville savers wad ‘took possession 
of the — — station, so that the Colombian troops could not move. The 


Colombian troops withdrew toa hill outside while their colonel sent a mes- 
TCT Hubbard occupied Colon 


ted 
Hubbard. 


5 y: “The 
vance, * * + 9 1 thelr ‘hee 
the revolution; 


The ery of revolution was on board our gunboats, It was our 
forces that accomplished the independence of Panama. We can not doubt 
for a moment that Dr. Manuel Amador spoke the truth when he said in the 
Inde dent last week: 

f course we expected that the United States would not let the Colom- 

Aer CA igo expat tule 

o gave him the 

What is the Government nowcalled “thenew Re 
junta of three men. bite ros their representative in Washington? A French 
engineer connected the French canal company, appointed by the three. 
They hayeno ee no constitution, no frame of government, no legislature, 


blic?™ A self-constituted 


no evidence of pop 
“So far as we are able tc to 535 , the new Republic,” says Secretary Ha 
a its career with no opposition throughout the entire — 
isthmus. 


Because the United States withstood the forces of the Governm 
them to fire, and forced them to leave the Isthmus. The 
opposition of the Colombian Government was paralyzed by our superior 
force. It takes a few days to organize a new opposition. The insurrection 
Poff opposition ofthedd. Secretary Hay's statement was issued on the "th. 
t and the reason why it is not organized may be 

m the news ught by passengers on the Alliance from Colon 
apa 9 from New York on mber 1. 

“Tt was denied that the prisons were filled with political prisoners, but 
about 130 persons in all, it was said, were deported for showing discontent.” 

A government of three men has already banished one hundred and 
forshowing discontent, and this 3 unta is called a googie Surel 
these men do not feel very secure of yee Lee perp or couldaff 
to neglect a few malcontents. With the forces of the United States behind 
the junta their fellow-citizens can not resist them if they would. 

On the 5th the United States received from Panama a formal announce- 
Srv mnt Signed Pet by the es bres. persons calling themselves a junta, that the Re- 


n the 6th the 1 F Thus reads the 
dispatch of that date to our minister at Bogo gota: i 
“The eo nama an apparen 
dissolved their political cal connect: octom with 2 
independence, and having adopted a Government of + nee Bg 

roo — — 


ince when was a self-elected junta of three, supported prae ‘oreign bayo- 
nets against their lawful rulers, not elected by the people, and with absolute 
Varin unfettered by constitutional restraint, a government “republican in 

rm?” What did our Government know as to the 3 one the people 
of Panama in less than two days after this junta had seized the wert 

On the 27th of November the a 7 — —＋ rans boob to nego- 
tiate a new treaty reached this country. ty was ready for them 
when they reached host, ae and it 3 . , Signed, and sealed 
between lunch and dinner. Its first article is as follows: 

“The United States guarantees and agrees to maintain the independence 
of 5 Republic of Panama.” 
cae ee i article cedes to the United States a strip of land across the 


The f: treaty is sent to the junta for ratification. The $10,000,000 which Co- 
lombia rejected is now to be paid to Panama, and on December 2 the junta 


ratifies the treaty. 

All this has benina otest of Colombia, prevented by the 
forces of the United States from — nese the reyolt at once, and now noti- 
fied that the United States will resist any attempt by it to assert that sov- 

ty agreed “practically and 


ereignty which the United | States by solemn trea 


efficaciously ” to maintain. 

These facts are undisputed. They appear by official documents. It is not 
necessary to ares out that the revolution was hatched in New York. Itis 
not necessary to inquire whether the revyolutionists consulted Mr. Hay in 
September, informed him that the outbreak was “scheduled to take place on 
September ta and were aie i fea ag poling isstated in the New York 
Phat thi prepared tai A toast ton TAE iy Paroa thet the — 

revi 0 orce; 80, & 
8 5 ogar the success of the revolution is due. £ 
isclear . our action is in distinct violation of onr solemn tren Its 
3 isp 2 the obvious interpretation of that language is s 
by our Sr r ae vious Ađministrations, 

It is clear that it there had been no treaty, our action e have been in 
flagrant violation of international law. Our mere recognition of the new 
Government as and when it was made was unjustified. 

To vila three authorities: John Quincy A in dealing with the ques- 
3 the South American republics, said to President Monroe: 
“There is a — 5 n such contests when recognition of independence may bo 
granted without departure from the obligations of neutrality. Itis “leave the 

when Wien independence | is established as a matter of fact, so as n leave 
chances of the opposite pa ey WOOTE their dominion utter] rate.” 
Charles — . —.— in an rate speech on the action of Englan recog- 
„ Confederacy asa belligerent, after a — — of the 

“The conclusion, gi is clear. To 
beyond doubt that de facto the contest 
government is established secure 
precedent, not to be avoided without 


unanimous rare gsi 
e Republic of Colombia and 


tion it must appear 
Ange ed nnd that de facto the now 
limits. These are conditions 


open offense toa sks Core d erand 
open violation of that international law 3 is the e world's 
peace. 

Armed recognition is simply r ition by coercion. It is a belligerent 
act, constituting war. ‘and can be vin tedonlyaswar. * * * Butanat- 
tempt, un of recognit eae to coerce the emberment or partition 
ofa country is ture off beyond ry war.” 

In his message of April 11,1508, Mr. -MoR seeking to justify his refusal 

Yr e pendence of r 

“They are evidences that the United 5 Mot verse tothe test imposed 
by public law as the condition of the ndence by a neutral 
=~ tate- to wit, that the revolted state ‘constitute in fact fact 5 body politic, 

the elemen’ 


entin substance as wellasin nam 

and — — de facto, I left to itself. a res —— the nations 

reasonably — of alach of the duties of a state —has imposed for its 
these the — 


own 5 cases like — . condition that 
independent statehood is not due to a revolted dependency 
until the danger its being subjugated by the parent state has eutirely 
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It is impossible to sa t on November 6 the Governmentof Panama was 
such a rnment as Ar. McKinley described, or that the danger of its be- 
ing subjugated by Colombia had passed away, when Colombia had hardly 
learned that an insurrection had occurred. A 3 

Remember our denunciation of England's action during the civil war. 
Remember our ted refusals to recognize Cuba, our long delay in recog- 
nizing the South erican republics, our action toward the Transvaal Re- 
public and the Orange Free State, our denial that the AAE ee Republic 
existed, though it had legislature, courts, schools, and the devoted support 
of a whole people, and then tell me where are the precedents which justify 
the Administration’s course. It isa gross violationof internationallaw. It 
is the doctrine of the Ostend manifesto adopted and put in force by the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. It is war. 8 

International law has no meaning if it does not bind the strong nation in 
its dealings with the weak. if it is obeyed only when it is dangerous to dis- 
obey it. That great system of jurisprudence buflt up by the labors of en- 


lightened statesmen and jurists during centuries rests upon principles of. 


eternal justice, and if its rules can beset aside from motives of interest or 
ambition whenever a great people or its rulers for the moment desire, there 
is no international law save the 7 's plea that might makes 
right.“ It should be the highest ambition of our great Republic to be a leader 
among the peoples in scrupulous regard for the rights of the weak rather 
than in the recklessexercise of overwhelming power at their expense. 

But we want the canal. That is true; but not at any cost. We want oa 
good things in this world. We should like to seep more equally di- 
vided. We should like to see land held by men who would use it best for the 
interests of all rather than by the shiftless and inefficient. We should like 
to see criminals [adres ted punished. We should like to see men who have 
plundered their neighbors compelled to rge their ill-gotten gains. We 
should like to ses corrupt politicians driven from public life. But we do not 
believe in securing these good things by lawless violence. We wish ours to 
be n Government of laws, and not of men.“ We believe in courts, not in 
Sree despotism, and we refuse to let the most honest reformer re- 
distribute our ppa or punish our criminals as he thinks best. The cry- 
ing evilof the time is the tendency of men to make their desires the standard 
for other men’s duties, and to consider their will backed by their hands a 
substitute for law. It is not safe to let a one man decide what is just to 
the weak. Such a doctrine means anarchy. Justice is the same for indi- 
viduals and nations, and a great power has no more right to rob a weak one 
than the prize-fighter has to plunder the minister. 

The course of the Administration is wrong legally and morally. 

It violates at once the solemn obligations of a treaty and the well-settled 
rules of international law. It teaches the weaker republics of this hemi- 
sphere to distrust and fear us and to adopt, perha’ e Mexican proverb, 
There is no such wolf as the shameless Yankee.” tt tarnishes the fair name 
of this country among the nations of the world. It establishes a precedent 
which is sure in the future to embarrass us. It sets an unhappy example of 
lawlessness to our citizens, already too prone to disregard the law at the dic- 
tates of ion or interest. Far worse than all these, it lowers the moral 
standard of our whole people, since many just and honest men struggle to 
apologize for action which their consciences disapprove, and which, if taken 
by Germany or England, they would indignantly condemn, either use 
they confound their country with the politicians who representitand believe 
that patriotism compels them to defend whatever these politicians do, or be- 
cause they feel bound to stand by their party, right or wrong, and to put their 
party above their country. 5 

Hear the voice of a 5 lish aanne 

“We regret exceedingly that Presi ent Roosevelt has allowed the fair 
name of his Administration to be smirched by a transaction so utterly at va- 
riance with the most elementary principles of public law and international 
morality. We can not conceive a more lamentable outrage on the public 
conscience of the civilized world.” (London Graphic.) 

8 prefer American testimony, you may find it in the history of Mr. 
Rhodes, where, speaking of the Ostend manifesto, he said its sentiments were 
“abhorrent to justice and at war with the opinion of the civilized world.” 

Emerson has well stated the universal law: 

“The end for which man was made was not crime in any form; and a man 


Le 
vigorously protesting 5 the spoliation of Colombia, and let us urge our 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I understand that it is the right 
of the Senator from Wisconsin to close the debate. As I have 
necessarily, on account of very distressing and prolonged sickness 
in my family, been unable to attend the meetings of the Senate, 
I will ask if he will yield to me for a little while in order that I 
may state my views very briefly upon the pending measure and 
my reasons for my vote thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Mississippi isresting under 
a misapprehension as to my right to close the debate or as to its 
. being my purpose at all to close the debate. I must finish—— 

Mr. MONEY. I thought there was some agreement of that 
sort. Of course, then, I will not ask the Senator to yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, wait a moment. I am distressingly anx- 
ious to finish at as early an hour as possible what I have to say, 
but I can not decline to yield to the Senator under the circum- 
stances, and I therefore do yield to him, 


Mr. MONEY. It will be just as convenient to me to speak after 


the Senator has concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will yield to the Senator. As I understand 
him, he will not take much time. 

Mr. MONEY. Ido not expect to speak long, but of course it 
is yery difficult in speaking on a question of this sort to tell how 
long one may occupy the floor. It depends a great deal upon in- 
terruptions and other matters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
will proceed. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, as I have just said, I have been 
unavoidably absent from this discussion, but from the bits of it 
which I received from hearing the public prints read and parts of 
the Recorp, I know the discussion been unusually rich in pro- 
found and original study of the main question and those cognate 
toit. I do not, therefore, expect to contribute anything to the 
literature of this discussion or to convince anyone by argument, 
and I am only speaking now in my own behalf that the people 
whom I have the honor in part to represent may understand my 
vote. 

Mr. President, Ido not wish to be considered as factious in this 
matter, nor too querulous, nor too critical, but I must take the 
liberty to deplore many of the incidents antecedent and relati: 
to the canal treaty. I do not believe that the Chief Executive o 
this country has strictly followed the law, and he himself in his 
message, by way of confession and avoidance, said he was aware 
he had violated international law, but that he believed it was an 
exceptional case. 

It is very well in a country whose institutions give an extraor- 
dinary power to its chief magistrate that he should at times sub- 
stitute his single judgment or that of his council for the law of 
the land; but in a country framed as ours, where the people are 
supposed to govern it, and who have adopted a form of govern- 
ment prescribed in an instrument which they call a constitution, 
it is exceedingly dangerous when the Chief Magistrate can at any. 
time see fit to set aside a law and to substitute therefor his own 
judgment. 

It is dangerous for the Chief Executive to begin to think. The 
thinking belongs to Congress. It is the great political depart- 
ment of the Government. It is to frame the laws which are to 
receive the approval or not of the President; but the initiatory 
movement in any matter of public policy or law should never be 
undertaken by the Executive, except by suggestions, as the Con- 
stitution says, which he may make from time to time to the Con- 


gress. 

We will take the situation as it was a few months ago. We 
had failed in a treaty which we supposed gave us a reasonably 
liberal concession. We had totally failed in the desire on this 
side of the Chamber to get a canal along the Nicaraguan route, 
which I and a great many others believe still to be the best route 
in every icular—the cheapest according to the estimates of 
the Canal Commissioners, the most healthful according to every 
authority, and the most easily built. However, we lost the 
Nicaragua Canal, and after doing what I could for it I united 
with the gentlemen on the other side in voting for the Isthmus 
of Panama Canal. 

I wish to say that my recollection is that only a few Senators 
voted against that proposition in the whole Senate, and some of 
those yotes came from gentlemen who would not vote for a canal 
anywhere. So there were really very few, probably two or three, 
who opposed the Panama Canal bill as it passed. 

We failed in ratification of the treaty at Bogota. It is a lon 
story, which I shall not attempt to recount in the few minutes 1 

consume of the time of the Senate. A revolutionary general 
there, uniformly successful, had beaten the Federal troops of Pres- 
ident Marroquin, and at last had defeated his army with great loss 
and slaughter and captured 2,000 men, 15 generals, and all his 
artillery and colors at the second battle of Agua Dulce, and it was 
rumored around this Capitol that the juznp from $7,000,000 to 
$10,000,000 to go to Colombia was to buy the capitulation of that 
revolutionary army, in order that there might be no opposing 
force in Colombia when they camie to the time to ratify this treaty. 

These are things that are not necessary, perhaps, to be repeated 
at all, but they bring us on down to the time when the Congress 
at Bogota declined to ratify, for reasons good, bad, or indifferent. 
anh the question was whether they did or not, and they did not 
ratify. 

According to the Spooner law the President was then author- 
ized or instructed to go to Ni and Costa Rica and renew 
negotiations according to the protocol which we had with those 
countries, and probably elsewhere, if he saw fit, giving him a rea- 
sonable time to perfect arrangements with Coloinbia. 

When a country has Sa e a treaty we suppose that the 
reasonable time has expired, for there is nothing to do beyond 
that, and the time arrived for negotiating with the other coun- 
tries named in the law, Thereis no necessity to wait, as it is rery 
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difficult to say that anybody could have reliable information that 
the government which has rejected a treaty is contemplating a 
rallying of its forces and a subsequent ratification. That may be 
so, it is true, but we have no definite information—no reliable in- 
formation—as far as I have ever heard. 


Then we stood in this attitude. A treaty had failed with the 
Colombian Government—a treaty which the people of the Isthmus 
of Panama very ardently desired, as they seemed to think it was 
the philosopher’s stone that would turn everything to gold in that 
fever-stricken belt of the world. 

Mr. President, we were then at profound peace with everybody 
concerned with that canal. We were about to reach, we thought, 
the beginning of the construction of a great work that bel 
to the world; that we were to present to the world a great 8 
that ever since Patterson, the astute Scotchman, the president of 
the Bank of England two hundred years ago, had given it most 
reasonable shape and expectation was a dream that had been in- 
dulged in by several nations, 

The Isthmus had been surveyed from one end to the other, from 
Costa Rica down to the end of the Isthmus, by Spanish, French, 
English, and American officers and expeditions. Every sort of 

ial had been made of it. The coal had been tested for steam- 

wer, and es done, in fact, that would 
of the route. 


necessary 
Canal was never placed higher than $180,000,000 at any time. 

But, at any rate, we were on terms with the world. We 
were not only on terms with the United States of Colombia 
by treaties of amity and commercial intercourse, but we had a 

. treaty of alliance with that country. We knew its vast area, al- 
most as great as that of the United States. We knew its weak- 
ness, e knew also that the slight cohesive power of the Fed- 
eral Government could at any time be overcome. 

The truth is a writer in the Revue des Deux Mondes, some four 
or five years ago, said he had traveled all over South America, 
from Patagonia up to the Isthmus, and it was only a succession 
of varying anarchies.” We knew that one or two provinces 
gained their independence for a number of years. It was a rope 
of sand that bound together the several States of Colombia. But 
such as it was it presented itself to us with a solid front. Look- 
ing outward in its relation to all the other nations of the world it 
can only be considered as an undivided government. 

We were not only in friendly relation with them, but also in al- 
Hance, i with reference to the Department of Panama, 
the site of the routes of transportation by water or rail, 

and I say that that alliance and friendship have been broken, its 
covenant d this Administration. If there be anything 
of opprobrium to broken faith and plighted honor, it does not at- 
tach to the Democratic party in this country, nor does it attach 
to either House of Congress, but it does belong to the Adminis- 
tration and to its supporters, so far as they take part in it, as ac- 
cessories after the fact. 

We had not only a special covenant with the United States of 
Colombia of alliance that for certain privileges, to wit, the treat- 
ment of our citizens in crossing the Isthmus on like terms as 
Colombia gave her own citizens, we especially teed the sov- 
ereignty of Colombia across the zone of travel that was contem- 
plated for a waterway or a railway or any other way,a highway, 
as some highways have had concessions granted there as well as 
railways and canals. 

We not only guaranteed the sovereignty of Colombia from 
Panama to Colon and in all her territory reaching up to Costa 
Rica, but we also pledged ourselves when that State was unable 
to maintain the standard of her authority upon the Isthmus that 
we would go to her support when called upon; and twice in the 
eventful kaleidoscopic career of that Republic we have gone there 
with our marines and soldiers and cleared the Isthmus of just 
such revolutionary uprisings as occurred the other day, upon 
epublic of Panama. 
They 


which is based the present 

Now, Mr. President, every sovereign is a moral being. 
can not escape, any of them, the obligations of morality. Inter- 
national law has no sanction, because there is no hand to punish, 
but it has the good opinion of mankind to retain or forfeit, and it 
is the right rule of action as exemplified by the practice of nations. 
There is not a man who can successfully defend the Administra- 
tion in this violation of international law. 


the responsibility—of violating international law 1 by an 
armed intervention; but, further than that, in breaking faith 
when me ans sovereignty, and not only doing that, but 
going r and saying to our ally that you shall not recover 
or maintain your sovereignty over your revolted subjects; the 
secessionists of Panama will be protected by the Navy of the 
United States, and we forbid you to land troops in the disputed 
8 to reestablish your authority.“ That is not the language 
of an ally. : 

And not only that, but instructions were given to the American 
Navy on both the Atlantic and the Pacific side to permit no Co- 
lombian troops to land within the territory of the seceded State, 
or Department, as they called it. This is known toallthe world. 
It is certainly no pleasure for me as a Senator of the United States 
to stand here and refer to these acts, which I think deserve the 
censure of all right-thinking men and that will assuredly receive 
the censure of history. Y 

There is no excuse whatever, except in a few bad precedents. 
We acted just as badly in Samoa; a little worse, perhaps. We 
acted just as badly in Hawaii, where the revolution was gotten 
up by an American minister, who called upon the marines of an 
American ship, and it was all done to get a little sugar bounty. 
That was all. The whole thing was handled by an American 
minister. We have done the same thing by our quondam allies 
in the Philippine Islands, and we have done those things overand 
over again of late, 

But the time was, Mr. President, when the Chief Magistrate of 
this country hesitated before he even admitted the independence 
of a new country. We did that, although the United States has 
taken the lead in acknowledging the de facto as against the de 
jure government, because we ourselves had our origin in the 
throes of a revolution against lawful authority, and that made us 
lean easily to the de facto government, and because also the doc- 
trine of ruling by divine right was fading away from the minds 
of men eve here, and the countries in Europe had insisted so 
Jong apon e de jure and had gone so far that there were two 
am ors—one to the de jure and the other to the de facto gov- 
ernment of a people—we have come to the conclusion that the 
de facto is the government that must be recognized. 

Now, Mr. President, Andrew Jackson took a good many months 
before he 3 the i dence of the Republic of Texas. 
We had a hot debate in the Honse and in the Senate, resolutions 
from both bodies, in which the President was urged to take that 
3 assured of the active and hearty support of the Houses 
of gress if he would acknowledge the independence, but he 
did not do so. 

Old Hickory was just as firm as history gives him credit for, 
and when he at last informed Congress that he had sent a minis- 
ter to Texas he told them that he had withheld recognition of 
Texas independence because the Mexican Government had in- 
formed him that they were collecting a large army on the lower 
Rio Grande, under one of their greatest generals, and they were 
going to reestablish their sovereignty in Texas, and thereupon, be- 
cause Mexico, through its minister here, insisted that Mexico 
should reestablish its authority in Texas by an army yet to be 
raised, Andrew Jackson withheld recognition of that Republic, 
that was mostly inhabited by quondam American citizens. But 
when the ral died. with the army dissipated, then he ac- 
the independence of Texas. 

But, Mr. President, while I deplore and inveigh against and 
disapprove as heartily as a man can of all these things that have 
been done conta to the good faith and honor of the Govern- 
ment of the United States in this isthmian matter, yet I must say 
that there must be an end of things. 

Now, this hasty recognition of Panama was followed immedi- 
ately by the recognition of a great many other countries. And 
when a country has been recognized, the origin and source of its 
authority or its right to independence is no longer a matter of 
question with outsiders. It can be agitated eternally in the coun- 
try concerned, but it is not the concern of foreign people. 

Whatever it is, we acknowledge it; and whether the President 
was right or wrong—I say he was wrong from every point of 
3 as that secession has been accomplished principally 
through his instrumentality, and he has negotiated with this new 
Republic a treaty for a canal, I want to say that that new Repub- 
lic, the seceding Department of Panama, has as much right to 
make the treaty as the oldest established government in the world. 

In other words, when a sovereign is a sovereign there is no 
other any greater in its faculties and powers. He has all the 
powers that appertain to sovereignty in any of its relations, in- 
ternal or e . So the President has negotiated a treaty - 
which the eloquent Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan] said 
in his remarks a few moments ago was not with any authorized 
or well-formed government, no government in which the people 
had anything to say. 

Well, we never have been accustomed in treaties to consult the 
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people of a country as to what they have to say. We do not deal 
with the people; we deal with the government, and nothing else. 
That Government had just as much right to contract, as soon as 
it was acknowledged de facto, as it ever will have or as Great 
Britain has, 

A new treaty for a canal has been negotiated, and it is before 
us for ratification. Whatever I may think of the p ings in- 
cident to that treaty, whatever opinion I may hold of the conduct 
of the Executive in that matter, yet we have an accomplished 
secession, as we term it, or a revolution, and a Government that 
can to-morrow, if we reject this treaty, negotiate a similar treaty 
with France or with Great Britain or with any other power. We 
can not say no to that, unless we are simply going to make it a 
matter of force, and that is what we have ihe threatening to do 
ever since the war between the States. 

One Secretary of State after another has tedly and con- 
tinuously declared that it made no difference who built the canal 
or under what: auspices or what: government it was built, it was 
to be part of the coast line of the United States. That meant 
that our authority would be maintained by force of arms, for 
there was never any supposition that there would be negotiations 
of a diplomatic character that would give us any extraordinary 
right or power there. 

So this treaty comes to us negotiated bya de facto government; 
perhaps the people there having no voice in it whatever; perhaps 
the people, if a vote were taken, would be exceedingly hostile to 
it; but it comes to us more liberal in its concessions to us, and 
giving to us more than anybody in this Chamber ever dreamed of 
having. We have approved over and over again treaties with 
Costa Rica and Nicaragua and other countries for a canal, but we 
have never had a concession so extraordinary in its character as 
this. 

In fact,it sounds very much as though we wrote it ourselves, 
and I should believe that we did write it ourselves except for the 
fact that the Administration had before, having carte blanche, 
written such very bad ones that I do not believe it could write 
such a good one for us, for they certainly have written some that 
could not be very well defended. 

But at any rate, Mr. President, the poopie of the United States 
want an interoceanic canal, and they look at it as a great material 
enterprise. In my opinion, they have a. very exaggerated idea of 
the importance and the value of this canal. I do not believe what I 
have heard here and seen in the prints, in magazine articles, and 
other publications which have been written, and written by those 
holding briefs for this enterprise, that any great or i ble 
part of European travel will ever go through it. 

It may and will in countries on the western coast of South 
America; it may do so for the Japanese: Islands, and it may do so 
for Korea and Manchuria; but I venture to state that you may 
take the Straits of Gibraltar as the point from which all start, 
and, of course, Mediterranean Europe, and that traffic will always 
go through the Suez Canal. But take the whole of the trade of 
the Baltic, the North Sea, the German Ocean, the Channel Islands, 
on the western coast of France, thetrade of Portugal and of Hol- 
land, and all that vast commerce thatcomes down the Elbe to 
Hamburg, the whole of that enormous traffic that goes through 
the Danish Sonnd goes through the Kiel Canal. 

The trade of all northern and western Europe, after passing 
through the Straits of Gibraltar, goes on through the Suez Canal; 
and so, if it is destined to any point in Africa or any city in India, 
I will venture to say the trade of the Straits Settlements, of which 
Singapore is the center, and more than likely all that of southern 
China will take the same rou the Suez Canal. 

Besides the other advantages of the Suez route, the ships have 
as points of call for aay and traffic such important ports 
as Barcelona, Marseille, Genoa, Naples, and Cairo; while if the 
same ships went through the Panama Canal to the same destina- 
tion, they would: have no way traffic, but would be as running 
through a tunnel the whole way. 

Therefore I do not believe that thiscanal will thatamount 
of the world’s commerce now or in which is: assumed 
for it by its more zealous advocates. Of course it is going to be 
a great thing for the United States. It will shorten the way be- 
tween our two seaboards and to our Asiatic possessions: 

We know the people of the United States want an isthmian 
canal. They have come to the opinion that, as private capital is 
incapable of building it, the Government ought to build it. They 
have expressed through every possible avenue their desire to have 
it, and they have come to the conclusion that the United States 
itself must undertake it; that we must have the canal, and that 
we must have not only proprietorship but sovereignty. 

It is the most difficult thing in the world—the constitution of 
the South American states forbidding the alienation of their ter- 
ritory—to obtain sovereignty there; but, according to this treaty, 
we have there everything on earth that we d: ask for. and 


more than we ever expected to get. Asa government capable of 


negotiating a treaty has seen fit to make this one with us, and as 
we could not under any circumstances ever get a better one, then 
Tam for taking this. 

Ido not mean to say that I prefer the Panama route to the 
Ni route, for I do not. In the first place; this canal runs 
through the deadliest zone in the world. Itis only equaled by 
the mangrove swamps of westerm Africa. It is said. every 
single cross-tie in the Panama railroad has cost a human life. 

Thad a letter the other day from a man who said that he had 
worked a thousand hands for ten months on a railroad in the 
swamp back of San Juan, the eastern terminus of the Nicaragua 
Canal route, and lost only seven men, and when he was working 
upon the Panama Canal it was impossible for him to keep his 
men alive: that they died off like sheep with the rot. 

From Nicaragua down almost to on, certainly as far as 
Chiriqui Lagoon, there is a trade wind blowing briskly and freshly 
all the time, bringing healing on its wings and driving away the 
germs which belong to the tropical vegetation, while at Panama 
there is a deadly calm which b ike a pestilence over the 
whole country. 

Itextends itself away out in Panama Bay, where sailing vessels 
have sometimes lain a month before they could get around the 
great promontory which extends from the mainland south of 

ay Golfo Dolce, and this deadly calm seems to be not only a 
rms, such as those of the Chagres 
fever, the yellow fever, and paludic fever, but especially of dysen- 
tery. There seems to be no t of ever esta a sani- 
bs eit there whatever means may be employed. 

e first French Panama company lost over a thousand of 
their engineers and bookkeepers—men who were not laborers and 
who kept in the shade and took care of themselves. That com- 
1 550 established the best hospitals that money could furnish. 

hey established every hygienic method that could be disco 
by the most advanced of the medical profession, and yet the 
death rate went steadily on, as it will go steadily on. That 
is probably the greatest objection to the Panama route—the 
ae sickness which must prevail and the consequent 

ea 

I can recollect distinctly stories told me by friends who crossed 
that Isthmus in the old California days before there was any 
transcontinental railroad, that a. man in crossing that 48 miles 
would take the Chagres fever and die in two or three days. It is 
still the same way, and never will be any other way unless there 
is a revolution in the winds and currents of the ocean. It must 
remain a calm belt, and this insanitary condition means death to 
everybody who goes there. 

But, Mr. President, I can not help that; and therefore, as we 
have here the best treaty we have ever had with a power—whether 
they had the right to negotiate it or not I take no particular con- 
cern—I shall support this treaty as something expected of the 
Senate by the people of the United States. 

It may be said that the people of the United States do not un- 
derstand this situation. I think that is quite likely. I think that 
a great many of us do not exactly understand the situation. It 
has been, I think, hard to get knowledge on this matter. It would 
have been better for all concerned if everything had been freely 
given to the Senate. But I shall not discuss that. 

There is another reason, Mr. President, why I shall support the 
treaty.. The legislature of my State, that has lately honored me 
with a reelection, passed a resolution requesting me and my col- 
league to vote for this measure. I appreciate very keenly the 
kindly consideration and courteous deference which that legisla- 
ture paid to me and to my colleague when they requested us to 
do'a thing which they had a right to command. 

I believe in the doctrine of instruction. In other words, I 
would say about this—I would say to the President of the United 
States, as Samuel said to Saul when he had given him a commis- 
siom to go against the Amalekites and to utterly destroy all they 
had. When Saul had disobeyed, Samuel said to him: Know, * 
to obey is better than sacrifice, and to hearken than the fat of 
rams.“ 

The requestof my legislature has justas persuasive a power with 
me as it would be possible fora command to have; and unless it 
were a matter of conscientious conviction or a high sense of duty 
which I could not overcome I think that I should always obey. 
T understand them to mean, in their extreme kindness, that I am 
to use my judgment about it; but they have expressed their 
wislies, and their wishes, as I have said, have great infiuence with 


favorable cult for all sorts of 


me. 
Mr: President, I have stated what are the reasons which will 
actuate me in voting for this treaty, and I must express regret 
that there is: not to be a unanimous: vote on this side; not, of 
course, judging any man or attempting in any way to censure or 
to criticise anybody. I know there are men whose convictions 
are as strong as mine and their reasons for their position perha 
are better. At any rate; they are sufficient for them. But I do 


republic or a government across the sea—invaded the Isthmus of 


averted by warning 
» treaty. 
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say, so far as the world is concerned, that it would be a very 
happy event if the Seuate could pcll a unanimous vote on this 
question. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am mainly anxious, Mr. President, to con- 
clude as rapidly as may be the speech which I began on Thursday 
last under unusually depressing circumstances. 

I think the legislature of Mississippi furnished adequate evi- 
dence of intelligence and wisdom 1 my friend [Mr. 
Moxry] who has just addressed the Senate, and I think we may 
assume, without any difficulty, that they were well advised upon 
this subject when they passed the resolution through both branches 
requesting their Senators to vote for the ratification of this treaty. 

do not care, Mr. President, at this time to advert to the speech 
which the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] delivered to-day. 
When the bitterness of this time shall have passed, I venture the 
prophecy that the Senator from Alabama, perusing it, will find 
something in it to regret. Portions of it illustrate pointedly the 
truth of the proposition that excess of suspicion is as incompati- 
ble with sound judgment as is excess of credulity. 

When I surrendered the floor on Thursday I was dealing with 
Article XXXV of the treaty of 1846, which is substantially the 
heart of all the controversy which has arisen or can arise over this 
treaty outside, perhaps, of what may be said as to the terms of 
the instrument itself. 

Thad called attention to the fact—and I do not intend to repeat 
that it was perfectly clear from the exposition of motives confi- 
dentially communicated to this Government at that time by Mal- 
larino, the foreign minister of New Granada, that the main pur- 
pose of the treaty was Article XXXV, and that in the statement 
of compensation the provisions or references to articles of the 
treaty relating to customs, to reciprocity, to commerce were sim- 
ply a cover for the dual obligations of Article XXXV. 

New Granada guaranteed to the United States: 

The right of way or transit across the Isthmus of Panama upon any modes 
of communication that now exist or may be hereafter constructed. 

And that it should be free and open to the Government of the 
United States, as well as to the citizens of the United States. 

That, I contended, and contend, is both a grant by a sovereign 

tor and a guaranty by the sovereign grantor to keep it good. 
No msn in his senses, Mr. President, can impute to the United 
States a willingness to make the guaranty which, in considera- 
tion of that grant, this Government made for any mere commer- 
cial privileges with New Granada. 

I called the attention of the Senate to the fact that we enga 
as a government to efficaciously maintain during the life of thi 
treaty the perfect neutrality of the Isthmusand the rights of soy- 
ereignty and property of New Granada in the whole Isthmus. 
Why? With the view that the free transit from the one to the 
other sea may not be interrupted or embarrassed in any future time 
while this treaty exists.” i 

That means that if any foreign government—a South American 


Panama this Government stood in honor bound to send there its 
war ships and its soldiers to fight in order to keep good this gov- 
ernmental pledge. s 3 
Right here, Mr. President, it may be truthfully said that While 
the United States has not been called upon to protect Colombia 
inst actual foreign invasion of the Isthmus, the obligation 
which she assumed by Article XXXV of the treaty of 1846 to do 
so has been of incalculable benefit to Colombia. cs. 
It was said by Mr. Fish, in a note to the Colombian minister of 
May 27, 1871: 2 F 
i to the treaty is under- 
stood to have boen to maintain her sovereignty over — 5 5 eT 58 
8 8 though this D to be- 


lieve that one has upon several occasions been threatened, but has been 


from this Government as to its obligations under the 


In January, 1885, Colombia goer to the United States to 
avert hostilities with which she believed herself to be menaced by 
the Government of Italy over the Cerruti case, and this Govern- 
ment through Mr. Bayard suggested to Italy the— 

serious concern which it could not but feel were a pel es power to resort 
to force against a sister republic of this hemisphere as to the sovereign and 


uninterrupted use of a part of whose territory we are guarantors under the 
solemn faith of a treaty. 


The mere fact that this great Peponi which observes its 
treaty obligations at whatever cost, stood bound for sixty 
years to protect the neutrality of the Isthmus and the rights of 
sovereignty and property of Colombia therein against foreign 

wers has constituted of itself the most powerful preventive of 
oreign inyasion of the Isthmus. To what extent there would 
have been invasion but for this treaty attitude of the United 
States, of course, one may not know, but with knowledge of the 
history of Colombian revolutions and the attitude of at least one 


South American Republic, her neighbor, it is easy to be believed 
that but for the influence of our promised protection the Isthmus 
of Panama would have passed to another South American nation 
years ago. 

Mr. ident, what was our contract? It has been assumed in 
this debate that the President has violated the obligation of this 
Government by what has been done by the United States on the 
Isthmus. I deny it. There is no obligation resting upon this 
Government under Article XXXV except to intervene there for 
the maintenance of neutrality and the protection of the rights of 
sovereignty and of 8 of New Granada and her successor, 
the Government of Colombia, as against invasion by foreign 
powers. 

That proposition would need no 8 in authority, because it 
is absolutely impossible, unless the language were so explicit as 
to permit no escape from the conclusion, to impute to the United 
States an obligation to maintain order for Colombia among her 
own people on that Isthmus. That is what Colombia bound her- 
self todo. That was a unilateral contract on the part of Colom- 
bia, and in consideration of that came our obligation to stand 
between her and foreign aggression. 

Nor is that all. Colombia has made various demands upon the 
United States during these fifty-seven years, based now upon one 
construction and then upon another of Article XXXYV, so far as it 
relates to our duty—constructions which sometimes took no ac- 
count of the language and which found origin only in the necessi- 
ties for the time being of Colombia. First, Colombia claimed as 
long ago as 1865, when an expedition from Cauca, one of the States 
of the New Granadian Confederacy, was fitted out to invade the 
Isthmus of Panama, that she was entitled under this treaty to call 
upon the United States, as if Cauca were a foreign power, to pre- 
vent that invasion. 

The Secretary of State, Mr. Seward, in a letter to Mr. Burton. 
under date of November 9, 1865, announced our construction of 
the treaty as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 9, 1865. 
The question which has recently arisen under the thirty-fifth article of the 
treaty with New Granada as to the obligation of this Government to comply 
with a requisition of the President of the United States of Colombia fora 
force to protect the Isthmus of Panama from invasion by a body of insur- 
gents of that country has been submitted to the consideration of the Attor- 
ney-General. Pa eg is that neither the text nor the spirit of the stipu- 
lation in that e, by which the United States lierten to preserve the 
neutrality of the Isthmus of Panama, imposes an obligation on this Govern- 
ment to comply with a requisition like that referred to. 
The purpose of the stipulation was to guarantee the Isthmus against seiz- 
ure or invasion by a foreign power only. It could not have been contem- 
lated that we w8re to become a party to any civil war in that country by 
efending the Isthmus against another party. As it may be presumed, how- 
ever, that our object in entering into such a stipulation was to secure the 
freedom of transit across the us, if that freedom should be endangered 
or obstructed, the employment of force on our part to prevent this would be 
a question of grave e ency to be determined by circumstances. * è * 
WILLIAM H. SEWARD. 


Many, many times when there has been trouble on the Isthmus 
of Panama—and there has been trouble there only fifty-three times 
in fifty-seven years—Colombia has called upon the United States 
for help upon the theory that we were bound by this article even 
to suppress riots there among her own people. They barbarously 
murdered once a large number of Americans in transit there for 
money—robbery; and once, Mr. President. so variable, so utterly 
absurd, so ignorant and undignified in the treatment of this article 
have they been that when a popular consul of the United States died 
at Panama and the commander of our war ship sent a band of 
music unarmed, with a platoon of marines with guns charged 
with blank cartridges, to attend his obsequies, Colombia protested 
against it as an attack upon her sovereignty, permission not hay- 
ing been obtained; and her officials withheld their presence from 


be- | the funeral. 


Early in 1866 this was declared by Colombia to be the measure 
of our obligations under Article XXV of the treaty of 1846: 


As to the interposition due from the Government of the United States by 
the 5 existing between the two nations in the event that an insurrection 
by armed force should take place on the Isthmus for the purpose of segregat- 
ing it from the Union, the Government of Colombia understands that, if such 
& movement should be effected with the view of making that section of the 
Republic independent and attaching it to any other foreign nation or power 
that is to say, in order to transfer by any means whatever the sovereignty 
which Colombia justly possesses over that territory to any foreign nation 
or power whatever—the case will then have arisen when the United States 
of America, in fulfillment of their obligation contracted by the thirty-fifth 
article of the treaty existing between the two Republics, shoula come to the 
assistance of Colombia to main its sovereignty over the Isthmus, but not 
when the disturbances are confined to Colombian citizens, 


Then came the statement of Mr. Fish, a great Secretary of State, 
in 1873; and we were summoned first to the rescue under this 
treaty in 1856, only eight years after its ratification. Mr. Fish 
says: 3 

By the treaty with New Granada of 1546 this Government has engaged to 
guarantee the neutrality of the Isthmusof Panama. This engagement, how- 
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which we incurred an onerous obligation, vested in us a right of 
unobstructed passage across the Isthmus, and if Colombia failed 
in her guaranty to afford it to us we had a right to maintain it 
olf my tri d from Minois [Mr. C J] grants to ight 
my frien m Minois Colo] gran me a rig 

of passage across his farm or his lot, and I am interfered with by 
intruders in its rightful use, I may employ such force as is neces- 
sary to enable me to exercise the granted right. 

And when Colombia so far derogated from her sovereignty as 
to grant to this Government for itself and its citizens a right of 
way or transit across the Isthmus from sea to sea, pledging her 


been acknowledged to embrace the duty of protecting tai 
5 the a e of local factions: but 1 85 regarded as Ua 
— duty ~ Tired Colombian Government to protect it agctast attacks from 
local insurgen 
7 ` men mested to address resentation upon this sub- 
fect cs the — — for foreign PE a and toask that 2 sufficient 
force pert on the Isthmus to deter attacks upon the road, its officers, or 
servant 
I can understand from the character of the Colombian admin- 
istration how that Government can put forth inconsistent con- 
structions of Article XXXV and demand of us, under penalty of 
injury to life and property of — and 3 x the 
kon up Ts, x That REN A power as a sovereign to maintain it, in exchange for a govern- 


i surpri bl A 
1 104 Bap . eee ee mental obligation upon our part to maintain, in order to secure 
ued construction placed upon it by distinguished men who have the tranquil enjoyment of the granted right without obstruction 
been called upon to act ane it, an obligation on the part of the | or embarrassment, perfect neutrality on the Isthmus and the 
United States, upon the request of Colombia or without it, to | Tights of sovereignty and property of Colombia on the Isthmus 
maintain order on the Isthmus between contending factions of against all foreign nations, there inhered in the grant the right to 
that Republic. Colombia, as late as 1881, in the most solemn way utilize it, and to use then power to that end, except as 
repudiated any such construction. She then proposed to Mr. against theGovernment of Colombia herself. Had she attempted 
Evarts, Secretary of State, a protocol of construction of Article | to prevent its use by us—in other words, to obstruct it as against 


8 1 : us—a different status would have arisen. 
FF VV kl”... vx Gtatea hen poe 


sessed, of course, a right to protect the lives and of 
5 arane 4 7 SEE American citizens, Colombia failing so to do, on the 1 
States af Ameren: according to the paragraph and article cited from the | I utterly diate the notion which seems to be entertain 
arene of 55 gen 4 5 = territory is = 5 sor em- | here that un al no circumstances might we TANI protect the 

paced hy the Statoof Fananie mthe Colombian , utral | transit and other American interests without the preliminary re- 
ity and 5 guaranteed applies to the whole extent of said guest 3 ission. To eay t the Uni 


(b) T 3 of neutrality c in that the United States of . J 5 
America will prevent Eren adequate means, — — of — them- States Government solemnly entered into the obligation to be by 
bia, that sai it performed under Article „involving an expenditure of 


limitless, not only 25 reason of its laws and its resources of every kind, but 


selves belligerents as of the United States of 
T unknown millions of money and the lives of its soldiers and ma- 
tinue and compel the responsible (respective) er tomake due tion. 
Shio — „ — Ü—X— can corporation in the enjoyment of its property without first 
with our own (except as to the words or unauthorized private Ihave thought since I began to study the history of the ad- 
Recently Colombia, consistent in her inconsistency, asserts | indifferent to the seasonable and honest discharge of her own 
State and Navy Departments, of the administration of Article 
he respect with which its greatness inspires the world. 
order. Fifty-three times in fifty-seven years there have been 


terri- 

be made the theater of hostilities any foreign power; or if it shall 

taken place, the t havi pportunel: th 

Cited States of America will come to the defense while sald hostilities con- rines, in 5 of a =a of Tight of way for itself and 

> ; | citizens across the Isthmus, and is not, under any circumstances, 

(c) The ranty of sovereignty consists in that the United States of ee a 8 

necessary means, includi permitted to protect that right of way, its citizens, and an Ameri- 

. dD — made the object of —.— or usurpation, or of pr y . 

à . 55 obtaining the request of Colombia would give us at the option 

1717. pE ie Colombia in exchange for our obligation nothing. 

Mr. Evarts declined to agree to this protocol, not challeng- 

ing the correctness of the construction, which was in harmony OPERATIONS ON ISTHMUS UNDER ARTICLE XXXV, 

expeditions’? which phrase would itself require construction), | ministration of Article XXXV that the obvious necessity for us 

upon the ground that the article was plain and that this Govern- | to intervene to protect the transit and American interests and 

ment was unwilling either to enlarge it or to diminish it. the certainty that we would do so has rendered Colombia quite 

practically a new demand upon the United States, through Gen- | guaranty and grant of right of way or transit. 

eral Reyes, her special envoy, who says, in his correspondence | Mr. President, I hold in my hand Senate Document 143 of this 
session, which contains the history, from the standpoint of the 
XXXV by Colombia and the United States during the life of the 
treaty. Colon and Panama and the transit line across the Isth- 

to guaran mus have been the home of revolution, riot, and all sorts of dis- 

ity and 8 the Isthmus. „CC TTT 5 y ve 6 

“neutrality” and “property” could be given any other interpretation than | riots, insurrection, attempted revolution, and other public disor- 

have snatched from Colombia the der. As early as May 22, 1850, the record is, Outbreak: two 

property of the Isthmus, it seems natural that the United States, in view of | Americans killed. War vessel to qen outbreak.” Iwill incor- 

e 


aforesaid stipulation, should return the p y to its legitimate owner. rate in the appendix to my remarks this list, only partial, taken 
3 F 62 80 the Presidan 's message of December 7, 1903. s 


I can not, of course, go through this administrative history, 
but I state accurately that it demonstrates two things: 

First, that Colombia has violated this treaty systematically 
from the beginning by failing to maintain the transit; that she 
has frequently notified us of her inability to do so, and frequentl 
demanded of us that we discharge, by protecting the transit 
maintaining order on the Isthmus, an obligation which was en- 
lea her own, and which we had not as a government entered 
into. 

Second, that from beginning to end the heart of the Isthmus 
is Colon, Panama, and the line of railway transit and canal con- 
struction. These two ports and this line of transit have been the 
theater of substantially all the fighting and disorder. As far back 
as 1856 this Government was obliged to land troops fromthe Inde- 
pendence and St. Mary’s at the railroad station, and did land 160 
men from both ships, occupying the station witha field piece. The 
following year martial law was proclaimed at Panama, the city was 
assaulted by insurgents, and a guard was landed to protect the 
consulate, the authorities having agreed, in the expectation of 
another attack— 


to — im writing, the commanders of the United States and British 
forces in the harbor to land and have joint occupation of the town tempo- 


among other reasons, the stipulation contajned in the thirty-fifth article 
above quoted excepts no case, 

I am utterly unable to find in the langnage of the treaty ground 
for dissent from the construction placed upon it by Mr. Seward, 
Attorney-General Speed, Mr. Fish, Mr. Evarts, and several times 
in the most formal way by Colombia herself through her officials, 
that is to say, an obligation to maintain perfect neutrality on the 
whole Isthmus, and the rights of sovereignty and property as 
against governments foreign to Colombia. 

It is clear tome that Mr. Fish was absolutely correct that under 
the treaty it was an essential and vital part of the guaranty of 
Colombia that she should at all times maintain a garrison at Pan- 
ama and Colon adequate to repress insurrections and disturbances 
which involved the freedom of transit. In this view we have rested 
under no obligation at 9 to land marines upon the Isth- 
mus upon the request of Colombia to suppress disorder and vio- 
lence among her own citizens. We would have violated no treaty 
duty if we had refused upon such a request to do so, but we have 
had a twofold l always upon which we had a right, where 
Colombia could not or would not make good her guaranty of free 
transit and protect the citizens of the United States within her 
domain on the Isthmus from spoliation and loss of life, to land our 
marines upon the Isthmus for the forcible protection of American 
interests and of our treaty right of free transit, and this latter not 
only for the benefit of American commerce and citizens, but of 
commerce generally over that transit. 

First, the right of way or passage for the Government and for 
the commerce of our citizens granted to us by Article XX XV, for 


rarily. 
In 1861 the intendente-general for Panama informed our consul- 
neral at Panama that a lawless expedition was fitting ont at 
na to invade the Isthmus, and requested, in the event of 
itslanding at Aspinwall, now Colon, or any other of the Isthmus 
ports, the interposition of the United States naval forces to main- 
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train neutrality and to protect the transit from violence of a law- | would have succeeded us. The French Government would have 
less character, which he had every reason to apprehend in case looked after the immense French interests and French invest- 


a landing was effected by the e 
Seward was notified by the minister from Colombia as follows: 

Should the invasion (from Cauca, a of New Granada adjoining the 
Isthmus of Panama) take piaca it will me the duty of the authorities of 
thecountry to suppress it by the necessary amount of resistance, and the un- 
. “eae apprehends that it may then become indispensable temporarily to 
cut off all communication between the Atlantic and Pacific shores, which 
would necessarily put a stop to all traffic along the railway. This measure 
would doubtless proye very in he to commerce in general, and espe- 
cially to that of the United States. 

And so we were called on to protect the transit. It is a long 
story. Colon hasbeen attacked and burned by insurgents. Pan- 
ama has been captured more than once. Ten times we have been 
obliged to land marines to protect the transit and the lives and 
property of American citizens, and many times the presence of 
our war ships there has served to prevent insurrection, and our 
intervention through marines has seryed to put an end to insur- 
rection, and to force a surrender of revolutionists to the Gov- 
ernment. 

I will show, Mr. President, as I go along, that the insurrections 
and attempted revolutions on the Isthmus of Panama have not 
been by any means in most cases the result of mere lawlessness 
or desire for spoliation and plunder. In thirty-three instances 
there have been revolutions, attempted independence, revolt 
against the sway of the Government at Bogota, not riots. One 
of these revolutions lasted for three years. Once during revolu- 
tion in Colombia she withdrew all troops from the Isthmus, not- 
withstanding imminent danger to the transit, thereby forcing us 
to intervene. And whenever there has been fighting there it has 
involved and embarrassed the transit and the operation of the 
railway. I wish I might call attention tosome of these reports of 
our consuls and our nayal officers to prove this. 

There is a report, for instance, of a train stopped at a bridge 
until a battle could be fought out at the other end of it: another of 
a train run between two contending forces, the soldiers of each 
standing with cocked rifles aimed at the train and the passengers. 
There was another occasion on which the soldiers on each side of 
the railroad, by agreement, stopped firing at each other until the 
trains and mail could pass through. 

It is absolutely impossible for one who familiarizes himself at 
all with the geographical situation there and the population, to 
fail to realize that in the event of hostilities between Colombia 
and her people in that locality, the theater of war must be Colon, 
Panama, and the railway and canal lines of transit. 

Doctor Nunez, who became dictator in 1885, in his address of 
November 11, 1885, to the honorable members of the State dele- 
gates, after speaking of the cost of the civil wars of 1876 and 1885, 
estimating the former at nine millions in direct damages only 
and the latter at double the cost, said: 

The State of Panama scons Se a numerous and well-paid garrison, so 
as to avoid such occurrences, which have already happened,and which might 
endanger our national sovereignty; without this precaution, excluding the 
severer one of cultivating with favorable results our amicable relations with 
the Government of North America, which has just given us such a palpable 
proof of their good faith, 

Tothe performance of this obligation she has been disgracefully 
indifferent. Every time during the life of this treaty we have 
been forced by her failure to repress disorder to land our marines, 
protect the transit and our citizens, she has committed a gross 
violation of the obligation which she undertook by way of grant 
and guaranty in Article XXXV of the treaty. For each of these 
violations we had a right at our election to denounce and put an 
end to the treaty, but_our position has been such that, however 
gross and systematic her violation might be, we were absolutely 
precluded as a Government from exercising our clear right to put: 
an end to the treaty. 

The situation of the United States in this respect has been alto- 

ther unique. It is the only treaty obligation, so far as I know, 
by which this Government has been thus complicated with another 
government. Colombia well understood this. We were without 
remedy for her violations of solemn grant and guaranty of free 
transit. Had we denounced the treaty of course it would have been 
insisted that our right of 8 transit across the Isthmus from 
the one to the other sea by highway or canal would have fallen 
with the treaty. It has been so valuable to our commerce, and of 
such consequence for the future, that its surrender was not to be 
vonas of. Moreover, had we withdrawn from the obligations of 
Article XXV to maintain the neutrality of the Isthmus and the 
rights of sovereignty and property of Colombia thereon, some other 
government would have undertaken the obligation which we had 
cast off. We could not tolerate it under the Monroe doctrine that 
any foreign government should occupy the position as toany South 

erican republic which we have under the treaty occupied as 
to Colombia on the Isthmus of Panama. 

It is not difficult to identify the foreign government which 
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dition.“ In the same year Mr. | ments and rights, which, under concessions to Frenchmen, owned 


by a French company, had grown up with vast enditure of 
French money on that Tate í piz 

And so we have been obliged to go along all these years respond- 
ing to the calls of Colombia, contenting ourselves with simple 
protest against the infidelity of Colombia in fulfilling her treaty 
obligations, sending our war ships there that their presence might 
repress insurrection and disorder, protecting by our marines the 
lives and property of American citizens, and the safety and free- 
dom of the transit. 

WE HAVE AIDED COLOMBIA TO OPPRESS THE PEOPLE OF THE ISTHMUS. 


And in all this incidentally, although effectively, we have re- 
pressed the aspirations of that people for freedom and held them 
subjectto a tyranny. It has been, Mr. President, from the stand- 
point of liberty, a cruel piece of business on the part of the United 
States Government, and brought us into a practical partnership 
which can not fail to be offensive to right-thinking men. The 
failure of Colombia to discharge her obligation has 8 us, in 
the discharge of a plain duty and in the exercise of a plain right 
for the protection of American interests, to become an ally of Co- 
lombia against the people of the Isthmus. We have been an in- 
strument of tyranny, not daring to cast away the sword of tyranny. 

Comparatively few of our people, in fact very few of the Sena- 
tors, have realized or perhaps now realize the extent to which the 
United States has been made under this treaty the instrument 
of violation of the commonest rights of mankind, in outrage 
upon liberty, holding down the heavy hand of Colombian tyranny 
upon the people of that Isthmus e insurrection and 
revolution, and maintaining the Bogota authority The people 
of Panama are the same race of people as the people of Bogota. 
The Spanish people are not afraid to die. That the spirit of lib- 
erty has never been extinguished on the Isthmus the record of 
revolts, attempted revolutions, and struggles for independence 
abundantly shows. There is not a Senator in this Chamber who, 
had he been a Panamaian, would not have been a 1. ader in these 
insurrections and in the struggle for independence so often made 
and so often repressed by the power cf the United States. 

It is not a great while since this Chamber rang with eloquent 
voices in favor of liberty. It is not very long, Mr. President, 
since burning words were spoken here in denunciation of tyranny 
and outrage and wrong upon a people. But I stand here to say 
to-day that, with all the Spanish oppression in Cuba until the re- 
concentrado days of Weyler, Cuba was a paradise of govern- 
mental purity and justice compared with the long-continued 
condition of Panama ruled from Bogota. 

WRONGS OF PANAMA. 


Up to 1885 Panama was a sovereign state, which with other 
sovereign states constituted the Republic of New Granada, then 
Colombia. She had her own legislature, enacting her own laws 
for domestic administration; she was a sovereign member of a 
confederacy of states, not a union. She, with the other states, 
had delegated to the Central Government at Bogota certain 
powers to be rrikapen Mary President and his cabinet and the 
Congress. Buttwo-thirds of the states had the power to overrule 
any action of the Congress. She chose her own governor and other 
officials. She enjoyed home rule. Sheconferred, of course, upon 
the Central Government the conduct of foreign relations—the 
right to make treaties. 

nt, Mr, President, with 1885 came an entire change in her 
status. It was brought about, shortly stated, by a coup d'état of 
Doctor Nunez, the President, who set aside the constitution, made 
and put in force a new one, in the making of which Panama had 
in fact no part or voice, under which he became a practical dic- 
tator. This constitution established a centralized government 
and maintained the statehood of all the States but Panama, and 
provided that Congress should have power “to regulate the ad- 
ministration of Panama.’’ She lost the right which during all 
the years her people had enjoyed of home rule; she lost the power 
to legislate for the wants and needs of her own people. She be- 
came, Mr. President, a province, a department, under the abso- 
lute command and despotism of a government 800 miles away, 
having nothing whatver in common with the people of Panama. 

Why was this done? Senators may inquire. I can conceive of 
no reason except that it was to enable the politicians at Bogota 
to reap where they had not sown—to reap a harvest of dollars from 
the Isthmus of Panama while leaving only to the people of the 
Isthmus a harvest of death. With the cutting of the canal and 
the throwing up of the new earth came pestilence that did not 
reach the clear air of the mountain plains at Bogota, but they 
took the money at Bogota derived from the concessions, and the 

ple of the Isthmus of Panama faced disease and death in utter 
elplessness, 


7 
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Iwant to read for it is the truth, I have verified it as far as possi- 
ble; it was read by the distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
FAIRBANKS] in the x pens which he made—a statement published 
over the signature of an eminent and frank man at Bogota of the 
treatment which has been accorded by Colombia to the people on 
that Isthmus: 

We have converted the lords and masters of that territory [Panama] into 

riahs & their native soils. We have cut their rights and suppressed all 

eir liberties unexpectedly. We have robbed them of the most precious 
AEUR 22 S free people—that of electing their mandataries, their legislators, 


Senators, it is a pitiful thing for a man who has been well-to- 
do, it is worse for a woman. who has been well-to-do, to be re- 
duced to penury, to be compelled to bear, after a life of luxury, 
the hardships of poverty. He who has always been a slave knows 
little of liberty; but people who have been free, who for number- 
less years have been accustomed to govern themselves; to enact 
their own legislation, to ađminister their own laws, feel, of course, 
with indescribable keenness reduction to a condition of absolute 
. and practical slavery. That was the situation in 

anama. 


We have restricted for them the right of suffrage; we have falsified the 
count of votes: we have made prevalent over the popular will the will of a 
mercenary soldiery and that of a series of employees entirely strange to the 
interests of the Department; we have taken e e them the right of 
lawmaking, and as a compensation we have put them under the iron yoke 
of exceptional laws; state, provinces, and municipalities have lost entirely 
the autonomy which they were enjoying formerly. * * * 

In towns of a cosmopolitan character of the Isthmus we did not foundany 
national schools where children could learn our religion, our our 
history, and how to love their country. In the face of the world we have 
punished with imprisonment, with expulsion, with fines, and whi gs the 
writers for the innocent expression of the thought. Since December, 1884, to 
October, 1903, the Presidents, Lr secretaries, prefects, mayors, chiefs 
of police, military chiefs, officials, and soldiers, inspectors of police, the police 
itself, captains and surgeons of harbors, ma tes, ew of descrip- 
tions, State attorneys, every body came from the high p ns of the Andes and 
from other parts of the Republic to impose on the us the will, the law, 
or the whims of the more powerful, to sell justice, or speculate with the treas- 
ury. This series of employers, similar to an yest ew with its multiple arms, 
was sucking the blood of an ee people and was devouring what only 
the Panamaians had a right to 

We have made of the Isthmus a real military province, and when this na- 
tion of 350,000 souls had men of continental reputation like Justo Arosemana, 
legislators of the first order, and of an irresisti n Pablo Arose- 
mana and like Gil Colunje, men of talent like ila, brilliant diplomats like 
Hurtado, and scientific celebrities of Eur reputation like Sosa we leave 
them aside, we relegate them in contempt and in forgetfulness instead of 
putting them at the head of the Isthmus in order to quench the thirst of 
equity and justice and satisfy the legitimate aspirations of all the Panama- 
ians. Such a way of procee ing has wounded the pride, the dignity, and the 
peronem of all the intellectual people of the Isthmus, and has provoked and 

eveloped the hatred and the anger of the 8 mass. 

The result is of all those errors—we are touching them now! The last 
twenty years have been for the Panamaians too bitter and too sad, and they 
will never in the future like to be Colombians if they have to continue to live 
under a régime that did not allow them to be citizens in their own territory. 


Senators wonder, when the Con at Bogota, encouraged by 
the Government which negotiated this treaty, locked and barred 
the door of hope to the people of the Isthmus, that they rose in 
revolt, and seem to think it a strange thing, to be accounted for 
only upon an hypothesis which does dishonor to the President. 
Who here, had he been a Panamaian, would not have been arey- 
olutionist? Was anything ever more natural, Mr. President, than 
the resolve of the people of that Isthmus in that moment to free 
themselves from this tyranny or die? 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce], in the very ad- 
mirable speech which he presented on this measure, incorporated 
a report in detail of the war taxation extorted from individuals in 
Panama by the sword and bayonet. It is one of the most infamous 
tales of outrage and robbery that ever a people was obliged to 
submit to. * 

Through its own officials, appointed for the Department of Panama, the 
Osntral Government has appropriated and withheld in the form of loans 
from the Department of Panama to the Republic of Colombia a sum of over 
$2,000,000, which it refused to repay or recognize as an obligation. 

The Government has received from the Panama Canai and the Panama 
Railroad Company a total sum of over ey agai Sens which not a penny has 
Perinat eta sora only Guim AF EN PE REEDE ex proel pee 
Pided by the railroad concession to be paid discus to the Department. s 

And yet, Mr. President, Panama was the narrow strip of land 
through which the oceans were to be wedded! It was through 
Panama and in the midst of that people that the work of construc- 
tion went on. It was the Panama inhabitants who suffered from 
the wild men who came from the West Indies to engage in that 
work and from the pestilence which came as a consequence of 
construction, but every dollar of the $15,000,000 went to Bogota, 
upon the plain of the Andes, 


Panama is the one Department— 

Think of it! 

Panama is the one rtment in the whole Republic where silver is the 
legal tender, the other rtments having a es a per currency in 
the ratio of $30 paper to $i silver. With ble difference in money 
values the Government of Bogota imposes a tax of $10 in silver per head upon 


evour. 


the Isthmus, while the tax imposed in the other Depart- 
ments is but $3 in paper for the same privilege, a discrimination of 3) to 1. 


What buta spirit of diabolism could devise that? And we have 


cattle killed 


helped all the years by our action in protecting the transit“ 
there to make permanent over the people of that Isthmus this 
absolutism and robbery! 

These taxes and impositions ht be endured if the Isthmus had in turn 
derived a reasonable thereof for its own betterment, but the facts of 
the case are notoriously the reverse. Not a school has ever been established 
by the central government of the riment of Panama, not a college has 
been erected, not a bridge or road built in all the territory, not a hospital, not 


an asylum the insane, and not a single work of eleemosynary or humane 


character 9 been founded, 

And yet Senators seem to think it an astounding thing that 
when the canal treaty failed at Bogota—when it became apparent 
that this Government was to be held up indefinitely until the 
franchise or concession of the New Panama Canal Company, with 
its property, could be forfeited, and until the end ofa long litiga- 
tion or a fight with France, there was to be no canal, no ray of 
light—they revolted. Who would not have revolted? 

THE REVOLUTION. 

Was ever a revolution better justified in the sight of God and 
man, Mr. President, than was this one? To say that it was sim- 
ply for a canal is to close the eye to the long history of misrule, 
violence, tyranny, and robbery. It is to forget that without re- 
gard to a canal long ago, but for us, the people of the Isthmus of 
Panama would have become independent. 

I do not intend, Mr. President, to soeng much time in dealin; 
with the details of what occurred on the Isthmus. Itis enoug 
to wy that the revolution evidently had been long in preparation. 
On the night of the 3d of November, 1903, there was an uprising. 
On the morning of the 4th the people of the Isthmus declared 
their independence of Colombia, and a provisional government 
lowered the flag of Colombia and raised in its place the flag of the 
Republic of Panama. 

the 6th of November the President authorized the repre- 
sentative of this Government at Panama to enter into relations 
with the new Government, which he proceeded to do. That was 
a recognition of a new independent state. It was the recognition 
of a fact, for, from she standpoint of international law, inde- 
pendence is a fact. On the 13th of November the President for- 
mally recognized the Republic of Panama by receiving an envoy 
extraordinary and minister 3 om that Republic, 
and a little later appointed, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, an envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary 
to the Republic of Panama. 

The President has been severely and harshly criticised in de- 
bate here on various grounds in connection with the birth and 
recognition of the new Republic. It has been charged that this 
Government incited the revolt. That is but the breath of suspi- 
cion. The President needed no defense against such a charge, 
but he made haste to place 8 the permanent records of the 
Government this unqualified denial: 

I think proper to say, therefore, that no one connected with this Govern- 
ment had any part in . inciting, or encouraging the late revolution 
on the Isthmus of Panama, and that save from the rts of our milita 
and naval officers, given above, no one connected with this Government had 
any previous knowledge of the revolution except such as was accessible to 
any person of ordinary 8 who read the newspapers and kept up a 
current acquaintance with public & 

General Reyes, in his correspondence with Secretary Hay, in- 
dulged the same intimation, based upon statements in the public 
press, which brought from that distinguished official the follow- 
ing explicit and final reply: 

Any charge that this Government, or any responsible member of it, held 
intercourse, whether official or unofficial, with agents of revolution in Co 
lombia is utterly without justification. 

Equally so is the insinuation that any action of this Government, prior to 
the revolution in Panama, was the result of complicity with the plans of the 
peg a ‘The Department sees fit to make these denials, and it makes 

These denials from such a source are, of course, conclusive. 

Basing the charge u telegraphic orders to the commanders 
of our war ships, which I do not stop to read, but which I insert 
as an appendix, it has been elaborately argued and insisted upon 
that with undue haste and suspicious anticipation our war ships 
were assembled at Colon and Panama. That our officials knew 
that revolt was threatened no one can dispute. That it was their 
duty to know and be prepared for a situation which would call 
for the protection of American interests and rights is self-evident. 
It was for that that the Constitution places in the hands of the 
Executive the conduct of our foreign relations. It is the duty of 
our representatives in foreign ports and places to keep the execu- 
tive department advised fully of conditions menacing American 
interests and of prospective changes in government. This has 
always been so and always will be so so long as executive duty is 
intelligently and faithfully discharged. 

But, looking through the records, it will be discovered that the 
President in this instance can not be charged with undue haste 
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in assembling at Colon and Panama American ships of war. At 
Colon was the third-rate ship the Nashville, and at Panama, the 
port at the Pacific end of the transit, there was no American war 


ship. Until November 9 American interests were looked after at 
Panama by the British war ship Amphion, the Marblehead, which 
had been ordered from Acapulco to Panama, having sailed from 
that port November 4, reaching Panama November 9. If any 
fault can be found in this respect with the executive department, 
it is for not having seasonably at Panama an American war ship 
to safeguard American interests. 

But one of the principal, if not the strongest, grounds of com- 
pun of the President in his relation to what occurred on the 

mus is that he violated Article XXXV of the treaty of 1846 
by preventing the landing of Colombian troops to repress or sup- 
press revolution. This charge is based entirely upon the cable- 
grams which I insert in the appendix to my remarks. These 
cablegrams have been so thoroughly discussed by Senators, in- 
cluding myself, on other occasions, that I shall not dwell upon 
them at this time. It will be observed that the governing point 
in each of them was to maintain free. and uninterrupted transit. 
There was a situation in which was threatened, because of the 
delay of Colombia, being fully warned, to make timely prepa- 
ration to carry out her obligation, fierce and long-continued 
fighting along the railway and at Colon and Panama, involving 
not only stoppage of the transit and commerce, but possibly the 
destruction of the transit. 

The shelling of Panama by the Colombian gunboat, in violation 
of the laws of war, had not the interference of the foreign con- 
suls prevented its continuance, might easily have destroyed 
through conflagration Panama and all the commercial facilities, 
interrupting the transit for months. We were under no obliga- 


tion to permit Colombia to destroy or endanger the transit, the 
det benefit which we derived from the treaty of 1846, Le a 
us, e 


effort to maintain her 8 on the 
was either too weak to maintain ber 5 there or relied 
upon us to do it for her, not against any foreign power, but 
against her d te, disappointed, and long-suffering citizens or 
subjects upon the Isthmus. 

T have said Colombia had been fully forewarned of the immi- 
nence of revolution. It had been discussed in the Senate of Co- 
lombia in connection with the appointment of Obaldia as gov- 
ernor of Panama. It had been reported by representatives from 
the Isthmus in the Congress of Colombia on their arrival at 
Bogota. Doctor Herran, the chargé representing Colombia at 
this capital, had officially warned the Government of the prepara- 
tions for revolution. I read from an interview by him in the 
Washington correspondence of the New York World, Monday, 
January 18, 1904: 

Dr. Thomas Herran, the Colombian chargé, was tremendously interested, 


and said: 

“Itisa in story. As tothe charge that stock speculating 

tom of the Panama revolution, I can say nothing more than 
that I have heard rumors to the same effect. I can talk only om the art of 
ith which I am directly connected, and I wish to correct some 
minor details in that, so that no one will be done an injustice.” 
DUQUE AND HART IN WASHINGTON 

Is the headline. 


“That Mr. Duque and Mr. Hart called on me on September 4, immediate 
after their conference with Secretary Hay at the State a as sta’ 
inthe World, is true, but they are not both old friends of mine nor did they 
give me one word of information. Mr. Hart is an intimate friend of mine, 
and I think a great deal of him.” 2 


He was the former minister, I think, at Bogota. 


ue casu- 


ting fòr 


. Hay’s conduct was absolutely correct, as it always is, and he 
made no compromisi A Mud Mr. Hart 
hot only that they had been at the State Department, but what had been 


said there. 

“I them to tell of their visit to the State t 
„„ to it. I gained no information at all from 
them sog they learned nothing from me although Mr. Duque seemed to be 

‘pumy o, 
I about old times with Mr. Hart and discussed isthmian affairs in a 
8 way with Mr. Duque. He said there wasa great deal of unrest on 

e Isthmus, because the treaty which I had negotiated with Secretary Hay 
seemed doomed to defeat, and said that if it was rejected a revolution on the 
Isthmus was possible.” 

Of course, he would not make any very definite statement to 
the Colombian diplomatic representative at Washington who had 
negotiated the Hay-Herran treaty. 

“He told me nothing I did not know, and nothing which was not apparent 
to any casual observer on the Isthmus.” 

HERRAN WARNED BOGOTA. 
“After their departure I verified a few points on which I had not been ab- 


solutely certain, and the next day I cabled Bogota. Isaid that on the pre- 
Vicon day MS: DRIVA and Sir. Hart bad alone conference with Secreters 
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eee eee by September 22, when it 
by limitation, a revolution on the Isthmus was certain and that it would have 


r my Government along the same line, and fcl- 
lowed them with long written advices containing the information I had 
gathered in New York. 

“TI didnot communicate with detectives after the visit of Duque and Hart, 
for I had already made arrangements, chiefly through friends, to cover the 
meetings of the revolutionary committee in New York. Idid not pay a t 
deal of attention to these meetings at first, but during the latter part of Au- 
gust I began to take a lively interest in them. I knew who attended all of the 
meetings and just what was said by Peet mars there. I followed these meetings 
ence and kept my Government fully informed as to what transpired at 

Yet, Mr. President, notwithstanding repeated official warnings 
from Doctor Herran and the fact that the Government knew that 
the only hope of the people of the Isthmus for the future was in 
the completion of a canal, Colombia had asa garrison on the 
Isthmus 200 soldiers, who went promptly over to the revolution- 
ists, and sent only 450, who were mitted to land, but not to 
fight on the line of transit, and who, on the evening of the 5th, 
took with their officers the mail steamship back to Cartagena. 

LANDING OF COLOMBIAN TROOPS HAS BEAN PRUVENTED BEFORE. 

It will be seen that Colombia had as usual, relying upon the 
United States continuing to be an easy victim under this treaty, 
the obligation of which she would not herself perform, and which 
we dared not denounce, failed to make any adequate provision 
whatever to discharge her obligation. Mr. President, even if the 
troops which came, inadequate as they were, had been prevented 
from landing to fight in Colon or Panama or along the line of 
railway it would not have been the first. time that such a thing 
has been done by the United States at Panama. In 1885, when 
Mr. Cleveland was President—it was shortly after his inaugura- 
tion, and therefore before he had ceased to be a Democratic 
President from the standpoint of a number of Senators on the 
other side—there was fighting on the Isthmus along the transit. 
Mr. Whitney, Secretary of the Navy, sent a naval e ition to 
the Isthmus commanded by Admiral Jouett, and, under date of 
April 3, 1885, instructed him as follows: 

The object of the expedition is the penean the United States of its 
citizens, to preserve the neutrality and keep open the transit from Colon to 
Panama, and, to protect the livesand 2 of American citizens. 
The cireumstances, as understood, from which the necessity for the Sk 


tion bas arisen are, in general, that a steamship belonging to Americans 


ng 

been seized at Colon by an armed force and goods in transit taken from her, 

her officers and the American consul imprisoned, and the transit across the 
hmus interrupted. With the consequences involved in these past acts you 

are not concerned. Your sole duty is confined to seeing that a free and unim- 

terrupted transit across the Isthmus is restored and that the tives and prop- 

erty of American citizens are protected, 


We had several war ships there. The officer in command of 
Colombian troops, who were not permitted to land, was Colonel, 
now General, Reyes, recently the ial envoy of Colombia. to 
this capital, now in Paris endeavoring to defeat the transfer of 
the canal company property to this Government upon the ground 
that Panama is still Colombia and that no change has been 
wrought in her ownership and sovereignty. I read from the 
report: 

On Monday evening, the 27th, after baer 


Parniso, the landing party from 
the day before) came ashore 


rture of the garrison for 


off Panama 


uil, schooner, and three whaleboats were seen in the bay. 
z Reede 


HEADQUARTERS U. S. Navan FORCE on ISTHMUS ov PANAMA, 
. Panama, April 23, 1885. 
Srr: I have the distinguished honor, in the absence of my commander in 
chief, Admiral Jouett, at Colon, to inform you that for the protection of the 
transit across the Isthmus, and for the protection of Americans and their 
at NEE I occupy the railroad station at this place with a United States 


Daya . 
M eee eee extend from the railroad wharves to 
Vip aana wathonat the bed ge. : 

He covered the only landing place. 

May I beg leave to request that the national force under your command m 
be directed not 23 within my. ee ra = s5 

shal e the first opportunity ying my respec ; meam 
while I shall be most epee my — mal services at your disposition. 
Ihave the honor to be, very respec Y» 
B. H. MCOALLA, 


Commander, U. S. Navy, Commanding. 
Very polite, but it meant do not land your within my 
lines, because it would involve fighting along the line of transit, 
which we are here to protect.” 


Colonel Montoya, who had been appointed mili 
Panama, 


and civil chief of the 
State of was on board the Boyaca, as 


ar as Colonel Reyes, the 
commander in chief of the cory? | force, which consisted of about (0 men. 
During the conversation Colonel Reyes— 

Who had made no protest— 
stated to Lieutenant Reeder that he was having the entrance to the Rio 
Grande, south of the city, examined with the view of finding out whether he 
would be able to land his forces in that vicinity. 


Some miles from the city. 


1904. 
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Rear-Admiral Jouett having come to Panama on the afternoon of Tuesday, 
the 28th, on Wednesday Colonels Reyes and Montoya and Aizpuru— 

Aizpuru was the general commanding the insurrectionary forces 
who had command at Panama, who had been allowed, because of 
the absence of national troops, to seize the Isthmus and who was 
respecting the transit— 
met in the railroad office, Rear-Admira! Jouett taking part in the conference. 
The conference resulted in an agreement being signed between the 85 
sentatives of the Colombian Government and Aizpuru by which the la 
was to surrender. 

And he did surrender; and the report, which is the report of 
Admiral Jouett, continues: f 

The quasi government represented by Aizpuru having entirely disappeared 
with the signing of the capitulation, the reasons which had hitherto made it 
imperative— 

The reasons which had hitherto made it imperative“ 


to prevent the landing of the Colombian forces within our lines now ceased to 


exist. They accordingly landed at the railroad wharf early on the morning 


of the 30th, and we were able to facilitate their disembarkation. 


Here again the United States, protecting the transit, helped 
to bring about the surrender of the revolutionists and the rein- 
stallation of the Bogota Government. No Comanche war whoop 
was heard in the country against President Cleveland “ for having 
violated a solemn treaty of the United States,” and, so far as the 
documents show, the action of Admiral Jouett was approved by 
the Administration. No one without injustice or almost malice 
could criticise that action, because to have permitted those 
troops to land meant fighting along the line of transit, with inter- 
ruption inevitable and destruction possible. 

7 wonder if Senators here expect the United States either to de- 
nounce the treaty with its rights, and rid herself of the obligation 
imposed by it, or to go on forever and, by performing an obligation 
which rested upon Colombia, press down in perpetuity upon the 
inhabitants of that Isthmus the heavy hand of Colombian tyranny. 

There is indubitable evidence in this Senate Document 51 tha 
Colombia thoroughly knew, as we from all our experience knew, 
that there would not be fighting on the Isthmus except along the 
line of transit and at Colon and Panama. I find hereacablegram 
from Mr. Beaupré to Mr. Hay, under date November 7, the day 
after the recognition of the Republic of Panama, as follows: 

As the Government of the United States has war vessels at Panama and 
Colon, minister for foreign affairs has requested me to ask will you allow 
Colontbian Government to LAND TROOPS AT THOSE PORTS TO FIGHT THERE 
AND ON THE LINE OF RAILWAY. 


Of course they knew perfectly well that if they could not have 
permission to land troops at Colon and Panama to fight at those 
ports and along the line of railway, it would be useless to send 
them at all for the purpose of subduing revolt. 5 

It must be remembered that about October 16 Lieutenant- 
General Young had laid before the President a memorandum as 
to what two regular officers, Captain Humphrey and Lieutenant 
Murphy, who had just returned from a four months’ tour through 
the northern portions of Venezuela and Colombia and had stopped 
in Panama on their return in the latter part of September, had 
reported as to conditions on the Isthmus, as follows: 

That while on the Isthmus they became satisfied beyond + Sse een that, 
owing largely to the dissatisfaction because of the failure of Colombia to 
ratify the Hay-Herran treaty, a 3 pany was in course of organ- 
ization, having for its object the separation of the State of Panama from Co- 
lombia, the leader being Dr. Richard Ara: a former governor of Panama; 
that when they were on the Isthmus arms and ammunition were being smug- 
gid into the city of Colon in piano boxes, merchandise crates, etc., the sm: 
arms received being principally the Gras French rifie, the Remington, and 
the Manser; that nearly every citizen in Panama had some sort of eor 

n in his possession, with ammunition therefor; that in the city of 

here had been organized a fire bi e, Which was y intended for a revo- 
Iutionary military organization; that there were representatives of the revo- 
lution organization at all He aed pe points on the Isthmus; that in Pan- 
ama, Colon, and the other principal places of the Isthmus police forces had 
been organized which were in reality revolutionary forces; that the le 
on the Isthmus seemed to be unanimous in their sentiment the Bo. 
gota Government and their disgust over the failure of that Government to 
ratify the treaty 5 for the construction of the canal, and that a revo- 
lution might be expected immediately upon the adjournment of the Colom- 
bian Congress without ratification of the treaty. 


It will be seen that the President was justified in the belief that 
the organization for revolution was a powerful one and thoroughly 
organized, That it was made up of men who were ready to . 
had been demonstrated too many times to leave it in doubt. No 
one can doubt that if the United States had permitted Colombia, 
had she so desired, to land a considerable force at Panama and 
Colon, any more than Colombia doubted it, as shown by the cable- 
gram I have read from Beaupré, there would have been fierce and 
protracted fighting in both of the cities and along the line of rail- 
way,in which it would have been im ible for us to protect the 
property and lives of our citizens and to maintain the freedom of 
transit without becoming a participant on one side or the other, 
or against both, which no one would have justified. 

And thus it happened that while our prior interventions had in- 


ured to the benefit of Colombia, there came a time when protect- 
ing the transit inured to the benefit of she poopie who lived along 
the line of transit and at either end thereof. 

Thereis no justification for imputing to the President and those 
who acted under him a purpose nominally to maintain the transit 
and protect American interests and citizens and life and property, 
but really a dark, damnable purpose to expel Colombia from 
the Isthmus in violation of treaty obligations, and to build up 
there an ee republic, from which we could obtain a 
canal. It will not do. 

It is of no moment that the 450 soldiers who were landed would 
not have been permitted to land had the telegraphic orders to the 
commander of the Nashville been received at an earlier hour. It 
is enough to know that they did land. Nor is there anything of 
substance in the complaint that troops were not permitted to 
cross the Isthmus on the railway transit. The en de- 
sired that they be transported to Panama, and were ready to fight 
them. What was done in this respect was identical with what 
was done by Admiral Casey in 1902, without essential criticism 
in this country. There is no evidence that Colombia intended to 
send troops, or knew that they would be prohibited from landing. 
As late as November 12 Beaupré was invited to the palace at Bo- 
gota, and asked officially to construe the last clause of Mr. Hay’s 
telegram of November 6, announcing that we had entered into re- 
lations with the Republic of Panama, as to whether it meant that 
the United States would not permit the landing of Colombian 
troops. 

General Reyes states in acommunication to Secretary Hay that 
being unacquainted, except in an imperfect manner, with the at- 
titude assumed by the American war ships he had the honor to 
address a note to Rear-Admiral Coghlan, who in reply told him 
that, ‘‘ The present orders are to prevent the landing of soldiers 
with hostile intent within the boundary of the State of Panama.” 
This was the 17th or 20th of November, several days after: the 
formal recognition of the Republicof Panama. And one may in- 
fer from his correspondence that the first information as to the 
attitude of the United States in respect of permitting Colombian 
troops to land was derived from the publication of the dispatches 
themselves in a public document, after his arrival in this country. 
It is one thing for Colombia to say that we prevented her landing 
troops which she sent for that purpose; another thing for her to 
say that she knows now that if she had sent troops, which she did 
not send, they would not have been itted to land. 

All that has been done there would have evoked nocriticism in 
this country but for the canal. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
PATTERSON] nods his assent. Let me analyze my statement, and 
see whether he nods his assent. Everything that has been done 
there, I say, would not have been criticised; it would have been 
in harmony with what has been done before, without criticism, 
but for the canal. Why should it be criticised? If not on its 
merits open to criticism had we gone to Nicaragua why should it 
be criticised because when liberty came at last to that people and 
independence and a power to conserve the education of their chil- 
dren and the happiness of themselves it brought also a termina- ` 
tion of the partnership between this country and Bogota and ten- 
der of generous terms for the opening of a canal so vital to them? 

It seems strange to me that in all this debate Senators who spoke 
Besley, so ey so 1 for Cuba PE paa no ord 
of sympathy for the degradation and oppression of the people of 
Panama; that Senators who hailed with such just delight N 
of freedom to the people of Cuba have met with execration and 
carping and criticism the dawn of freedom for the oppressed peo- 
ple on that Isthmus; Their tenderness and commiseration is for 
Colombia alone. 

It is suggested that the uprising in Panama was not much of a 
revolution. It was enough. No one can read the statement of the 
two officers to which I have referred withont being convinced that 
there was immense strength, fighting strength, behind the reyo- 
lution. Of course no battles were fought. That is fortunate. It 
is not necessary in order to achieve independence through revo- 
lution that it should always result from hard-fought battles. 
This is not the first time in the history of the world that with due 

reparation a coup d’état or a coup de main without bloodshed 
brought independence to a long-suffering people. 

The revolutionists are not to be criticised for employing money 
to gain support. In the corrupted currents of this world,” Mr. 
President, struggles for liberty have always possessed phases of 
this kind. If an insurrection or attempted revolution fails, it is 
a crime; if it succeeds, it is a virtue and an honor. 

It is said contemptuously here that the revolution had few 
leaders. Is that exceptional? Revolutions have few organizers. 
That is the history of the world. That was not peculiar to 
Panama. 

It was said that the Goyernment of the United States connived 
at it, encouraged it, was a party to it. It was darkly hinted over 
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and over again that something was being held back, Has any- 


thing been held back? 

Much comment is made upon the fact that a few of these con- 
spirators were in the United States! Conspirators is nota bad 
Word in this case. We had them in Boston and other New England 
cities and villages in the days of the Revolution. Conspiracy is 
not always used ina bad sense. Revolutions are always plots; 
they are always deliberately 2 Some Senator said the 
revolution in Panama was hatched in the darkness of a back 
room.“ I do not know whether it was ‘‘ hatched” or not; but I 
have no doubt it was not plotted in the front room with the 
blinds open and the sun shining brightly into the room, What 
revolution eyer was pre in that way? 

And they opprop money that wasin the bank to the credit 
of Colombia! ynot? It was money of which the people of 
Panama had been robbed. They had the same right to take that 
money that they had to seize Government cannon or guns or the 
popen or any other Government property belonging to Co- 


How strange it is that such obsérvations should be made as to 

Sued sad pen bca bongaa i teat aa tna commento 

and won n some of the conspira 
should for a time have found lodgment in this country! The 
whole Cuban revolution was plotted in New York. The Cuban 
junta conducted their operations from New York, issued bonds 
in New York, issued money in New York, and bought guns and 
ammunition in New York. There was not one word of criticism 
in this Chamber for that, so far as I have ever heard. 

Mr. Cleveland said in one of his messages: 

Many Cubans reside in this country and indirectly promote the insurrec- 
tion through the press, by public i by the and shipment 
of arnie De thie rebiing of Conde, aaa © means which the spirit of our 
institutions and the tenor of our laws do not permit to be made the subject 
of criminal prosecution. 

The man who plans for li finds a resting place under every 
seas government in the world, the neutrality laws being ob- 
Berv: 

CONSTITUTIONAL POWER TO RECOGNIZE IN PRESIDENT. 


Among the powers conferred by the Constitution on the Presi- 
dent is to “ receive and other public ministers.” To 
receive an ambassador or other public minister is the most formal 
method of recognizing an independent state. The conduct of our 
foreign relations is placed by the Constitution entirely in the 
hands of the President. To no other department of the Govern- 
ment than the Executive is given the power to deal with foreign 
nations or to receive ambassadors and other public ministers. 
He is likewise given the power, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to appoint ambassadors and other public min- 
isters. It would be a waste of time to support by argument the 

roposition that the recognition of independence is, under the 
Constitution, an Executive function. 

Tt has been ably argued at other sessions of Congress, has been 
exercised as an Executive function from the beginning of the 
Government, and is supported both by the decisions of the courts 
and the opinions of our leading statesmen. To cite authorities in 
support of it is an affectation of learning, and ially since the 
presentation in the Senate by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
of the authorities contained in Senate Documents 40 and 56, Fifty- 


fourth Congress, second session. I think in this debate there has | be 


been no challenge, save perhaps one, qualifiedly, that it is an Ex- 
ecutive function. Being an Executive function, it is for the 
President to determine when to exercise the power. 

That a premature and unjustifiable recognition of a revolting 
province as an independent state may be taken by the parent state 
to be an unfriendly act and a just provocation for war does not 
in any wise derogate from the power. One may criticise the wis- 
dom of recognition in a given case, but no one can successfully 
impeach the validity of the act. It is not a declaration of war by 
the President, nor an exercise of intervention. It is but the exer- 
cise of a conceded power which may involve the country in war. 
(Pomeroy’s Constitutional Law, secs. 671, 672.) 

INTERNATIONAL LAW JUSTIFIED THE PRESIDENT IN ENTERING INTO RELA- 
TIONS WITH THE REPUBLIC OF PANAMA NOVEMBER 6. 

The President’s action in recognizing on the 6th of November 
the independence of the Republic of Panama by entering into 
relations with it was notonly within his power, but was strietly 
in accordance with the settled principles of international law 
upon the subject. On that date there no longer remained—and 
no one can challenge this statement—a vestige of Colombian au- 
thority or power on the Isthmus of Panama, The Colombian 
troops which had been sent there had sailed away. The govern- 
ing power of the Isthmus wasa provisional committee, which had 
created a temporary government under the name of the Republic 
of Panama. IE had, it is true, no constitution. It had no laws of 
its own enactment, except so far as the governing body, sup rted 
by the people, changed existing laws. It was support the 


people. It enforced law. It protected life and property. 
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It had definite boundaries. It ruled within the ancient limits 
of the former State of Panama, with none within its boundary to 
dispute its authority. It had a supreme court. Its municipalities 
were in operation. had an army. It had nearly as much of a 
navy as Colombia had. It had the Padilla, one of the strongest 
of the naval ships of Colombia. It had a flag, and on that date it 
was the only power on the Isthmus to which the United States or 
its citizens or any other government could look for protection, or 
with which it could deal. It was the sole sovereignty there. and 
its sovereignty was complete and undisputed. The power of Co- 
lombia having been expelled, whether for a long period or a - 
short one, I would be glad to have some Senator inform me what 
principle of international law interdicted the President from en- 
tering into relations with the only governing power in existence 
on the Isthmus, 


efficacious only to recognize that fact of so Pasar Between 


ven by the international writers of an independent state. Pro- 
essor Woolsey says, page 34, section 36: 


A state is a community — living within certain limits of oer g 
which 0 


under a permanent organiza aims to secure the prevalence of 
tice by self-im laws. The of the state by which its relatio: 
4 9 — managed is the government. < 5 = 


Vattel adopts this definition of a state: 


Every nation which governs itself, under what form soever without de- 
pendence on any foreign power, is a sovereign state. y 

Phillimore says: 

A state may be defined mo pent gs permanently occu: a fixed ter- 


common laws, habits, and customs 
the means of an organized govern- 


persons and things withi 

war and peace and of entering into all in. 
other communities af the globe. 

Pomeroy says, section 50, page 47: 

A icipium, civitas, or in its strict i 
e! icipium, 22 state, in i T 
the attributes without limit, and so far forth R has lothed — 
a u ou 80 

rulers with functions that tributes u 8 15 


ciety or government. Such i ong ati 
political sovereignty. It may vean tion, fro: 

racy to the most a C tions to the 
rest of mankin c individual members, it must exist to the ex- 
tent, at least, of enacting law for itself as an integral commonwealth among 
nations. 


It must, of course, in some SAT — itself and be legally free 
from external control over its i It is important here to 
note the following from Professor Pomeroy, page 50: 


When it is said that every state isinde nt and sovereign, that is, free 
from dependence upon any other auth and having capacity to legislate 
for itself, we mean legal Ce acco! to some 
E ag a of things, through 5 the will Ko one agrar apr yt may 
egitimately posed upon another. oral endence can not, of course, 

t vented. A weaker nation will often be subjected to an overwhelmi 

uence from a powerful neighbor that will go to shape its policy 

if not —, its tion, but itis none the less y sovereign; 
it none the less in hts. * +, There must be organiza- 
tion, however simple; a government and laws of some form sufficient and 
capable of securing can the observance of rightful relations with other 


states. -It iscert necessary that the people of a state should be homo- 
geneous, nor is it essential that all of their laws should be the same through- 
out the extent of the national territory. 

Professor Woolsey says: 


It is scarcely necessary to add that a difference of size and of power neither 
adds to nor subtracts from the sovereignty of a state nor affects its rights 
in any particular. 

Chief Justice Marshall said, pkg ot the x bese of states 
(10 Wheaton, 66), ‘* Russia and Geneva have equal rights,“ and so 
the United States and the Republic of Panama have, from the 
standpoint of international law, equal rights. 

Professor Pomeroy upon this subject says: 

But this equality is, of course, only J. It is certainly not moral. Nor 
does this equality of nar always shield a weaker nation from unjust de- 
ma pressive conduct, acts of violence and wrong, at the hands of more 
communities. è 

Of course the laws which were in force on the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama prior to the revolution which separated the State from 
Colombia would continue in force until changed by the new sov- 
ereignty. To permit them to remain in force and to enforce obe- 
dience to them was an adoption of them, and in itself an exercise 
of sovereignty. By every test laid down by international law 
the Republic of Panama on the 6th of November and on the 13th 
of November was sovereignand independent. Its internal sover- 
eignty was complete; its independence was complete, Recogni- 


tion of the fact of independence did not add to its . or 
independence, but operated to admit it, so far as the United 
States was concerned, into the family of nations. 

Tam not at all oblivious to the fact that there is a distinction 
between the recognition of the de facto government or adminis- 
tration of an independent state and the recognition of an inde- 

dent state. The state is one thing, its government is another, 
nternational law recognizes the right of the people of a nation 
ized as independent to change their form of government. 
Revolution may destroy a monarchy and substitute a republic, 
or it may destroy a republic o 3 a constitution and 
substitute for it a dictatorship without destroying at all the 
identity of the state as a member of the family of independent 
states. In such case instructions to an ambassador or minister 
to recognize that government which de facto administers a pre- 
viously recognized independent state are necessary, and may be 
given at gnce. 

It is not a recognition of ind dence, nor does it commit the 
Government to the proposition that the de facto governmentis a 
de jure government. We have had a great number of such in- 
stances, of course, in our history. Minister Washburn was ac- 
credited to France when she was an empire under Louis Napoleon. 
When the Empire was overthrown and the Republic was substi- 
tuted for it he was instructed to recognize the new Government, 
but the identity of France as an independent nation was not in- 
terrupted nor did the recognition of the Republic involve in any- 
wise a question of independence. The same thing was true of 


But where a state is dismembered by revolution and a revolt- 
ing province becomes in fact sovereign it becomes in fact inde- 
pendent, and a recognition of the government in such case is a 
recognition of the independence of the state. De facto independ- 
ence is de jure in in international law, for States do 
not inquire 5 right or wrong of revolution which 
brings independence. such case the rule as to recognition in 
point of conditions and time is different, yet well defined. It is 
said by Mr. Wheaton, Lawrence's Wheaton, page 28: 


Soverei is acquired by a state either at the origin of the civil socie 
of which i T a 5 tes If from the communi 5 


of e eee 
depend upon 
istence does not as recogni! states r 
nal sovereignty. e existence of the state de facto is sufficient in this re- 
spect to establish its sovereignty de jure. It isa state because it exists. 


The Tecognition of a new state, of course, involves delicate and 
sometimes difficult questions, so long as the parent state has re- 
m to recognize its revolted subjects. Mr. Pomeroy says, page 


Under such circumstances may other nations, disregarding the attitude 
of the parent state, take the final step and make a formal, absolute — 
tion of the independence, sovereignty, and equality of the new society, thus 
treating it, so far as they are concerned, as de jure as well as de facto a state? 
All writers upon international law answer question in the affirmatiy 
and assert that such recognition, when properly made, gives no just cause o 
offense to the parent state. The universal practice of civilized nations is in 
perfect acco: ce with these doctrines of the publicists. Under what cir- 
cumstances, then, is such a formal recognition justifiable? 


Speaking of recognition of independence, he says: 

This grade of recognition necessarily implies that, in the opinion of the na- 
tion recognizing, Peeples ro community in completely succeeded in estab- 
lishing its actual independence, and the parent state has completely failed in 
its attempts at coercion, and that all further attempts will be ly unsuc- 
cessful. There must, therefore, be a very different state of circumstances to 
2 this grade of recognition than is sufficient to justify either of the 

esser grades. 

The revolted province must have been able to maintain its e 
government, its exclusive control, over a definite country. It must have 
entirely repelled all attempts of the parent state to recover that country or 
to exercise jurisdiction therein. Further still, the parent state must have 
either virtually ceased to make any organized attempts to recovewits hold 
and reassert its dominion, or it must be evident that these attempts will be 
fruitless, Under these circumstances, if a foreign power grants the formal, 
absolute recognition, the parent state will have no und for complaint. 
The effect of such recognition is to admit the new state into the family of 
nations and to clothe it with all international rights. 


Phillimore sums up the discussion, volume 2, pages 19 and 20; 


& g generally, two facts should occur before this gravestep be taken: 
(1) The practical cessation of hostilities on the part of the old state, which 
may long precede the theoretical renunciation of her rights over the revolted 
member of her former dominions. (2) There should occur the consolidation 
of the new state, so far, at as to be in a condition of maintaining inter- 
national relations with other countries; an absolute, bona fide possession of 
independence asa separate kingdom, not the enjoyment of perfectand undis- 
turbed internal See, atest too severe for many of the oldest king- 
doms, but there should be the existence of a government acknowledged by 
the people over whom it is set, and ready and able to prove its responsibility 
for their conduct when they come in contact with foreign nations. 

3 resuch a government as this exists, the question of formal recognition 
is rather one which concerns the in policy of other kingdoms than a 
sion: of an interna character. But the refusal or the withholding q 

e consent of the old state, after the semblance of a present contest has 

recover her authority, is no 


11 the bare chance that she may one day or 
Pati cual ition of the new state “by the 


legitimate bar to the complete 


and for recogn 
other conimunities of the world, 3 it is most desirable that this re 
tion should follow, and not precede, that of the oldstate. Upon this point 


both the reason of the thing and the ancient and modern practice of nations 


are quite ve. 
Mr. Dana says, Dana's Wheaton, page 42: : 


But with reference to a final recognition by a general este fag by tha es- 
Eran ee full diplomatic intercourse a more positive can be laid 
down. 0 required is that the new state shall be in fact what the 
r state assumes itto be, for it may be conceded, once for all, that 
it is saog tho necessities of nations to baye treaties and diplomatic inter- 
course with existing states. The practice of nations furnishes the best defi- 
nition and limitations of the condition of things in the new state which will 
justify such a recognition. Itis not necessary that the parent state or the de- 
posed dynasty should have ceased from all efforts to regain its power, On the 
other hand, it is necessary that the contest should have been virtually decided, 


Manning says, page 100: 

Public recognition for the purpose of general intercourse on equal terms 
of a newly fo: though —— not — firmly established, REMENAN 
* * + Jt need only be added here that the recognition of a de facto govern- 
ment no longer actually struggling with its armed enemies requires very 
few special grounds of justification, while active interposition in a contest 
still progressing requires very many. 

Hall says, pages 77 and 78: 


155 8 inde: pat = po held to be ne; — 8 
on nently no timate so long as a substan stru 
ing —— by Tie : ama 


formerly sovereign state for the recovery,of its 

struggle so inadequate as to offer no reasonable und for su that 

success may ultimately be obtained, is not — The rights of 

the state, and so to prevent foreign countries from falling under an obliga- 

tion to recognize as a state the community claiming to have become one. 
Historicus says (Creasy, p. 680): 


On the other hand, if persons who once owned the relation of subjects have 
been able, either by force of arms or otherwise, to divest themselves in a final 
and permanent manner of the status of subjects, then diplomatic transac- 
tions with such persons afford no justifiable ground of offense to their former 
sovereign, nor can they be asa breach of neutrality or friendship. 


Lorimer says (vol. 1, p. 24): 


r tion by other nations becomes a right inherent in it, and a dut: 
— — ‘A s rin universal 


Apply these principles to the Republic of Panama, as it existed 
on the 6th and 13th of November, and the justification of the 
President’s act is complete. 

Mr. HOAR. May Task the Senator from Wisconsin a question 
in order that I may understand his proposition? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator does not mean to state that 
there is any difference in the power of the President of the United 
States in the two cases? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; not at all. The power of the Presi- 
dent to recognize the new government of an independent state and 
to recognize a new independent state is the same. The one is as 
ample as the other. Each is derived from the same language in 
the Constitution. Only in international law it is customary, and 
perhaps necessary, often to more quickly recognize a changed 
government or administration of an independent state than in 
the case of a new independent state. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me, I did not put the 
question as indicating for a moment a doubt on my part of the 
correctness of the proposition now made, or because I misunder- 
stood the Senator. But I was afraid his sentence, that there was- 
this great difference between the two, following what he had just 
said, might be understood in some quarters to imply a difference 
in the powers of the President. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not the slightest doubt that the sen- 
tence as I utteredit justly challenged the Senator’s attention, and 
I thank him for 8 ing me by his 8 an opportunity to dis- 
claim any such jon Py because there is no possible distinction 
Tepa the President’s power in the one case and his power in 

e other. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Wisconsin is discussing a 
very important and interesting phase of this subject, and merely 
in order to get some light from a legal standpoint Iam going to 
ask him what are the President’s powers, acting under a treaty, 
in relation to the preservation of the transit, and the condition 
which would arise after the railroad, for instance, or the canal, 
or whatever it is, changed its ownership? Now, we were pro- 
tecting the transit, but we had a treaty with Colombia. After 
we recognized Panama did the same condition exist, and did the 
President have the same right in law, international or otherwise, 
to preserve the transit? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Well, I want the Senator to get toit. Itis 
on this very subject of the President's power. I do not want him 
to forget this point. 

Mr. SPOONER. Tamh ing to it; but I want to say, in re- 

ly to the Senator from South Carolina, that what the United 
Btates did on the Isthmus of Panama in protecting the transit it 
would have had an absolute right to do without any treaty in a 
country which acknowledged no law and which was either habit- 
ually incompetent or unwilling to afford the protection of law to 
foreign citizens, their lives, and their property. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator first appeal to the law and 
then to the higher law? Ought we not to confine ourselves to the 
one or the other and not take both? 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not appealing to any higher law when 
I asserted that, independent of the treaty—and I think my friend 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who is a great interna- 
tional lawyer, will agree with me—if there had been no treaty, and 
our citizens, with their property and their families, were resident 
in a country which was unable or unwilling to enforce law for 
their protection, it is inherent in and is the power and duty of the 
Government to see to their protection. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will acknowledge that, and the Senator 
need not go over my head tothe Senator from Colorado. The point 


I can not understand is why the Senator first appeals to our treaty | 


rights with Colombia and then, after I ask him to explain the con- 
dition which existed after the treaty died by reason of the sever- 
ance of Panama from Colombia, and whether the President then 
had any right under the treaty, he jumps onto the inherent right 
to protect citizens in jeopardy, and all that kind of thing. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. I amtrying to get back to the actual legal 

question as to what were the President’s powers and rights with 
regard to this spot of ground. 
- Mr. SPOONER. Before the Senator came into the Chamber I 
attempted to show, and I am not going over it again, that under 
the treaty, which granted us the right of way or transit and 
guaranteed it, if Colombia failed to make that guaranty good, 
there inhered in the treaty right the power on our part to utilize 
it; and I said that if there were no such treaty right, we would 
have the right to do on the Isthmus just what we haye done. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— i 

Mr. SPOONER. Now. if my friend—and I rarely object to his 
interruptions, but I have spoken too long : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not like to interrupt the Senator. He is 
tired. Ihave nodoubt he is, for he has been speaking for several 
hours. I do not want to trespass on his good nature. I merely 
have a little doubt in my mind as to whether we can take advan- 
tage of two points oflaw here. Either we must confine ourselves 
to our treaty rights or we must confine ourselves to the general 
international law. - 8 2 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator doubt our right to utilize 
the right of way or transit under the treaty? 

Mr. TILLMAN. None in the world. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very good. If there were no treaty and our 
citizens had gone down there, and they were about to be destroyed, 
both as to life. and property, in a country which did not protect 
them, does the Senator doubt our right to protect them? 

Mr. TILLMAN. None in the world. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then what on earth is the difference between 
the Senator and myself? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The difference is that the Senator has not 
shown yet, and I was trying to get some light in my own mind 
as to where the legal right lay. I want to ascertain what right 
the President had to warn Colombia not to land troops within 
50 miles. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the President had every right, in view 
of the history which is in this book, and which, perhaps, the Sen- 
ator has not read—and if he has not I commend it to him—to warn 
Colombia, belated and neglectful after long notice, not to land 
troops anywhere on that Isthmus that would bring about speedily 
a fight in Colon or Panama or along the line of the railway. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me, Fcan not help—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Just as President Cleveland did in 1883. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The point I want the Senator to explain, if 
he will, is why at this late day he wastes sympathy—I will not say 
he wastes it—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I guess I waste it so far as the Senator from 
South Carolina is concerned. 

Mr. TILLMAN. On the Panamaians, or whatever you call 
them. I will just say the inhabitants of Panama—— 

Mr. SPOONER. That is all right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If these people were so downtrodden and op- 
8 or such subjects of sympathy and charity and pity, why 

id not the United States step forward and say to Colombia, 
Here, we are going to take these people under our wing. and we 


are going to build a canal through that country for our benefit 
and for theirs too?“ Why did we wait until after the treaty had 
been rejected at Bogota before we found out that those people 
were so much oppressed, that they were in such a horrible condi- 
tion of being tyrannized over and robbed? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator deny that ever since 1885 
they were deprived of their Government and all that? 

Mr. TILLMAN, I do not doubt it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator deny that they were bru- 
tally oppressed? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does he deny 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mind you, i do not admit it, and I do not 
deny it, because I have not been there, and I am a little skeptical 
about the reports that come here. I think there has been a fear- 
ful lot of lying done. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think myself there has been a good deal. 
As the Senator will neither admit nor deny it 

Mr. TILLMAN. i will do this 

Mr. SPOONER. Then his answer to my question ought to be, 
“I do not know.” 

Mr. TILLMAN, Well,I do not know. But what I want to 
find out from the Senator, if he is willing to tell me, is why we 
have merely discovered at this late day, after the treaty has been 
rejected, that those people at Panama were so terribly oppressed? 
Now, if you are going to bring a parallel between our interfer- 
ence in Cuba and the great good we did those people, and the situ- 
ation in Panama, in order to soothe the American conscience in 
the action that we have taken in Panama, that is one thing. But 
we ought not to play double with ourselves and undertake to de- 
ceive ourselves into the belief that we are doinga great and noble 
and generous thing in relieving Panamaians from distress and 
from oppression. If there was not a canal in it; if—as the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts has graphically and in a dozen lines por- 
trayed the situation—if the big policeman had not been warned 
by this Government that the man under arrest (Colombia) must 
hand over the jewels to us, the Senator's argument and all of his 
contention would meet my hearty approval. 

Mr. SPOONER. NO] 

Mr. TILLMAN. But with the canal 

Mr. SPOONER. Now I will answer the Senator's question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will sit down. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well. The Senator seems to be worried 
about this proposition only because there is a canal in it. In other 
words, to put it concretely, the Senator would say that the people 
of Panama had been for a great many years grievously 

Mr. TILLMAN, pressed, 

Mr. SPOONER. ith unspeakable brutality and greed and 
selfishness oppressed. They had, if ever any people had, ground 
for revolt. During many years the United States has helped to 
fasten the shackles upon them and to maintain the tyranny over 
them. At last they revolted. There came a situation where they 


were the only governing power onthe Isthmus. They established 


a government. They called it a republic. They set about the 
formation of a constitution. They held the only election that has 
been held on the Isthmus for many many years. Their repub- 
lic was supported by all the people. 

The United States, upon every principle that is dear to us—that 
spirit and principle which moyed us to go to war for Cuba—obey- 
ing every dictate of humanity, according to the Senator, ought to 
have recognized it, but the President should not have done this 
righteous act because there was a canal in it, notwithstanding the 
only hope of prosperity and happiness for the Isthmians is the 
canal. Is that it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is it from our standpoint, but it ought 
not to be it from the standpoint of high morals or honesty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then, Mr. President, it amounts to this: All 
that the United States has done down there, that the President 
has done, has told for liberty, told for righteousness, told for good, 
and is Ne criticism, worthy of all praise, if the President had 
only in addition disobeyed the act of Congress and refused, lest the 
motive and honor of this country be unjustly attacked, to take the 
canal which Congress has commanded him to obtain if h could. 
If there is any comfort to the Senator or any of his associates in 
that logic, they are welcome to it. 


EVIDENCES OF STABILITY. 


Mr. President, these interruptions, not pertinent to what I was 
considering, and involving repetition, have taken up too much of 


my time. 

The President found a republic well established, with every 
reason in the world to regard it as a stable republic. Why? Not 
only was there no “substantial struggle“ pro ing on the 
of Colombia to reassert her sovereignty, but there was none what- 
ever. None had been prepared or attempted, except as evidenced 
by the arrival of the 450 men, who quickly sailed away. Colom- 
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bia, after a three years’ war, just ended, was exhausted to the point 
of ruin, as General 2 says in his correspondence with Secre- 
tary Hay. Probably he had better opportunities for accurate 
knowledge than Senators have. With 4,500,000 people she had an 
aay of only 10,000 men, as General Reyes says, and probably he 


ows. 

Colombia is absolutely bankrupt. She has no credit abroad, 
and one hundred million or more of irredeemable paper currency 
at home. She has no navy of appreciable efficiency. She is iso- 
lated from the Isthmus of Panama, and General Reyes says: It 
is known that there is no overland way to reach Panama with 
troops from the interior of Colombia.” Nor is that all. Colom- 
bia has troubles nearer home. Cauca, the most powerful of her 
States, is and has been on the verge of revolt. The same thing 
can be said of Antioquia, and there are others. dy, in order 

to prevent the dismemberment of Colombia, the Bogota Govern- 
ment issued an order to all governors to immediately call for 
an expression from their different municipalities as to the urgency 
of some constitutional reforms, and as to how they believe these 
shall be brought about. (Buchanan, S. Doc. 95, p. 35.) 

On the same page will be found aletter, which would be a credit 
to any man, from General Triana, the commander of a division, 
and actually president of the council of the Department of Cauca, 
in which General Triana says: 

Since your excellency desired to know my views, I have expressed them 
openly and frankly. In the same way it is my duty to inform your excel- 
lenw; that the indignation is general inthe Cauca in consequence of the blun- 
ders in Bogota, and that in spite of information which the Government may 
have received to the contrary, the idea about = isalmost unanimons. 


To crush that m nota le battalion could because the 


futile. Further, if the Government wishes to keep intact 
instead of attempting the task by the use of bayo- 
to ory, the work diplo- 
lied with in tive 
and of civil and political 
left but to convene a national jor ae Pony 8 
of the —.— representatives of all the political 
an as toa modus vivendi, and contrive 
on the nation. 

In the condition she was in at home, Colombia did not dare send 
sufficient troops to attempt the resubjugation of Panama. The 
people of the Isthmus had a right to take advantage of the exhaus- 
tion and weakness of Colombia, and in 8 the question 
of recognition the President had no right to close his eyes to the 
same condition. 

Nor is that all. General Reyes, in his correspondence with 
Secretary Hay, recognizes the impracticability of a resubjugation 
of Panama. He says: 

Colombia had not sufficient force to compel Panama to remain a o; 

gaz national unit i oul ithon dou are ated te mediation a song 
0 an u aci 

. which 8 established there. 3 

In the same letter he speaks of the true character of the new 
State of Panama, as he does of the dread, because of the example 
of the people of the Isthmus, of the“ anarchy, license, and disso- 
lution which a future dismemberment might occasion.” He ought 
to know. Nor is that all. In a cablegram from our minister at 
Bogota, November 7, there comes from the minister of foreign 
affairs of this worn-out, tired out, bankrupt Government, in many 
ways much to be pitied, the desire to be informed whether 

Also, if the Government of the United States will take action to maintain 
Colombian right and sovereignty on the us in accordance with Article 

XV, the treaty of 1846, in case the Colombian Government is entirely unable 
to suppress the secession movement there. 

While Senators here are proclaiming glibly and repeatedly that 

“Panama could not have lived a day our ships and support 
been withdrawn, the Government of Colombia is officially ap- 
patoz to us to know if we would not suppress the Republic of 

nama under the treaty of 1846 in contemplation of the entire 
inability of Colombia to suppress the secession movement there 
erself. Who knows best as to the power of Colombia to retake 
that sovereignty, the Senator from South Carolina or the Colom- 
bian foreign minister? 
— TILLMAN, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


on? 

Mr. SPOONER. I made a mistake. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the tor from Wis- 
consin yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have never made any assertion along the 
line the Senator has just been speaking. y ý 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I withdraw tke question so far as it re- 
lates to the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But I want to ask the Senator, has not Colom- 
bia also notified us that if we would reopen negotiations she would 
ratify the treaty and give us st fait we wanted? 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, yes. Colombia rejected the treaty AB 255 
the ground that it did not give her what she ought to have withi 
some twenty-five or thirty million dollars; upon the ground also 


heal the wounds 


rties, in order to come to 
inflicted 


that it violated her constitution. She could not make the treaty 
with us on the ground also that it diminished her sovereignty by 
giving us the right to maintain courts of justice there, before 
which our own citizens and the subjects or citizens of other gov- 


ernments than Colombia suing our citizens might appear. 

She wanted to give us the treaty, but could not, use the 
honor of the Government, the oaths of the Con, en, would not 
permitit. Butthemomentshe found that the United States would 
not any longer be her ally in tyranny; that there was a concen- 
trated, well-prepared revolution pending on the Isthmus, and 
realized her weakness, she came to us with characteristic incon- 
sistency, saying that if we would play the old rôle again, would 
shut ont the sun, which is for the first time shining in many years 
over the people of Panama, and put them back under the tyranny 
which has oppressed them, she would give us the treaty just as it 
had been signed. But it was too late. > 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me another question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. one. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I believe the reason why Panama seceded was 
because the treaty was rejected. Was not that it? 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator would only read the declara- 
tion of the people of Panama—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, we do not want any manifestoes gotten 
up in New York. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator does not want anything except 
to have his own way about this business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I want to have the right to have my own 
ideas about it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator willing to ignore as a power- 
ful element operating upon the people of Panama this long-con- 
tinned reign of outrage and robbery? 

„Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will the Senator allow me to answer 


Mr. SPOONER. Ihave to allow the Senator to answer 

Mr. TILLMAN. My idea about this matter is 

Mr. SPOONER. But I beg the Senator to be brief. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has proved very conclusively 
that there would have been no secession but for tyranny. But 
somehow or other that tyranny never came out in the open. We 
never heard anything about it until the treaty was rejected. And 
now the Senator playsuson both prongs. He takes advantage of 
either side of this issue that is presented. It is either tyranny or 
itis because the canal treaty was rejected. Now, the Senator 
ought to confine himself to one or the other of those issues. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have said that the people revolted because 
of the tyranny, because there was but one ray of hope, one path- 
way to light out of that darkness, and that was the canal and 
through it the nent p rity of the Isthmus; and that 
when the door was locked upon that canal and all things taken to- 

ther they became desperate and resolved to be free or to die, and 
if the Senator from South Carolina had been there he would have 
been the chief of the conspirators and revolutionists. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You have paid me a great compliment. 

Mr. SPOONER. When the Senator ps iot I pay him a great 
compliment, he speaks the truth, and he its unwittingly the 
force of all I have said. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Lest the Senator’s remarks should be taken 


too broadly—— 

Mr.SPOONER. Itcan not be narrow. 12 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want the Senator to recall the fact that I 
have had some opinions and I haveexpressed them about this busi- 
ness in a brief way here, and I spoke of the Colombians as a 
mangy lot. 

Mr. SPCONER. You took it back. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I did not take it back. Istand by it. I 
have never taken it back. The Senator has made them out a heap * 
mangier lot than I have ever said or thought. Therefore the Sen- 
ator can not say that I am undertaking to defend that tyranny 
over Panama. I do not. I simply object to the manner in which 
the United States has dealt with this matter. 

Mr. SPOONER. No, Mr. President, rather than consider this 
revolution a movement for liberty, as natural as ever came since 
governments were created, to the underlying and palpable justifi- 
cation for it, growing out of years of tyranny, the Senator prefers 
to suspicious Seg judgment upon the President and 
to find some theory for it, all against nature, upon which to base 
an attack upon a Republican Administration. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator discloses his own partisanship in 
charging such thoughts tome. But I want to ask him this ques- 
tion: Suppose Colombia had not listened to the complaint of the 
governor of Cauca—one of her provinces, a constituent State— 
would it be our business to go down there and set Cauca up in the 
business of a republic? 

Mr. SPOONER. No, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, the Senator must confine himself to some 
limitation somewhere. If itis our business to become a guardian 
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ad litem for all mixed populations, Latin populations. and others 
down in Sonth America and below us to the South, the Senator 
ought to say we should do so; and if it is not, why single out the 
only one that has a canal and then try to make out that we are 
honorably getting in the position we are now in? 

Mr: SPOONER. If the Senator can not see the distinction be- 
tween our relations to the Isthmus of Panama for the last sixty 
years and our relations to Cauca and Antioquia and other De- 

ents of Colombia, I confess my utter inability to give him 
Ëg ht upon that subject. 


WHY SHOULD THE PRESIDENT HAVE DELAYED RECOGNITION? 


Mr. President, I emphatically assert that when the President 
found that Government established, with no struggle for its con- 
mest in progress or threatened, exercising sovereignty and juris- 
iction throughout the Isthmus, enforcing law, protecting prop- 
erty—independent in fact—it was his right and his duty to 
recognize it promptly, and the facts do not warrant any man in 
this country in impeaching either his wisdom or honesty of pur- 
pose in so doing. 

- Now, Mr. President. each state is to decide for itself whether 
or not and when it will recognize an independent state. It isa 
matter of policy. It depends somewhat upon sympathy, somewhat 
upon interest. The question did not present itself to this Gov- 
ernment altogether as it did to governments across the sea, which 
had no such relation to the Isthmus as we had sustained for nearly 
sixty years. : i 
It was right for the President to act promptly, justified by the 
sympathy of this people for the downtrodden: by the impossibility 
of our denouncing the treaty of 1846, of holding Colombia to the 
enforcement of her guaranty, of continuing to be her ally as an 
oppressor of the people of the Isthmus. It involved our dignity 
as a government and the safety of the Republic, as a short canal 
will pie the capacity of our Navy, and enable us to reach more 

uickly our coast on the Atlantic or Pacific. It involved the 
onroe doctrine in more ways than one, enabling us through 
that short canal to carry more efficiently its protection to the 
South American republics on the western coast. It subserved the 
interest of every South American republic. In short, there was 
every reason of humanity, of sympathy, of international law, of 
justice, of reparation, of interest, of safety, why he should recog- 
nize the ind dence of the Republic of Panama. 

Why should he have waited, and how long should he have 
waited? The unanimity of sentiment among the nations which 
followed the example of the United States in this recognition is of 
itself an overwhelming evidence, from the standpoint of inter- 
national law. that the President's action was correct under its 
principles. Seventeen governments proceeded to place the seal 
of their approval upon the action of the President, as follows: 


List of governments which have recognized the independence of Panama, with 
the dates of recognition. 


that so long as Colombia maintained her sovereignty over the 
Isthmus she retained her rights of property; no longer. All 
money she received by way of rentals from the railroad concession 
and for extensions of time tothe canal company before Panama 
became independent are hers. They were ren and money re- 
ceived by the proprietor during the proprietorship. The owner- 
ship by operation of law has changed. It inheres in the sover- 
eignty, and when Colombia lost the sovereignty she lost the 
ownership, and the nation which acquired the sovereignty acquired 
the ownership. 

Henceforth the Republic of Panama has alone to deal with the 
carral company and its concession, with the railroad company and 
its concession. If under the terms of the Wyse concession the 
canal company property should become forfeit, would anyone con- 
tend that it would me forfeited to Colombia, and that Colom- 
bia could sell it. with a right to use it, to some other company or 
government? Upon what theory Colombia could acquire prop- 
erty under the 1 foreign government in that way 
it is impossible for me to discover. this be not true, it follows 
that although Colombia has lost the ownership which she pos- 
sessed by virtue of her sovereignty she is entitled forever, if the 
canal were completed, to collect the rents, and although the canal 
lies in the territory of another government and under the sover- 
eignty and jurisdiction of that government, itis as alien to its 
pag: and control as if the Republic of Panama were Great 

ritain. 

The truth is, in my judgment, that the Republic of Panama 
stands as to both concessions as if Colombia were stricken from 
the original concessions and the Republic of Panama inserted. 
It is for her, not Colombia, now to consent or to refuse to consent 
to the transfer of the canal concession by the New Panama Canal 
Company to this Government. It is for her, not Colombia, to 
grant extensions of time to the canal company or to refuse it. It 
is for her alone to insist upon forfeitures or to waive forfeitures. 
Her title is as complete and absolute as if it were derived by grant 
from Colombia. She owns the territory, and she has acquired it 
cum onere. It is burdened with the canal concessions; a portion 
of it is burdened with a railway concession. She owns the prop- 
erty, subject to the burdens which were on it when it came to 
her through revolution and independence. 


EFFECT OF INDEPENDENCE UPON ARTICLE XXXV. 


What else followed the independence of this State, Mr. Presi- 
dent? Upon well-settled principles of international law I insist 
that the right granted to the United States by Article XXXV of 
the treaty of 1846 constitutes in international law a servitude, 
recognized in the books and in the operations of governments as 
an international servitude, and that the Republic of Panama u 
becoming independent and acquiring the territory took it subject 
to all the servitudes and treaty obligations of Colombia, so far as 
they were local in their nature to that territory. In all the refer- 
ences in the books to international servitudes the right of way or 
right of passage is clearly included. There were some which 
are considered an imperfect right, or ‘“‘ customary privilege,” but 
which when embodied in contract or treaty become rights, and 


1 the right of passage or way across a territory is not only a servi- 


It is unaccountable that the approval of these nations, whose 

ment constitutes international law, should have so little 

weight with the distinguished Senators who have so bitterly 
attacked the President in this matter. 


THE EFFECT OF INDEPENDENCE. 


The moment the Republic of Panama became independent, that 
moment, from the international standpoint, it was as completely 
free from Colombia as if from the beginning of time the Republic 
of Panama had existed as an independent nation. Colombia be- 
came absolutely a foreign State to the Republic of Panama. Its 

ople are no longer under the Colombian constitution, and what 
tonal result follows from that? The Senator from Alabama argues, 
and upon my life I can not comprehend such a contention, that 
Colombia still owns the canal concession and the railway conces- 
sion, and that neither can be transferred to the Government of 
the United States without her consent. -Thatis an impossibility, 
Mr. President, in law. ; 
- The moment the i toi of Panama became sovereign and in- 
d dentit became the successor in soyereignty and proprietor- 
shipto Colombia of the railway concession and the canal concession 
as fully as if she had originally ted them. They are all on 
territory now a part of her domain. Being independent, Colom- 
bia has no more sovereignty over her territory or ownership within 
her boundaries than I have over the home of the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. ALGER] in Detroit. It must be admitted, of course, 


tude. but in the nature of a real servitude. 
Hall says: 


What is true as between the new state and foreign powers is true also as 
between it and the old state. From the moment of independence all trace of 
the joint life is gone. Apart from special agreement no survival of it is pos- 
sible, and the two states are merely two beings possessing no other claims on 
one another than those which are conferred by the bare provisions of inter- 
national law. And as the old state continues its life uninterruptedly, it ae 
sesses everything belonging to it as a person which it has not expressly lost; 
so that property enjoyed by it as a personal whole, or be subjects in vir- 
tue of their being members of that whole, continues to belong toit. On the 
other hand, rights possessed in respect of the lost territory, including rights 
under treaties relating to cessions of 3 and demarcations of bound- 
ary, obligations contracted with reference to it alone, and property which is 
within it,and which has therefore a local character, or which, though not 
within it, belongs to state institutions localized there, transfer themselves to 
the new state person. (Sec. 27, pp. 78, 79.) 


Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator permit me to remind him at that 
point that our great fishery rights, if it were otherwise than he 
states, would have been extinguished by our revolution on the 
one side, or would be extinguished if Canada should separate her- 
self from England on the other? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. HOAR. So weare pledged to that doctrine in the strongest 
manner. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course; but, Mr. President, I must insert 
the authorities without comment: 


A state may pa or qualify its sovereignty and jurisdiction over its ter- 


certain parts of its 2 jurisdiction as a 2 
i a state are known as 5 
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Nors.—The term servitude is borrowed from Roman law, wherein it sig- 
nifies an innocent use as ed from a right. In order to convert the 
former into the latter, some dof contract or stipulation was necessary. 
(Justinian's Institutes, II, Title II. De Servitutibus.] $ 

A narrower and more technical rule prevails when the parent state is de- 
prived of a portion of its territory which is erected into an entirely distinct 

liticalcommunity. Thecogent reasoning insuch a case is that asa man who 
Toses an arm or leg in battle is not thereby relieved of any part of his obliga- 
tions, so a state that is so dismembered as to suffer no loss of identity re- 
mains bound as before for its entire general indebtedness. “S a change,” 
Halleck says, “no more affects its rights and duties than a change in its in- 
ternal organization, or in the person of its rulers. This doctrine applies to 
debts due to as well as from the state, and to its rights of property and treaty 
except so far — pos obligations may have particular reference to 
or dismembered territory or ince.” 

rate lifo without inter- 


ruption, it retains all N cette property and arene benefits result- 


local objects or secured by a lien on 1 revenues, and such local duties 
plain ou: E aps scons 83 the channel of a river or to levy no more 
than certain tolls along Taylor, sec. 1 i 204.) 


196. 
267. In 


restraining a state from the full and entire exercise of rights of dominion in 
one of two ways: 1. The servitude may prevent the ent state (i. e., the 
state which is subject to it) from free action in some particular matter. This 
a negative servitude—a servitude by which the party on whom the 
onus of it lies is under an obligation non facere. 2, A servitude may bea 
servitude pati, that is, may impose on the party subject to its onus the duty 
of suffe that the party who possesses the right to 1 servitude in 
force, Who the benetictal m servitutis, shall be at liberty to do something 
on the territory of the servient party which would not be lawful without ex- 
press permission if no such servitude existed. 
258. Bluntschli gives as instances of the first kind of international servi- 
tudes, of servitudes non facere, the following cases: 

(a) A state’s being under an obligation not to keep up more than a cer- 
tain number of troops or of ships of war, or not to fortify certain places 
within its own 8 : 

(b) The obligation of a state to abstain from exercising any or full juris- 
diction over the subjects of some other state within its territories. 

SN obligation to levy no duties, or coy duties according toa ified 
limited scale, on things imported by specified foreigners, or on ed for- 


articles. 
ee uon ona sate nok w set up custom-houses on its territory 
o e frontier of some other state. 

250 He gives as instances of international servitudes of the other class 

(servitudes pati) to whicha state may be liable: 
bein, obliged to allow r of the troops of another state 
hits AENA, or any portion of them. 

(b) The being bound to er the troops of another state to occupy any 
portion of the territory of the serviont state; or to allow another state to ex- 
ercise jurisdiction, or to levy duties or taxes in such territory, or to organize 
and te postal services therein. 

260. fn rnational servitudes may come to an end— 

a) By agreement between the two states. 
b) By the dominant state renouncing its right. 
5 ¢) By nonuser . Arr Ae prosan Mon al international aban- 

mment. (Creasy, secs. 257, 258, ; pp. 257, h 

13. Ori: if and application of the Sera whe term servitude is borrowed 
from the Roman law, and is applied in the international relations of states 
to express an obligation upon the part of one state to permit a thing to be done 
or aright to be enjoyed by another state within or upon its territory. The 
thing done or the right enjoyed, however, must not be sufficient in amount 
or importance to constitute a restriction upon the A or independ- 
ence of the servient or subordinate state. The state enjoying the beneiit or 
porig o of the servitude is called the dominant state. The state lying under 

he obligation involved is called the servient state. The existence of a servi- 
tude 1 F peni with entire sovereignty and independence on the 
part of the en 0. 

The following examples are illustrations of servitudes: S two states, 
A and B. to be separated by a river: A — Seea under a tude to B not to 
construct works of improvement upon the . which shall injure 
the opposite bank. Suppose two states, C and D, to be situated, one aboye 
the other, upon the course of a navigable river, the mouth and lower waters 
being situated in the territory of O; C may lie under a servitude to D of al- 
lowing its citizens the privilege of na ting the river to the sea; D may lie 
under a servitude to C not to use the banks of the river within the territory 
of C for the purpose of loading and 


penp 
Such, 
be creat 
manner. e 


FVV 
treaty, and may be amended, inc: orm 
y may be extinguished by treaty, by nonuser, and in some cases 
bed 3 eg eg of Agai must e in an e — 5 
w d thing to be done, or a r: exercised, or in re m doing a 
thing; they can never at in an obligation to do a thing. They are fur- 
ther ee 


1. In the treaty of Utrecht of 1713, between England and France, it was 
rt of France that the Stuart pretenders should not be per- 


ial port. 

4. By the treaty of 1831 certain Be fortresses were to be demolished 
by December 1, 1533. (Davis's Interna Law, sec. 13, pp. 52, 53, 54.) 

Subordinate to questions of ownership are questions of international servi- 
tudes, rights of way, and the like, A new question of this kind has very 
nearly been raised reference to the Snez It will no doubt some 
day have to be decided how far the sovereign of a country who allows so in- 
dispensable a waterway to be made through his territory is entitled to close 
itat will (Holland, Beadies in International Law. p. ) 


XXVII— 135 


245. Martens speaks of treaties which create a servitude of public law 
(une servitude du droit public) in favor of one nation within the territory 
of another. The term servitude is borrowed from the civil law of the Ro- 
mans, where it is used to designate certain forms of innocent use; as, for in- 
stance, a right of way acrossthe land ofa neighbor. A servitude was distin- 

ished by the Roman jurists from a right, and in order to convert a servi- 

ude into a right some compact or stipulation to that effect was requisite. 
“Si ae velit vicino aliquod jusconstituere pactionibus atquestipulationibus 
id efficere debet.” 

The right of innocent use is only an imperfect right, but under certain cir- 
cumstances a right of innocent use may be likewise a right of necessity. 
Thus the midchannel of a river may be the territorial boun between 
two nations, whilst neither nation may be able to gain access by the river to 
its own ports, owing to the set of the current or the force of the wind, with- 
out ng over portions of the river which belong to the other nation; or 
the territory of a nation may be surrounded by the territory of another na- 
tion, and the former may haye no means of access to the open sea without 
75 over the territory of the latter nation. Thus the territory of the 

wiss Confederation is inclosed on all sides by the territory of other nations, 
so that, until the treaty of Vienna d the navigation of the Rhine, 
amongst the other great Euro rivers, to be free to all nations, the Swiss 
nation had not any access to the open sea, except by passing over the terri- 
tory of another nation. 
gain, a nation may have some portions of its territory ted from the 
rest of its territory by the territory of another nation; thus the Rhenish 
rovinces of Prussia areseparated by the territories of other German powers 
m the North German and Polish ovinces of Prussia. Under circum- 
stances of this nature a treaty which creates a servitude—in other words, 
which establishes a right of way across the terri of one nation in favor 
of another nation—is held to create an ob 


d by 
Klüber has 


poh law in favor of one nation within theterritory of anotherare 8 
ea 


n their nature and are not e ed by the event of war. Mr. 
is careful in limiting his own position of law to es which create “a per- 
manent servitude,” about which there can arise no dispute, (Twiss, Law of 


423, 424 

As 9 conyentions or treaty relations of public right, it is meet to make a 
distinction. 

There are some which are obviously terminated by the very fact of the 
state going out of existence. Such are those which were mal to the ex- 
tinct state and necessarily presupposed its existence in the character of an 
independent state subject to the law of nations. There are likewise termi- 
nated treaties of alliance, amity, commerce, navigation, extradition, and 

eneral association treaties. They may be renewed expressly, but relations 
us renewed are no longer the former relations—they are new relations. 

On the other hand, the condition of things created by treaties of tion 
is generally independent of the permanency or extinction of the nation that 
concluded them. It therefore subsists after that nation has Been absorbed 
uently bear on matters of 
law, or they may concern the territory, and under that head also their effect 
‘bsist, as will be explained hereafter. 

ederation had the right to gocuvy tho fortress of Lux- 

. Which was the federal fortress. The dissolution of the confedera- 

tion, in 1866, terminated this right. Even with the authorization of the states 

of South Germany, the Northern Confederation of Germany would haye 
been unable to exercise it. 

When the Kingdom of Hanover was incorporated in the Prussian Kingdom, 
in 1866, the Hanoverian treaties of amity, commerce, na tion, and extradi- 
tion, as well as those relating to copyright, were terminated. They were 
superseded by the Prussian treaties abe Sod the same subject. 

On the other hand, Prussia recognized as g still in force the Hanoverian 
treaties or boun railroad track connections, etc. 

“The rule,” says Mr. a that treaties concluded by the annexed 
state with other nations unavoidably expire, and that conventions previously 
concluded by the annexed state apply ipso facto to the annexed territory. 
It is the solution recognized by French jurisprudence. It is rejected by sey- 
eral authorities, lly as rds commercial treaties.” 

Other relations, rights, 3 possessa real character. Ney con- 
cern territory. Now, w. it may pass into foreign hands the territory re- 
mains. These relations do not, therefore, lose their foundation from the fact 
that the state has eT ere They may and must subsist. 

Such is the case with “servitudes™ which were borne by the territory of 
the extinct state, and also with the active servitudes which 8 to that 
state, in so far as both are not terminated through contusion or lack of utility 
in analogy with private law. The successor may, moreover, denounce (in 
the sense of notice of termination) the servitude, use treaties.establish- 
ing servitudes must be classed with those which, while being treaties of dis- 
position, are considered as agreed upon rebus sic stantibus. 

Such is also the case with conventions relating to boundary, water courses, 
and ways ofcommunication. (Rivier, Principes du Droit des Gens, I, pp. 72, 78.) 


We have a treaty which settled the navigation of the St. Law- 
rence River, a treaty made between the United States and Great 
Britain, who makes treaties for Canada and the other portions of 
her dominions. Suppose Canada should revolt from Great Britain 
and establish an independent republic recognized by the nations. 
Would she not be subject to that obligation, and would anyone bə 
heard to argue anywhere that we had lost our treaty rights; that 
servitude to navigate the St. Lawrence? 

Suppose before the civil war the United States had entered 
into a treaty with Great Britain under which we had granted to 
her the free navigation of the Mississippi River for Government 
ships to carry her munitions of war to distant points in her Ameri- 
can possessions for the commerce of her citizens, and the rebellion 
had been successful and a government had been established—the 
Southern Confederacy—would Great Britain thereby have been 
deprived of that servitude—for thus the books characterize it? 
The obligation would haye passed to the new sovereign owner 
with the 3 

There is an added reason which may be urged here. That treaty 
would have been made while we were one country, made under 
the Constitution, by which every State surrendered the treaty- 
making power and vested it in the Central Government, and that 
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obligation would have been created by the agent of the States as 
to which it was local. No State under the new government could 
be permitted to repudiate it, because it would be from first to last 
its own contract, made by its own agent. 

Just so in this case, if there were no international doctrine of 
servitudes. When this treaty was made, when this servitude was 
created, Mr. President, Panama was a sovereign State, a member 
of a confederation which conferred upon the Government of New 
Granada the conduct of foreign relations, and this treaty, so far 
as it related to the Isthmus of Panama—and the heart of it, Article 
XXXV, relates only to the Isthmus of Panama—was the treaty of 
Panama made by heragent, New Granada. 

Mr. MALLORY. e Senator does not put his position, 
though, on the fact that at the time the treaty was made Panama 
was simply a member of the confederation? , 

Mr. SPOONER. Idonot. Itisnotnecessary. Who contends, 
Mr. President, on the other side, that to-day we have no right of 
way or transit across the Isthmus? I put the question in the early 
stages of the debate to several Senators who are opposed to the 
treaty, and not one of them would deny that the grant of right of 
way or transit is still in force. It is not susceptible, I think, of 
denial, and if that right or servitude still exists in our favor, it 


must be because the o tion e transferred tothe new Re- 
public, because, being a servi and a treaty right local in its 
nature the Republic of Panama to sovereignty and 


ownership, subject to its burdens. 

Now, Mr. President, possessing the right, what follows? Obvi- 
ously that we must pay the price. And what is the price? To 
maintain the perfect neutrality of the Isthmus, and the rights of 
sovereignty and property of the Republic of Panama therein. 
And so it seemed to me plain, Mr. President, that since the 
recognition by the United States on the 6th of November of the 
Republic of Panama there was in law a practical novation as to 
Article XXXV, and as to the concessions, and from that date the 
Republic of Panama stood as the grantor of the right of transit 
or passage, and we as her guarantor, as we had been the - 
antor of Colombia, as to the Isthmus. In this view the President, 
since the a + cara of independence, had not only a perfect right, 
but a duty, the treaty being the law of the — to prevent any 
invasion by a foreign state, which Colombia had become, of the 
Isthmus of Panama. 

Of course Senators say it was not the intention of New Granada 
when she made this treaty that it should ever be turned against 
her or a successor government. Probably not; but that is not 
the question. If the territory went to the Republic of Panama 

med with these servitudes, which are created by the treaty, 
that is the end of the question. It is difficult to conceive it possi- 
ble that any South American republic could make a treaty with- 
out contemplating the possibility of revolution and dismember- 


ment. That is one of the vicissitudes of national life, and in | la 


South America it has been one of the habits of national life. 
RECOGNITION OF THE REPUBLIC NO APPROVAL OF DOCTRINE OF SECESSION. 


Some of our friends on the other side who are opposed to the 
treaty seem to roll under their tongues as a sweet morsel the as- 
sumption that the President, by the recognition of this Republic, 
has committed himself and the country to the doctrine of seces- 
sion. I can not believe such a contention is serious. The dis- 
tinction between the revolt of a province of Colombia and the 
secession of a State from the American Union is too palpable for 
debate. The contention might answer in a lodge of the Daugh- 
ters of the Confederacy, but not among Senators of the Uni 
States. It is not worth spending time upon. 

The Southern States claimed under the Constitution the legal 
right to withdraw from what they called a compact.“ They in- 
sisted that there was no power in the Federal Government to 
coerce a State to remain in the Union; that she was entitled 
peaceably to withdraw. A great majority of the 2 of this 
country stood by the doctrine of Daniel Webster t this is an 
indestructible Union, which can not be dissolved by the action of 
any State or Statés. The doctrine of Daniel Webster in his reply 
to Hayne was crystallized on the field of battle into the eternal 
law which holds our States together, thank , and to none is 
it a greater blessing than to the people of the South. j 

The de ents of Colombia were prohibited from seceding. 
Panama invoked the right of revolution, as did the Southern 
States, and succeeded, while the latter failed. That is all there is 


of it. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator su that we would have 


failed if we had hada big friend like the United States or England 
or France to come around there and warn you le away? 
NER. Well, we found a 8 deal of fault with the 


Mr. SFPOO 
aid that both d and France mre you. They very promptly 
recognized . and England allowed you to fit out 
your privateers in their ports todestroy ourcommerce. Butwhat 


is the use of going into that? The Senator interrupts me u 
points which are not attracting my attention. = ps 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator brought it up himself, 

Posi a pee a not bring that up. I brought the Sen- 
r up. ughter. 

Mr. ident, I have finished. It has been far from my 
pose to make a political speech. It has been my earnest wish to 
support in a lawyer-like and entirely sincere way the conclusions 
which I have reached. Iwish I might have done so with greater 
brevity and better logic. 

Whatever may be said, the e of the Republic of 
Panama is an accomplished fact. ə recognitions of that fact 
are irrevocable. This treaty will be ratified, and it is cause for 
popular gratification that in the final action upon it there will be 
no 3 S lines. 

e work of canal construction will be speedily inaugurated 
and pushed with the energy and resources of this Government to 
the earliest practicable completion, a consummation long dreamed 
of by statesmen pace prayed for by mariners. 

It is not to be that the harsh voice of criticism will be 
hushed untilnext November. That need not and will not disturb 
the President. 

He may take to himself with exultant pride the safe assurance 
that this triumph in Executive achievement which he has wrought 
for his country, for the South American republics, and for the 
world will be the chief glory of his Administration and the en- 
during foundation of his fame; and it will not be forgotten by 
history in praise of him that out of his prompt and wise action 
there has also come, withont breach of national tradition, viola- 
tion of national or international law, a new republic, affording 
to a long-suffering le on the Isthmus opportunity of life, lib- 
erty, and oe, eta or it all he deserves and will receive not 
only the plaudits of thoughtful men of our own day, but the 
grateful remembrance of posterity, 

I thank the Senate. 


APPENDIX. 
[Extracts from President's message of December 7, 198.] 


1850.—Outbreak; two Americans killed. War vessel demanded to 
a k. 


July 22, 1851.—Revolution in four southern provinces. 
November 14, 18l.—Outbreak at Chagres. Man-of-war requested for 


June 27, 1853.—Insurrection at Bogota, and disturbance 

mos, War (se demandet, ee, was vate equate z 
—Po neces; war 

J ae 28, 1854.—Attempted revolution. * 

Oc 24, 1854.—Independence of Isthmus demanded by provincial legis- 


June 3, 1858.— - 
October 2, 1856.—Conflict between two native parties. United States forces 


1858.—Attempted secession of Panama. 


revo 
April, 1867.—Attempt to overthrow Government. 
Angust, 1867.—Attempt at revolution. 
July 5, 1868.—Revolution; provisional government inaugura’ 

ugust 29, —Re ; provisional government overthrown. 
April, 1871.—Revolution; followed apparently by counter revolution. 
April, 1873.—Revolution civil war which lasted to October, 1875. 
1876.—Ctvil war which lasted until April, 1877. 


March, 
May, 1883. 
attempt. 


June, 1884.—Revoluti: 
J: cary, 188s, Rev 1 — — 
au A —Revolu: ces. 
March, 1885.— Revolution. 
A 1887.—Disturbance on Panama Rain oad. 


January, 1889.—Riot. 
January, 185.—Revolution which lasted until April 


.—Incen attempt. 


July, 1902,—Revolation. 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 3, 1903. (Sent 11.18 p. m.) 

Message sent to Nashville to Colon may not have been delivered. Accord- 
ingly see that following message is sent to Nasħville immediately: 
“NASHVILLE, Colon: 

“In the interests of make every effort to prevent Government — a 
at Colon from p ng to Panama. The transit of the Isthmus must 
kept open and order maintained. Acknowledge. 

“DARLING, Acting.” 


Secure special train, if necessary. Act promply. 
Loomis, Acting. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 4, 1903. (Sent 12.02 p. m.) 


desires from wantonly sh: the 
city. We shail have a naval force at Panama SE Seo GAYE OIA ATO DOW.CF 
of peace. 


Loomis, Acting. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1908. 
[Translation.] 
NASHVILLE, care American Consul, Colon: 
Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interruption 
armed force, cocupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of any a 
force with hostile insurgen 
Porto ages or other point. Send 


pproaching th 
judgment this would precipitate a 


sels. Prevent their if in your 
conflict. Acknowledgment is req 
DARLING, Acting. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1903. 


GLASS, Marblehead, Acapulco:a 
Proceed with all le tch to Panama. Tel h in cipher your 

departure. Maintain free and uninterrupted interruption is 

threatened by armed force, occupy the line of railroad. Prevent landing of 

any armed force, either Government or insurgent, with hostile intent at an 
int within 50 miles of Panama. If doubtful as to the intention of 

Fores, occupy Ancon Hill strongly with artillery. If the 


pproaching us in vi 
their landing if in your judgment landing would precipitate a conflict. 
DARLING, Acting. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 3, 1903. 
CRUISER ATLANTA, Kingston, Jamaica: 
Proceed with all possible dispatch to Colon. Acknowledge immediately. 


When will you sail? 
DARLING, Acting. 


NAvy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 3, 1903. 
NASHVILLE, Colon: 


In the interest of peace make every effort to prevent Government troo 
at Colon from proceeding to Panama. The transit of the Isthmus must 
kept open and order maintained. Acknowledge. 

DARLING, Acting. 


TA Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 3, 1903. 
AMERICAN CONSUL, Panama: 

Message sent Nashville tò Colon may not haye been delivered. Accord- 
ingly see that the following message is sent to Nashville immediately: 
“NASHVILLE, Colon: 2 

In the interest of sa make every effort to prevent 9 
at Colon from 5 to Pome The 2 of the Isthmus must 
kept open and order maintained. Acknowledge. 

“DARLING, Acting.” 


Secure special trains if necessary. Act promptly. 
x Loomis, Acting. 


[Translation.] 
NAvy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 4, 1903. 
NASHVILLE, Colon: 

Gunboat of Colombia she Panama. Send immediately battery inch 
field gun and 6-pounder with a force of men to Panama to compel cessation 
bombardment. Railroad must furnish transportation immediately. 

DARLING, Acting. 
(Translation.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., November 5, 1903. 


Boston, care of American Consul, Panama: 
Prevent recurrence bombardment of Panama. Acknowledge. 5 
‘OODY. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 5, 19038. 
NASHVILLE, Colon: 
Prevent any armed force of either side from landing at Colon, Porto Bello, 
or vicinity. 
Moopy, 
[Translation.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., November 6, 1903. 
MATINE, Woods Hole, Mass.: 


Proceed at once to Colon, coaling wherever necessary to expedite your ar- 
Moopy. 
a Same to commander of Boston at San Juan del Sur, Nicaragua, 


rival. Acknowledge. 


[Translation.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., November 9, 1908. 


DIEHL, Boston: 
Upon the arrival of the Marblehead sufficient force must be sent to watch 
movements closely of the British steamers seized at Buenaventura and to 
revent the landing of men with hostile intent within limits of the State of 
8 Protect the British steamers if necessary. — — — 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5o’clockand 25 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 22, 
1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


— 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 20, 1904. 
CONSUL. 


Fred D. Fisher, of Oregon, to be consul of the United States at 
Tamsui, Formosa, vice James W. Davidson, appointed consul at 


Antung, 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Trevanyon L. Mathews, of Nebraska, to be United States mar- 
shal for the district of Nebraska. A reappointment, his term 
haying expired December 18, 1903. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander Nathaniel R. Usher to be commander in the 
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Commander 
Frederic Singer, promoted. 


Lieut. (Junior Grade) Louis C. Richardson to be a lieutenant’ 


in the Navy from the 24th day of October, 1903, vice Lieut. Ed- 
ward Moale, jr., deceased. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS, 

Capt. Ben H. Fuller, United States Marine Corps, to bea major 
in said corps from the 27th day of December, 1903, vice Maj. Ran- 
dolph Dickins, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 

James R. Gibson to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
Hempstead and State of Arkansas, in place of James R. Gibson. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904, 

INDIANA. 

Charles Laramore to be postmaster at Knox, in the county of 
Starke and State of Indiana, in place of Charles Laramore. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904. 

KANSAS. 

M. M. Lee to be postmaster at St. Marys, in the county of Pot- 

tawatomie and State of Kansas, in place of Henry F. Heisler, re- 


signed. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 

Thomas F. Hill to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the coun 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in place of Stephen Osg 
Incumbent's commission expires March 6, 1904. 

William L. Nickerson to be postmaster at Chatham, in the 
county of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
William L. Nickerson, Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 13, 1903. 

MICHIGAN. 


Eugene T. Slayton to be postmaster at La in the county of 
Lapeer and State of Michigan, in place m gosie T Slayton. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 6, 1904. 

MISSOURI. 

Lauriston H. Condit to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Missouri, in place of Lauriston H. Condit. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 2, 1904. 

NEW JERSEY. 

George F. Breder to be postmaster at Egg Harbor City, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey, in place of George 
F. Breder. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1903. 

NEW YORK. 

William C. Collins to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Cortland and State of New York, in place of William C. Collins. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 6, 1904. 

Clarence L. King to be postmaster at Tupper Lake, in the 
county of Franklin and State of New York, in place of Clarence 
L. King. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903. 

Frank F. Simpson to be postmaster at Highland, in the county 
of Ulster and State of New York, in place of Frank F. Simpson. 
Incumbent's commission expired December 13, 1903. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

W. H. Longwell to be postmaster at Oil City, in the county of 
Venango and State of Pennsylvania, in place of William M. Mc- 
Kim. Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1904. 

James H. Morrison to be at Marienville, in the 
county of Forest and State of Pennsylvania, in place of James H. 
Morrison. Incumbent’s commission expires March 6, 1904, 


CONFIRMATIONS, 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 20, 1904. 
POSTMASTERS. 


CALIFORNIA. 
George Brown to be postmaster at Corona, in the county of 
Riverside and State of California. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Alfred E. Goddard to be postmaster at Essex, in the county of 
Middlesex and State of Connecticut. 
LOUISIANA, F 
R. Blanchard to be aster at Whitecastle, in the parish of 
1 : 
MICHIGAN. 
Fabius A. Fisk to be postmaster at Colon, in the county of St. 
Joseph and State of Michigan. 
Walter W. semi po to be postmaster at Northbranch, in the 
county of La: and State of Michigan. 
Charles E. to be postmaster at Central Lake, in the 
county of Antrim and State of Michigan. 7 
MINNESOTA. 
Fred N. 


s Caa 1o ba poma T a EK River, in the county of 
Sherburne and State of Minnesota. : 


Ole C. Enge to be r at Elmore, in the county of Fari- 
' bault and State of esota. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

George L. Stokell, jr., to be postmaster at Exeter, inthe county 

of Rockingham and State of New Hampshire, 
NEW JERSEY. 

Edward Burroughs to be at Metuchen, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 

R. Frank Treweeke to be . at Butler, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 


NEW YORK. 
Winfield S. Spencer to be postmaster at New Rochelle, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 
Myron A. Wheeler to be postmaster at Churchville, in the 
county of Monroe and State of New York. 
F. Zimmerlin to be 


Harry F. ee of trons in the county 
of Wayne and State of New York. 3 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
2 SATURDAY, February 20, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupey, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

REPORT FROM THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported back the bill (H. R. 12684) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the various Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1905, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. ; 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. S er, I reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD] reserves all points of order. 

REPRINT OF BILL. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. . . desire to ask unanimous consent 
for a int of bill H. R. 7878. 3 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent for the reprint of the bill H. R. 7878. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was to. 

Accordingly the resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval service 


* 
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for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from West 
Virginia . DAYTON] such time as he desires. 

Mr. DA N. Mr. Chairman, I promise the committee that 
I will not occupy very much of the time that the chairman has 
so kindly given tome. It seems to me that it is almost unneces- 
sary to faite the provisions of this bill, and especially the broad 
proposition of the necessity of maintaining the naval service of 
the United States. I listened with a great deal of interest to the 
speech of the gentleman from California [Mr. Lrvernasu] last 
night. I was impressed with the earnestness with which he pre- 
sented the plea in behalf of American seamen. 

I did not understand him to make the assertion that the condi- 
tions he insisted prevailed in the merchant marine existed in the 
enlisted force of the Navy of the United States, but that there 
may be no misunderstanding or misapprehension as to the treat- 
ment of the enlisted force in the Navy and the earnest desire of 
Congress to care for their needs as well as the other needs of the 
service, I want to call the committee's attention to the fact that 


genius and his ability warrants him to do so. 

In addition to that I want to say that under recent regulations, 
which in my judgment are calculated to create a very great ad- 
vance in our naval service and in the effectiveness of it, every 
man aboard a ship of war has opportunity now to drill in the 
training and the firing of our guns,so that he may become an ex- 
pert gunner. We have had a good deal of trouble and a good 
deal of difficulty about this. Any of you who will stop a moment 
will know it is a very easy matter upon land and upon a stable 
foundation to point a gun at a target with a Seg te hope of 
hitting it. When you are aboard ship, where you are subject to 
the fluctuations that come from the rising from the bottom to the 
crest of a wave, where there is constant motion, the greatest diffi- 
culties that the navies of the world have had have been to invent 
a system by which they could aim those guns at a target and be 
able with any reasonable degree of certainty to hit it. 

I want to call your attention to the fact that by improvements 
made largely through the skill of Lientenant-Commander Sims 
in recent years, following the researches of Captain Scott, of the 
English navy, we are now able to accommodate the gun mount 
to those fluctuations which come from the rolling of the sea, so 
that that difficulty is overcome, and in order to encourage the 
seamen aboard our battle ships every man of them is given the 
privilege of training himself and learning this system and being 
able to fire the i and fire them effectively. No matter from 
what quarter of the ship he may come, he who shows the great- 
est proficiency is rewarded for that efficiency, and it makes a 
part of his record and enables him to advance in the service. 
So that, as I started to say, the condition of the American sea- 
men aboard the American battle ships, while it may not be ideal, 
is far and away ahead of the conditions of the men under similar 
circumstances in the ships of other countries. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word or two in regard to 
the general policy of building up the Navy. I congratulate the 

ca from California and the gentleman from Louisiana 
far. MEYER] and others on the other side upon the very patriotic 
position which mg have taken in regard to the naval service. 
As the gentleman Louisiana and the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia both said, the upbuilding of the American Navy is not a 
partisan question. 

Mr. Chairman, the upbuilding and maintaining of the United 
States Navy is a question as broad as the nation’s peace, as the 
nation’s honor, and the nation’s defense. It includes the protec- 
tion of every man, woman, and child from the North, from the 
Sonth, from the East,from the West. It isa question upon which 
all parties can agree. 

While we may have differences of opinion as to the method of 
strengthening this service, the character of the ships that may be 
built, the expenditures of money that may be put in this navy- 
yard or that navy-yard, the extent of the increase of this branch 
of service, the decrease of that branch of the service, yet the gen- 
eral policy of upholding the naval service is one that is vital to the 
interests of every man and every woman and every child in this 
great Republic. Why? With 80,000,000 people in this 5 
naturally trained by its recollections of the past and by its 
tory, there is no man to-day who would have fear or d enter- 
tain fora moment the question of invasion of this coun- 
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try by a land force of any nation on earth. The Minute Men of the 
Revolution, the volunteers of the civil war, the militia—in other 
words, the sons of American freedom—would spring up in a night 
and resist any such invasion; but we have a necessity upon us to 
defend sealen a at sea because any man who will contemplate 
the doubt or trepidation that comes to his mind in undertaking a 
15 visit across the ocean, the seasickness, the that 
spring from his imagination, tell him that men, in order to de- 
fend themselves aboard our vessels, on our ships, must be fitted 
and pre for it. Any man who will study the historical 
facts will find- out that in almost every great struggle in the 
wees history victory has come to the power that controlled 

e sea. 

There are many who believe that the history of Rome would 
have been different if Hannibal had not been compelled to lead 
his army through the mountains instead of crossing the narrow 
neck of intervening sea and thus bringing his troops fresh to the 

tes of Rome. There are very many who believe that our national 

dependence would not haye been possible if it had not been for 
the assistance of the French fleet on the Atlantic coast. There 
are many of us who believe that the civil war would not have 
been prolonged if there could have been that movement by Far- 
ragut and his fleet up W the Mississippi Valley, passing the 
forts and cutting in two very heart and the very center of 
the Confederacy. There are very many who believe never 
would have been a field of Waterloo if there had not been first 
a sea fight at Trafalgar. 


For these reasons and because of our extended coast, because of | i 


our fixed policy of maintaining the Monroe doctrine, because of 
our determination to build the canal, because of the fact that we 
have undertaken to control and guide the destinies of the Philip- 
pines, Porto Rico, and Hawaii, because we must defend our com- 
merce in all seas and protect our citizens and their rights in all 
ip pe of the globe, it is an absolute necessity for us to look first 

offensive demonstration against our Government and defend 


Mr. Chairman, I think it was the t statesman, the man of 
“blood and iron,” Bismarck, who sald that the best insurance of 


the sea. If we have any defense to make, it 
We stand to-day the richest nation in the world, Our population 
is two or three times that of France, or of Germany, or of England 
even, if we take England and restrict it to the United Kingdom. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], who has 
sounded the only note so far of opposition to the policy of increas- 
ing the Navy, has said that it is time for us to our policy, 


and in his own mind he has worked out the idea that our pey 
is to build up a navy equal to that of Germany and possibly to 
that of 5 Suppose that is true. Is there an American 
citizen to-day who does not believe that if the occasion came we 
ought to defend ourselves against England or Germany? Is there 
an American citizen to-day who believes that the old policy of 
this country of paying tribute, as we did to our shame and to our 
sorrow to the bandits of Tripoli, is a proper one, and that we 
should be ever again subjected to humiliation for lack of prepara- 
tion? Is there an American citizen to-day who for ons moment 
would brook the idea that because of our failure to prepare for 
our defense we should not withstand such an 8 policy, 
for instance, as that which England maintained toward us for 
years and years, and which went to the right of search of our 
vessels and a dispute of our control of our own ships? 

I do not say that any such time will ever come to us; but sup- 
pose it should come to us now. Sup it should come to us 
now,I say. We have eleven battle ships on the sea; England has 
fifty. Where would this great American Republic stand in a con- 
test with such a power? ere would we stand in a contest with 
France? Where would westand in a contest, if it should come to us, 
in which two or more of tho powers were allied against us? Is it 
possible that we are to depend always upon the kindly feelings of 
other nations toward us for our defense? In other words, are we 
to beg ons ene oe aro we to maintain it with dignity and with 
honor, as the history of our country in the one hundred years 
gono by unfortunately shows we were not always able to do? 
We stand to-day in that iar position where we have our 
building substantially erected, and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FITZGERALD] would pause in the finishing of it. 

We have a navy, in other words, that is too good to throw away 
and not big enough in any decisive contest to make complete de- 
fense in our behalf. Suppose we shall build forty-eight battle 
ships, as Captain Pillsbury, referred to and quoted by the gentle- 
man from New York, suggests. Is it more than we ought to have 


to reasonably maintain our honor, our integrity, and our defense? 
I wish to direct the attention of the gentleman to the fact that it 
isa different thing to build a navy to carry on aggressive war- 


fare, to or to injure other nations, from building a navy in 
order to defend ourselves. There are two methods in every man’s 
life by which he can defend himself if he is attacked by another, 
One is to run away; the other is to fight. But there is still a bet- 
ter method than either of those, and that is to be so strong that 
his enemy will reconsider and not attack him at all. 

Those who advocate the upbuilding of a navy insist that it 
shall not be done for the poros of interfering with the aff 
of other nations, but for the purpose of securing our peace 
our defense, Before I to the cost of the maintenance of this 
Navy in proportion to the other expenses of our Government, and 
in proportion to the wealth of the country, I wish to direct atten- 
tion to the peculiar position the as from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] has occupied in reference to the naval service, I 


religious train- 
to lift his 


have S eguas 


already in 
condition of affairs has come about from a whole lot of 
circumstances, It has come about from the fact that gentlemen, 
just like the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], have 
m very earnest and consistent advocates of their own districts 
and their own local interests. We can very well afford to cut out 
some of these navy- The object, the purpose of 


yards, the Na 
the | of the United States is to defend ourselves at sea, not to furnish 


employment for either our o or our men on shore, save to 
the extent that it may be necessary. 

The New York N: beled is worth $25,000,000, and that is the 
amount carried by bill, substantially, for the increase of the 
larger, the fighting ships of our Navy. I will join hands with 
the gouenna to-day, to-morrow, next year, in selling outthe New 
York Navy-Yard for $25,000,000, leaving us without that station. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Wil the gentleman yield? 


The gentleman would be very 


Fine 
5 hands of the 
private contractors? 

Mr. DAYTON. Nota bit of it; not for one moment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman’s conduct as a Member of 
this House would lead to that inference, because he has alwa 
op ropositions for work in the Government yards for the 
benefit of work in the private yards, 

Mr. DAYTON. I absolutely deny that statement. There has 
never been a question on the part of him who is speaking ‘hor, so 
far as I know, on the part of any member of the Naval mmit- 
tee as to the necessity of having these yards and the necessity of 
pics Sew the repair work done there. There has been and there 
is y a distinct opposition to building our ae in the navy- 
yards, first, because the evidence has come from the Department 
constantly that the work would be done there at a much greater 
cost, and secondly, because our yards are necessary to carry on 
the repair work, That is the reason of the position the gentle- 


11. GERALD. Wil the tle yield again? 
Í . ntleman yie 
Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 5 
Mr. FITZGERALD, If the gentleman is not so anxious as I 
have supposed to turn over the work in the Government yards to 
the private yards, why is he so willing to dispose of what is uni- 
versally conceded to be the best-equi yard in the possession 
of the Government—not by reason of its location, but use it 
is in fact the best-equi yard? Why is the gentleman willing 
to handicap the Government in its efforts to do its own work? 
Mr. DA N. I haye just this to say in reply to the gentle- 
man: We have on the Atlantic coast a Government yard at 
Portsmouth, established away back in the very beginning of our 
history—the yard from which went out Paul Jones, carrying the 
first American flag that was saluted by a foreign power, that flag 
being borne by a vessel that went down to the bottom of the sea 
with that flag flying over the hundred and more dead sailors who 
sank in achieving their victory under Paul Jones on the Bon 
Homme Richard, 
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We have also a yard established at Boston whose existence goes 
back to the earliest history of the country. The New York yard 
was established; the League Island Navy-Yard was established. 
We have also the yard at Norfork. We have also the yard at 
Charleston, and we have a yard in Louisiana at the mouth of the 
Mississippi. I want to say to the gentlemen in regard to these 
yards that, with the possible exception of one, we have room at 
each of them to build—to expand for the purpose of carrying on 
our work. The city of Philadelphia gave to the Government of 
the United States for the purpose of extending that League Island 
between eight and nine hundred acres of ground. At New 

ork there has never been a day or an hour when there has not 
been a determined effort to take away from us, if they could, or 
to get us to dispose of, if they possibly could, what little remnant 
of a yard we have had there; and we have not room to turn around 
in that yard. Therefore, Isay, we can well dispose of that yard. if 
the gentleman wants to be patriotic, and thereby cut down the 
expenses of our naval establishment. 

r. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman referred, I believe, to 
the Portsmonth yard. : 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Was not the gentleman a member of the 
Naval Committee at the time when that committee authorized or 
reported an appropriation of $1,000,000 to build a dry dock at 
that yard, and afterwards the Government was compelled to ex- 
pend a million and a half of dollars in order to have vessels get to 
that dock? 

Mr. DAYTON. I was a member of the House at the time the 
gentleman refers to, and my recollection is that the appropria- 
tion was put upon the bill in the Senate committee and was finally 
adopted by the House and the Senate. I want to say to the gentle- 
man, further, that there is a proposition now pending before the 
committee, as I remember, to cost three or four million dollars, 
to improve the New York yard and to make what little water front 
we have there available for naval purposes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman refers to the Charleston 
yard. Does he not know as a matter of fact that they are just 
commencing to build a new yard at Charleston and that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, in the hearings this year before the gentle- 
man’s committee, stated that the Department was not responsible 
for that yard, that it did not wantit, and that Congress was forc- 
ing it upon the Department; and if the gentleman from West Vir- 

inia is inspired by the patriotic motives that he insists he is, why 

oes he not stand up against the insistence of the men who want 
to spend money in the merely for the benefit of their locali- 
ties? I have never, before the gentleman's committee 

Mr. DAYTON. Now, wait a moment—— > 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have never urged a single improvement 
for the New York yard that your committee have rejected, and 
the statement that I haye been soring to better that yard at the 
expense of the country merely for local purposes is not based upon 
facts. The gentleman can not cite one instance where I have ad- 
yocated the improvement of that yard in opposition 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield further. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York is out of 


order. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The 5 yielded to me. 
Mr. DAYTON, I yielded for a question, I said; not a state- 


ment, 

Mr. FITZGERALD, This is the question I was coming to 
[Laughter. ? 

Mr. DAYTON. But now I will answer your question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. You did not let me ask it. 

Mr. DAYTON, You asked your question and then proceeded 
to make a defense, which you have a right to do in other time 
than my own. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is out of 
order. 

Mr. DAYTON. Answering the gentleman’s Tau the 
Charleston yard was established by the Senate of the United 
States by putting upon the naval bill appropriations for that 

Since it was established there never been a single ap- 
propriation for it put upon our bill by the House committee, and 
the House committee has been in antagonism to the establish- 
ment of that yard. While that is so, we that the co- 
ordinate body has a right to its view. It has seen fit to establish 
that yard and it makes the argument the stronger that, if we are 
to have a navy- yard at Charleston, some of these other yards ought 
to be weeded out, and I do not see but what New York is about 
the best one to let go. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia whether he is really sincere in trying 
to do away with the navy-yard at New York, or whether he is 
simply led into the argument by reason of the persistency of the 
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gentleman from New York and the difference of opinion between 
the gentleman from New York and others on the Democratic side 
and the gentleman from West Virginia himself? Because if he 
really wants to do away with the New York Navy-Yard I think 
we shall be able to give him some facts later on that he will not 
like to hear concerning that Spa pte There are other yards 
that would be much better done away with—in fact, any other 
in this country. 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say to my friend in all frankness and 
sincerity that my proposition was made to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], absolutely believing that we ought 
to dispense with some of these yards, and that the New York 
yard could be dispensed with about as well as any other. I wanted 
to test his patriotism and his 1 reference to this great 
wave of economy that has come over him. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then pr really do not wish to do away with 
the navy-yard at New York? That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. DAYTON, Well, I say to the gentleman that my judg- 
ment is that the navy-yard at New York could be very Well dis- 
pensed with; but I do not believe it will be dispensed with. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No; and I do not believe that you want to 
see it done. 

Mr. DAYTON. The point I desire to make, Mr. Chairman, is 
that it is a different thing frequently to build up our Navy on 
shore from what it is to build it up at sea. The earnest purpose 
and desire of the Naval Committee, and every member of that 
committee, so far as I know, is to increase the effective naval 
force at sea. These yards are a necessity. One thing Iam abso- 
lutely sincere about, and that is that we have too many of these 
yards. I am not going to undertake to say what one shall be 
abolished, nor am I going to undertake here now to say that the 
Naval Committee could abolish any of them. I know the diffi- 
culties of an attempt of that kind; but I want to sound a word of 
warning against the establishment of new yards on the Atlantic 
coast, and I do want to put in an earnest plea for the upbuilding 
of the fighting-ship line, the battle line of the American Navy. 

Now, another thing. Reference has been made to the fact that 
this increase of the Navy has brought the naval Godel teres 
bill, if I remember the gentleman’s statement aright, up from 
$23,000,000 to $96,000,000 within the period of fourteen years. 
What does it mean? Why is it so? It is simply the result of the 
fact that after the great civil war, when the country was over- 
whelmed with debt, when its people in many quarters were in 
want and suffering—and I refer to the Southland, from which I 
come—when the ravages of that war had swept it and when the 
country was seeking to get its breath again, we did not build up 
the United States Navy. 

We had other things to look after. It was necessary for us to 
look after other expenditures. Instead of building up the Navy, 
they sold off a large part of the ships of the Navy, and for years 
after maintained it almost as an unnecessary land adjunct of the 
Government service. Not until about fourteen years ago have 
we gone to work systematically and earnestly to get ourselves a 
fleet on the sea that would be an honor and a credit to our coun- 
try and to our flag. Asa result of it, of course, these expendi- 
tures have increased; but we have been able to stand it; we have 
been able to bear it without the country ever feeling it, and the 
remarkable state of affairs exists to-day that the strongest senti- 
ment for the United States Navy is in those sections away from 
the sea—in the great Northwest, in the mountain countries like 
my State—while about the only poa that comes is from a gen- 
tleman representing the State of New York. 

Now, as to the cost of it, the Secretary of the Navy, in his an- 
nual report, has taken occasion to give us some figures touching 
what this naval expenditure has amounted to. 

Mr. Chairman, by your leave, I will ask the Clerk to read for 
me the passage which I haye marked from this report, including 
the table given by him, in order that members of the committee 
may see, after all, that while it is a $100,000,000 appropriation 
bill, it is substantially for the of defending our honor, 
our country, and our flag and maintaining our peace. I hope 
gentlemen will listen to the table, so that they may see how small 
the actual insurance rate is compared with the wealth and the 
value of this country. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The cost of military protection has frequently been compared with that 
of insurance upon property. The comparison is not inapt, and has a special 
significance in considering naval expenditures. I have causéd a comparison 
to be made between the national valuation and naval expenditures.. The 
valuation of the total property of the United States was obtained by taking 
the figures of Mulhall up to the consus of 1850 and then the figures of the 
census. This gives only the valuation of every tenth year, beginning with 
190. The valuation of the intermediate years is approximately obtained by 
adding to each year an equal proportion of decen increase. The average 
eri A can iis claimed wh SANAAA TDS EEDS gion 
Bonot include the cost of the executive establishment. The following table, 


computed in this manner, shows the percentage of the total property of the 
United States devoted to the support of the Navy by ten-year periods in the 
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General average, 50. 00123. 

The expenditures for the fiscal year 1903 were 882.018 084. By reasonable 
approximation the valuation for that year was 31 i 72. Thus there 
‘was expended for this year for each dollar of the national valuation $).00077. 
If the dre of the last century had been reached, the expenditures woul 
have been 674,208.25, 

Mr. DAYTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, absolutely for the com- 
mon defense and the peace of this country we pay less than one- 
thousandth of 1 per cent upon the ac property valuation of 
this . Suppose we take it from the commercial standpoint 

-of view. There is not a single man in this House but what knows 
that the very essence of defense of our commerce is the Navy of 
the United States; that it is a hopeless thing to attempt to extend 
commerce and protect it unless we do it by the strong arm of the 
Government, exercised through its war ships. Let us look at it 
from the point of view as an insurance premium upon the com- 
merce òf the country. Regarding it as such, the naval expendi- 
tures would only be twenty-two thousandths of a cent, and when 
consideration is taken of the cost of insuring the industrial enter- 
prises of our country the members of the committee can see how 
small, how insignificant, is this rate. 

But, gentlemen, I want to call your attention to another thing. 
These expenditures are not wastes of money; they are invest- 
ments. Take any railroad of this great country of ours, just the 
moment it ceases to make betterments of its A propii to make 
investments in improvements, just that soon that great railroad 
will get the dry rot, so to speak. So it is with our Navy. The 
respect, the standing that we have abroad and at home depend 
upon the energy of our people and depend also upon the good, 
faithful, and prudent sense of our people. There is not a single 
battle ship that is built but what is worth dollar for dollar what 
it cost. There is not one vessel of the battle line of ships of this 
country that can not be sold to-day for every cent that is invested 
in it. It is true fora double reason. The first, that under our 
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bottom, and the American Government presented the America to 
the French Government in lieu of that ship. France already had 
an Amerique, and so she changed the name of the vessel presented 
her by the United States, built at this yard, to the Franklin, in 
honor of that great statesman so popular in France in those days. 
She went back to France, and in the siege of Toulon this Franklin 
was partially, but 11 7 partially, destroyed. 

The French rebuilt it and 455 it in their service, and the ship 
was the last one to give up at the battle of the Nile, surrendering 
at half past 1 o’clock at night, when every other ship had surren- 
dered, and the 1 took it and made the Canopus out of it, 
and Fitzgerald, in his life of Admiral Trion, has said that ship, 
originating in our shi yang, the product of our American laboring 
men, was the pattern for 1 for the English battle shi 
It has always been so. We have always had a preference in the 
building of ships. We have got the better workmen, we have got 
the better material, and asa result of it there is not a single battle 

ip to-day that is not worth its money, dollar for dollar. There 
is another thing aboutit. Youcan buy the smaller ships, but you 
can not buy these ships of the fighting line, Everybody is will- 
ig to buy, but nobo da willing to sell. 

r. DOUGLAS. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAYTON. rtainly. y 

Mr. DOUGLAS. While the gentleman is explaining the bill I 
would like to ask him if he will not kindly to us why the 
committee has put in here an appropriation of $1,250,000 for two 
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colliers instead of having them built by the merchant marine and 
used ot he Government when the emergency arises? 

Mr. DAYTON. I want to say to the gentleman, very frankly, 
that provision of the bill did not meet my personal approbation. 
It came as a recommendation from the De ent and as a re- 
sult of the deliberations of the general board. Thatrecommenda- 
tion included one batile ship, one armored cruiser, three protected 
cruisers, two scouts, and two colliers, if I remember rightly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the . yield for a question? 

Mr. DAYTON. I will yield in a moment; let me finish this 
That recommendation came in that form. It met 
the serious disapproval of a number of the members of the Naval 


9200 Committee. I personally have never believed in building these 


smaller ships, or at least I have not favored building them until 
we get our battle line completed. . Fortunately, Admiral Dewey 
came up the next day (it was understood he was president of the 
board), and he told us by all manner of means to build battle 
ships, that these protected cruisers were substantially of an anti- 
ype. The insistence was so strong that some of these 
smaller ships should be built that this bill carries the two colliers, 
which seem to be a necessity for the purpose designed, and some 
scout ships, and the protected cruisers were cut out and an addi- 
tional armored cruiser was inserted. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I would like to ask one more question. Iam 


glad you spoke as you did— Ý , 

The CHAIRMAN . The gentleman from New York will ad- 
dress the Chair. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I did address the Chair, Mr. Chairman. 

5 CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield? 

Mr. DAYTON. Ido; certainly, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I want to ask you further whether, in con- 
nection with these colliers, it is intended they shall be simply col- 
liers or will they also carry guns or armament of any kind? . 

Mr. DAYTON. My understanding is this: I will say to m 
friend from New York that these colliers are simply to be at 
juncts to the fleet in foreign ports, e necessary to convey coal 
from one port to another, and not to interfere with the merchant 
marine carrying trade, nor will they carry gunsin any way; that 
they are merely a temporary requirement made necessary for the 
transportation of coal from one point to another in our foreign 
service. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS, I understood the gentleman to say that our 
Government had constructed men-of-war at a less price than for- 
W 

. DAYTON. No; I did not say at a less price. I said we 
got our armor plate for less. 

Mr. PER S. Not ships as a whole? 

Mr. DAYTON. I think not; but I think we construct them as 
cheaply. If Imade the statement too broadly, I would modify 
that by saying we construct them as 8 

Mr. PER S. The gentleman thinks, then, this Government 
can construct men- of- war as ecg pe as foreign governments? 

Mr. DAYTON. Very nearly, if not quite so. 

Mr. PERKINS. How is it, then, that when it comes to the mer- 
chant marine it is claimed that it is impossible to construct them 
as cheaply here as abroad? 

Mr. DAYTON. Iam very frank to say that I am not posted in 
reference to the question of building up the merchant-marine 
service, and therefore I am not able to answer the gentleman’s 

uestion. Ido know that under the present conditions—how 1 

ey will last I can not say—there is such an intense rivalry an 
competition in the building of the few ships that the American 
Navy is building that we are getting them at the very lowest pos- 
sible price, and it is a common understanding that the last letting 
of the two smaller battle ships authorized by the last bill—that 
the contractor can not possibly make a dollar out of his contract, 
That statement has been made and, I believe, has been conceded. 
The cost of these ships has been, as I say, reduced in this country 
to the very lowest figures by reason of the competition existing 
between shipbuilding interests. 

But, Mr. 8 I want to pass on to something else in this 
bill. Ihave already taken more time than I expected. All the 
while we are building these ships it is an absolute necessity for 
us to look to the personnel of the Sous Five years ago we passed 
what is known as the personnel bill.” Time has demonstrated 
its effectiveness, and, I am also frank to say, some of its weak- 
nesses. I hope the time will come when the personnel will not 
be gauged by mere arbi lines, but when it will be gauged 
by the absolute number of ships we have. 

We have still a great dearth of officers; we still have every year 
to add to theenlisted force. We need some additional legislation 
to strengthen the engineering force of the United States Navy. 
It is never to be forgotten that these great ships of war must be 
taken care of—must be under the control of men skilled in 
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mechanics, able to understand the complex machinery that is 
within them. I admit that the amalgamation of the engineer 
corps with the line has brought about a condition of affairs where 
it will be necessary for Congress to make additional provision for 
the selection of men to fill the places of engineer officers. I hope 
this may come by a Bonora son to increase the officers and men 


n the service, graded acco 
ve. 

A great many other things, it seems to me, ought to begin to 
occupy and engage the minds of Members of Con, Tt seems 
tome the time has come when the small navies, if you please, un- 
der the control of the different Departments in this Government 
should be concentrated and made a part of the one Navy. I believe 
the time has come when Congress, for instance, should take the 
revenue service, the transport service, the Fish Commission service, 
the light-house service, all these services having to do with the 
sea, and concentrate them—make one Department responsible for 
all of our work on the sea. 

Mr. Chairman, one other matter: This bill carries with it a pro- 
vision to build a naval station in the Philippines, I want to say 
to you that the committee has considered that station and the 
building of it for several years. In the most earnest and careful 
way they have gone over the estimates of vast sums that were 
recommended to be expended in a yard in Subig Bay; they have 
been cut down and diminished until it seems to me that the mem- 
bers of the committee on both sides, working. as I understand it, 
in absolute harmony, have brought about a solution of that ques- 
tion that will enable us to defend our interests in the Philippines 
without its being such an enormous cost as was at first contem- 

lated. 
0 We are building a floating steel dry dock that will be shipped 
as soon as completed to Manila. It was at first contemplated that 
it would be placed in Manila Bay. It can well be placed in Subig 
Bay, and will supply the necessity of building a stationary dry 
dock at that place at this time. e committee have estimated 
the appropriation at $800,000 in this bill, and it will enable us 
to have a proper defense in the Philippine Islands. No matter 
whether we retain these islands or not, it seems to me it is clear 
beyond measure that we ought to have a naval station there, and 
that under any circumstances we will never surrender that right. 

I want to call attention to another thing in this bill. It is a re- 
markable state of affairs that we are drawing into the enlisted 
force of the Navy from the great Northwest a great majority of 
our men. We need, and for two years we have been urged by 
the Department, to establish a naval training station on one of 
the Great Lakes. 

The strongest reasons exist for this. On the occasion when this 
matter was reported by this committee at the last Congress the 
provision went ont on the point of order. I earnestly hope that 
this year it will be conceded that this station ought to be estab- 
lished. Let the contest between the different points seeking it be 
settled on the floor, but let us have this naval station in order that 
we may better prepare the seamen who come to us from that great 
section of the country furnishing us with the largest part of our 
men. 

I congratulate the House and I congratulate the committee 
upon the fact that, in my judgment, in this bill has been presented 
one with less of discord in it and more of harmony and agreement 
than any that has ever been presented, a bill in the preparation 
of which all the members of the committee have given earnest 
and careful attention and hard work. I hope this measure may 
pass the House asit has been reported. If I had had my way 
about it, we would have had as large a building programme—that 
is, five battle ships—as we had last year; but that was not the sense 
of the committee, and I am willing to yield to their better judg- 
ment. Mr. Chairman, I thank the committee, and I yield back to 
the gentleman the time that he yielded tome. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. MEYER] consume some of his time now. 3 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty min- 
utes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hircucock]. _ 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, from the fate which the 
distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] has 
met for raising his voice against extravagance and reckless ex- 
penditure I have no doubt that my contribution to this discussion, 
although it is directed solely at extravagance in naval appropria- 
tions, will be construed as an attack on the Navy. This is by no 
means what is intended. 

We have before us a bill appropriating over $96,000,000 for the 
Navy, and in addition authorizing an increase in naval plans 
which involves $29,000,000 more to be appropriated at a future 
time. It seems to me that a man may favor a navy, may favor 
its reasonable development, and still denounce this gigantic and 
excessive appropriation. 

It is now more than one hundred years ago that our forefathers 
established this Republic with the idea that we could improve 
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not only on monarchical forms but on monarchical methods. 
Ours was to be a government of consent, a government 1 
mote peace, establish justice, and to insure the blessings of lib- 
erty to the people. It was to permit them to work out in their 
own way the natural development of their interests, only possi- 
ble in times of peace, free from the exactions of exorbitant 
taxation. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, we continued in our course for overa 
century, a nation of peace, in marked contrast to the war-cursed 
countries of Europe and the tax-burdened monarchies of the Old 
World. Suddenly, within the last few years, this rage for mili- 
tarism and empire, for so-called e ion, has come upon us, and 
we are beset with that old spirit of Sondra and war that has 
dominated every monarchy. I say it without danger of contra- 
diction from any intelligent source that our Republic, in its use 
of its national revenues, is more wasteful and extravagant than 
any ig 8 in the world. 

This Republic, founded on the idea of consent, founded on the 
idea of a government by the people, is becoming the imitator of 
monarchies. Our forefathers sought to give the people relief from 
taxation, but our ec agate is becoming the most tax-burdened na- 
tion of the world. e were formerly taught that as little money 
as possible should be taken each year by the Government from the 
income of the business men and from the wages of the laborers. 
Now we are told that patriotism must be measured by appropria- 
tions. 

Whether we judge our present national expenditure by our for- 
mer history or by the national expenditure of other nations, we 
appear in a most unenviable position. 

e t Russian Empire, with two and a half times the area 
of the United States and nearly twice the popalsdon; is the only 
nation in the world that regularly raises as large an amount of 
money by national taxation as the United States. The total an- 
nual revenue of Russia is about $1,100,000,000. But from that 
must be deducted nearly $400,000,000 not raised by taxation, but 
flowing from state monopolies and government property, so that 
the actual amount which Russia raises by taxation is only about 
$700,000.000 a year. In proportion to the size and population that 
is a smaller sum than the United States annually raises by taxa- 
tion from its citizens. 

We can hardly compare our annual expenditures with those of 
Great Britain at the present time, because Great Britain has only 
just emerged from a most expensive and destructive war. In 
times of peace Great Britain's national expenditures are less than 
those of the United States. Nor will it do to explain this by say- 
ing that Great Britain has less population than the United States, 
because the national expenditures of Great Britain are the ex- 
3 for an empire employing a navy three or four times as 

arge as ours and an army exceeding ours in at least that propor- 
tion. While the United Kingdom is smaller in area and less in 
ulation than the United States, it must be remembered that 
it is the seat of power and expenditure for ten times the porus 
tion and forty times the area of the United Kingdom. It must 
also be remembered that Great Britain, as the result of count- 
less wars in the past, has a national debt whose interest enenge is 
$100.000,000 a year ter than the interest charge with which 
the United States is ened. 

If we compare our national revenues and expenditures with 
those of France, we find that each nation has total revenues of 
about $700,000,000 a year. Each nation derives nearly $200,000,000 
a year of this revenue from sources which are not due to taxation. 
In the United States the chief of these is the post-office receipts, 
land sales, and other miscellaneous income of that sort. In France 
the following items of revenue are not the production of taxation: 

France’s revenue not the product of taxation. 


a Francs, 
From State monopolies . 784, £33,000 
From public domains H 28, 9322, 000 
From 2 8 22,338, 000 
Miscellaneous revenues from fees, etc.. 63, 184,000 
Recettes d'ordre 5 143,855, 
%%% RAAE TNTE DE AEE E N 1,033, 175,000 


Deducting above revenues from total receipts we have the fol- 
lowing showing of net amount derived from national taxation in 
France: 


Gross revenues of France. 
Francs. 
ee tater acesesnecaseneee 8,675, 661,000 
Sundry receipts not taxes 1,033, 175, 000 
Net amount from taxation 2, 672, 486,000 
Equal to $534,497,200. 


Nor does the above showing correctly represent the amount of 
“ national” taxation in France, for the reason that the French 
Government, unlike the Government of the United States, expends 
a part of the national revenues for local purposes. In this way, 
of the above $534,000,000, more than $50,000,000 are expended for 
public schools and other purely local matters which are paid for 
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in America by local taxation. This brings the French total of 
national taxation down to $483,000,000 a year, which is materially 
less than that of the United States. And yet France maintainsa 
standing army of over half a million men and a navy larger than 
ours, sees also pays five times as much interest on her public 
debt every year as we do. This one item alone costs France 
$120,000,000 a year more than it costs the United States. She has 
an enormous inheritance of debt from her bloody centuries of war 
eerste th ost instructi is th parison 
t per e most i ive comparison ecom 
5 N of the United States with those of Ger- 
many, that Empire designated by the gentleman who preceded me 
as a land of blood and iron.” We might expect to find in this 
Empire of 60,000,000 people, ruled by the iron hand of an ambi- 
tious and dominating Kaiser, maintaining a standing army of 
600,000 men and a navy ranking third among the naval powers of 
the world—we might expect to find here, I say, a burden of na- 
tional tax heaven than ia the American Republic. But the fact is 
otherwise. : 

Our national taxation exceeds the national taxation of the Ger- 
man Empire by more than $200,000,000 a year. The German 
Kaiser, with all his ambition and all his lust for empire, inflicts 
on the German people less taxation than the Government of the 
United States upon its citizens. Let us look at the figures. The 
following is a statement which shows the total income of the Ger- 
man Empire forthe year 1903. With the classification of those 
items not due to taxation and those items of revenue not used for 
national purposes, the table is as follows: 


German Government income, 


{Expressed in marks.] 
Items not 
Gross income, Items not for national 
all sources. taxation. purposes. 
Post and tel Dea A T 458,220,100 | 458,220,100 |. .....------- 
Railroads- cheer 87,879, 
State banks 15,866, 
Administration bureaus . x . 
Disabled pension funds r 
States matricular contribution 585, 856, 200 |... 
Customs and internal revenue 810, 252, 900 
Stamp duties aS. 93, 028,000 
Public printing. 7,906,000 
Sundry other sources 17, 406, 000 : 
Total ordinary receipts 2,145,077,700 | 567,871,900 | 585,856,200 
S ATT TIREE E AR 190, 848, 800 
Gt. E 2, 344, 920, 500 
Less items not raised by tax......... 567, 871,900 


a Equal to $302,790,600. 

The reason for deducting the items of income from post and 
and telegraph, railways, State banks, and public printing from 
the gross income is manifest. These items are not taxation. 
The reason for deducting the items entitled“ Matricular contri- 


bution of the States” perhaps demands an explanation. The 
German Empire is composed of a number of States. Under the 
law of 1879 it was decreed that certain national revenues drawn 
from all parts of the Empire should be assigned back to the States 
in proportion to their population. These revenues, as above 
shown, now amount to 565,856,200 marks per year, and being as- 
signed back to the States and used by them for local taxation, 
they must of course be deducted from the national expenditures, 
as they are not a part of the national, but are purely local expend- 
itures. 

Without going into detail in the United States, the figures of 
which are very much more familiar to us, it may be said that our 
total gross income is $694,621,117. Of this amount the receipts 
from the post-office, land sales, and other sources should not be 
counted in national taxation. Deducting these items as we have 
deducted these items from the German revenues, and converting 
the whole into American money, we have the following compara- 
tive table, showing taxation in Germany and the United States: 


$586, 231,625 | $604, 621,117 


TD GRT COME ADCUING concen duconb dananewnacsn ae pocter 
283, 432, 025 


Income not national taxatioenen 


It thus spee; as I have stated above, that our national taxa- 
tion exceeds the national taxation of the German Empire by 
$212,000,000 a year. Nor can it be said that this is due to the fact 
that the American Republic has 80,000,000 population, while 
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the German Empire has less than 60,000,000, because the per 
capita of the taxation is greater in the United States than it is in 
Germany, and if we equalize the populations we would still be 
taxing ourselves $85,000,000 a year more than the Germans tax 
themselves. 

Now, what becomes of the vast amount of money which we 
raise by national taxation in the United States? r 

We know that it is rushed through here in appropriations each 
year that this House knows practically nothing about. A few 
appropriation committees meet in their committee rooms, experts 
from the Government come to them with figures, and, as a rule, it 
is those experts employed by the various Departments who are 
legislating our national appropriations and wasting this money. 

fore than two dollars out of every five that we now raise in 
national taxation for purposes of war—for our Army and 
our Navy. This time of profound peace is a time of enormous 
taxation. Our Army and our Navy are absorbing more than two 
dollars out of every five that you raise from the people by taxation. 

The gentleman who just preceded me, and who pleads so elo- 
quently for the contractors who build our ships and furnish the 
armor, stated that the wealth of this country is so enormous that 
our national expenditures are insignificant. But he forgets, Mr. 
Chairman. that the wealth of this country does not contribute 
these millions of dollars which go to make up this enormous 
amount of money that we gather in from the people every year. 
The wealth of the country does not pay that money. We do not 
tax wealth; in 3 our national revenues we merely tax con- 
sumption, and, plainly speaking, such taxation is practicall 
nothing but a per capita tax on the population of the United 
States. The head of every family pays that tax not only for him- 
self and his wife, but for his children. The daily living expenses 
of every man, woman, and child are increased by the manner in 
which we raise this money. Our system of indirect taxation in- 
creases the cost of food, clothing, and of most of the other neces- 
saries of life. If the wealth of the country were contributing to 
these enormous expenditures which go into armor plate and war 
ships I think we would hear more voices raised here in this 
House for economy and limited expenditure. The fact is that 
the money is taken from the masses of the people, regardless of 
their ability to pay, and it is turned over to armor trusts, beéf 
trusts, railroads, and shipbuilding trusts. These and other trusts 
and great corporations are the ones who get the great chunks out 
of these gigantic annual appropriations, and we all know it. 

On the floor of this House when the bill was before us I asked 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs why our Army 
cost so much more than the armies of Europe in proportion to 
size. He replied that it was-because we paid our men more. 
Well, I began to look over the bill, and I found that the men re- 
ceived about $10,000,000, but that the greatest item in that mili- 
tary appropriation bill of $75,000,000 was over $14,000,000 for 
transportation.“ Of course our transportation companies—the 
ship companies, and the railroad companies—are in favor of a great 
army appropriation bill, and of course all the interests that are 
allied to them are in favor of it. When we turn to this nayal bill 
here, toward the end of it, we find this short item with this enor- 
mous expenditure: 

Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 
manufacture for the vessels authorized, $12,000,000. 

What does this mean? It is nothing more nor less than an a 

ropriation of those millions of money for two great armor-p e 
Mistoa of the United States. They are owned and controlled 
by the same men, they unite and conspire every time they make 
15 niet with the Government to bid the same price, and we all 

ow it. 

In recent litigation in New York City Mr. Schwab, former presi- 
dent of the steel trust and dominant factor in the shipbuildin 
ie pave this sworn testimony, which I clip from the New Yor 

orld: 


. Were the Carnegie Company and the Bethlehem Com: the only two 
cope n ve dates 
7 er the Governmen e mum price for - 
tinue to ask for bids!—A. I think so, formally. 8 as, wed tein 
Q. They all require bids, don't they?—A. Th a sense, yes; they require pro- 


Q. Competing proposals under the maximum price?—A. Not necessarily. 
It was understood by the Government in Washington, the Navy Depart- 
ment, that all orders should be divided. I understood it from the Secretary 
. 88 Secretary Herbert and Secretary Whitney, as well as the Chief 
0 ance. 

Q. Don’t you know the Government fixed a figure beyond which it would 
not t proposals and then asked proposals from these two companies“ 
A. Yes; I know that. 

Q. Prior to 1900/—A. I do know the Government asked the Carnegie peo- 
ple and the Bethlehem people to build new works, and said they realized that 

he Government was the only customer for this armor that these companies 
noe have, and it was understood that the work was to be divided between 

e two. 


Ko That without reference to price: A. The price to be agreed upon. The 
first contract, I believe, was the highest. 

Q. 8 they were expected to be considered not under the 
same o’ or not competing ownership: A. I don't know that. 

Q. Do you mean to say the Government contemplated their being owned 
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by the same individual. the time the two were in existence don’t you 
know those two 


the Government concerns to compete for the 
work?—A. I know the Government did not. The bids went in at the same 
price by arrangement between the Government and the man + 
We know that this armor-plate appropriation in this bill, if it 
passes, is an authority to the Secretary of the 3 pay these 
millions of dollars to the Carnegie steel plant and Bethlehem 
steel plant for armor at their own price. We know that these 
plants do not compete with each other. We know that they have 
combined in an unlawful conspiracy. We know that they are 
| hate igre ret meee We know will this 
vernment over $450 a ton for armor plate. e know by the 
sworn testimony of Government officers, published in Senate re- 
ports of the -fourth Congress, that the cost of manufacturing 
armor plate at plants is about $250 per ton. We know by 
the exhaustive — — — of the former Secretary of the Navy, Mr. 
Herbert, that both the Bethlehem and Carnegie companies, year 
after year, have conspired to charge the Government a certain 
ice for armor which has enabled them, after paying large divi- 
ends every year, to pay for their plants every five years in addi- 
tion. We know that when Mr. Schwab, president of the steel 
trust, and Mr. J. Pierpont Morgan, his powerful backer, put the 
Bethlehem Steel Company into the shipbuilding trust its enor- 
mous valuation was based not so much on its physical plant as 
upon its enormous earning capacity, by reason of these fat con- 
tracts for Government armor at $450 a ton. i 
Since 1887 the Government of the United States has contracted 


for some 95,000 tons of armor, at a cost of $47,000,000, and, prac- 

i ing, this vast amount of money has all gone into the 
treasuries of the two great conspirators who are so anxious to 
have the United States continue its policy of unlimited navy ex- 


penditure. 
The following is a list of all armor contracted for and the cost 
of the same: 


5 


tract of June, 
Contract of July, 
tract of October, 
Contract of Nov. 28, 1 
Contract of Feb. 28, 1903 (estimated) 
Contract of January, (estimated) 


Contract of 1896... 

Contract of 1898 5 — 8 
Contract of Nor. 28, 1900 (estimated) - 
Contract of Feb. 28, 1908 (estimated) 
Contract of January, 


—— — —— — 


Midvale Steel Co.: 
Contract of Dec. 15, 1908. — — 


It seems to me that it is about time for the Government of the 
United States to build its own armor plant. Year after year this 
Congress has appropriated millions of dollars for armor and in- 
serted a provision that the Secretary of the Navy might“ build 
an armor plant if unable to make satisfactory contracts with the 
armor factories, Unfortunately for the people the Secretary of 
the Navy seems to be easily satisfied. He knows the armor fac- 
tories are in collusion and conspiracy. He knows they are owned 
by the same le. He knows that these combinations are un- 
lawful. Hs knows from the testimony of naval officers that the 
Government can manufacture its armor much cheaper than the 
price it pays. He knows that we pay for these armor plants 
every five years besides giving them an enormous profit on their 
capital, and yet he has never seen fit to start an armor plant with 
the money which Congress has appropriated. 

I give notice that at the proper time I shall offer an amendment 
to the present bill to strike out that part of the provision which 
leaves the construction of a Government armor plant“ discre- 
tionary” with the Secretary of the Navy. I ve that this 
Congress should direct as well as authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to proceed with the construction of an armor plant for the 
American people. Ihave here on my desk a great volume called 
The Report of the Armor Factory Board,” with many valuable 
technical documents, submitted to the Fifty-fifth Weed, ge and 
showing, with a great deal of elaboration and detail, that an 


armor-plate factory could be built for $4,000,000 and armor man- 
ufactured at a cost of $300 instead of $450 a ton, which we are 
now paying to the trusts. 

When I offer that amendment I have no doubt many gentlemen 
on the other side, who think we are against a navy because we 
are opposed to extravagance, will stand in their pan and oppose 
the construction of an armor plant for the erican people. 
That has been the case at former sessions, and I think it will be so 
again. The wealthy exploiters and owners of these armor plants 
and their associates, who dominate the great trusts and conspir- 
acies that fatten on these appropriations, will make most strenu- 
ous oer to smother such an amendment, and I fear they will 


su ; 

The Presidential election is at hand, and party leaders in need 
of campaign funds will no doubt regard the proprietors of these 
armor plants as promising subjects for campaign contributions 
232 as they have in hand or in prospect enormous con- 


I have said that these armor plants were parts of a trust, and 
we all know that Congress legislated trusts. It has 
laced a great fund in the hands of the Attorney-General—some 
$500,000- to be used in destroying trusts, and after a year or two 
of inaction the Attorney-General has only found use for $25,000 
of this money. 
r. THA . Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. ‘Yes. 

Mr. THAYER, Will the gentleman tell us how many of the 
rascals haye been convicted up to date? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, it would not take very long to read 
the list; there is not one. 

Mr. THAYER. Outside of the investigations going on in this 
city of Machen and his compeers, are there any being prosecuted 
anywhere in the 8 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Not that I know of; I think there are not. 
Mr. i , the very Government whose Congress has directed 
that these trusts be prosecuted is deliberately making contracts 
with these same trusts to pay them millions of the people’s money. 
The fact is that this Government knows, this Administration 
knows, because its officers have testified to it before the Naval 
Committees, that these profits are exorbitant. This Administra- 
tion knows these factories are in conspiracy and knows that they 
are outlaws, but it continues to turn over big appropriations to 
them and refuses to build an armor plant to be owned by the 
nation. 

Gentlemen have said that the Monroe doctrine is no stronger 
than our American Navy. That strikes me as a most ridiculous 
poreo, No gun has ever been fired in defense of the Monroe 

e. That is a naked fact for you. When the Monroe doc- 
trine was promulgated, in 1820, we had little or no Navy. and all 
down through the time when the United States has found it nec- 
peg to reiterate that doctrine it has been accepted without ques- 

by the nations of the world. The Monroe doctrine is noten- 
except by one thing, and that is the policy of aggression 

by the United States. The United States can not consistently 
maintain and defend the Monroe doctrine, that European empires 
shall keep out of this hemisphere, while at the same time we asa 
Republic are asserting our rights to cross the ocean with our con- 


quests of empire. 
Mr. G. of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman—— 
The C Does the gentleman yield? 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman very correctly says 
that we have never shot a gun in defense of the Monroe doctrine, 
but have we not ourselves shot through the Monroe doctrine by 
going to the other side of the world? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think, Mr. Chairman, that correction 
will properly stand as of the record. We have ourselves 
endangered the Monroe doctrine, and that is the only danger that 
the Monroe doctrine is likely to encounter. Gentlemen will re- 
member the fact, and the eloquent gentleman from New York 
called attention to it yesterday, that in 1895, when there was a 
Democratic President, his Secretary, Richard Olney, one of the 
ablest Cabinet officers of modern times, wrote his famous dispatch 
to the Government of Great Britain calling attention to the Mon- 
roe doctrine and warning her to keep hands off Venezuela. Gen- 
tlemen will remember that at that time the strength of the 
American Navy, as compared with the strength of the English 
navy, was far more insignificant than it is at the present time. 
Yet, was there any question? Was there e at that time? 
In the face of t bold announcement from this side Great 
Britain, the first naval power in the world, with four times the 
number of ships and five times the number of guns that we had, 
bowed to the Monroe doctrine and acknowledged it by con- 


senting to arbitration with helpless Venezuela. 


1904. 


Mr. GILBERT. May I remind the gentleman of the fact that 
even after the war of 1812 was declared Commodore Perry took 
some forty carpenters and went over to Lake Erie and built a 
navy that destroyed the fleet of England in 18137 We did not 
send any navy until after the war begun. ud applause. ] 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Thereisa great deal of truth in that state- 
ment, Mr. Chairman, and as another instance of the same thing, 
the greatest naval conflict of the civil war—the battle between 
the Monitor and the Merrimac—sustains the claim that American 
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pe laws equal to the increase being made by Germany and 
rance combined: 


Strength of navies, present and prospective. 


Tonnagein Total 
Country. Men. | Tonnage. | construc-| future 
tion. tonnage. 


genius—and at this time it was American genius on both sides | France 


of the Mason and Dixon line—can construct novel and effective 
means of naval warfare on short notice. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am not arguing against a great navy. I 
am only arguing against extravagant recklessness—wild, unlim- 
ited expenditures for the Navy and Army for the benefit of favor- 
ite contractors. : 3 

The growth of these war expenditurės has been simply prodi- 
gious in twenty years. 8 

Do gentlemen ever stop to think that we may deplete if not ex- 
haust the resources of a nation in the time of peace by excessive 
pre tions for war? We have heard of the man who, in pre- 
paring to leap a ditch, took such a long running start that he 
used up his strength before he reached the ditch and fell into it. 
Nations have done the same thing with war preparations. 

Notice the gigantic growth of war expenditures in time of peace. 
In 1884 our total army and naval appropriations were $56,000,000. 
They were $58,000,000 the next year; they were $48,000,000 the 
next year, and so they ran along year by year; but now, with the 
spirit of war and imperialism upon us, our combined army and 
navy appropriations practically equal those of Germany or France. 
Germany, France, and the United States each expend for army 
and navy about $215,000,000 a year. If we must have a great 
navy, still we must have a limit to the Navy. A man may favor 
matrimony. Marriage is a greatinstitution; but because he is in 
favor of matrimony he is not necessarily in favor of bigamy or 

lygamy. There is a limit to all good things, and there should 

ea limit to the Navy. Krmin pai and applause.] 

I have compared the national expenditure of the United States 
with the national expenditure of the other great nations of the 
world. Now let us compare, in tabulated form, the expenditure 
of our Army and Navy in the United States at the present time 
with twenty yearsago. The following tabulated statement shows 
the enormous growth: 


Army and Navy expenditures. 


, 429,608 | $17,202, 601 
42,670,578 16,021.00 
B4, 824,153 | 13.907.888 
38,561,028 | 15,141, 127 
38,522,438 | 10, 928, 438 
44,435,271 21,878,800 
Š 44,592,838 | 22,006, 206 
: 48,720,065 | 28,113,896 |. 
z 46,895,456 | 20,174, 189 
8 49,641,773 | 80,138,084 
= 54,567,990 | 81,701,204 |.. 
X 51,104,750 28,797,790 
. 50,830,921 | 27,147,732 |- 
48,950,267 | 34,561,546 |. 
220841254 | 68'942 108 | 
184,774, 768 | 55,953,078 
144,615,697 | 60,508, 978 
112,272,216 | 67, 803, 128 | 180,075,344 
118, 619,520 | 82, 618,054 „87,554 


The expenditure for the present year will be materially greater 
than the expenditure for 1903, above given. 

Notwithstanding this enormous growth in the , the present 
bill not only appropriates over $96,000,000, which is $14,000,000 
more than we appropriated last year, but this bill also contains 
the provision for a programme to construct another battle ship, 
two more first-class armored cruisers, and other vessels, to cost, 
with their equipment, in round figures, $30,000,000. In the name 
of reason, where is the limit to be drawn? This Republic already 
has under construction a greater tonnage of new vessels than Ger- 
many and France combined. When this construction already 
authorized is finished, the Navy of the United States will have a 
graa tonnage than that of Germany and almost as much as 

ce. Yet our Committee on Naval Affairs proposes to add 
still another expensive naval pro e, although it is well 
known that the revenues of the United States will next year fall 
short of the income from all sources. 

The following table shows the strength of the navies of the four 

t countries of the world, both present and prospective, reveal- 
ing the fact that we are making an increase of our Navy under 


The Republic of the United States, by its determination to pile 
on naval appropriations, will simply inspire and provoke other 
nations to do the same. 

The following table of naval expenditures for four years of four 
great countries of the world shows how rapidly our expenditures 
have increased, compared with those of other nations, and the 
mad race is only just begun: 

Naval expenditures, 


germanx 
United States 


Amount proposed by new bill, $96,338,000, 

Great Britain may be excused for her ambition to have a navy 
twice the size of any other navy in the world. With such vast 
and scattered possessions to protect, she has legitimate need of one. 
The United States has no such need. I have said that the wealth 
of the country was not paying these enormous taxes which we are 
squandering in a reckless way. On a future occasion I hope to 
make a few remarks, which I had expected to include at the pres- 
ent time, on the income tax. Unless we incorporate an income 
tax as a part of the financial system of this nation wealth willnot 
pay its proper portion of the burdens of our National Government, 

ow they are borne by the masses without regard to ability. 

Other nations of the world reach the wealth of the country in 
their national taxation. France reaches it by a system of direct 
taxes in various ways, Great Britain reaches it by an income 
tax, which yields over $160,000,000 a year. Russia reaches it, and 
to some extent Germany reaches it, but the United States inflicts 
its whole burden of national taxation upon consumption, which 
is, as I have said above, little different from a per capita tax of 
every man, woman, and child in the United States, regardless of 
ability to pay. The brilliant leader of the Democratic side of this 
House, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILIIaus], has in- 
troduced a resolution proposing an amendment to the itu- 
tion to enable Congress to levy an income tax in raising national 
revenues, It might be an interesting discussion, Mr. Chairman, 
to consider whether we should amend the Constitution in order 
to get an income tax or enact another bill in the hope of securing 
a favorable decision from the Supreme Court, but we should se- 
cure the income tax in some way. [Loud dae arsed 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. i , I yield thirty min- 
utes’ time to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 8 8 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized 
for thirty minutes. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, as well as I understand the 
sentiment of this side of the Chamber and that of the people whom 
I have the honor to represent on this floor, they are not opposed 
to a strong American navy, a navy strong enough to protect the 
American flag from insult and injury wherever it may float and 
strong enough to protect American interests wherever they ma 
be [applause]; but I am confident that in this bill, which bo 
sides of this House have practically agreed is a necessity, there is 
a considerable increase over what would be otherwise necessary 
because of the conditions with which we are now confronted. 1 
believe it is undoubtedly true that but for the possession and re- 
onnal of the Philippine Islands this large appropriation would 
not be n A 

Tt is, indeed, an important fact, worthy of note, of significance 
to the American people, and pregnant with deep meaning, that in 
a time of profound peace we are about to make the second largest 
pd 8 ever made for the American Navy, this appropriation 
only having been exceeded in amount by the appropriation for the 

ear 1865. Now, without making war on the bill, becanse I be- 
ieve that under present conditions it is a necessity to have a 
strong navy, I vise to impress upon the Members of this House, 
so far as I can, and upon the people of this country why it is nec- 
essary for us to have so strong a navy and to spend so much 
money. Ina recent hearing, Mr. Chairman, before the Commit- 
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tee on Naval Affairs Admiral Dewey gave the true 5 
of why the Navy must necessarily be red i In the place, 
he said that it is impossible to fortify par: and therefore 
we are obliged to have a strong navy in the ippine Islands. 
Again, he said, and I read from the report of his remarks before 
the committee, on page 545, where he uses these words: 


Bomo poopie ter pth Sena oE WEF WADAN OTETAAN oE Sheni nonin 
that is, ttle ships] and have them all togetherand notscattered. That 
‘hich a 


ate meid A EA TIA thie LO DANTA goed pica AEA MAANA 
ve 0 ve a E 
„ß It might save a war. 


In other words, the Admiral of the American Navy, with the 
truth and candor for which he is noted, has said that we must, as 
long as we retain the Philippine Islands, have a navy that is 
not only strong enough to defend us at home, but to defend that 

d and perilous position out there. It means a 1 nearly, 


if not quite, twice as strong as would otherwise be need 

Mr. Chairman, the retention of the Philippine Islands is not the 
fault of the party that I represent and for w Iam attempting 
to speak on this floor 


In its last national platform it declared in language unmistak- 
able the true doctrine about these distant insular possessions. I 
read from the Democratic platform of 1900: 


The Filipinos can not be citizens without endangering our civilization. 
can not be subj without imperiling our form of go ent; 
gs we are not willin our civilization or to convert the Republic 


3 „we favor an immediate declaration of the nation’s purpose 
3 a ‘orm o ent; second, independence, 
ad third p VVV 
nearly a century to the republics of Central and South America. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, from that same platform: 

rritorial expansion when it takes in desirable ter- 
W 


ted ogy ce, Pat we ars ale 

—— — can pever become citizens. * 
I wish to say, for any pas so long as we retain the Philippine 

Islands, I believe myse and I think the 

the light of their experience with alien and inferior races, believe 

that the strong arm and stronger brain of the Anglo-Saxon should 


rule these people; but we ought not to add to the vexatious prob- | tion? 


lems with which we are already confronted another problem, ap- 
tly impossible of solution. On this Philippine question the 
5 in my judgment, and I submit the evidence of 
it, dled. Apparently it stood, so far as you can judge 
from its platform utterances, right on the top of the fence, pre- 
pared to fall off either one side or the other, according as one side 
or the other might be most popular. Let us see. In its platform 
of 1900 this d tion was made: 
That course [tho ratification of the treaty of Paris] created our responsi 
bility before the world and with the uno: whom our in- 
tervention had freed 


m Spain to provide for the maintenance of law and 
of good government, and for the perform- 


authority could not be less t our „and wherever sovy- 
ereign rights were erte t became the high duty of the Government to 
maintain its authority, to ee down armed to confer the bless- 
ings of liberty and civilization upon all the rescued peoples. 


Are you still willing, gentlemen of the Republican side, to 
“confer the blessings of liberty” on these people? Your plat- 
form says you once were, and, further than that, the man who 
has been your guiding genius through all these dark and devious 
ways in the course of foreign conquest upon which you have em- 
parked declared in a recent interview that it was your duty todo 
so and that the Government was about to do it. after Sec- 
retary Root resigned the Secretaryship of War he went to New 
York and gave an interview about his conduct of the War Office 
to one of the greatest newspapers on this continent, I read now 
from the New York World of February 7, 1904. I read you the 
most significant sentence, Mr. Chairman and gentleman, from 
that recent interview. Mr. Root said: 


I beleve in time that we shall grant practical independence to the Fili- 
pinos that they shail have the same relationship to this country that Cuba 


That was under the date of Fe 7, 1904, and on the same 
date, in its leading editorial, the New York World declared that 
it was the duty of Congress to pass a resolution declaring the 
policy of the American Government and of the American poopie 
on this great question, that such a course would eliminate thi 
question forever from partisan politics, and would complete the 
pacification of the Philippine Islands. j 

rmore, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, it is a notorious 
fact that the treaty of Paris could never haye been ratified but 
for the passage by a Republican Senate of the McEnery resolution, 
which was thrown as a sop to some Democrats who helped ra 
the treaty. What did the resolution pona Although so w 
that the majority of the Democratic tors would not support 
it, yet it did declare that it was not the purpose of the Govern- 


ment of the United States to incorporate the Philippine Islands 
j 


le of the South, in | in 


into the citizenship of this country or to retain permanent sov- 


over 8 

Ina happened to the McEnery resolution? The McEnery res- 
olution passed the Senate. So far as the Senators were concerned 
who made the trade, and I impugn no gentleman’s motive by 
using the word“ trade,“ they carried out their part of the con- 
tract by passing the McEnery resolution. t became of it? 
It came over here to a Republican House and was smothered to 
death in the committee room. It never emerged from the com- 
mittes room, and eyen its ghost did not appear on the floor of the 
House. From that day to this, in spite of thesolemn pledge given 
by your party, gentlemen of the Republican side, not a word, not 
a line, have you oS e to the country as to your ultimate 
purpose about the Philippine Islands, and you haye a platform 
that means retention or evacuation, according to whether the 
man you are talking to wants the one or the other. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I come to what is the practical part of 
this question. Commercialize it. Does it pay? Recapitulating 
ssa? a moment, we, on this side of this Chamber, are absolutely 
and finally opposed, on principle, to the permanent retention of 
the Philippine Islands. We can never make those 9,000,000 
25 citizens of this great Republic. We can never submit to those 

„000 000 people the arbitrament of our domestic questions and the 
on of our domestic and national policies, and we must sub- 


to | vert all our forms of republican government, we must repudiate 


all the ideas of our forefathers, we mustrecant those great funda- 
mental principles upon which this Government was founded if we 
are going to hold them forever in abject subjugation. 
Your Republican Secretary of War declares that the time is now 
approaching when you are to give to the people of these islands 
t independence and liberty to which they are entitled; and now 
Lask you if you will not outline to the country your policy? You, 
and you alone, have the power as well as the responsibility, We 
on this side of the House can not even get our resolutions on that 
subject acted upon. I introduced one hero, the day after the Root 
terview appeared, declaring the policy of the Government. I 
can not secure action on it. So I you if you will not say to 
the people of this country what your peram this great ques- 
i respectfully and earnestly submit that they are entitled 
to know how you stand upon it. You can not be on both sides 


of it. 
There is a practical side to this question. Admiral Dewey thinks 
that we need two navies instead of one, because we have the Phil- 


5 Islands. Admiral Dewey thinks that so long as we hold 
Philippine Islands we will continue to need two navies instead 
of one. you do not hold the Philippine Islands any longer, you 
will not need to have this same defensive force, and one instead 


- | of two navies will suffice, 


Again, how many thousands of troops have you in the Phili 
pines? What are you spending now and what have you already 
spent on these islands? Why, Mr. Edward Atkinson, of Foara 
figured about a year ago that they have already cost the people o 
this country 8800, 000,000. In a letter dated June 19, 1902, in 
answer to a Senate resolution, Mr. Secretary of War Root said 
that the Philippine Islands had ‘already cost, through the Depart- 
ment of War alone, $170,000,000. For what? For money ex- 
pended, and money for which the Government of the United 
States was liable, for equipment, supplies, and military operations 
in the Philippine Islands. Up to May 1, 1902, you had already 
expended $170,000,000 through that one Department of the Gov- 
ernment. If you will figure out from that time to this, you will 
find that the army expenditures on account of the Philippine 
Islands alone have been about $285,000,000. If you will figure 
out the increase in the Navy which has been necessary solely 
because of the Philippine Islands, you will find that we have 
expended on the Navy $220,000,000 which would not have been 
necessary except for the possession and retention of the Philip- 
pine Islands, because we would not have needed nearly so large 
a navy but for the advanced and exposed position of those islands. 

Leaving out the estimates of Mr. Edward Atkinson and taking 
the estimates of the Departments, and making the calculation on 
a fair basis, it will be seen that there has already been an expendi- 
ture of about $505,000,000 on these islands. They are now cost- 
ing us at least $70,000,000 annually. I contend that if you will 
declare your to let them go free, to let their inhabitants 
enjoy that same liberty for which our forefathers fought in years 
gone by, you will save to the people of this Union an annual ex- 
penditure of $70,000,000. Whatelse? Even under your present 
veges 5 Wa the * 8 i 3 
as they are, with mighty monopolies grinding the people an 
heavily taxing the poorer class by burdensome taxes levied upon 
necessaries, what do you find? 

On that side of the Chamber we are told that we are facing a 
deficit; that we can not haye a single dollar for a single new public 
building in all this country this year. You can not spend any 


CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


money now, just before the election, and yet not only in the South, 
but in the North and West and everywhere else the people are 
crying out for these necessary and needed internal improve- 
ments. Not only that, but your rivers and harbors must go beg- 
ging this year. And why? Because you are on the eve of a 
national election and you dare not now raise the tariff rates, still 
you must continue to increase your army and navy appropria- 
tions in order to hold the Philippines, and ‘‘to confer the bless- 
ings of liberty and civilization upon all the rescued peoples” 
from the muzzles of 10-inch guns and to the music of cracking 
rifles, while your commissions are sounding the discordant note 
that tells of a land ‘pacified’ and subjugated. 

What else? Not only your rivers harbors and your public 
buildings and grounds and everything of that sort must go neg- 
lected, but you have not appropriated, and I very much fear you 
will not appropriate, a sufficient increase for the extension of 
rural delivery. This service is of incalculable importance to our 
rural tion everywhere and ought to be extended until all 
the people may obtain its benefits. Then, too, the carriers ought 
to have better Pay. Must this great branch of the service suffer, 
too, from this policy of great economy that you have so suddenly 
developed on the eve of a national election? 

What else? There is a strong movement, a great demand, and 
a just one, too, in this country for public road improvement, for 
national aid at least to the post-roads of this country. The people 
in the rural districts of the Union—in every section, North, East, 
South, and West—who get very little substantial benefit from this 
Government, are asking for this aid. They desire it; they are 
entitledtoit. They get little enough from the Government, which 
they so largely support. And yet where are you going to get the 
money that my colleague from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] or that the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BROWNLOW] proposes to give 
them? It is all being spent in the Philippines in maintaining our 
station as a great world power.“ 

Oh, no; no money for public buildings; none for rivers and 
harbors; none for increased rural delivery service; none for pub- 
lic roads; nothing for all these interests, because we have on our 
hands these Philippine Islands that are taking all the money that 
we can raise without increasing taxes, and that you dare not do 
just before the election. 

I will tell 83 you could do. If vou will turn loose the 
Philippine Islands, let them go; if you say to them, Go; we 
have pacified your country; we have put down (as the Govern- 
ment claims to have done) all opposition to American arms; now 
take these islands, organize your own government —if you will 
do this or declare your purpose to do it in the near future, you 
can save $70,000,000 per annum, which youmight appropriate for 
all these internal improvements I have named, the 
which our people at home would reap; benefits that would extend 
to every man, woman, and child in all this broad Union. [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FOSS. I yield fifteen minũtes to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. COOPER]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I do nos powe 
to attempt a speech in answer to that just deliveređ e gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Harpwick]. I desire simply to read 
from the report of the Schurman Commission what I believe to 
bea complete reply to the gentleman's assertions and insinuations. 
This Commission, it will be recalled by the House, was headed b 
Professor Schurman, the president of Cornell University, an 
with him were associated iral Dewey, General Otis, with Mr. 
Worcester and Mr. Denby, civilians of high attainments. They 
ie unanimous in their report, in which they say, among other 

ngs: 

Deplorable as war is, the one in which we are engaged 

That is, the war which the gentleman calls a war of con- 
quest ’’— 


was unavoidable by us. We were attacked by a bold, adventurous, and en- 


thusigstic army. No alternative was left us except us retreat. It 
is not to be conceived of that any American wo have sanctioned the sur- 
render of Manila to the insurgents. 


Mr. HARDWICK rose. 

Me POOT ato persica ee a few moments. The 
gentleman can have an o reply. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I Simply wanted to know the date of that 
report. 

r. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is a report of the Schurman 

Commission. I am reading from page 175. 

Mr. HARDWICK. What is the date? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It was written while the warwas 
going on. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Five or six years ago? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, it is the only war we have 
had over there, I will inform the gentleman. The date does not 
signify. It is the war itself which we are talking about. 


benefit of respo 


Mr. HARDWICK. The gentleman does not claim that that is 


the condition of affairs now ing in the Philippines? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. o; but that stion is not 
relevant. This reportaffords a complete reply to the gentleman’s 
statements. I will take them one at a time. 


Our obligations to other nations and to the ny os and to our- 
selves and our see: demanded that force should be by force. Whatever 
the future of the Philippines may be, there is no igang are to us now except 
the prosecution of the war until the insurgents are reduced to submission. 
The Commission is of the opinion that there has been no time since the de- 
struction of the Spanish squadron by Admiral Dewey when it was possible to 
withdraw our forces from the islands either with honor to ourselves or with 
safety to the inhabitants. 

Should our power by any fatality— 


I call the gentleman's attention to that word 


should our power by any fatality be withdrawn, the Commission believe 7 
that the government of the Philippines would y lapse into anarchy, 
which would excuse if it did not necessitate the intervention of other powers 
and the eventual division of the islands among them. a 
HARD- 


I call the attention of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
wick] to the following statement of Admiral Dewey, General 
Otis, General Denby, and Professor Schurman: 


Only through American occupation, therefore, is the idea of a free, self- 
governing. end united Philippine commonwealth at all conceivable, and the 
dispensable need, from the Filipino point of view, of maintaining Ameri- 
cansovereignty over the archipelago is recognized by all intelligent Filipinos— 


Although this fact does not seem to be recognized by some 
Members of the House of Representatives, it is recognized by all 
intelligent Filipinos— 
and even by those insurgents who desire an American protectorate. The 
latter, it is true, would take the revenues and leave us the responsibilities. 
8 they recognize the indubitable fact that the Filipinos can not 
S alone, 

Thus the situation. of the Filipinos coincides with the dictates of national 
honor in forbidding our abandonment of the archi: We can not from 
any point of view escape the responsibilities of government which our sov- 
ereignty entails; and Commission is y persuaded that the per- 
formance of our national duty will prove the greatest blessing to the people 
of the Philippine Islands. 


Again, they declare in the same report: 


diverse les 
iaia cas ble of exe 
ernment. 


š hipelago shoul: 
— if all American authority should ever . and determine, then 
© United States should renounce all obligations to foreign nations for the 
good conduct of the Filipinos, 
Undoubtedly— p 


Say the Commission— 


the raising of the American in the e Islands has entailed 

nsibilit upon us; but 1 protection while or 
cing internal dominion, is no way of escaping from them; on the contrary, 
while you pull down the flag, you only pile up difficulties. 

And here, also, is the testimony of Governor Taft. No Demo- 
crat will attack his integrity nor deny his masterful ability. Here 
is what this great American says in speaking of this proposition 
for us now to declare when we will abandon the archipelago, leave 
those people to become embroiled among themselves, and even- 
tually be made i of foreign powers. 

Mr. HARDWI Tose. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Begging the gentleman's pardon, 
I decline to be interrupted at this point. Permit me first to finish 
this. Governor Taft says: , 

Tt would at once n the agitation among those who desire that 
tion to have the poli loving because in their qpinion they are fitted toritat 
once— 

That is, for self-goyernment— 

It would drive away from the nr of the stable government that con- 
servative element who are strongly in favor of American gui and con- 
trol, because they would 9 an early change. 

They would think they would early be left without the support which the 
presence of the American Government neces-arily gives, and the promise of 
something in the future, instead of none toestab.ish, would render unstable 
any government which was attempted to be established. 

He says— 

The personal hostility between leading Fili t times has been t 
as to lead to bloody — es. How fare 3 bo — — ve 
no idea. That is conjectural. 

Practically— 


He says— 
the effect of such a promise would be exactly the ceed from that which 
the argument presu; „ The promise to give them independence when 
they are fit for it mena be accepted by them as a promise.to give them inde- 
pendence ce: during the lifetime of the present generation. It would 
at once bring into a discussion of every issue the 8 whether now were 
not the e ready for independence. It would drive out capital; prevent 
capital from co there; and upon the investment of cap the building 

rail. rgement of vision of the Filipino people, much of our 


of poets, the — 
n ieee 
Says the governor— 


by reason of the constant agitation as to the granting of this ind dence 
ina year or two years or three years or a decade, it would at once urage 
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the sincere efforts of the educated Filipinos who are with us to-day in build- 
ing up a stable government. For those reasons I think that such a promise 
as that would be a great mistake. 

E 59 HARDWICK. Will the gentleman now yield for a ques- 

0 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will. 

Mr. HARDWICK. That is the original report of the Philip- 
pine Commission, is it not? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is from the testimony of 
Governor Taft, given in this city a year ago. 

Mr. HARDWICK. What is the date of the report of the 
Schurman Commission from which you 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have not the date of the report 
here. The extract which I read is in a speech which I delivered 
in the House. 

Mr. HARDWICK. The report was made during the Spanish- 
American war, was it not, or right about that time? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It was when that Commission 
was over there—about four years ago. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Now, just one other question. The gentle- 
man, then, is opposed to any declaration—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Wait a moment. The testimony 
of Governor Taft was given less than a year ago here in the Capi- 
tol of the United States to a committee of Congress. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Is the gentleman familiar with the last 
statement of Mr. Schurman on this question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: I know that the gentleman has 
had diverse views upon that subject. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Yes. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Ido not see why gentlemen should | fit] 


applaud that statement. 
Ir. HENRY of Connecticut. Because of their enthusiasm. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It reminds me of an observation 
of Dumas in one of his novels. He says that there are some peo- 


ple so constituted that they will applaud a statement of a speaker p 


whether they understand it or not. That was true of many of 
the French reyolutionists, and seems to be true of some of our 
friends on the other side. 

When interrupted by the applause over there, I was about to 
remark that I prefer the views of Professor Schurman, corrob- 
orated and sustained by Dewey and General Otis, Denby, and 
Worcester, made while he and they were at the very scene of con- 
flict, meeting witnesses by the scores and hundreds from day to 
day, and familiar with all the facts, rather than any statement 
made now for any purpose by a single one of that Commission in 
contradiction of former views. 

Mr. HARDWICK, Will the gentleman yield to me for one 
question? 8 : 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Just one moment, and then I will 
yield. Mr. Buencamino, a Filipino much abused by gentlemen 
on the other side, but who nevertheless was one of the leading 
lieutenants of Aguinaldo and associated with him in the Filipino 
government, in his testimony before the Committee on Insular 
Affairs a year ago said: 

rding to d 
eee whe ain 5 their neighbors with respect and 
consideration, use international life me so closely united with 
national life that the distance between America and France, forexample, may 
be compared to the distance between that gentlemanand myself. Electricity 
and steam have cut down all distances, and consequently all countries are 
neighbors. 

I call the attention of the gentleman from Georgia to this: 

The Philippines— 

Says this distinguished Filipino— 

followi tries: 

rech hinge Sed by Chinn, Japan, England, and France,and if Russia 
continuos, 1$ will be nearer the Philippines than America, because there will 
only be a distance of twelve days between Port Arthur and Manila. On the 
south there is Australia, which is a rising nation. Then there are the Philip- 
pines themselves. We havo British subjects, French subjects, and German 
subjects, who represent a capital of many millions of dollars. In the State 
Department— 


That is, in our State Department here— 


here there are claims from the British Government for indemnity for 
damages caused with regard to a railroad in Manila. There are also claims of 
the German, Belgian, and Swiss Governments for damages incurred in Iloilo 
with regard to the bombardment of that town by the American squadron. 
If the American Government should now abandon us and give us our own 
8 all these claims would go to the Philipp probably each one 
ked up by a squadron. Let it be supposed that inaldo established a 
freo government under a system of et P SO and he would have a con- 
flict with any of the hundreds of these na . has noidea of what 
the international responsibility would be. we would have been in in- 
ternational conflict. Thus he would 125 on until we would extinguish our. 
selves forever, and we would suffer the fate of Samoa or of China. For all 
these reasons I have deduced the inadvisability of our being independent. 


The CHAIRMAN, ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman now yield to me? 

Mr. FOSS. I yield the gentleman from Wisconsin five minutes 
more. 


rie not in theory, belongs 


N. Soe ee Just one question, if the gentleman will 
permit me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle- 
man this question. All this that he has been reading has been 
several years ago. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This testimony was all given in 


this city a year 2 

Mr. HARDWICK. Most of it was several years ago. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Why, no; it is Governor Taft’s 
testimony given in this building last year. 

Mr. HARDWICK. And that you read from the report of the 
Philippine Commission? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Four years ago. 

_Mr. HARDWICK, Does the gentleman now oppose the con- 
sideration of a resolution declaring what the purpose of this 
Government is with reference to the Philippine Hands? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do for the present, for the rea- 
sons given by Governor Taft, by the Schurman Commission, and 
by Buencamino, but more eda. for the reasons given by 
Governor Taft, the best possible judge of the situation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a mesasge from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
BanRNks, one of his secretaries, who announced that the President 
of the United States had approved and signed bills of the following 


es: : 
On February 10, 1904: 

H. R. 10421, An act to provide for the removal of snow and ice 
from the sidewalks of the District of Columbia, and for other 


urposes. 
On February 11, 1904: 

D 6331. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 

ckey. 

On February 12, 1904: 

H. J. Res. 79. Joint resolution for the transportation of Porto 
Rican teachers to the United States and return. 

On February 16, 1904: 

H. R. 7023. An act to amend an act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia; and 

H. R. 7024. An act to name streets, avenues, alleys, highways, 
and reservations in that part of the District of Columbia outside 
of the city of Washington, and for other purposes. 

On February 18, 1904: 

H. R. 10954. An act making appropriations to supply urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1904, and prior years, and for other purposes. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri — VANDIVER] thirty minutes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to yield ten minutes 
of that time to my colleague [Mr. COCHRAN]. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, in so far as it relates to the 
people of the Philippine Islands, the question under discussion 
may be regarded as a closed incident. They have been reduced 
to vassalage. The United States have forcibly imposed an alien 
government upon them. The war of conquest by which this was 
accomplished si the appearance of the United States in 
the réle of a great world power and our renunciation of ideals 
which for more than a century we had sought to impress upon 
all countries and all peoples. 

But, Mr. i if we can not hope to reverse this unfortu- 
nate departure we can at least keep history straight as to the 
tragedy which made conquest of the Philippines and marked our 
ae AR in an enterprise forbidden by the tenets of the Re- 
public. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. COOPER], quoting from 
the report of the Philippine Commission, says that our army was 
assailed by a large force, and that we were forced to choose be- 
tween war and ignominious retreat, It has been clearly shown 
in former discussions on this floor, by indisputable testimony, 
oes cs armies were not assailed by the army of Aguinaldo at 

a. 


The outbreak of the unfortunate war that ed for two or 


three years in those islands was the outgrowth of a collision be- 
tween privates on the picket line. 

It has been shown that the two armies, after acting in conjunc- 
tion in the capture of Manila, were encamped in close proximity; 
that the commanders of the Filipino army, immediately after the 
destruction of the Spanish fleet and the capture of the Spanish 
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army, begged the commanders of our forces to explain to the 
Filipino le the ultimate 8 of this Government in re- 

to islands. No reply was forthcoming, The authori- 
ties at Washington parried the inquiry. Unquestionably our con- 
sul- general at Singapore, our consul at r and our consul 
at Manila, with the knowledge of the State Department at Wash- 
ington, with the knowledge of the commanders of our Navy at 
Manila and our troops in the field, assured the leaders of the 
Philippine rebellion against Spain and the people of the islands 
that the ultimate purpose of the United States was to assist the 
Filipinos in winning independence. 

I know that in secret correspondence with our representatives 
in the islands our Government repudiated those promises, but this 
repudiation was not published to the Filipino people. Our rep- 
resentatives were secretly admonished to make no more conces- 
sions of that kind, but we still accepted the help of the Filipino 
patriots in the field and made no correction of the impression 
made upon the minds of the Filipinos by solemn promises made 
by the representatives of this Government. 

Moreover, it is not true that our forces were assailed by the 
Filipino army. A few stragglers from the pra eee encampment 
attempted to skulk through our picket lines and were fired upon. 
This was followed by a general fusillade along the line. The con- 
flict occurred at night, and the officers in command were not 
responsible for it. aeie the commander of the Filipino 
army sent messengers through the lines to our commanding gen- 
eral and these Philipino commissioners on bended knees implored 
him not to allow the unfortunate incident to cause a bloody con- 
flict, disclaiming any span for the action of the private 
soldiery which had brought on a collision. The reply of eral 
Otis sounded the tocsin, and the bloodiest crusade of the century 
ensued. He told the Filipinos that “the conflict having begun, 
it must go on to the bitter end.” Who, then, was the 8 t? 
Who is responsible for a resort to arms? 

Mr. Chairman, in order to justify this assault, we have been 
told that the Filipino is incapable of self-government. Our gen- 
erals, governor-generals, and commissioners have said the Filipino 
is incapable of self-government. Why, sir, in the same sense the 
people of Mexico are incapable of -government, They could 
not possibly maintain a republic with institutions like ours. 
They do maintain a government, republican in form, and enjoy 
many of the beneficient institutions eared ty Americans. To 
this Government they owe the preservation of peace, the main- 
tenance of order, the safety of person and property. But it isnot 
a republic like ours, Does this afford a justifiable pretext for 
the invasion of that country and the reduction of its people to a 
condition of vassalage? 

The people of Chile, of Argentina, of Brazil, are doubtless in- 
capable of maintaining a government like ours. Their idealsare 
different from ours—as wholly different as the difference between 
the Latin and the Teuton. This difference is racial. You can 
not eliminate it. I doubt whether any of the oriental peoples— 
as, indeed, I doubt whether any of the Latin peoples—ever will 
maintain a government like ours, The French could not pos- 


* 


sibly do it. 
On the other hand, even though kings sit upon thrones and 
hereditary power is aa ohien penes I aver that it would be wholly 


impossible to maintain for a lengthened period inany of the coun- 
tries inhabited by men of the Teutonic, Germanic, or Celtic races 
5 such as have held sway throughout centuries over 
other peoples. 

Mr. Chairman, here is the truth: When we turned robber, we 
straightway adopted the robber's plea. The land-grabbing na- 
tion, going abroad for conquest, invariably assigns as a pretext 
for its act defects in the pace of the country it assails. 

When the Boer war broke out, what was the pretext under 
which Great Britain sought to eliminate from the map the Boer 
. that the Boers were a icon ged pore, an illiterate 
people, a y people, unprogressive—no r than savages. 

Many believed this story, but ere the conflict was ended the an- 
gwer of the Boer, borne to the world amid the clash of arms and the 
cannon’s roar, leaves no one to dispute the claim of the Africander 
to a place in the list of races renowned alike for valor and for 
virtue. The whole world knows that Britain’s bloody crusade 
was directed against a race of heroes—peaceful, quiet, God-fear- 
ing folk—deyoted to their families, their country, and their re- 
ligion—a people who were, and of right should have remained, 
free and independent. [Applause.] 

Steps preliminary to dismemberment of China have been 
accompanied by the assertion that the spread of enlightenment, 
religion, and pro is the sole aim of the 2 y are 
poing to teach the Chinaman how to order his affairs, insuring 


progress, enlightenment, ahd happiness, Incidentally, trade 
and commerce are to be promoted. 
To me it is not apparent that the Chinese have not 
their affairs fairly well. That great country, with 250,000, 


of 


people to sustain, on arable lands far less in area than the arealy- 
ing east of the Rocky Mountains in the United States, every acre 
of which has been under cultivation for thousands of years, man- 
ages somehow to clothe, feed, and provide habitations for all its 
people. Peace reigns there except when the country is disturbed 


by the intervention of outside meddlers. 

Mr. Chairman, you can find nowhere in modern history acts of 
vandalism committed by a strong power against a weak one that 
have not been justified by the pretense that the welfare of the vic- 
tims was the motive back of the outrage. To spread the j 
to promote, to enlighten, to enlarge opportunities, and last, but 
not least, to develop the country—these are the objects proclaimed 
by land grabbing conquerors everywhere. 

Mr. Chairman, when we entered upon the task of enacting laws 
for the government of the Philippine Islands, what was our first 
important act? It was to provide for the purchase and sale of the 
friars’ lands. It must be supposed that the Republican lawmak- 
ers who enacted the law under which these lands are to be dis- 

d of knew the history of these lands. They knew, then, that 
in the Philippine Islands, as elsewhere throughout the world, in 
all countries in which the nobility or ecclesiastical bodies have 
become land monopolists, the people had long demanded the se- 
questration of these lands. They knew that revolution after revo- 
lution had voiced this demand. 

It may be true that the objection of the people of the Philippine 
Islands to the friars was twofold. It may be true that immoral- 
ity of a small percentage of the friars was the occasion of a de- 
mand for the substitution of native priests. But at the 
bottom of the revolt against the friars was the fact that they ce 
vast bodies of the arable lands of the islands and compelled the 
peasantry to work as their tenants. But for this landed propris- 
torship, which forbade the people to appeal to the soil for a liveli- 
hood except as tenants, there would have been no serious objec- 
tion to Spanish rule in the Philippine Islands, 

Spanish rule meant the continuance of the ascendancy of the 
friars and their retention of vast bodies of land, and this it was 
that led to repeated attempts to cast off the Spanish yoke. Now 
apo one pretext and ny aati another the people revolted, but 

ways the petition ad to Spain was the same—a demand 
that the friars be expelled and that native priests should be al- 
lowed to take their places, The bone of contention was always 
the landed estates held by ecclesiastical bodies. 

The bill to which I have referred undertakes to solve this 
pouen It provides for the purchase and sale of these lands. 

t was enacted into a law. Its provisions are such that, regard- 
less of the rights of the natives who occupy the land, speculators 
and corporations may obtain the lion’sshare of it. A single pur- 
chaser may buy ass ars to make a score of farms. I offered 
an amendment providing that the actual occupants should have 
the preference as purchasers of the land. It was voted down. I 
offered another amendment providing that corporations should 
not be allowed to buy these agricultural lands. It was voted 
down. If you were trying to give the people access to these lands, 
and thereby quiet a just sense of wrong which had existed for a 
century, why did you vote that down? You did it because the 
aps Sao of these islands was the object of their conquest. 

ther amendment was offered providing that no more than 
160 acres of land should be acquired by any one purchaser, In 


this Leak 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me a 
question? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I understood the gentleman to 
say that we passed the act for the civil government of the Phil- 


i in July, 1902—— 
. COCHRAN. Will the gen- 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And the gentleman asserts that 


years since the pooma of the act? 

will answer that question. No report of 
what has been done under that act has yet been made. When 
the report is made, I will. It will be found that under this law 
the acquisition of those lands in large bodies, instead of small 
ones, has occurred, 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin rose. : 

Mr. COCHRAN. I decline to yield further; I have not the time. 
If the gentleman will procure me fiye minutes more, I will yield 
it all to him. 

You voted down the amendment limiting the amount to be ac- 

aired by any one purchaser to 160 acres. Why did you do that? 
ak A itation was thought necessary in this country where a 
continent of land was available for our comparatively small popu- 


77. epee ee ee Ne 
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ted 

Massachusetts, where every acre of arable land is required 
to support the people, and where the masses e in no other 
business than iculture, you voted to allow the purchaser to 
acquire this public land in unlimited quantities; you voted to ex- 
clude tenants from a preference in the purchase of land occupied 
by them and their fathers before them; you voted to allow cor- 
porations to buy these lands. Why did youdoit? Tell me if you 
ca 


lation. Yet in legislating for a country more thickly popula 


n. r 

Itis a repetition of the history of the conquests. Your plea 
has been that you seek to develop the country. Tell me, if you 
can, whether the time has not arrived when the maker of books 
of synonyms must include the two words, development“ and 
“larceny” as synonymous terms. [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side. 

Shame on us that we have reached an era when we hear the 
American Congress indulge in the same specious arguments in 
favor of spoliation, wrong, and oppression which, from the time 
of the early conquerors down to hour, have filled the mouths 
of tyrants. At one time upon the pretext of spreading religion, 
at another upon the pretext of spreading the blessings of civiliza- 
tion, the powerful marauders have cloaked the real intent in the 
shallow pretense that unselfish motives and not the greed of the 
robber has set the army of the oppressor in motion. 

We are told the Filipinos are ** incapable of self-government.” 
Grant it. What business is that of ours? In the same sense, 
nine-tenths of all the people of the world are ‘‘incapable of self- 
government,” for in most countries to maintain a republic like 
ours would be impossible, Is it to be understood that when 
America engages in war, if her ships, sailing far away, are com- 
pelled, in order to cripple the enemy, in order to attain the pur- 
pose of war—victory—to land a squad of men in the enemy’s 
country, our soldiers need only to say, Why, these people can 
not maintain order under our institutions; these people are inca- 
pable of self-government,” to insure permanent occupancy? | 

Is it true thatin such a case as I put all that is necessary is for 
our generals to declare, The people whose country we have in- 
vaded are incapable of self-government’’ to insure a conquest 
the sending of an army to ravage the land with fire and sword? 
And under this pretext, and by no other warrant, have we taken 
possession of the Philippine Islands. We have conquered them 
solely because we regard them as incapable of self-government. 
[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not indulge in any 
political discussion or generalization about the wisdom or folly 
of retaining the Philippine Islands. I have some views on that 
subject, but they have been expressed on former occasions. But 
for the purpose of discussing a few points raised in this particular 
bill I the attention of the House for a few moments. 

As one of the evidences of reckless expansion and piling up the 
expenses on the Government, I call your attention to the fact that 
this bill carries a total of $96,333,038.94. I think we might have 
left off, at any rate, the 94 cents. [Laughter.] ah 

But it is not against the aggregate of this appropriation that I 

rotest. It is against the foolishness of a large part of it. We 
ve been going on year after year increasing the appropriations 
for the Navy. Iam not opposed to the proper building up of the 
Navy, and I would not 5 this immense appropriation 
of $96,000,000 if I thought wisdom was being displayed in the 
allotment of it for the various purposes to which it is to go; but 
recent events haye convinced me more fully than ever before of 
the utter folly of investing seven and a half millions of dollars in 
a battle ship that may be blown to pieces or sunk to the bottom 
of the sea in ten seconds’ time. Only afew days ago a little event 
took place over in the Far East which has been the subject of 
general comment the wide world over. Two t powers came 
in conflict, and in the short space of a few minutes three of the 
+ battle ships of Russia went down, not because they were 
attacked by other great battle ships, but because a little White- 
head torpedo had been fired into their midst. 

I want to read the comment of the Scientific American—not a 

political paper, but a great scientific journal: 


The ese fleet in Port Arthur were 


In the first two or pani 
Russian Pacific fleet by the destruction or disablement of eleven Russian war 
aggre; 
then’ was put out of action by the United States 
war, What makes the loss so overwhelmingly 


these eleven are the very pick of her fleet. The Czarevitch is the latest and 


finest of the Russian battle ships, the model upon which all her later vessels 


have been laid down; the Retvizan, built b Cram 

to be one of the best war ships srg o the Pol. ees Dateien 
about the size and effectiveness of our own Jowa. Next in importance are 
four splendid cruisers, among the very fastest in the world, the Variag, Pal- 
lada, Askold, and Diana, vessels of tons, 23 knots speed or over, witha 
heavy modern armament. 

Ishall not read the whole account, but two other smaller cruis- . 
ers were also disabled and several smaller vessels. The matter 
is perhaps familiar to those who have kept up with recent litera- 
ture on the subject, and it is simply a question of whether or not 
the investment of millions of dollars in great battle ships and 
armor plate is a wise and judicious investment of 8 money for 
public defense. I maintain, as I have before, that the most ef- 
fective means of naval warfare for the future will not be the 
great armored battle ships—not that I would entirely abandon 
them—bnt I believe that a new period in the development of naval 
architecture and naval warfare has dawned upon us. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes, for a question. s 

Mr. BURLESON. Bearing on the observation which the gen- 
tleman has just submitted, I want to draw his attention to an 
Associated Press dispatch from Port Arthur, under date of Feb- 
ruary 15, in which it is stated that the battle ships which the 
Scientific American states were destroyed are rapidly proceeding 
toward repairment, that the Czarevitch, the Retvizan, and the 
Pallada will soon rejoin the fleet; in fact, that the damage that 
they sustained at the hands of the torpedo boat was so slight that 
they participated in the battles which followed a few days after- 
wards, The disabled battle ships Czarevitch, Retvizan, and Pal- 
lada are the ones referred to, and that in a few days they will be 
completely repaired and rejoin the Russian fleet. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, I am not going to enter into any de- 
tailed account of just how much damage was done. We are per- 
haps not fully apprised as yet of just how much damage has been 
done to those vessels, nor of the rapidity of their repair; but at 
any rate it became perfectly evident that the — pas boat got in 
its work, and that is the question to be conside 

Mr. BURLESON. But to what extent? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Sufficiently, at least, that we have the in- 
formation all over the world that the Japanese won the first battle. 

Mr. BURLESON, And that the vessels injured will be repaired 
in three days. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Perhaps in that instance they might. Ido 
not know. The Scientific American thinks differently, but at 
any rate it is only an instance, an illustration, of what may take 
place even on a much larger scale and ina much more effective 
manner. I want to read again a portion of an editorial from the 
Scientific American of yesterday, February 19, bearing on this 
same general subject: 

Among the maritime nations of Europe there is a feverish 5 equip 


the I navies with a large force of submarine vesse en this 
naval fighting unit was at first conceived, it was regarded with skepticism 


by many of the powers, notably Great Britain, Germany, and Russia. But 

its rapid developmentin both France and this country, wherein the efficien: 

ottas t was de been such that there is a strong di 5 
on amon 


the more conservative nations to make up lee way. so as to reduce 
to a considerable extent the heavy lead that has een ed by France. 
Great Britain was the first to follow the lead of the twocountriesnamed. It 
did not try to 8 anew of submarine vessel, but availed itself of the 
Holland boat, which had at that time even become a pronounced success. 

This vessel was utilized as a basis of operations,and when one or two boats 
of this type had been built native inventors and naval designers set to work 
to incorporate their own improvements and developments. Many such con- 
a — devices have thus been secured, but in the main the vessels are 

o 8. 

The English 1 been 5 severe experiments 
with the submarines so far constructed and highly satisfying results have 
been achieved. At first the construction of the submarines was only carried 
out in a tentative manner, but now the Admiralty has decided upon anexten- 
sive scheme. 3 ` ` J 5 

Great Britain at the present moment has eight submarines at Portsmouth, 
which are serving asa training school for submarine navigation and man- 
agement. Eleven other craft are almost completed and will be dispatched 
to Portsmouth to receive the full complement of officersand men. The ex- 
act number of submarines which it is now intended to construct is being 
maintained a secret at t, but it is anticipated that by the end of the 
present year Great Britain, owing to the more rapid means of naval con- 
struction, will be able to compare favorably numerically with France. The 
French navy this year will have thirty submarines in commission, while in 
the course of a few weeks Great Britain will possess nineteen boats of this 


I see that from the report of our committee these same facts 
are set forth as follows. I read from table opposite page 26: 

Torpedo boats in the British navy, 90; in the French navy, 260, 
and 30 more building; in the Russian navy, 165, and 5 more 


lly 
building; in the German navy, 93; in the United States Navy, 30, 


and 4 more building; in the Italian navy, 142, and 8 more build- 
ing; in the Japanese navy, 67, and 8 more building; in the Aus- 
trian navy 61; and of the submarine torpedo boats Great Britain 
has 9, and 10 more building; France has 30, and 10 more build- 
ing, and the United States only 8, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield five minutes more time. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition 
to criticise the Navy Department nor the head of the Naval Com- 
mittee. I have no disposition to raise any vexed questions for dis- 

ute here, but I am perfectly candid and frank to say that I be- 

ieve it is a tremendous waste of public money to put seven anda 

half millions of dollars into a great battle ship when that amount 
of money would fully complete and equip forty-odd submarine tor- 
pedo boats, any one of which might destroy a battle ship in three 
minutes’ time. We are providing here in this bill for one great 
battle ship, two armored cruisers, and two smaller cruisers. We 
appropriate here in this very bill $12,000,000 for armor plate and 
armament—something like three millions and a half for arma- 
ment and over nine millions for steel armor—in other words. a 
contribution of fully four and a half millions as a bonus to the 
armor-plate trust, which is the most extortionate and absolute 
mdhopoly in the United States. It is largely for them that the 
naval bill has been doubled in the last ten years. oe 

I fully believe that a large amount of that appropriation is 
money thrown away. I would not at once entirely abandon the 
battle ships, but I do believe the Navy of the future is not going 
to be a Navy of great battle ships, but that it will be compose 
of smaller and more rapidly moving vessels; and the time will 
come, and I believe it is not far distant, when the naval battles 
of the world will be fought with more strategy and skill and less 
of mere ponderous iron power, and a great naval fleet camping 
benéath your battle ships would blow them to pieces before you 


know AS sare : 

Mr. of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield five min- 
utes to ae ae from Pennsylvania [Mr. SHULL). 

Mr. S L. Mr. Chairman. before attempting to any 
method of rehabilitating the merchant marine —peace navy—of 
this country I must plead guilty toa human infirmity that may 
at times be a virtue—individual selfishness. 

The majority report of the Committee of American Merchant 
Marine practically rejects all bills presented, and, in fact, substi- 
tutes a bill for the creation of a commission to consider and recom- 
mend legislation for the development of the American merchant 
marine, which means, ultimately, the subsidy scheme, as is shown 
in the argument against the discriminating duty plan on page 4 
of the report. ; : i 

The committee seems adverse to trusting the commission in 
the matter. It states: 

It is sufficient for the purpose of this report to stato 

Presumably for the guidance of the commission— 
that in the estimation of a large body of in t students of the subject 
that remedy is impossible of application without enormous injury to our for- 
eign trade, an injury, too, at a time of all times when our situation in the 
matter of foreign trade is the most delicate and the most endangered. 

Doubtless, fearing this dogmatism might not quite intimidate 
the commission, another coup is handed out: 

It is sufficient for the present purpose 

Apparently to boost general ship subsidy— 
to say that the adoption of discriminating duties in favor of American ships, 
whils it would be ineffective, inasmuch as we are not to carry a 
tenth part of our foreign commerce in our own ships at time, would 
so disturb our relations with foreign countries as to produce paralysis, if not 
panic, in our business. 

We should therefore wait a while and recruit our fleets. Which 
reminds us of the old lady in the country whose daughter wished 
to learn to swim in a big brook near by. Says the daughter: 

“Mother, may I go in to swim?” 
“Yes, yes, my darling daughter; 
Ha our clothes on a hickory limb, 
But don't go near the water!” 

If the commission should wade in, it might get over its head 
and disappear, while the old woman lamented that she had told 
her so. No cold water is thrown upon subsidy. The commis- 
sion may slide down that cellar door in freedom, but it can not 
swing on the gate of discriminating duties. 

Why should a commission be tried again? They have been 
tried before, without result, generally, and usually being laugh- 
ing stocks of the country, and always a confession of weakness. 

who scent danger of retaliation in discriminating duties 
are those who are looking for subsidies. If foreign countries en- 
dured the almost prohibitive Dingley bill, they certainly would 
not take offense at an effort on our part of getting a part of our 
own without taking anything from them. x 

For the purpose of calling attention to the inconsistency of the 
majority party on the question of rehabilitating the American 
merchant marine on any lines, it is necessary to call attention 
briefly to what that party has done in the adoption of an inter- 
oceanic canal to show that that set its face against the con- 
struction of the only practicable and feasible route and one that 
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would not have differentiated or discriminated against any branch 


of our merchant marine, that that party by rejecting the Nica- 
raguan route cast aside the route that without distinction accom- 
modated all variety of craft, whether sail or steam. 

This lethal blow to sail craft will doubtless be forgiven 1 or 
great Northeast, its cradle and home, and they will kiss the d 
that smote them. 

The merchant-marine bill would be much plainer and indicate 
to the people what it means when considered in connection with 
what that party has done relatite to the canal were it named a 
“steamship subsidy bill.” 

In order to show plainly the condition which sail craft will be 
compelled to face in the future, it is necessary, in a cursory way, 
to show, without much attempt at the discussion of the unfortu- 
nate events that led up to the adoption and acquiring of the canal 
strip in Panama: First, what have we paid and willpay? Second, 
what have we gotten? Third. what have we lost? 

I must commend the altruistic conduct of this Government in 
the establishment of a so-called Republic at the Isthmus that 
could not exist twenty-four hours without the fostering and pa- 
ternal care of the United States—a development of a secession of 
three men and one boy who stood up as one man against the op- 
pression and arrogant will of Colombia and declared the inde- 
pendence of Panama in the presence of American gunboats that 
were prepared to shoot any traitor on the spot. Though histo 
states that these three patriots, with a formidable army, aiae 
in nature’s own garb, armed with Franco-Prussian rifles of the 
vintage of 1872, that were more dangerous behind than in front, 
officered by men wielding a machete, uniformed in gold-braided 
jumpers, actually banished and transported 130 men within two 
days after their declaration of independence. And they sent 
Varilla, the French engineer, to Washington as their representa- 
tive and minister plenipotentiary, because there were no natives 
to send who knew anything about what happened on the night 
of November 2, 1903, when secession seethed under a single um- 
brella in a neglected, deserted alley in the city of Panama. 

In all history there has never been anything like it, and the 
query is, Is it an evolution, a revolution, or an avulsion? 

For courage and swiftness, for tragedy and comedy, for humor 
and pathos, mankind has never seen its equal, or even its pale 
counterfeit 5 

And amid all this excitement and bloodless transition the stren- 
uous son of the land of the mafiana sleeps on in his hut, amidst 
his chickens, his pigs, and his fleas, as happy, as contented as 
under the rule of Colombia, awaiting the manana that comes not. 

Some day the tawny-hided denizen of the solar plexus of the 
Western Hemisphere will wake, and in unison sing praises and 
bring offerings (of defective title) to the great nation to the north 
that violated international law and broke a treaty of faith to bring 
them forth, that gave them $10,000.000 to be good, and $250,000 
per year after they get older to be better, and promises to keep 
them from being interfered with by any big brother for all time. 

This is the price the United States has in paid and is asked 
to pay this inchoate Republic for a strip of land at the Isthmus 
from ocean to ocean, and pay to the other party—conspirators— 
the French canal company, $40,000.000 for its interest in the 
wreck, nine-tenths of which sum, we are assured, will remain in 
this country, including the $2,000,000 that goes to the American 
promoters. 

All of the above price has not yet been handed over to the con- 
spirators in this affair, but the greater part of the price has been 
yielded. This Republic has sacrificed its honor, has given up its 
proud position as the great exemplar and champion of free gov- 
ernment in the world, and planted herself on a common ground 
with the monarchies of Europe, joining them in the mad rush of 
commercialism and S 

It is impossible to square the conductof the present Administra- 
tion in thismiserable transaction with any theory of international 
law, nor with the course of any Administration in the history of 
the country. It only finds its parallel in the conduct of Spain, 
England, and Russia. To exhibit its fallacy, to show its duplic- 
ity, and demonstrate its iniquity, it is necessary but to compare 
the conduct of the present Administration relative to Colombia 
with the course pene by the Administration of the lamenteđ 
McKinley in theSpanish-Cuban war. All thespecious legal argu- 
ments are but a confession and an avoidance of ational miscon- 
duct, and no attempt at moral and eal justification can be made. 
And what have we gotten for the price? These are the items: 

Thirty thousand acres of ground at terminals and along the 
route for canal and mortuary grounds for every Caucasian who 
has the temerity to attempt to labor on the malignant soil and in 
the pernicious climate of the Isthmus. It is authentically stated 
that in the construction of the isthmian railroad one laborer died 
to every tie placed; and the ties being 22 inches from center to 
center, any schoolboy can calculate the appalling loss of life in 
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its construction. In digging the French death ditch, one man 
died for every foot of earth excavated; conceding that improved 
sanitary methods may reduce the mortality 50 per cent, the loss 
of life will be sufficiently great to cause the most reckless man to 
pale. Two thousand four hundred and thirty-one buildings, in- 
cluding office quarters, storehouses, shops, hospitals, and termi- 
nal sheds; an immense collection of barges, tugs, excavators, cars, 
locomotives, and other machinery and appliances not of much 
present value; work done by the old and new French companies. 
with an estimated removal of- about 36,000,000 cubic yards o 
material at a cost of a little more than $88,600,000, this sum r 
resenting about 60 per cent of the entire isthmian outlay. accord- 
ing to the French canal report of 1900; maps and drawings and 
the reports gathered by the French engineers at 82,000, 000, and 
the Panama Railway, including three steamships. 

The total excavation yet to be done is estimated at 95,000,000 
cubic yards, not including the work at the Bohio dam and the 
Gigante spillway. The construction of the canal to the depth of 
36 feet from ocean to ocean, a distance of 49 miles, is expected to 
cost about $145,000,000. 

Vessels will navigate this canal at a rate, including lockage, of 
4 miles per hour. All sailing craft will be towed not only through 
the canal, but upon the Pacific side for a long distance out to sea. 

Colon is set upon a small island along the eastward curve of a 
deep bay. It is only in moderate weather that this so-called port, 
exposed to the open sea, can be reached, and in case of storm 
craft hasten seaward for protection. The rambling, palm-dotted 
town is built upon land belonging to the Panama Railway Com- 
pany and came into existence with the railway as its Atlantic 
terminal, 

One great factor in the problem of the construction of the Pan- 
ama Canal is the Chagres River, it being low and feeble in the 
oF season, but a devouring lion when a flood. 

anama, the only other town of any size in the isthmian zone, 
is a picturesque, dirty, and deadly place. Practically all the 
white inhabitants of the so-called Republic of Panama reside 
either in Panama, the Pacific terminal of the railway, or in Colon, 
the Atlantic terminal; the balance of the inhabitants being half- 
civilized Indians and negroes. 

At Bohio, according to the specifications of the engineers, a 
lake is to be created with double locks, having a combined lift of 
90 feet, at an estimated cost of $11,500,000. Just how the-vast 
masonry work necessary for the dam and for the working of the 
gates of the locks is to be constructed has never been determined, 
as the rock upon which it can only be safely constructed is 128 
feet below sea level, and the above figures of cost at this point 
must be and are mere hazards. 

In the conjecture as to how and in what manner the Chagres 
River shall be controlled, the eminent engineers contend that it 
will be necessary to construct a second lake, or dam, at Alhaju- 
ela. American engineers calculate that it will be possible to move 
5,000,000 cubic yards of earth each year, eliminating landslides, 
which occur very frequently. The Pacific, or Pedro Miguel, 
locks can be built without an e expenditure of money, 
for the reason that conditions are infinitely better than at Bohio. 
The final lock on the Pacific side at Miraflores will drop the ships 
to sea level; from thence to the sea the canal must be largely ex- 
cavated through coral rock. 

The Pacific terminal of this canal is in the region of calms so 
constant that sailing vessels require from two to three weeks to 
reach the open sea and send them upon their errands. There is, 
therefore, at this time, practically no clearance of sailing craft 
from Panama, and it is necessary for them after leaving La Boca 
to sail westward 1,500 miles before shaping a route for destination. 

A large modern fore-and-aft sailing vessel is the most econom- 
ical of carriers, and especially desirable for the transportation of 
petroleum and coal, and under existing conditions that sort of 
craft, after passing into the Pacific, would be compelled to drift 
nearly 2,090 miles farther before getting any nearer to any port 
in the United States. 

It will be noted that at least one of the allied interests that 
caused the rejection or abandonment of the Nicaraguan route, 
the practicable and feasible one, has reason to think that it has 
dealt a body blow to the sailing vessel, its most dangerous com- 
petitor. As it must be apparent without going over in detail the 
insurmountable meteorological disadvantages attached to the 
Panama route that this route can not be utilized by sail vessels for 
economic reasons. They could not afford to pay towage charges. 

The sail vessel for the carrying of certain classes of freight will 
never bo supplanted by steam. Immunity from fire, their carry- 
ing capacity for a given displacement, and the smallness of crews 
make them the cheapest known instrument of transportation, 
evidenced by the fect that more thes ene-half of our registered 
tonnage is sail. 

The American ulators who bought at a nominal sum the 
stock of the French Panama Cenzl Company through their pro- 


moters and the interoceanic railroads through their agents have 
so thoroughly hypnotized the American people that they have 
not only lost all moral perception, but have caused them to inflict 
on themselves material injury in that they ignore the sailing ves- 
sel as a factor in interoceanic transit and discriminate against one 
of our greatest economic possibilities. 


HISTORY OF THE CONDUCT OF THE UNITED STATES TOWARD THE REPUB- 
LIC OF COLOMBIA AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE REPUBLIC OF PANAMA, 


[From address of Moorefield Moore, December 5, 1903.] 


“The treaty of 1846 between the United States and New Granada,” in the 
words of Secr Hay, is not dependent for its efficacy on the personnel 


of the signers or name of the territory it affects,” but“ is a covenant, as 
the lawyers say, that runs with the land.” That is, it binds both the United 
States and the Republic of Colombia, which has to the rights and 
ere of New È 

This treaty contained the following reciprocal ments: 

“The Government of New Granada guarantees to the Government of the 


eement of 
tizens with 


tractin 
neither of the two coni g parties shall ordain or au 
reprisal, nor shall 

es until the said party lering itself offended l have 
the other a statement of such injuries or damages verified 
Bros, de: justice and satisfaction, and the same 
enied.”’ 


New Granada, in a word, agreed to protect travelers across the Isthmus 
against interference, and to pay damages in case she failed. It was clearly 
her duty, and therefore her right, to use all force n for the purpose. 
In consideration of this the United States to help New Granada and 


rture language so as to find in 


d 3 
competent 
have been 


tes, shall have the right to help them and prevent your 
asserting your 9 rights against th 

This construction of the treaty is supported oe language of the next 
treaty made in 1557, which was a convention negotiated for the purpose of ad- 
justing claims made by Americans for losses caused by a riot at Panama. 

The first article of treaty uses this language: “Al claims on the ES 
of * citizens of the United States upon the Government of New Gra- 

* * * and especially those for ds which were caused by the 
riot at Panama on the 15th of April, 1855, for which the said Government of 
New Granada acknowledges its liability arising out of its privilege and obli- 
gation to preserve peace and order along the transit route.“ 

This shows where the duty and of course the right to deal with insurrec- 
tion was then thought to de by so aggressive an American as Lewis Cass, 
then Secretary of State. 

On TEn 30, 1865, Secretary Seward wrote to our minister at Pogota: The 
United States desire nothing else, nothing better, and nothing more in regard 
to the State of Colombia than the enjoyment on their part of complete and 
absolute sovereignty and independence. If those great interests ever 
be assailed by any power at home or abroad, the United States wiil be ready. 
ee with the Government and their ally, to maintain and defend 

em.“ 

On October 27,1873, Secretary Fish said in an official dispatch to Mr. Keeler, 
referring to the provision under discussion: 

This engagement, however, has never been acknowledged to embrace the 
duty of protecting the road across it from the violence of local factions. 
Although such protsedon was of late efficiently given by the force under the 
command of Admiral Almy, it a rs to have pews trenton with the con- 
sent andat the instance of the local authorities. It is, however, regarded as 
the undoubted duty of the Colombian Government to 
attacks from local insurgents. The discharge of 
upon.” 

Secretary Bayard thus stated our position: 

‘t On several occasions the Government of the United States, at the instance 
and always with the assent of Colombia, has, in times of civil tumult, sent 
its armed forces to the usof Panama to preserve American citizens and 
property along the transit from injuries which the Government of Colombia 
might at the time ba unable to prevent. But in taking such steps this Goy- 
ernment has always the sovereignty and obligation of Colombia 
in the premises and has never acknowledged, but, on the contrary, has ex- 
prey disclaimed, the duty of protecting the transit against domestic dis- 
turbances.” — 

President Cleveland, in his annual message of Decembor, 1885, spoke thus: 

“ Emergencies 8 out of civil war in the United States of Colombia 
demanded of the Government at the beginni Administration the 
employment of armed force to fulfill its guaranties under the thirty-fifth 
article of the treaty of 1846 in order to keep the transit open across the Isth- 
mus of Panama. Desirous of exercising only the powers expressly reserved 
to us by the treaty and mindful of the rights of Colombia, the forces sent to 
the Isthmus were to confine their action to ‘positively and effica- 
reaper 6 be Se transit and its accessories from being ‘interrupted 
or embarrassed.’ The execution of this delicate and msible task neces- 
sarily involved police control where the local authority was temporarily 
powerless, but always in aid of the sovo: ty in Colombia. The prompt 
and successful fulfillment of its duty by this Government was highly appreci- 
ated by the Government of Colombia and has been followed by expressions 
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of its satisfaction. * * The restoration of peace on the Isthmus by the 
reestablishment of the constituted Government there being accomplished, 
the forces of the United States were withdrawn.” 

While, therefore, we had once or twice landed troops when there were riots 
or insurrections on the Isthmus, we had done so in aid of the sovereignty of 
Colombia, sometimes at the request of her authorities, and always with her 


approva 
et us now compare these avowed principles with the recent action of our 
Government. Within the dominions of Colombia lies the unfinished Panama 
Canal, begun under a concession from that Government to a French com- 
yey. This concession in terms provided that the company might transfer 
t to another company or individuals, but “not to any foreign nation or gov- 
ernment.” This was a reasonable condition, as no nation could afford to ad- 
mit another nation into its territory as the owner of such a canal Without a 
very distinct understanding as to the respective rights of each. The French 
company became involved, and finally, after much negotiation, the United 
States agreed to buy its rights for $40,000,000, but in order to go on with the 
work it was necessary to reach some agreement with Colombia. 

Colombia was enjoying from the transisthmian railroad an income of 
about $0,000, which was an important part of her revenues. Her two cities 
of Panama and Colon owe their prosperity to the fact that they are the ter- 
mini of steamship lines, where goods and passengers are embarked and dis- 
embarked FVV When the canal is —.— they bo- 
come wa ons, by w. eamers will sail, taking from them 
some Spat supplies, but otherwise contributing little or no baniness t thelr 
citizens. Colombia therefore had a right to some com tion for the loss 
which she would probably sustain from the building of the canal, and it was 

| vital to her that the relations between her Government, as Sov over 

| the territory, and the United States, as the owner of the canal, should be de- 
= oan and satisfactorily. A great power isa dangerous subject of a 
weaker nation. 

The Hay-Herran treaty was an attempt to reach a satisfactory agreement 
on all thease poika; but R was rejected by the Colombian legislature, as our 
Senate rejected the Hay-Pauncefote treaty and the many other treaties 
which are buried in that “graveyard of treaties." A conspicuous case was 

the rejection of the Johnson-Clarendon treaty for the settlement of the Ala- 
bama cleims, which was given but a scant consideration, because we 
not present such large claims under it as we 9 should be presented. 

è Colombian Senate acted strictly within its rights, and we have no 
more right to abuse the citizens of that Republic or their re tatives 
because they did so than land had to abuse us for endange: the 
between two great nations by rejecting the Johnson-Clarendon trea 
than any man has to denounce another for refusing to sell his pro at 
the price which the first wishes to pay for it. As a matter of fact the pro- 
visions regulating the jurisdiction of Colombia over the canal were very 
unsatisfactory. is from Harper’s Weekly that I quote the follo 7 

“The Hay-Herran treaty was unsatisfactory on these grounds: 


With any powerful nation we should 
lombia was weak, and a different course 

Let me state it in the words which nt Roosevelt intended to use in 
his annual message to Congress: 

It seems evident that in a matter such as this we should finally decide 
which is the best route; and if the advan of this ronte over any other 
possible route are sufficiently marked we should then give notice that we 
can no longer submit to or insincere dealing on the part of those 
whom the accident of position has placed in 8 of the ground 
through which the route must ; that if they come to agreement 
with us in straightforward we in return, act not only with 
justice, but with potay and that if they fail to come to such agreement 
with us we must forthwith take the matter into our own hands.” 

r. Hay calls them “the sudden and ean g events which have so re- 
cently attracted the attention of this country and of the world.” 

His account of these events may be quoted from his statement to the coun- 

made on November 7. The people of Panama, he tells 

th that talent for prompt and secret o tion to w. 
parallel among F omer of northern blood. T repared the machinery 
revolution in advance, and suddenly, in a sing „without the firing ofa 
shot, with the exception of a few shells that were wn into the race Seth 
a Colombian steamer in the harbor of Panama, they accomplished their inde- 
pendence. A government, consisting of the leading citizens of the State, was 
at once organized and proclaimed to the world. A part of the Colombian 
forces joined the revolution. The rest roturnod to Colombia, and, so far as 
we are able to judge, the new Republic begins its career with no organized 
sat “ree throughout the entire extent of the Isthmus.” 

here is no word in all this to indicate that this revolution was not as sud- 
den and startling to him as to the country, or that the success of the revolu- 
tion was in any mer due to the United States. 

He proceeds: “The course of the President in this conjunction was marked 
out in advance by our principles and precedents. He gave orders that traf- 
fic from one side of the Isthmus to the other should be kept unimpeded by 
either party, and charged our officers in the Isthmus to use their utmost in- 
fluence (and ‘influence’ is a e peaceful word) to prevent any attack 
by one of the contending factions upon the other which would be calculated 
to cause a disturbance of traffic. hen it was reported to him that a gov- 
ernment capable of maintaining order had been established and was wor 
without pope he did what was always done under such circumstances. 
He directed our representative at Panama, as soon as he was certain that a 
5 capable of maintaining the public peace had been established 

y the consent of the people, that he was to enter into official relations with 
it. Ho also directed our minister at Bogota to inform the Colombian Gov- 
ernment that we had entered into relations with the new provisional Govern- 


ment of Panama.” 
We may note, in g, that our representative was instructed to enter 
into relations with the new Government when he became satisfied of certain 


things, but the Administration did not wait for his report on this question 
and immediately informed the Government of Colombia that relations had 
actually been established with the new State. 

Now, what were the facts? 

The insurrection broke out late in the ev: of November 8. 

June 9 Mr. Hay cabled our minister at : “If Colombia should 
now reject the treaty or unduly delay its ratification, the friendly under- 
standing between the two countries would be so seriously compromised that 
action might be taken by the Congress next winter which every friend of 
Colombia would regret.” 

October 24 the cruiser Dixie was ordered to put to sea at once with 400 


Thi 
while to Admiral Glass, at Acapulco, was sent the following: 

Proceed with all possible dispatch l 
departure. Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If 
threatened by armed force, occupy the line. Prevent landing of any armed 
force, either Governmentori nt, with hostile intent, at any point within 
50 miles of Panama. If doub as to the intent of any armed force, oc- 
cupy Ancon Hill phan gl with artillery. If the Wyoming would delay 
Concord or Marblehead, her disposition must be left to jyour discretion. 
Government force reported approaching the Isthmus in vessels. Prevent 
their landing if in your judgment landing would precipitate a conflict.” 

These 8 were given toa force w toon gathered at and near 
the Isthmus before ay had occurred. 

On the next day, November 3, at 3.40 p. m., the Assistant Secretary of 
State, Mr. Loomis, sent to our consul at Panama this tch: 

2 on Isthmus reported. Keep Department promptly and fully 


our and a half later the revolution occurred, and the 8 
ment was informed of the sudden and startling event“ for which the Gov- 
Gn the aight rp oven der P88 r ein Habbara, f the Nashville, reports 

e of Novem u ol the vi 
that he tour or flve h om troops to land at Colon, not 


msurrection. 

The Colombian generals in to Panama on November 
were seized when the revolution began. to a few lo” no 

was known of this in Colon till the morning m Panama on 

the 4th; but on the 3d Captain Hubbard went ashore and learned what had 

ned, and that the mbian generals wanted their troops sent across 

On the 3d Captain Hub refused to 


so that the Colombian troops could not move. The 
Colombian troops withdrew toa hill outside while their colonel sent a mes- 
A yowa to return on the 5th. Hubbard occupied Colon 


Now, let us com the language of Secretary 3 

“They prepared the machinery of revolution in advance. * * * They 
accomp. their independence. * * * A part of the Colombian forces 
joined the revolution; the rest returned to Colombia.” 

The machinery of revolution was on board our gunboats. It was our 
forces that accomplished the independence of Panama. We can not doubt 
for a moment that Dr. Manuel Amador spoke the truth when he said in the 
Independent last week: 

“Of course we expected that the United States would not let the Colom- 
bian troops attack us.” 

Who gave him the right to expect this? 


e 
What is the Government now “the new " A self-consti- 
tuted junta of three men. Who io their tative in W. A 
French engineer connected with the French canal company, ap ted 
the three. They have no courts, no constitution, no frame of go’ 
: oy wel 6 the tee ee blic,” Secretary Ha; 
5 as we are a u o new i sa; 
T its career with no opposition throughout the entire aed 
e Isthmus.” 


Why? Because the United States withstood the forces of the Governmen 
forbade them to fire, and forced them to leave the us. The 

opposition of the Colombian Government was paralyzed by our superior 
force. It takesa few days to organize a new bed an on. The 
Deane On Sie DE the 8d. Secretary Hay’s statement was issued on the 


That opposition e and the reason why it is not organized may be 
gathered from the news ught by — on the Alliance from Calon, 
and telegraphed from New York on ber 1: 

It was denied that the prisons were filled with political prisoners, but 
about 150 persons in all, it was said, were rted for sho' discontent. 

A government of 3 men have already 130 for showing disconten 
and arbitrary junta is called a blic. Surely these men do not fee 
vory secure of their fellow-citizens or could afford to neglect a few mal- 
contents. With the forces of the United States behind the junta, their fel- 
low-citizens can not resist them if they would. 

On the 5th the United States received from Panama a formal announce- 
ment, gnod by the three persons themselves a junta, that the Re- 
sae 6th th Go —.— tot Panama is recognized. Thus reads the 

e e new Government o us 
dispatch of that date to our minister at Bogota: 

“The le of Panama, having by an apparently unanimous movement 
dissolved their Psat pos connection with the Republic of Colombia and re- 
sumed their independence, and having adopted a government of their own, 

Secs Mek enn iaae Juste oi dtirae:auppmctell by foreign bi 
ince when was a self-elec' junta o su ore 
nets against their lawful rulers, not elected by the people, and with osis 
porer unfettered by constitutional restraint, a ernment “republican in 
0 What did our Government know as to sentiments of the 
of Panama in less than two days after this junta had seized the powe: 

On the 17th of November the commissioners from the junta sent to nego- 
tiate a new treaty reached thiscountry. The treaty was y for them 
when they reached W. n, and it was negotiated, signed, and sealed 
FFC 

“The es tees agrees e pendence 
of the Republic of Panama.” = 
WWW States a strip of land across the 

mus. 

The treaty is sent to the junta for ratification. The $10,000,000 which Co- 
F paid to Panama, and on December 2 the junta 
ratifies 9 

All this has been done against the protest of Colombia, prevented by the 
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forces of the United States from quelling the revolt at once, and now notified 
that the United States will resist any attempt by it to assert that sove: ty 
which the United States by solemn treaty agreed “practically and 


ciously” to maintain. 

These facts are un uted. They appear by official documents. It is not 
necessary to point out t the revolution was hatched in New York. Itis 
not necessary to inquire whether the revolutionists consulted Mr. Hay in Sep- 
tember, informed him that the outbreak was “scheduled to take 


e New 


p 
repared to aid the revolutionists by force, that they did 
and that to thelr interposition the success of the revolution is due. z 2 

It is clear that our action is in distinct violation of our solemn treaty. Its 
language is plain, and the obviousinterpretation of that language is sustained 
by our action under previous Administrations. 

It is clear that if there had been no treaty our action would have been in 
flagrant violation of international law. Our mere recognition of the new 
Government as and when it was made was unjustified. 

To guot three authorities: John Quincy A: in dealing with the ques- 
tion of recognizing the South American republics, said to President Monroe: 


nted without departure from the obligations of neutrality. It isthe stage 
when independence is established asa matter of fact soas 2 the chances 


the . to recover their dominion utterl. rate.” 
Char reed ong A an elaborate speech on the — — in recog- 
nizing t, after a careful review of 


3 Confederacy as a be 


the 
the 5 Said: 

„The conclusion, then, is clear. To justify recognition 
o and that de facto the new 
government is established secure within fixed limits. These are conditions 
precedent, not to be avoided without open offense toa friendly power, and 
open violation of that international law which is the guardian of the world's 
peace. 

“Armed recognition is simpl 8 coercion. 
act, constitu: F ‘wires Bf as war, but an at- 

recognition to coerce the emberment or partition 
in its nature offensive oe ordinary war.“ 
message of April 11, 1898, Mr. er Sonko to justify his re- 


it must a be- 


It isa belligerent 


posed by pu 
a e state (to wit, that the revolted state ‘constitute in fact a body 
poua having a government in substance as well as in name, possessed of 

o elements of stability,’ and forming de facto, ‘if left to itself, a state 
among the nations reasonably capable o the duties of a state’), 
has imposed for its own governance in dealing with cases like these the fur- 
ther condition that recognition of independent statehood is not due toa re- 
volted dependency until the danger of its being subjugated by the parent 
state has entirely passed away.“ 3 

It is impossible to say that on November 6 the Government of Panama 
was such a government as Mr. McKinley described, or that the danger of its 
being subjugated by Colombia had passed away, when Colombia had hardly 
learned that an insurrection had occurred. 


Remember our t to our long delay in recog- 
nizing thə South erican oo our action toward the Transvaal 
public and the Free State, our denial that the Phili e Republic 
existed, though it legislature, courts, schools, and the dev: support of 
a 5 and then tell me where are the precedents which j the 
Admin: n’s course, 


International law has no m: 


ambition whenever a great people or its rulers for the moment desire, there 
is no international law save the highwayman’s plea that ‘might makes 
right.“ It should be the highest ambition of our t Republic to bea 
leader among the peoples in scrupulous for fhe rights of the weak 
rather than in the reckless exercise of overwhelming power at their expensa. 

But we want the canal. That is true, but not at any cost. We want man 
good ings in this world. We should like to see property more equally di- 
vided. We should like to see land held by men who would use it best for the 
interests of all rather than by the shiftless and inefficient. We should like 
to see criminals promptly punished. We should like to see men who have 
plundered their 5 compelled to disgorge their illgotten We 
should like to see corrupt politicians driven from public life. But we do not 
believe in =. these good things by lawless violence. We wish ours to 
be “a government of laws, and not of men.“ We believe in courts, not in 

le tism; and we refuse to let the most honest reformer re- 
istribute our property or punish our criminals as he thinks best. The cry- 
ing evil of the time is the tendency of men to make their desires thestandard 
for other men's duties, and to consider their wills backed by their hands a 
substitute for law. It is not safe to let a strong man deride what is just to 
the weak. Such a doctrine means anarchy. Justice is the same for individ- 
uals and nations, anda great pomor has no more right “to rob a weak one 
than the prize fighter has to plunder the minister.” 

Much stress is laid on the fact that the supplemental report of the Canal 
Commission recommended the adoption of Panama route in preference 
to the Nicaragua route. This Commissio: aye ry and final report, 
favored and recommended the adoption o e Nicaragua route as the prac- 
ticable and feasible one; one free from untried — pronn near- 
est the greater population of the world, and shortest route between populous 
centers of the north temperate zone, and without any resurvey or reexami- 
nation of the routes, with the physical conditions of the tory through 
which the tive surveys were made unchanged, sudd conclude what 
is set forthin the Map poe te report. The reason given by Lewis M. Haupt, 
formerly member of the Nicaragua and jan Commission, for ea 
ing the ay ee report shows that a mysteriously changed party policy 
suggested, indicated, and dictated this supplemental rt, 29151 in connec- 
tion with the former rts, showsincompetency to performa duty im 
a woeful lack of integrity and moral courage, a pliant servitude to the desire 
and will of a strenuous Executive who preaches that in d. with for- 
eign nations we should act as we would like to see a man act in private life.” 
who “ Noother great nation in the world is so anxious for peace as weare. 
There is not a single civilized power which has anything to fear from aggres- 
siveness on our All we want is peace, and to this end we to 
be able to secure the same for our rights from others which we are 
anxious to extend to their ts in return.” He wants peace, even if we 


st fight for it. 
g jcaragua route has been fully exploited by both foreign and United 
e survey engineers been 
made by O. M. in 1858: the next in 1873, under Commander Lul, with 


whom was associated A. G. Menocal as chief engineer; and Mr. 


under Government direction. in 1885 made a partial reex 

location of this route. Mr. Menocal subsequently became chief engineer for 
the Maritime Canal . act of Congress in 
1889, which company is the owner of concessions gran by the Republic of 
Ni and by the Republic of Costa Rica for the purpose of constructing 
5 e this company having expended in construction 


an 000,000, 
Canal 


; that when the 
en in considera- 
tion the cost of construction of either route will not materially differ, this 
same Commission, estimating tha d distri 
tion of the work, the N 
than the Panama Canal; and notwithstan 
Commission, after 
climate,a few 

cient and 


cases and i 

tions of Nicaragua are unfavorable as compared 

They find that Lake Nicaragua is subsi so rapidly that soon the waters 
of Sel lake A to 9 and 2 
soon be an inlet or ravine; icaragua 
turbance; tha 


; that sail vessels are not to be considered because the Suez Canal is 
not available for that craft. 

Fortunately for the legal fraternity the knowledge of these scientists is 
specialized, and they do not show to the lawyer why a route involved in legal 
and diplomatic cloudsis preferable to one in which the territorial title is clear 
and with no involvement in scandal. 

The unfeasibility and 5 of the construction, the cost of 

eration and maintenance of the Nicaragua Canal would be so great that to 
would be prohibitive, are all deductions and conclusions that could emanate 
from, and only from, one endowed with specialized scientific attainments, 
surrounded and bounded by Washington environment. 
This Commission seems to have been very much in the same position asa 
Republican friend of mine in Pennsylvania, who concluded that he was a 
candidate for a State office while the senior Senator was in Florida. When 
the Senator returned my friend chan his mind. When asked to explain 
why his cam had so suddenly en: he said, “Quay told me that I was 
laboring under a misapprehension; that I was no candidate.” 


AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE. 


It seems incredible, but it is true, that in spite of our growth 
in one hundred and fifteen years from 3,000,000 of people to 
80,000,000, from the poorest and weakest of the nations to the 
richest and most powerful of nations of the earth, we have at this 
very day only 879,264 tonnage registered in the foreign trade, or 
only about seven times as much as when this country began op- 
erations in its almost helpless, almost friendless, infancy. 

The very second law passed by the First Congress was a tariff 
bill, with a provision attached for the protection of American 
shipping by levying increased duties on imports in foreign ves- 
sels. A few days later another law was enacted, providing for 
from 30 to 50 cents a ton as tonnage duties on foreign vessels en- 
tering our ports, as against only 6 cents a ton for American-built 
3 In 1793 a law was enacted, which is still in force, con- 
fining our coast wise trade to American vessels. 

At this point I would ask permission to embody an article from 
the Boston Transcript of January 28, 1904, and also one of Janu- 
ary 30, 1904, for a dual purpose—first, to show that even high Re- 
publican officials recognize that some means should be adopted to 
increase our merchant marine at once; second, to demonstrate 
that the majority has not yet determined whether or not the Span- 
ish Toe of the Filipinos at $20 per capita carried with it the 
land, or else whether or not just before a Presidential election the 
time to announce its will is opportune: 

PHILIPPINE SHIPPING MONOPOLY. 


Root gives as his reason for objection that, there being now no 
e trade with Atlantic ports, there may in the future bedi 
in securing suitable ready tonnage; and is convinced that rates of ze 


companies protesting against the 
order to shut ont all rare vessels. 


It is fi t for a Senator to assert that these laws are in fact now self - 


protested against th 
American vessels, which is neither for the benefit of the Philippines nor the 
manufacturers in this oun yas 
Itis not denied that these have been framed and passed in the interest 
of some American vessel owners, but back of all are the shipbuild always 
represented by Senator FRYE. Their arguments supporting a 8 
subsid y bill might appeal to us, but we object to measures which will increase 
ratel A peed a few owners, while it will injure other equally important 
In his recent letter to the Transcript, 
Root's suspicions of the P shi 2 — 
nevolent public perp = . Marvin emphasizes the fact that at a meeting 
of the Maritime Associa of New York, held to protest against meas 


ure for which Mr. Marvin's pen is enlisted, the merchants and freighters, 
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who were eloquent in their objections, were either owners or charterers of 
foreign ships. Well, are merchants guilty in that of any 


crime? 

Surely to eliminate these American citizens and peepee who are con- 
u American commerce for American consumers of f —ů— products. 
would be to remove about all that there is of American comm: except 

goods, the themselves, and the custom-houses. At the! the Senate bear- 

of the 21st toť remonstrants against the application of our coast- 
laws to the putahe Au trade appeared, too, the same attempt to attach 
opprobrium to — e American merchants who either receive hemp by 
ä e foreign steamships, 
e American or otherwise em ‘oreign ps. 
to be the view of soms Senators tha lish merchants 


oreign ing 8 and hence guilty of only 
unpatriotic impulses. Secret Root, it a loy foreign 
shipping when necessary, as in duty boun: the public Santo e a 
EX-GOVERNOR TAFT AND THE PHILIPPINES. 


which will 
Shipped To h the mainland territory for penes 
some come. 
8 equate erg ele vo between the — — territory 
and between the nosy n to successful dev: 
e 


enthere. * * * Atthe greater of the f t — 
fe betwen the Philippines and Now York ds carried on in foreign 


of = United States be not changed cre 3 at least —— 

July 1, 1904, and that positive legislation to that effect be had 

stan early date. 
clear and earnest 


‘rete in to 


e manu 
beyond that of ye ipa 
e Frye bill to enforce our coastwise 
es; that is, to V 
a American vessels will receive rates hig 
enough to make the business of their vessels profitable. The title of the bill 
(8. 2259) is “to regulate 2 in trade between ports of the United States 

“etc. It does not ess to 
ships to 
and 


3 that the 3 


the Government boun dhrougha sa 

hibition against their riv; soln as the extension of the coastwise 
the Philippines and the requirement that army SEE shall always be car- 
ried in bottoms," observed that when cordage manufacturers 

last week, the Senators “seemed to 
because itself protected handsomely by 
ony to subject itself to some 

doing them mo people did 8 


Secretary T Wa William H. late 8 
of War. governor 
His ideal is the Philippines Tale th late governor ot the Philippines 
FT 
ine, and they resent everything in government is not 
there is ‘ora 


21,000 in addition to soldiers aioe may be on the islands. The de- 
mand of the Filipino people will be a demand, w created and encouraged, 
of 7,500,000 persons. 


In 1789, as already stated, we had only 123,893 tons of American 
shipping engaged in the foreign trade, but even this small mer- 
chant marine carried 24 pr: cent of our foreign commerce. In 
1790 the tonnage of the foreign trade had increased to 346,254, 
and we were 40 per cent of the trade. By 1795 the ton- 
nage had increased to 529,471, and we were carrying 90 per cent 
of our foreign trade. The kept on increasing, until in 
1815 we had a tonnage of 854,295 in the foreign trade, or practi- 
cally as much as we have at this very day: aud from 1790 on- 
ward we kept on carrying about 90 per cent of our foreign trade 
until, as I have pointed out, we deliberately threw away our ad- 
vantage about the time of John Quincy Adams 's Administration 
by repealing the laws and provisions which had given protection 
to our merchant marine, and which in less than ten or twenty 
years had built it up to such a wonderful extent that it couldcarry 

per cent of our ocean traffic, could cope successfully with 
Great Britain on the sea in the war of 1812, and could rightfully 
dispute with that country for the title of Mistress of the seas. 

A study of the peene from year to year is instructive and 
ini In 1796 our carried of our foreign commerce 
92 per cent; in 1797, 90 per cent; in 1798, 89 per cent; in 1799, 88 


5 break, from the i 


per cent; in 1800, 89 per cent; in 1801, the same; in 1802. 1803, 
and 1804, a little less: in 1805, 4 cent: in 1806, the same; in 
1807, 92 per cent; in the years war of 1812, naturally 5 
less; but after the dee hares the ‘figures began to 
creep up again, reaching 89 per cent in 1820, 91 per cent in 1824, 
and 924 per cent (the highest on record) in 1896. The effect of 
the adverse legislation of that era began to be felt very soon. In 
1831 the tonnage had dwindled to 538,136 and the percentage to 
86; in 1834 the to had begun to increase again, but the per- 
centage decreased to 83; by 1843 it had diminished to 77; in 1847, 
to 71; in 1853, to 69; in 1859, to 67; in 1862, to 50; in 1868, to 87; 
in 1872, to 32; in 1877, to 27; ‘in 1880, to 17; in 1885, to 15; in 1990, 
to 13; in 1895, to 12; in 1897, to 11; in 1898, to 9; in 1901, to 8 per 

cent, ‘and at that humiliating point it is to-day. Eight or 9 per 
cent of oue foret carrying trade is in the hands of our mer- 
for 

increased, high-water mark in 1861, 

with 2,496 894 tons. Then it began 10 falloff, dwindling to about 
1 500, 000 tons in 1875, about 1,200,000 in 1885, about 900.000 tons 
in 1890, and abont 700,000 tons in 1898, since which it has re- 
bounded a very little, to about 900,000 tons. 

Meanwhile the history of our coastwise trade has been written 
very differently. Under the beneficent and continuons infiuence 
of our protective policy toward our merchant marine in the 
coastwise trade, the tonnage of our vessels enrolled i in that trade 
has gone on steadily increasing, with scarcely a single skip or 
cant total of 68,607 tons in 1789 to 4,582,645 
tons in 1901, 4,858,714 tons in 1902. and 5.141.037 tons in 1903—the 

coastwise tonnage we have ever recorded. 

The reason why our re tonnage increased for some 
even under adverse | ation, was because in those day =e 
ing vessels we had cr favorable facilities for buil 
Ship timber was abundant, cheap, and easily accessible, an ars 
of ship carpenters, lumberers, etc., were ‘low. Besides, we had 
early developed a genius for building sailing craft, and American- 
built vessels could outsail all others, as, indeed, they still can, 
(witness the international yacht races), which naturally created 
a good demand for them not only in this country bnt by foreign- 
ers. At the time of the advent of iron steam-propelled vessels the 
English had the advantage, as at that time our great civil war 
came on, with its high tariffs and great rise in wages and in the 
cost of all kinds of materials. The latter tended to curtail for 
ce po American shipbuilding, and the continuance of a war 

colar ee. prohibited and destroyed it, except in the 
ine of war ships 

This gf great loss of prestige. power, and profit to our merchant 
marine in the foreign carrying trade, consequent with- 
drawal of protection, adverse reciprocity legislation, and other 
causes specified, we have never been able to regain, and we evi- 
dently never shall be able to regain it until proper protection is 
restored to it. Protection did it in the early history of the Re- 
pa blic, and it will doit now. History shows, whether it was upon 

d or upon sea, that the United States asserted itself in 1812 to 
1815. Protection remained after the war of 1812, and our ship- 
ping immediately leaped into renewed activity. Even as the 
processes of stripping our shipping of its protection went on, 
gradually and insidiously, between 1815 and 1861. so t had it 
become, so strongly was it intrenched, so famous and so success- 
ful and withal so profitable, that it withstood the assaults upon 
it. by no means unscathed. but still so vigorous, so powerful, and 
so great as to have become and remained a great and mighty in- 
dustry had the framers of the Morrill tariff and succeeding tariff 
laws extended tection to our shipping in the foreign trada 
equal to that which was then and thereafter given to our indus- 
tries upon the land. 

Great Britain assisted her merchant marine by a system of dis- 
criminating duties and subsidies for centuries, until about 1840 
or 1845 she had so built it up that she deemed it safe to abandon 
that policy. But even since then she has spent enormous sums 
in assistance of her merchant marine in the way of mail pay, war 
subvention, etc., and has never failed to increase these latter sub- 
sidies whenever our own merchant marine showed any signs of 
becoming dangerous. During the nineteenth century Great 
Britain —.— out more than 9300.0 000,009 in the way of direct and 
indirect subsidies to her shipping 

France, ever since 1893. “<i 1 — following a decidedly protect- 
ive policy in this regard. 

Germany, although cloaking it under the disguise of a mail re- 
muneration, gives extensive money and other assistance to her 
merchant marine. Italy also pursues a policy of subsidization. 

According to the latest figures which have come under my ob- 
servation, Austria-Hungary is expending annually $1,300,000 for 
mail subsidy and $650.000 for direct subsidy, or bounty: France, 
$5,000,000 for mail subsidy and $3,600,000 for bounty; y, 
nearly $2,000,000 for tf subsidy; Italy, nearly $2,000,000 for 
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mail subsidy and $1,000,000 for bounty; Great Britain, peneiy 


$5,000,000 for mail subsidy and about $700,000 for bounty, includ- 

naval subventions; Norway, about $50,000 for mail subsidy 
and about $100,000 for bounty, and Russia, about $1,600,000 for 
bounty. The entire European list embraces about $20,000,000 

annually for mail subsidy and about $8,000,000 annually for di- 
rect subsidy, or bounty. 

The above is not stated for the reason that it would be a good 
policy for this Government to adopt, but merely for the purpose 
of showing what other nations are doing for their sete gee inter- 
ests and for the further purpose of indicating what c rates an 
American ship must meet under existing conditions. 

The United States is lacking in none of the essentials for suc- 
cessful shipbuilding. She possesses mines of iron ore and coal of 
unequaled richness and extent, forests of the finest timber, steel 
and lumber mills in great abundance, naval architects and ma- 
rine engineers of world-wide fame and skill equal to the best to be 
found elsewhere, an abundance of intelligent labor, exports of 
greater magnitude and value than those of any other nation, to- 
gether with resources and wealth second to those of no other 
nation. 

American vessels engaging in our ocean trade are to-day com- 
pelled to mest a more serious and a more destructive competition 
than ever before, largely through the vast subsidies and bounties 
that foreign governments are now perm to their merchant ships. 
We realize that the purpose for which these subsidies and boun- 
ties are paid to their merchant ships by foreign governments are 
chiefly military, in order that there shall be available auxiliary 
cruisers, scouts, transports, colliers, supply er and such other 
vessels, with their trained and experienced officers and men, as 
are essential to the uses of the government in time of war. And we 
further realize that the unprecedentedly low freight rates result- 
ing from these subsidies and bounties received by foreign mer- 
chant ships render successful and profitable competition on the 
part of unprotected vessels built in the United States, and officered 
and manned by our own citizens, absolutely impossible. 

To attempt to protect American ships and shipping by subsidy 
would gre be entering the list with other 3 nations in 
a contest that would result in the carrying of freight and n- 
gers at practically no cost to the shipper or traveler, but at the 

nse of the taxpayer. 

re has never been a time in the history of the country when 
this subject was of as vital importance as to-day. The United 
States has developed the most marvelous foreign commerce of any 
nation in the world. We are sending into other lands nearly 
$5,000,000 worth of American products and commodities every 
day, but it is a significant fact that American ships carry less 
than 9 per cent of our exports andimports. The tribute paid to 
foreign ships for conveying merchan to and from the United 

States amounted to over $100,000,000last year. Ourcountry is fore- 
most in nearly all lines of industrial and commercial development, 
but it is g behind even the smaller foreign nations in its 
merchant marine. 

The patriotic pride and the commercial instinct of our people 
suggest the improvement of our fleet commensurate with our 
commercial n à 
the commercial feature with a coast line vastly increased by in- 
sular acquisitions with the assumption of guardianship of so- 
called Latin-American republics. 
initiative and constantly in danger from the and er- 
ratic conduct of our wards of becoming involved in trouble with 
other nations, and our naval strength is no greater to-day than at 
the close of the Cuban-Spanish war, and with a very limited pos- 
sibility of uiring any American vessels as cruisers, scouts, 
transports, colliers, supply ships, and such other vessels with 
trained officers and men as are essential in time of war. 

The experience of this country in its contest with the Spanish 
navy in Cuban waters and in the Philippines is so recent it needs 
not to be here repeated, and the suggestion of Thomas Jefferson, 
when made in 1791, and made public in December, 1795— 

Tost OPRA FODE shipping of en industry was valuable, but asa resource 
of defense essen 

He also said: 


If icular nations grasp at undue shares of our commerce, and more 
lly if they seize on the means of the United States to convert them 

into aliment for their stre and withdraw them entirely from the sup- 
port of those to whom they belong, defensive and protective measures be- 
come necessary on the part of the nation whose time resources are thus 
invaded or it will be disarmed of its 3 productions will be at the 
mercy of the nation which has possessed i exclusively of the means of 
carrying them, and its poos will be influenced by those who command its 
e seamen and artists whom it now Bei gb we lose 


commerce. If we lose 
. Loaeen shall bring hoene to our feciings the diagrace 
of having aban: them. 

If this was an advocacy of a sound policy for the Government 
when this country was 82 per cent of its imports and 77 
per cent of its exports, it should appeal to us in thunder tones in 


And this would be true were we to eliminate | against 


5 own gus 


the face ot our recent naval experiences Our added dangers at a 
period when we are carrying less than 9 per cent of our imports 
and our exports. 

The only factor in the solution of this is labor, and would be 
solved by a percentage rebate of tariff on imports carried by 
American-built and American-manned ships cient for them 
to compete, if necessary, to the limit of rebate permitted by the 
Dingley tariff, 

To work out this problem it might be necessary to prescribe a 
restricted and limited registry of foreign-built and partially for- 


eign-manned ships for a time. [Loud applause. ] 
Mr. FOSS. . Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gentle- 
man from P lvania [Mr. nam 
t ve listened this afternoon 


Mr. BATES. we 
to two political speeches from the other side. They haye both been 
on the subject of 5 and have taken decided ground 

inst the retention of the Philippines. I have no thought of in- 
cting a speech upon the committee, but one thing occurs to me, 
and it seems ap Serpe a It looks as though our friends on the 
other side were following the advice that has been given them and 
were getting together,” 

Within the last few days ex-President Cleveland has issued a 
carefully prepared magazine article,in which his views are given 
on current questions, and especially political questions. The New 
York Sun of to-day and the Poi j Tribune of yesterday inter- 
pret his remarks as putting himself in the attitude of a receptive 
candidate for the Presidency, and they gather from his remarks 
also that tariff reform and the giving up of the Philippines, or 
anti-imperialism, are to be the two cardinal tenets of his political 
platform on which he would accept a nomination. 

Now, I congratulate the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Harp- 
WICK] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN] that they 
have caught on so quickly to-day, and are following the principle 
laid down by their distingui chieftain, who, it seems, is a re- 
ceptive candidate for the Presidency, and are giving us to-day 
anti-Philippine speeches. 

Mr. G. of Tennessee. Wo have been doing that ever 
since you have been holding the Philippines. 

Mr. BATES. Well, but we have not had oneof those speeches 
for sometime. You haveoften rated us upon the Rialto for hav- 
ing taken them, but now we are found fault with because we do 
not immediately let them go and make a cowardly surrender. 
Appropriate to this subject I desire, with the patience of the com- 
mittee, to read a few sentences from an editorial in the Chicago 
Tribune of yesterday: 

TARIFF REFORM AND IMPERIALISM CHIEF PLANKS. 


Cleveland has grou: together two or three old issues on which his own 
is well 1 has insisted 


record ted they should be the paramount ques- 
tions in the next campai In this wars according to current opinion in 
Co: Mr. Cleveland intentio designated himself as the logical 
Democratic candidate President volt. 

Analysis of the Cleveland article by both friendly and unfriendly critics 


here seems to strengthen the opinion that it was written for the express pur- 
pose of precipitating the personality of the former President into the cam- 

just . Delegates are still to be elected in every district, and 
could be more timely than the ee. of mon discussion before 


either the district or State conventions have commit themselves. Mr. 
Cleveland pleads for a revival of the tariff-reform — 1 cogs strong goune 
im wan Philippines given back to the natives, declares 


t. 
rinciples was received here with a good deal of laughter, 
to be so ketene py ae Every one of these ideas, Mr. 
indispensable to Democratic success and was both 
preached and practiced by him d. his last Administration. Asa matter 
is com: Democratic mt rona natural! 
exponent, Grover Cleveland himse 


POLICY AS TO HAWAII WILL FIT PANAMA. 


One of the first done by Mr. Cleveland at the opening of his second 
a tion was to upset as ages in to Hawaii ina ted b 
the Harrison tion. Cleveland took the ground then that the 


% licy in cis repara, and he pro- 
poses to apply to Panama exactly the remedy he attem to use in Hawaii 
undete by the fact that P opinion was agains 


favor of President Roosevelt 
Tariff reform was the feature of the second Cleveland Ad- 
ministration. Professor Wilson, of West Virginia, who constructed the tariff 
bill which bore his nama, used to draw his ad ge direct from the foun- 
tain head at the White House. He wasa constant caller there, and the tariff 
measure as it went through the House reflected in the minutest detail the 
economic ideas of Grover Cleveland. It wasaradicalstep toward free trade, 
and when Mr. Cleveland speaks of reform in a magazine article bac 
he means a reduction of rates of duty similar to that 8 in tho bill 
by the House, which afterward was altered so as to msko it largely 
one of protective tariff through the pernicious activity of GORMAN, Brice, 
McPherson, Camden, and other eastern Dem: tic leaders. 


Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


ield? 
TMr. BATES. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
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Mr. THAYER. Whatis there in that which you have read that 
you do not subscribe to? 

Mr. BATES. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts ask what 
there is in that which I have read that I do not subscribe to? 

Mr. THA Except dealing gently with the trusts. Of 
course you do not subscribe to that. You and your party have a 
record of being rankin your treatment of the trusts and over anx- 
ious to enact drastic measures to curb them; but, outside of that 
8 proposition, what is there in that which you do not subscribe 

? 


Mr. BATES. Seeking. of the trusts, I would like to ask the 
gentleman in turn what his party and the President of his party 
ever did in the way of dealing with the trusts? 

Mr. THA . They never had an opportunity. You gob- 
bled the whole thing, and have stood guard against every bill 
we have introduced, and have seen to it that nothing harmful to 
the trusts should be enacted or even see the light of day. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will tell you what they did. 
They helped to make the Sherman Act, of which you say Mr. 
Sherman was the author, but was not any such thing. History 
will show that when it is correctly written. 

Mr. THAYER. But I want an answer to my question by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, if he will kindly give it. What 
ni the article yon have read that you object to? 

Mr. BATES. Did the gentleman hear correctly what I read? 

Mr. THAYER. I heard every word you read, and I subscribe 
to every letter of it. 

Mr. BATES. Then,I will say to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that I believe every member of the committee sitting on 
this side of the aisle is opposed to any bill or measure whatever 
which strikes at the protective features of the tariff laws of this 


country. 

Mr. THAYER. There is not a word in what you have read 
that strikes at any protective features. ae X 

Mr. BATES. It states distinctly that the tariff bill passed in 
this House formulated by Professor Wilson was a radical step 
toward free trade,and we are certainly on record in every vote 
and in every act against any such measure as that. 

Mr. THAYER. Do you think the Wilson bill was a radical 

toward free trade? 

. BATES. Why, as it passed the House it was; before the 
several hundred Senate amendments were added it certainly was. 
It came back from the Senate so changed that its own authors 
could scarcely recognize it. It was the House measure which re- 
flected the sentiments of Grover Cleveland. It removed all tariff 
from wool, coal, iron, and lumber; and stripped all protection 
from the products of the farm. 

Mr. THAYER. Then you subscribe to that as true, don’t you— 
that that is a true statement? 

Mr. BATES. I subscribe to the correctness of the statement 
which I haye just read. I believe that ex-President Cleveland is 
thoroughly op to the very principle of protection. y,in 
the very last election, in . speech in New Jersey, he 
stated that A tariff cons for the purpose of protection as 
its chief object is at all times and in every feature of it an in- 
justice and an unfair burden upon the masses of our people.” 

iff reform with him, as with the late Chairman Wilson, means 
a revenue tariff, increased, because of freer im , and what the 
world knows as free trade. His very party tform denounced 
rotection as a cheat and a fraud,” and it is a matter of aston- 
3 that any sane man, remembering the ruin and desolation 
that came to this land when his party was intrusted with power, 
can stand up and even by indirection ask this country to again 
subscribe to those pernicious doctrines. í 

Mr. THAYER. Now, I ask the gentleman again, what is there 
in this statement you have read you object to except dealing 
gently with the trusts?” 3 

Mr. BATES. I object to a tariff bill which is as radical as the 
one last formulated by the gentleman’s party when they were last 
in power and which they are beginning to seem anxious to repeat. 

Mr. THAYER. He says nothing about free trade, or that his 
statement is based on free trade, or that free trade would follow. 
He simply favors a change in the tariff schedules. Don't you? 
[Laughter and ee on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BATES. No, sir; I do not, if it will bring injury and ruin 
to the industries of this country or throw 3,000,000 workingmen 
and toilers of this land out of employment. 

Mr. THAYER. Iam glad to put one Republican on record. 

Mr, BATES, I am delighted that the gentleman is satisfied 
with my answer. ‘Tariff inequalities must be adjusted when oc- 
casion really requires, and will be; but a wholesale slaughter of 
the very principle of protection will only invite disaster, as has 
always oc when tariff schedules have been lowered. 

Mr. THAYER. Iam glad to hear one honest Republican brave 
nga to go on record that he proposes to stand pat” on every- 

g. j : 


Mr. BATES. I did not say that, nor did I rise to go into any 
elaborate tariff discussion. ‘‘ Sufficient unto the day is the evil 
thereof.” The gentleman from Massachusetts, a distinguished 
scholar, known and respected in the State of Massachusetts, or 
he would not occupy a seat on this floor from a Republican dis- 
trict, knows full well that a tariff bill is a compromise measure, 
just as the Federal Constitution was adopted as a compromise 
measure. We call that a sacred instrument, and gentlemen on 
his side of the Chamber are apt to swear by it and think that 
it is possessed of sacred elements. 

Mr. THAYER, A sort of golden idol, to be worshiped but not 
to be touched. 

Mr. BATES. A “‘goldenidol;” that is the word. Yetitwasa 
hotch potch when it was formed, and acompromise measure from 
the beginning to the end. 

Mr. BURLESON. You think it ought not to be observed? 

Mr. BATES. No; not that. Ionly used it as an illustration of 
how constitutions and far-reaching laws ever come to be adopted 
at all or put into operation. A tariff law can not be formulated, 
much less enacted, that will in all its features entirely suit every 
Member of Congress or every section of this land. It is not in 
the nature of things that this could be. It must be viewed asa 
whole, and not from a narrow, prejudiced standpoint. There 
must be considered the greatest good for the greatest number, the 
well-being of the whole country, its prosperity, and the content- 
ment and happiness of all its citizens. 

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask the gentleman another 
question, if he will allow me. 

Mr. BATES. Just a moment. I understand a colloquy took 
place in the Senate last year. A gentleman from Massachusetts 
wanted the duty taken off coal and a gentleman from the North- 
west asked if he would be willing to take the tariff off codfish, and 
he answered No,” because that affected Massachusetts. You 
see it depends on whose ox is being gored. 

Mr. THAYER. If you ever intgnd to change the schedules of 
the Dingley bill, when will there be a more opportune time than 
this blessed hour, when you control the Executive, the Senate, 
and the House overwhelmingly? If you are ever going to do it, 
why not do it now, unless you fear the effect on a national elec- 
tion next fall? You know you will be obliged to reduce some of 
the prohibitive tariffs on certain products; and if you do that be- 
fore the election, you fear those affected will not allow you to fry 
the fat out of them. 

Mr. BATES. We have been rated here severely this afternoon 
because the revenues are falling off. Does the gentleman desire 
to decrease the revenues at this time? Does he not know that 
the money to run this Government must come from somewhere? 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

eG ne I would take it off some things and add to it 
on others. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, Ask him on what others. 

Mr. BATES. Were you not sent here as a protectionist? 

Mr. THAYER. The gentleman from Ohio, who usually talks 
most of the time, seems to be trying to use you as his mouthpiece, 

Mr. GROSVENOR., I would be willing for you to tell what 
duties you want raised. 

Mr. THAYER. It would take a long time to tell on what I 
want them decreased, and I would rather begin at that end. I 
might ask the gentleman from Ohio, What duties would you 


lower? [Laughter. 
The CHATRAAN. 


floor. 

Mr. BATES. Jast one further word to my friend from Massa- 
chusetts. I want to ask him if he was not sent here as a protec- 
tion Democrat, and that that was thoroughly understood by hun- 
dreds and thousands of Republicans out in the Worcester district 
who voted for him? 

Mr. THAYER. I want, in answer to that, to say to my friend 
on the other side that I never sailed under false colors since I 
knew the difference between = fo and wrong. 

Mr. BATES. Will the gentleman now answer 
I have answered his. 

Mr. THAYER. Now, let me answer the gentleman more fully. 
Iwas not sent here by reason of particular views I had on any 
subject, tariff or Philippines. The good people up in my district 
in Massachusetts felt they could trust me to do what I thought 
was right on all questions. I did not come here with a string on 
me, but I judge from what I have seen and heard from some of 
you over there you can not say this much. 

The people of my district know just where I stand on the tariff 
question, and let me say to you that most of the manufacturers, 
even, are with me and fully in accord with my views on this great 
subject. Iam in favor of rational protection, not radical protec- 
tion, and there is a world-wide difference between these two posi- 
tions. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BATES. Iam glad to hear it. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the 


my question? 
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Mr. THAYER. I have not changed my mind, either, from 
vere I have heard or seen here. And, as a rational protec- 
tionist, I want to tell you that you can not fool all the people all 
the time, and I want to tell the Republican party that this is the 
accepted time and this is their day of salvation, and if they do 
not now make any attempt to change these schedules, so ear- 
nestly demanded by all classes and all people, except the baron 
trusts, another party will be put in power that will. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask the gentleman from Massachusetts a question? 

Mr. BATES. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Do I understand the gentleman 
5 to say that he is in favor of any law enacted 

mgress for protective purposes? 
Mr. THAYER. Oh, — ik from it. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then you are notin favor of pro- 


tection, are you? 
Mr. THAYER, I am in favor of protection, but I am not in 


favor of any law. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then is tion unconstitu- 


tional, as your declared in its platform a few 

Mr. THAYER. I do not know sae the party Psi ga its 
platform in relation to that matter a few years ago, or what your 

rty declared in its platform a few years ago relative to bimet- 
allism and the silver question. I am speaking for myself. I be- 
lieve in rational protection, and I am very clear that there should 
be radical changes in the present schedules. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You are a Republican. 

Mr. THAYER. You were never more mistaken in your life. 
You politicians and statesmen seem to deceive yourselves with the 
belief that the only question that divides the two grèat parties is 
the tariff question. You are shortsighted. I am not a Repub- 
lican, never was. and, God helping me, never will be. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] ` 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You do not belong over there. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Bartes] ten minutes more. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (to Mr. THAYER). You are lost, 


an j 
hr, BATES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman—— 
Rese 999 PER of Wisconsin (to Mr. THAYER). You are in aw- 
uck, 
` Mr. BATES. Idesire to ask thə gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, who has interrogated me, if he has ever in recent years 
stood on a Democratic national platform. 
Mr. THAYER. I usually stand on my own, and the people up 
my way know it is a broad and honest one, 
r. BATES. Yes, I thought so. 
Mr. THAYER. I do not second anybody’s motion very much. 
A man who can second a motion will ess fe dare not make one. 
Mr. BATES. Now, I desire to read one other extract from the 
article in yesterday’s Chicago Tribune: 
During the closing years of his Administration Mr. Cleveland took a firm 
stand, not only against socialism, but against u aswell. His action 


during the Chicago strike, while approved by the good people of that ci 
was largely dictated by the positive dislike on his’ part for the . 
r. 


wed tions in New York were inctly with the Wall 
street element, and the bond issues in the last year of his Administration, 
which were 


used so forcibly by the Republicans in their ein to bere peo 

ple, were managed and undoubtedly dictated by a coterie of great cap 

with whom he was affiliated through the personal friendship of Lamont and 
tney. 

No one accused Mr. Cleveland of personal impropriety in this connection, 
but it was well known that he was opposed to all radical trust legislation, 
that he would veto it if it became necessary, and that as a general thing he 
was far too much inclined to believe that the general prosperity of the coun- 
try was wrapped up in the interests of Wall t. 


I therefore, Mr. Chairman, congratulate the gentlemen on the 
other side who have so quickly responded to the sentiments given 
* but by ex-President Cleveland in his magazine article this week 
as taken up and commented upon and construed by the leading 
journals of the country. ; 2 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for an interruption? 

The CHAIR Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield? 

Mr. BATES. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You spoke of Mr. Cleveland issu- 
ing certain bonds during his Administration. I will ask you if 
he did not issue bonds at the beginning of his last Administration 
for which President Harrison and Mr. Secretary Foster had or- 
dered made bond plates to issne when they turned over a bank- 
rupt Treasury to Mr. Cleveland? 

Mr. BATES. I have heard that discussed on the floor of this 
House so often—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did he not do it? 
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Mr. BATES. That is denied. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that the bond 
plates had been ordered? 

Mr. BATES. I have heard it discussed pro and con upon thiz 
floor ad nauseam. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you deny the fact? 

Mr. BATES. I say it is denied, and that neither you nor I are 
in a position to state eee or no on that Hy epics a 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I state to you that the order 
was issued to have the bond plates made, and Cleveland had to 
issue the bonds that your Republican Administration forced him 
to issue by turning over to him a bankrupt 5 

Mr. BATES. Oh, the tleman is pa dh g and answering the 
question; I hope he is satisfied. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 
iat CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

e 

Mr. BATES. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. But he did that which was never 
done by Secretary Foster or President Harrison, and that is, the 
Cleveland Administration sold United States bonds by private 
secret sale at 104 and a fraction when they were worth 111 in the 
open market, as was demonstrated by the second sale when forced 
to do so by Congress. 

Mr. G. of Tennessee. And there is not an honest Dem- 
ocrat in the United States who does not condemn that, and I am 
one of them who condemn it. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, we were oe into the 
war with Spain by the logic of events and the almost unanimous 
voice of the whole people. The Democratic party were the loudest 
in their calls for war. The bill bbe ae President $50,000,000 
for national equipment in this House unanimously. The 
North and the South, the blue and the gray, Democrat and Re- 
publican, shared alike in the glories of that war. All were 
thrilled by Dewey's victory, and at the fighting qualities of Schley 
and Sam , and Roosevelt of New York, and Wheeler of Ala- 
bama. lonel Bryan left his regiment and came to Washington 
to urge Democratic Senators to favor the ratification of the treaty 
of Paris, and now, because this Administration is standing con- 
sistently and Boking Mie 5 gained by that treaty, men 
on this floor to-day find fault urge that the Philippines be 
given up. 

If our friends are men, manly men and true Americans, as they 
shared in the glories of that war let them also share the respon- 
sibilities which have arisen from the issues of that war and the 
treaty of peace which concluded it. The Heard ark are ours by 
conquest and treaty, and we have the same right to restore order 
there and keep order there as Andrew Jackson had to subdue 
outbreaks in Florida after we acquired it in 1821.. It took the 
fighting qualities of Andrew Jackson for twenty-one years to sub- 
due them, and yet I presume if our friends on the other side had 
lived then they would have counseled turning over the Territory 
of Florida to Osceola, the Aguinaldo of the Seminoles. 

Mr. i , I again congratulate the gentlemen on the other 
side in apparently getting together, and in following so quickly 
the sugvestion made by their great and good friend, Grover Cleve- 
land, who put himself upon record in his last Administration by 


favoring giving up Hawaii to Queen Lil, and now favors giving 
wek > island of Luzon to Aguinaldo. [Applause on the Repub- 
can side. ; 


Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, I have very little excuse for 
rising at this time to address the committee except that it ssems 
to me proper that you should hear from the Cheroke e S rip. 
[Laughter.] Amidst all the noise and outbreaks that have taken 
place on this side of the House, I wish to assure you that some of 
us are still on the reservation. [Laughter.] do not hope at 
this time to say anything that can greatly enlighten this com- 
mittee; I do not have any such ambition. I simply presume to 
occupy a very few minutes for the purpose of expressing a few 
ideas of a novice in Congress. I shall express myself somewhat 
upon the way and the manner in which the business has been 
conducted in this House during the three and one-half months in 
which the Fifty-eighth Congress has been in session. 

I came here, as I suppose every other new Member came, 
sessed of the exalted impression that these Halls have been hon- 
ored in our country’s history with the presence of many of the 
world’s greatest statesmen, di ing and enacting great meas- 
ures—came here filled with the idea that I have a duty to the peo- 
ple to perform; that that duty required me, on occasions at least, 
to rise above 8 and meet the conditions which were 
presented to this body. I have learned since I have been here 
that it seems to be. and, perhaps, rightly, the duty of the majority 
to legislate. It seems to be the duty of the minority to criticise. 
Now, I say that it is probably well that this is so, because with- 
out just criticism a majority would go wrong. 
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But when I review the fact that during the session of this Con- 
ga the only great measures that have been before the House 

ve practically received the unanimous consent of the Members 
of this body, and yet the great bulk of that three and one-half 
months’ time has been devoted to making speeches for home con- 
sumption, to be printed at the public expense and circulated 
among the people, but not made upon the questions pending nor 
with a view to changing the opinions of Members, I am convinced 
that the minority finds its chief duty in making a party issue for 
campaign purposes. Generally the discussions have had no rele- 
vancy whatever to the matters before this House. For instance, 
when the great Cuban treaty question was before us, it was openly 
declared on the first day of its introduction that both sides of this 
House were ultimately to vote in favor of the treaty. And yet 
for long days every question before the American people during 
all of the campai in the immediate past were discussed with 
more or less vigor and with more or less inaccuracy as to facts. 
Amendments were proposed and discussed, which, if adopted by 
the House, would have required a resubmission of the treaty to 
Cuba, and thereby have possibly defeated it. To the new Mem- 
bers the discussion by the minority during the pendency of that 
bill looked like a frantic effort to create campaign material. 

Now, again, I take it, gentlemen, that the country has a right 
to expect that the party in power will fulfill the pledges made in 
its platform. For while it is true that you can judge of a party 
by its past as to what it will do in the future. much confidence is 
placed upon what the party promises to do if itis placed in power. 

I pro to mro you, because I think it is absolutely true, 
that while there have been differences of opinion here about this 
body upon the questions which have been before us, every single 
measure that has been presented by the majority in this House 
during this session has been in accordance with the promises set 
forth in its platform and by which the party is to be judged. 
whether it is right or wrong, and for them, after a bitter battle of 
words, the minority has voted, thereby showing that the majority 
was reasonably near right in their opinion. 

The Republican party Lye i certain things for Cuba, and it 
is fulfilling that pledge. Both parties in the platforms of 1900 
declared t the country was in favor of an i ian canal. 
The Democratic party in its platform charged the Republican 
ded with going too slowly, and I call your attention to the plat- 

orm for the correctness of that statement. Since then when the 
matter has been brought up in this House, not by any direct 
measure, but incidentally, the President and the Administration 
have been charged with going too rapidly. 

They charged that the President has acted too hastily, and yet 
I venture the assertion that our friends in the minority would 
have been exceedingly glad of the opportunity to have made that 
canal possible by such an op ity as has been presented to 
the Republican Administration at time, and if President 
Roosevelt had been a Democratic President he would have been 
exalted by Democrats as a master of diplomacy and wisdom. 

We have heard other measures discussed. For instance, to-day 
and the other day,I heard the gentlemen on this side condemning 
an a riation that was in the bill before the House for the 
fortifications of the insular possessions. They charged that that 
amount of money ought not to be nded in fortifications in the 
Philippines, and yet the gentleman from Georgia, in reading the 
Democratic platform, used these words found in that platform: 


We favor the immediate declaration of giving the Filipinos, first, a stable 
form of government; second, indepsndence, and, third, protec from out- 
side interference. 


I ask the gentlemen who are familiar with the facts if they be- 
lieve that a stable form of 3 could be established by 
the Filipinos at this time? I ask them if they believe that with- 
out fortifications or without provisions for ing out the third 
clause of that statement we would be in a position to meet the 
promise which the Democratic party made to the people or pro- 
posed in its platform? 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will ask the gentleman if he is not aware 
that prior to the outbreak of hostilities and after our war with 
Spain, two officers of our service over there, one a naval officer and 
the other an army officer, traversed the entire island of Luzon, and 
that they came back and reported that a stable form of municipal 
control existed in all parts of the island; that the people were 
happy and industrious; that life and property were safe and good 
order prevailed every where, and, er. if he does not know that 
that is one of the public documents at this time? 


Mr. TOWNSEND. I think probably there is such a document, 
unt I also know, and I think the gentleman 


must know if he has 


any friends over there, as he undoubtedly has. that that condition 
is not the condition that exists in the Philippine Islands, nor has 
it existed there according to the best authority. 

Mr. COCHRAN. If such a condition did exist immediately 
after the war with Spain and such an organization of society had 
been effected in so brief a time, is not that an evidence that the 
Filipino is capable of self-government? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Undoubtedly, if that were true; but it is 
not true to the best of my judgment and belief. 

Mr. COCHRAN. If the public document I speak of has ex- 
istence. signed by an officer of the marine service and an army 
officer after examining the thing throughout the islands, is not 
that some evidence that it did exist? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. It possibly may be evidence sufficient for 
the gentleman. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will ask if er ee has anything to 
contradict ie that is of an official nature? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I have a statement from gentlemen who 
are in authority there, in whom I have perfect confidence, who 
have lived there for years, and who have portrayed to me the con- 
ditions of the islands and of the people there, and those statements 
deny it they are in that happy condition of which the gentle- 
man speaks. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Oh, that is after three years of war with us. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Very well; I believe the 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Now, other things have criticised here, 
and one gentleman has stated positively that the Paris conven- 
tion would never have been held had it not been for President 
McKinley. I wish to say that the Paris treaty of which he spoke 
could not have been ratified had it not been for Mr. Bryan, be- 
cause it required Democrats to confirm that treaty, and our pres- 
ence in the Orient is as much due to Democrats as Republicans. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Well, just for a question. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Just one further question. I will ask the 
gentleman if at the time that treaty was pending in the United 
States Senate repeated disclaimer of an intention to permanently 
occupy those islands by conquest was not made by those in au- 
thority in the United States te? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I know of nothing now to dispute that. I 
know of nobody who wishes to have perpetual or continuous 
session over there. I do not speak for the party. I do not pre- 
tend to speak for the party. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Has anybody ever spoken for your party on 
that subject? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Isay that condition does not exist where 
the American Government can leave those people where they 
were before. Furthermore, it is the condition that confronts us 
to-day which we are now talking about. That condition exists; 
and I ask the gentleman if he believes that the Democratic party 
would be in a 2 to carry out its pledge to protect those 
people against the world if we were to remove our influence and 
our control there in the government? 

Mr. COCHRAN. I believe a declaration on the of the 
United States that any unfriendly act to them would be desmed 
an unfriendly act to us would protect them without firing a gun 
in a hundred years. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Very well; but here we stand with the 
Philippine Islands in a very hotbed of international strife, and 
we have pledged to protect them against all outside influence, 
and yet, under the Democratic policy, we are to surrender all 
authority and retain all responsibility of protecting the Filipinos 
against encroachments or invasions, against all troubles, whether 
from without or from causes originating in the islands due to 
the ignorance or vice of their people. Such a policy would not 
3 our responsibilities or troubles, it would vastly increase 

em. x 

Mr. COCHRAN. If that statement is true, has not our Gov- 
ernment expended five hundred millions, and all for only one 
thing—to project us unnecessarily into international strife? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. Chairman, I did not rise for the pur- 
pose of entering into this discussion, but simply to give some sug- 
gestions as to the way the work has been done and the impres- 
sions that have been made upon me during the three and a half 
months that this Congress has been in session. I do not believe 
money has been expended for the purpose mentioned iei the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas. The exigencies of a war for humanity 
led us into the Philippines, and there has never been a minute 
since when we could shirk our duty and abandon the islands. The 

roblem of humanity is being worked out and a Philippine repub- 

ic will be the ultimate result in spite of all opp sition from the 
3 in the American Congress, made for campaign purposes 
only. ) 


tleman now, 
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I have learned, at least from my standpoint, that the tion 
of our Democratic friends as to what Democracy stands for now 
is not what we have known it to be in the past. 

ies the hammer 2 

r. FOSS. I Will yield the gentleman more time if he desires. 
How much more does he wish? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. If the gentleman will let me have ten 
minutes I will try not to use it all. 

Mr. FOSS. Very well. 

The CHATR . The gentleman from Michigan is recog- 
nized for ten minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I wish to say that I do not stand here as a 
fault-finder; I do not wish to be understood as such, for I have 
received great benefit and much pleasure in my association with 
the gentlemen of this House on both sidesand have learned there 
are honest and sincere men here, and that is the general rule; but 
Iam simply giving expression to some of the ideas that have come 
to me in my short experience in this Congress. 

I used to think I knew what Democracy stood for. I find here 
that it stands for various things. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts who interrupted the gentleman from Pennsylvania said 
that he stood on no platform except his own. It seems to me 
there are many who stand on their individual platforms, and that 
is right on certain questions. But the people of this country have 
a right to know where any party which seeks to control the affairs 
of this Government may stand. A distinguished Member of this 
House writes in one of the magazines an article which, coming 
from the source it does, seems to me to indicate that it has some- 
what of an official character. Now, I may not understand his 
language; but I read on page 183 of Everybody’s Magazine for 
February, 1904, in the first column, these words: 


The American farmer would find a guaranty of the retention of the pres- 
ent markets and the opening up of new markets, the prico of his products in 
the foreign markeis being lower than now, owing to the removal of interna- 
Bones eee oe ore ge tease ek ae sree Merce 

er quan’ 0 ormerly at the same pro eretofore o 
tained by him. 


I have discussed that language with others and have come to 
this conclusion: The writer admits that the price of the products 
which the farmer would sell must be reduced, but he must sell 
larger quantities in order to maintain his profit. 

ow, gentlemen, if I remember rightly, in the campaign of 1896 

ially, the cry was that the products of the farm were too 

low, and our Democratic friends charged it up to the financial 

licy of the country. Here is a proposition which is announced, 

t seems to me, by the leader of the other side that commits his 

party to the policy which would reduce the price of the products 

which the farmer produces or raises, and many farmers believe 
that they are working their farms about to the limit now. 

If that is Democracy, if that is the policy that his party believes 
in, it is right that the country should know it and should under- 
stand exactly what it means, 

Mr. Chairman, I started to say that I believe the Republican 

has fulfilled its pledges, so far, at least, that it is conduct- 

Ig fent, in a way thoroughly indicative of the fact that it in- 

tends to carry out those pledges. It has kept faith with Cuba. 

It has put itself in a position to dig the isthmian canal. There is 

not any question about that; nobody will dispute it; and every- 

body will admit that it is right when the years have gone by and 

the opportunity to make a 7 7 issue out of the question has 

and gone forever. is is a measure which all the nee 

ve wanted, and it is a measure that the President of the United 
States has made possible. 

Mr. THAYER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HEPBURN). Does the gentleman from 
Michigan yield? A 

Mr. TO SEND. Well, just for a question. 

Mr. THAYER. Onlya gna I understood the gentleman 
to say in effect that the ocratic party was attempting to 
make an issue on the building of the Panama Canal, Upon what 
fact does the gentleman base that statement? It is not true that 
the Democratic party represented in Congress is wholly commit- 
ted to the building of that canal. 

Mr. TOWN 


have been made on this fonr, Joar speeches worried your leader, 


. THAYER. The gentleman claims that our“ leader was 
attempting to enforce upon the attention of this House that we 
were not o to the building of the 

Mr. TO D. Yes, sir. 


Mr. THAYER. Then why do you try to make an issue on the 
building of that canal? Our only criticism has been that upon 
the Executive for acknowledging the Panama Republic before it 
was born. We have not been, so far as I know, opposed to the 
buiding o£ the canal. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. But it seems to me, if you were all so 
heartily in favor of the canal—if you are sincerely in favor of 
it—— 

Mr. THAYER. I am 

Mr. TOWNS . Then, it seems to me, and there can be no 
other construction put upon this matter, you would have voted 
for it without discussion. But you have spent your time and the 
Democratic Senators have been spending their time in trying to 
impress upon the people that the Republican party ought not to 
take the credit for haying provided for the construction of that 


Mr. THAYER. Can you not conceive the position of a man 
who thoroughly believes in the construction of the Panama Canal 
and believes that it is the duty of the Executive to acknowledge 
the independence of republics under proper circumstances, and 
yet not feel bound to refrain from criticising the Administration 
when he thought that it had done wrong in recognizing the Re- 
poi of Panamg so soon as it did? Can you not conceive of a 

ember of the House occupying that position? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Ican; and in answer to the gentleman I 
will ask him this question: Is it not a fact that your party in 1900 
condemned the Republican party for going too slow in the con- 
struction of the canal? 

Mr. THAYER. I presume so; it was true, too. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. And is it not a fact that you are condemn- 


ing the Administration now for going too fast? [Applause on 


the Republican side. 
Mr. THAYER ot for going too fast in building the canal, 
inan adglag of the EOLUS ail the talline cf toe ORDR 
ow. of the ublic and the of the 4 
Mr. AAT What has been the object of all these 
hes if it was not to impress upon the country the idea that 


e Republican had not acted fairly and honestly in the 
construction of the canal? [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. THAYER, It is simply to call the attention of the Ameri- 


can people to the strenuousness of the President in 5 
ing a republic before it was born, relying, as I think he did, 
upon the fact that the American people were in favor of buildin 
this canal, and that any means he might take which would loo 
to that end would be excused, whether in accordance with law 
or against law. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I will ask the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts if it is not a fact that every one of the statements he has 
made and every one of the statements that anybody else has made 
on this floor in regard to the lack of good faith on the part of the 
President has been disputed by the facts that occurred during 
11 Co at Panama? [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. THAYER. I do not understand that to be so. It has not 
been disputed that the President acknowledged that Republic 
within four days after the beginning of the insurrection. It has 
not been disputed that we had a treaty with Colombia, whereby 
we pledged ourselves that in case there was trouble between them, 
if we did anything at all, we were to keep the sovereignty of Co- 
lombia in her hands—— 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Wait a minute; do not make too many 


Ba ag in one statement. 

. THAYER. It has not been disputed that we sent our war 
ships and our marines there to prevent Colombia from landing her 
troops to put down the insurrection. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I deny that we had any treaty with Colom- 
bia that ever asked or required of this Government to keep down 
insurrection among any of the states of Colombia. 

Mr. THAYER. Did we not pledge ourselves to help Colombia 
sustain her 7 

Mr. TOWNS . As against foreign invasion, yes; but not 
as against rebellion at home. Pan Longo on the Republican side.] 

Mr. THAYER. Did we not pledge ourselves to resist any power 
that stood in the way of maintaining unimpeded the transit across 
the Isthmus? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. And that is the reason the United States 
Government was there, to prevent the impeding of transit across 
the Isthmus, and that is why the United States Government is 
there now. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. THAYER. Why did we not permit Colombia to land her 
own troops to put down the insurrection? 

Mr. TOWN: D. Because by allowing her to land troopsthe 
free transit across the Isthmus would have been impeded. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. THAYER. That is, her own people could not come there 


1904. 


to put down an insurrection without impeding the transit. That 
is the gentleman’s position? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Well, that matter has been discussed, and 
I leave it to the record. I leave it to the judgment of an intelli- 
gent people to say whether or not the President acted within con- 
stitutional limits, and whether he took constitutional means, and 
whether he acted in accordance with the wish of the American 

ople and with the demands of humanity. [Applause on the 

publican side.] 
1 F The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I will yield to the gentleman from Michigan all 
the time that he desires. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Owing to the many interruptions my re- 
marks have consumed more time and taken a different trend from 
what I had intended, but by the courtesy of the gentleman from 
Illinois and of the House I will briefly conclude, and before I leave 
this phase of the Panama question, which the tleman from 
Massachusetts has injected into the discussion, I wish to say to 
him and to his party that neither he nor they can divert the 
country’s attention from the fact that the premature criticisms on 
the action of the Administration in this matter were not because 
the President had recognized a republic before it was born,” 
because that is not a fact. It had been born in full season, and 
was properly christened. It was older, in fact, than was the great 
French Republic when the United States recognized it. 

No; that was not the reason for all these many weeks of abusive 
and misleading oratory in both branches of the Congress. The 
real object was to try to impeach the action of the President 
by calling attention to other matters, hoping to find something 
that would detract from the great, the supreme, service he has 
rendered the United States, and he be thereby discredited. But 
these efforts have miserably failed, and President Roosevelt will 
go down in history as the man who accomplished in a few days 
what the nation had been asking and striving after for a cen- 


tury. 

But the gentleman insists that he is for the canal, yet condemns 
the way it was brought about. He is willing—yea, anxious—to 
eee in the result of the wrong, but condemns the one who 

id the wrong. He forgets that the partaker isas bad as the thief; 
and, by the way, that reminds me of another peculiarity of the 
minority of this House. I have heard righteous indignation ex- 
pressed in fervid speeches over and over again at the extravagance 
of certain po pee ey but I have yet to learn of one of these 
gentlemen who refuses to accept Sy Rete pie for his district or 
who is not insisting that the expenditure of the money in his dis- 
trict is a necessity. 

Then there was the mileage question. It seemed to me that a 
lot of gentlemen were disappointed over the result of the action 
of the House in that matter. I may be wrong, but I thought I 
could detect a disposition on the part of some of the minority to 
play a little politics. There seemed an opportunity for the Re- 
heed to carry the measure against Democratic opposition. 

en the people would crown the opposition with the laurel of 
their approval-and at the same time their pockets would contain 
the same people’s money. 

I recall also the attitude of the minority the other day when 
the vote was taken on the appropriation for fortifications in our 
insular possessions. I really thought I could detect some fear 
and trembling lest the amendment to strike out had carried, and 
I was sure of that fact when, after the amendment had been de- 
feated by a tie vote, the yeas and nays were not called for. Can 
you recall another instance where a really desirable measure was 
allowed to be defeated by so close a vote withouta roll call? Now, 
gentlemen, that feeling did you credit, for it showed that while 
yu like to play politics for all it is worth, you are still patriots at 

eart. 


Much has been said about the tariff, and while forced to admit 
over and over again on this floor that the country was never in so 
prosperous a condition, yet the minority has been continuously 
condemning the 5 poner of letting well enough alone, 
but I have failed to learn of any policy which that minority would 
substitute except that the di i gentleman from Missi 
sippi [Mr. WILL1AMs] would tear down the protective policy by 

iecemeal. Isubmit that that statement is not sufficiently specific. 
Would he begin by putting southern products on the free list, or 
would he begin with the North, East, and West, where his party 
has but six Senators in the upper branch of this Congress? I de- 
sire to remind him and you gentlemen of the minority that with 
their experience, so recent and so painful, the people will demand 
a complete and specific bill of particulars before they again in- 
trust the Democratic party with a revision of the tariff. That 
y has had much experience in tearing down and can do a good 
job of destruction, but it is sadly deficient in the science and art 
of construction. 
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I am no worshiper of any tariff schedule. Changing conditions 
require a change in schedules, but the changes should not be made 
froqaontiy, and it would be almost criminal conduct on the part 
of Congress to make a general revision of the tariff at the time of 
or immediately preceding a general election; each of these things 
disturb business, and both together would tly disturb it, and 
anxious as I am to reduce certain duties and raise others, yet, rec- 
ognizing the fact that the whole country is doing well, I, too, am 
in favor of letting well enough alone until after election and when 
business has assumed its normal conditions. 

I have been greatly interested in the discussions of the trustsin 
which the opposition have indulged. They have condemned the 
majority for not doing more to abolish trusts and yet have utterly 
failed to explain why when they had full control of all branches 
of the Government they failed to write a single line in our statute 
books which even attempted to regulate trusts or make their or- 
ganization and operation illegal, or to acknowledge that every 
particle of legislation against trusts was enacted by a Republican 
as and signed by a Republican President. 

I have heard over and over again the President condemned for 
not prosecuting more corporations and combinations under the 
Sherman antitrust law, and that even in face of the fact that the 
Northern Securities case was prosecuted with all vigor and is now 
pete in the Supreme Court, which will determine whether the 

wis constitutional or not. If it is held constitutional no honest 
Democrat doubts that it will be enforced against all combinations 
violating its provisions. Then there is a curious thing in this 
matter. The minority in this House condemns the President for 
neglect to enforce the antitrust law, while Wall street and mon- 
eyed tors have tried and are now trying to defeat the Pres- 
ident’s nomination on the ground that their rights as stockholders 
in trusts have been successfully assailed in the Securities case, 
and they believe that President Roosevelt will enforce the law. 
Evidently the trusts who have felt the enforcement of the law do 
not believe gentlemen here who say the law has not been enforced. 
I will not weary the House with further observations further 
than to repeat briefly that the party which was intrusted with 
pre in 1900 has been busy f ing the pledges of its platform. 

t has accomplished much; it will accomplish more. 

It promised to deal patriotically and liberally with the old sol- 
diers, and with the aid of the equally patriotic Democrats will 
pass, I believe, a service-pension bill to aid, as far as may be, the 
remnant of that glorious army which preserved the Union and 
are now rapidly going down into the valley of the shadows. 

It is in honor bound to increase the pay of the rural carriers, 
an intelligent band of citizens, than which none connected with 
the Government service bring more real benefit and satisfaction 
to the people, and yet no other class of Government employees 
receive so inadequate a See This is not simply a ques- 
tion of policy on the part of the Congress, for the people pay the 
bill, and I believe the people are demanding that these worthy 
men be paid a much better salary. 

By their fruits ye shall know them.” Judged by what it has 
done and by what in all reason it will yet do, the Fifty-eighth 
Congress has kept the faith, and the weak, captions, inconsistent 
opposition of the minority has but taught the people that all its 
frantic efforts and wordy denunciations have been in the interest 
of politics and for the sole of rehabilitating a factional, 
inharmonious Democracy with some sort-of a campaign issue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
015 pai to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there ob- 
jection 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, there isno gentleman on this side 
of the House who desires to occupy any time in general debate, 
orl ask the gentleman on the other side of the House to go 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, how much time has 
this side remaini 
. Eighty-five minutes. 


The CHAIR 

Mr. MEYER of Lonisiana. I yield one hour of that to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. WILLIau W. Krronix]. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. HIN. Mr. Chairman, I have prom- 
ised to yield this entire hour to a gentleman who is not now in 
the Hall. As it is getting late on Saturday afternoon, I hope that 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs will move that 
the committee rise. There will be little time consumed in gen- 
eral debate on Monday, and we could then go into the considera- 
tion of the bill under the five-minute rule. The gentleman to 
whom I have promised to yield this time is very anxious to make 
a speech during this general debate. 

Mr. FOSS. Idid not understand the gentleman’s statement. 
Did he make a request? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes; I roquested that, owing 
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to the facts I have stated, the chairman of the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs would move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I would like, if possible, to finish general de- 
bate to-day. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Well, I will say again for the 
benefit of the gentleman from Illinois that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Sxoox], to whom I had promised this entire time that 
has been yielded to me, is not here now, but will be here Monday. 
There has been an agreement to permit ten hours of general de- 
bate. If this entire ten hours were consumed, we could not begin 
the reading of the bill until Monday about 1 o’clock or some time 
thereafter, and my request is, as there seems to be only two gen- 
tlemen who desire to speak in general debate, the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Snook], 
that you now move the committee rise, and that we will have an 
hour and a half general debate on Monday, as I understand the 
situation, and then proceed with the bill. My request was that 
you move that the committee rise now. 

Mr. FOSS. I would ask the gentleman if this would meet his 
approval: That we agree to one hour of general debate on Mon- 
day, but that we start in now with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. That would either cut Mr. 
Snook or Mr. Rixey out. Put it at an hour and a half. That 
eee both of these gentlemen and certainly meet with my 

TOV: 
21 r. FOSS. I understood all they wanted was one hour, both 


of them. 

Mr. W. . The gentleman from Ohio 
8 5 Sxoox] wants an hour, and I understand the gentleman 

Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] wants thirty minutes. That would 

be an hour and a half, and if the gentleman would make his re- 
quest hp those gentlemen, so that we can have an hour 
and a then he can go ahead reading the bill this afternoon. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I will make that Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent that we proceed now with the i 
of the bill, that on Monday an hour and a half be set aside for 
general debate, and close general debate. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate was fixed by 
the House. This committee has no power to alter the order that 
was made by the House, and if there is no further debate now the 
Chair will direct that the bill be read by paragraphs. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
i . The time for general debate was ten hours? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ten hours. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. If this entire afternoon is con- 
sumed there will be at least one hour of general debate on Monday, 
eo that under this agreement we can not lose more than half an 


hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would depend entirely when the com- 
mittee rose. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Tou would gain an hour and a 
half this afternoon. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, I will say to my colleague on the commitee, 
the gentleman from North Carolina, that as soon as we rise this 
afternoon I will e ee = 5 that an hour and a half 
be given for gene ebate on y next. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. Isuggest that you move that 
the committee rise temporarily now, so that there may be nomis- 
take about it, as somebody that neither you nor I can control may 
make objection. I want to take no chances. If the House is 
Se OEE O ORE ane eer E VR ee nt ee 

Mr. FOSS. Well, Mr. i , I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman 

the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12220, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that two 
hours be set apart on Monday for general debate, one hour and a 


half to be controlled by the minority and one-half hour by my- | © 


self—I think that covers it—and this to close general debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the order of the House already made Beene ga 
eral debate be rescinded, and that debate be closed in two hours 
on Monday, one hour and a half for the minority and a half hour 
for the majority, to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. K and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER]. 

Mr. CHCOCK. Does that mean that we will proceed with 
the reading of the bill this afternoon? 

igs SPEAKER. It depends upon whether the House will agree 
to it or not. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. It does not have anything to do 
with that. 
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arrangement to be made. I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not want to be misunderstood. I 
want to offer a number of amendments, and there are a number 
of Members who are not present and who left the House with the 
understanding that the reading of the bill will not be taken up 
to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska objects. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House adjourn. [A 
pause.] I withdraw that motion and move that the House re- 
solve i into Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House adjourn. 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Pending that, Mr. ker, I 
want to appeal to the gentleman from Nebraska not to interposs 
an objection to the arrangement that was made upon the floor by 
the committee. 

Mr, PAYNE. Ido not see any use of wasting any time about 
that, as the gentleman has objected. j 

The SPEAKER. If the Chair may suggest 
nee WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 1 have made the motion to 

journ. 

The SPEAKER. May the Chair make a suggestion for the con- 
sideration of the gentleman from North Carolina and the gentle- 
man from Illinois. The gentlemen see the situation. The Chair 
has a number of requests from gentlemen on both sides of the 
3 to submit requests for unanimous consent touching certain 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker. lam willing that 
the motion to adjourn be pending during the submission of these 
requests. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman for the present withdraws his 
motion? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FOSS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion to go 
into the Committee of the ole. 


RELIEF OF SETTLERS, SHERMAN COUNTY, OREG, 


The SPEAKER. In the absence of any other motion. the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. WILLIAMSON], who 
asks unanimous consent to discharge the Committee on Public 
Lands from the further consideration of the following Senate bill, 
and that the same may be considered in the House at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 277) for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman County, in the 
State of Oregon. 


Tha 
enacted, etc., 


session Fifty-seven: 
n 


Congress, 
stated an accurate Seite. Sora of the lands claimed by each of 
— — and such ms who settled u and improved said 
after } restora f thi 


do not a 
said lan 


ds, respecti f th „5 

vely, as of the 

respectively, from said 4 er Dalles Mi ry 
agon Road Com or 

interest to The Dalles Mili 

. — 


improvements thereon shall be determined by the Secretary of 
terior as of the date of the passage of this act. 
F Secretary of the Interior to ascer- 
so, their 


tain whether any of such settlers, a! X names, vely, have 
since the date of the decision of the Supreme Court of the United res | 

hereinbefore roferred to, from said Dalles Mili Wagon 
Company or the Eastern Land Company their right to the lands so 
settled u the dates of ively, a description of the 

so p — and N Ot COSY HE ABA onan > 

ave each thereof companies or either oi 
d 2. t it shall be further the duty of che Zecke, to 
ho made entries of the 


aerate: proce try aO lands under 
| pigen eee act of September 29, 1890 (26 Stat., p. 496), and 
amendments thereto, and a description of the so entered, respec- 
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the court-house of that district on the first Monday in ager OT aly; 
and October in each year, and when so assembled said board ithfully 
and impartially examine all such persons as shall appear before them for that 
purpose touching their qualifications to practice medicine and surgery, or 
either, and all such persons as shall satisfy such board of examiners, ora 
jority of them, that he or she is of good moral character and duly quali- 
Bed in knowledge and capacity to practice medicine and surgery, or either, 
shall receive from such board a certificate of qualification as physician and 
surgeon, or either, as the case may be, which certificate entitle such 
rson to registration under the provisions of sections 2 and & Provided fur- 
ear That no person desiring to practice medicine under this act shall be ex- 
cluded therefrom on account of any particular system or school of medicine 
that he or she may desire to practice. 

SEC. 9 That the board may refuse certificates to persons of ro- 
fessional or dishonorable conduct, and it may revoke certificates for like 
causes: Provided 22 That they have given the person an opportunity to 

ense. 


be heard in his or her 
to be examined at any other time than 


tively, and to ascertain the valueof the improvements made thereon by such 
en en, vely, between the date of the restoration of said lands to 
entry and the date of ouster, or, in the event there has been no ouster, then 


as of the date of rh ese of act. 
Sec. 8. That it be the duty of the 5 the Interior further to 
ascertain for What prio and on what terms the tern Oregon Land Com- 
successor terest of The Dalles Military W. Road Compeny; 
i em, respectively, to- 


y, in 
Lr erg ag to the settlers the lands claimed by 
gether with the improvements thereon. 

Sec. 4. That it is hereby made the duty of the Secre of the Interior to 
make a full and specific report 1o Oe on or before the first day of the 
es ha igs in pursuance of the j ction and duties imposed on him by 

ac 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. S. er, reserving the right to 
object, I would like to have a brief explanation of this bill and 
how much land it involves. 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. The bill authorizes the Secretary of the 
Interior to investigate certain land claims which have been pend- 
ing out in this country for a number of years and to report to the 
next Congress concerning the status of those claims. This bill 
has been introduced first in the Senate and then referred to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and the Secretary of the 


person registered under 
and o 


Interior, and both have reported favorably on the pone of 
commit- 


the measure and it has been reported favorably by bo 


teesof this Congress. Ibelieve you also asked about the quantity 


of land? 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 


Mr. WILLIAMSON. It is a strip of land, if my memory serves 
me aright, about 4 miles wide—that is, every alternate section— 


and about 13, 14, or possibly 15 miles long. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. This bill simply authorizes a report 


to the next Congress? 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Yes. 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Then I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; was 


accordingly read the third time, and 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar House bill will 


be laid on the table. 


REGULATING THE PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY IN THE 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. S 


Clerk’s desk. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the following bill, which the 


Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. B 11909) regulating Sio Ott medicine and surgery in the 


Be it enacted, etc.. That hereafter no 
ry, or either, as a profession in the Indian Territory without first be 
as a physician and surgeon, or either, in the office of the clerk 
the United States court in the district in which he or she offers to practice. 
SEC. 2. That each district clerk in the Indian Territory shall in his 
office a well-bound book, in which he shall r the names of all such 
sons as shall be lawfully , as here rovided, and who shall ap- 
ply for registration as ph ian and surgeon, or either, with the date of 
registration. 


SEC. 3. That hereafter any person who may wisn to practice the science of 
medicine or surgery, or both, in the Indian Territory shall be allowed to 
register as such who shall file with the clerk of the United States court of 
any district in the Indian Territory a certificate of qualification signed by a 
majority of the board of medical examiners of the district in the Indian Ter- 
3 which he or she offers to register: Provided, That any person living 
ina rict in which no board is organized may apply to the board of some 
other district in the Indian Territory. 

Sec. 4. That immediately after the passage of this act the United States 
8 of each district in the Indian Territory shall appoint for his district a 

rd of medical examiners, consisting of three persons, whoshall be citizens 

of the district and learned in the science of medicine and surgery, of 
haracter, graduates of some reputable medical college r ized by 
ereafter 


moral c 
either of the American medical college associations, and who shall 

duly registered under this act, who shall hold their office for a period of 
four years, or until their successors are duly appointed and qualified; and 
should a vacancy occur in any of said boards at any timo, the same shall be 
fillud by appointment made by the United States judge of the district in which 
the vacancy occurs. 

Sro. 5. That the members of said board shall, before entering upon the 
discharge of their duties, take the official oath required to be taken by officers 
of the Indian Tonon 

Sxc. 6. Thatat the meeting of the members of such boards, after they 
shall haye been appointed, Beak eign to the transaction of business as- 
signed them under this act, they shall organize by electing one of their mem- 
bers as president and another as secretary, and adopt a seal. 

SEO. 7. That physicians and surgeons who shall be engaged in practice at 
the time of the pasen of this act shall each, within six months thereafter, 

resent to said board their diplomas, ther with affidavit in each case that 

e affantis the lawful possessor of the same and he is the person named 
therein. Such as have no diplomas shall within the same time submit sworn 
applications, setting forth the extent of their medical education and their 
38 ae as practitioners, and shall be subjected toa careful examination 

y the f 
Sev. 8. That the regular meetings of each board shall be held quarterly at 


peaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 


rson shall practice medicine and 


rers ee of $1 to said board, and upon approval by said 


for; and 

which certificate shall be registe: 

which said board holds jurisdiction: Provided, however, That no person hold- 
ing a diploma issued after July 1, 1904, shall be permitted to practico medi- 
cine or ee oe pay in the Indian Territory except that tie diploma be 
issued by am ool or coll: requiring a prelimi examination 
for ion to its course of study in all the common branches and the 
higher mathematics, which requirements shall be ronan poland in all 
the advertisements and in each 

which medical school or coll 


d logy. Sragi nd 3 ft 
ence, gyneco. „ les an o 
surgery, and 3 requiring clinical 8 in the last 
two named of not less than four hours per week in each during the last two 
org E. That ho shall prescribe or administer medicine f. 
Ec. 15. any person w or r medicine for 
or who shall in any manner treat disease, wounds, fractures, or other bodily 
injury tar pay, be deemed physicians and surgeons under this act. 

SEC. 16. t any person who hereafter en in the practice of 
medicine and ary, or either, in the Indian Territory, in violation of the 
requirements of baton all be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon 
conviction in any court having jurisdiction thereof under the laws of the 
United States 5 practice of medicine and surgery in the Indian 
Territory be fined in any sum not less than D and not more than $100; 
and each day said physician or surgeon shall 3 medicine or surgery 
without being red as hereinbefore shall be deemed a separate 
offense: er, That nothing in actshall be construed to pro- 
hibit gratuitous service in cases of emergency or the domestic administration 
of family remedies. And this act shall not apply to surgeons in the service 
of the United States in the discharge of their o duties, or to physicians 
or surgeons from other Territories or States when in actual consultation 
weed NETE Thad ADAD, AAND ant hertel ceri thal eto 
vi er, pa and her ent no 
affected by this act. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would like to ask the gentleman a question or two. This 
seems to me to be a very important piece of legislation. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is no law governing the prac- 
tice of medicine in that Territory at all. There are about 400,000 
people there, two-thirds of them white. 

_Mr. CRUMPACKER. This bill cuts off the practice of medi- 
cine by Christian and mental scientists, does it not? 
oa STEPHENS of Texas. Unless they undergo an examina- 

on. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I infer from the character of the 
examination prescribed that an ordinary Christian scientist or an 
ordinary mental scientist practitioner could not successfully pass 
the examination. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I do not know about that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does it affect the relations of the Indians 
in their tribal character? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, It does not, because there is a pro- 
vision in the latter part of the bill which permits herbal doctors. 
The Indian doctors are herbal doctors. Osteopath, herbal, and 
massage doctors can continue without examination. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, if an Indian doctor should admin- 
ister any treatment aside from herbs he would be subject te pen- 
alties in the manner proposed by the bill? 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes, sir; he would have to be ex- j The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the provision mentioned 


amined under the bill. 
. He would have to be examined under 

e 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes, sir; he would be required to 
take an examination. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The bill is reported by the committee 
unanimously, I believe? - 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Unanimously, and it has also had 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. There is no amendment to the bill, be- 
cause the new bill embodies all the amendments suggested by 
3 the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the 

rior. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It seems to have been pretty carefully 
examined, but it occurred to me it was a very important piece of 
legislation to be taken up by unanimous consent under these cir- 
cumstances, but I will not object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. ` 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DAM ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, BENTON COUNTY, MINN. 


Mr. BUCKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of the bill (S. 2818) permitting the build- 
ing of a dam across the Mississippi River at or near the village of 
Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to the 
Sauk Rapids Water Power Company, a corporation o; under the laws 
of the State of Minnesota, its successors and assigns, to build a dam across 
the Mississippi River at or near the Sauk Rapids, so called, in said river, and 
at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton County, Minn., for the develop- 
ment of water power, and such works and structures in connection there- 
with as$may be necessary or convenient in the dey ment of aie Dore 


Provided, t 
tion of said dam and appurtenant works shall be sub- 
mitted to and approved by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War 
before the commencement of the construction of the same: provided 
Further, That the said Sauk Rapids Water Power Company, its successors or 
shall not deviate from such plans after such approval, either before 

or the completion of said structures, unless the modification of said 
lans shall have previously been submitted to and received the a: val of 
eers and of the Secretary of War: And pro 1 
That there shall be lopie rron im ee EA sail ea 

arranged as to permit logs, umi pass aro’ 
through, or over said dam withou 


nd provided fu i 
that the Government of the United States may at any time con- 
struct in connection therewith a suitable lock for navi Bes purposes, and 
may at any time, without compensation, control the dam so far as shall 
be nny pcm A for purposes of na tion, but shall not destroy the water 
wer develo, by said dam and structures to any ter extent than may 
necessary to provide a facilities for navigation, and that the Secre- 

e require and enforce, at the expense of the 

odifications and c in the construction of such dam as 


of navigation: And 3 aes 


y li 
from the obstruction of said river by said dam or fase works, cases 
. by or that purpose in the 
State of Minnesota, an 7 That 
nothing in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or modify any of the 
8 of law now existing in reference to the protection of the naviga- 

m of rivers, or to exempt said structures from the tion of same. 

Sec. 8. That this act U be null and void unless the dam herein author- 
ized be commenced within three years and be completed within six years 
from the time of the of act. 

8 That the right to amend or repeal this act is hereby expressly re- 
sery 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
think there ought to be a slight amendment in the bill, and I call 
the attention of the gentleman from Minnesota to it. I move to 
insert in line 8, page 2, after the word dam,“ the words and 


fishway.”’ 
Mr. EIND. ‘Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman if 
that is not already provided for in the bill? 


Mr. LACEY. No; it says “‘slniceway.”’ 

Mr. LIND. This is a Senate bill, and an amendment at this 
time would be embarrassing. I think earlier in the bill there is a 
provision for a N 

Mr. BUCKMAN. e head of water is not so high there but 
what a sluiceway would answer the purpose. A 

Mr. LACEY. These matters have come up several times, and 
care has always been taken to insert a fishway in all these bills. 

The SP . The gentleman from Iowa seems to havea 
different print from that at the desk. There is no dam at the 


place that he indicates. 
r, I would suggest that the Clerk read 


Mr. LIND. Mr. S 
the provision to which I have called attention. 


by the gentleman from Minnesota. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Provided , That suitable fishways, to be approved by the United 
States Fish Commission, shall be constructed and maintained a said dam, 


Mr. LACEY. I withdraw my amendment. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BucKMAN, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


TO REGULATE THE PRACTICE OF PHARMACY IN THE INDIAN TER- 
RITORY. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 23) in relation 
to pharmacy in the Indian Territory. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill the title of which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 23) in relation to pharmacy in the Indian Territory. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Tho 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall hereafter be unlawful for any person other 
than a registered pharmacist or assistant pharmacist, as hereinafter dofined, 
to retail, 3 or dispense drugs, medicines, and pharmacal prepara- 
tions in the Indian 5 at present compounded and e. unless 
such person shall be a tered pharmacist as this act des, or shall 
place in charge of said pharmacy, or shop a registe: pharmacist, ex- 

55 0. . The registered ” shall rise all 
EC. s com; a rsons regu- 
larly engaged as such in the Indian Territory at the time of the passage of 
ex- 


this act, = all . — oren years of age, ving 8 Lig on 
perience in compounding an msing physicians’ ions, who 
pe a satisfactory examination ‘ore the Territo board 01 har macy 


erein provided for. Graduates in pharmacy who have obtained diplomas 
from a colleges and schools of pharmacy by 


shall be approved 
— of pharmacy may, on paymen 


as 
of a fee of $5, be made registered phar- 


jharmacists, of this shall 
pt abo all persons who have been authorized to assist in the alspénsing 


after the Indian Territory Pharmaceuti: 
chief justice of the court of a for the Indian Territory the names of 
ten or more pharmacists ha at least ten years’ ence as dis- 
8 and who are all residents of the Indian Territory, and 

rom number the said sald five 

harmacists so selected shall const: 
for the Indian Territory, and shall hold their office for one, two, 
and five years, respectively, or until their successors ha 
fied, and each year thereafter one member of the board shall 


shall submit to the 


d. 
Seo. 5. That the said board shall, within thirty days from ET ne 
esig- 


registra 

business four months and at such times 
places as may be fixed upon by the board: Provided, That ten days’ public no- 
tice of the time and place of each meeting at which there is an examination of 
candidates for registration shall be given. It shall be the duty of the board 
to see that all applications for examination and registration are submitted 
in proper form; to grant certificates to such persons as may be entitled to the 
same under this act; to cause the prosecution of all persons violating any of 
the provisions of this act; to report annually to the Indian Territory Phar- 
maceutical Association upon the condition of pharmacy in the Indian Terri- 
tory, which report shall also furnish the record of the proceedings of the 
board, as well as the names of all persons tered under this act; to keepa 
book for registration, in which the names and places of 
business of all persons registered under this act, on what grounds and under 
what r section of this act each was registered, and any other facts 
8 to the granting of certificates. 

‘Tue said board shall have power to make by-laws for the full and 
execution of its duties under act; to prescribe the forms and methods of 
applications, tion, and 5 to revoke the cortifleates of reg - 
istration of any person against whom charges of incompetency may be made 
and sustained, or for other reasons satisfactory to said board: to demand and 
receive from applicants the fees herein provi ed, which shall be held by the 
board and applied to the payment of salaries and other necessary expenses 
incident to the full discharge of its duties. 

Src. 6. That the salaries of said board shall be $5 to each member for 
mses incurred in the dis- 


ti 
He shall 
direct, AN 


may 


such take the 
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treasurer's of the salaries or ex- 
penses of tho board shall bo a by the United tates Government. In its 
annual rts to the ical Association the board 
shall render an account of 5 and disb pursuant to this 
and the secretary and shall give such bond as the 
from time to time 9 . — 
SEO. 7. That every tion under this act, whose 


istration is not 9 

manner rescribed by the 

seor then, on presenting himself at the time and place 
sustaining a tion. 


he shall be 


d examina’ 
peg of the board: Provided fu: 
12 of this act shall receive a permit on be 

character and sobrie 
BEC. 8. That every red pharmacist and ev: 
in the meaning of this act bet a desires t na 5 mas 
of pharmacy in this Territory shall aly 
of registration, and on or before th the day of J 125 of 5 weg bey pay to 
e secretary of the board of pharmacy a 
board, but w shall not exceed $2, in return rn for ==. 
tration shall be issued: Provided, recei 


tion 12 of act shall f of $1 — — ard. ans 
0 a fee — 3 an 
meas Bis ann 1 8 


tion 5 
— it shall be necessary 
pass examination as provided in sec- 


act shall receive from the 
in size 120 sq' 


busin manage or conduct a 8 
* for himself or another, the fact shall i set forth in the certificate. 
That any 7 — ae is not a registered the mean- 
— ot . ent bats te hte 
who not have 
“et ki red pharmacist in the m. — 7 — 


take eS aera r assistant 
or e title of a 

in the tory shall be liable to a fine of 00 for each 
K . e eee 
3 title of a registered 


BEC. . That ween E other person who shall 
aie and Pot ph ons or the vend- 


or 
m p i ens ons in his store or 
assistant pharmacist ce 


or another 


e eee in which there is no 


i aee 


asa 
. E shall in all cases require each 
paren to File his written He ozamnining boa alcohol iq to, to the effect that he 
does not habitually use vinous, 2 or 
or other like rations as 

persons g the vit so filed abel be 


ty of 
Sc. H. That it shall be tals Sear y from —— after the pas- 


ress of hen Hace ti 
CEN p ons, corrosi 
of mercury,cyani EAE GEO AA 
poisonous er 
conta and its 
containing less 


rici 1225 oil of bitter pes rae 
—.— other preparations um 
to, belia unn, pec 


dı 
oil, chlorofo 
0 7 and oxalic acid, 


or in which the said 
ft paper h “poison,” and 9 
eg same to 


they ho name of 


req 
inspection by the authoritiesand to be preserved for at least five years. 
if ee shall not a i 


rues ert ae 

8 eo 

without Isbelin pikes 

is contained witht ae Dame 8 the articl 

and ene piaco of business of the seller. 
Nor 


urchaser, causing an en 
Sta ng tho dato of salo, amos 


os 5 

the of- 
xed Send more wae tent a 00, and —— 
ition to the fine heshall 


tinerant vender of any 
intended for the treatmen 


8 for the second 3 in 

stricken from the 
Sxc. 15. That an gle 

Bilance of any kin 


be paid A: Sie montor of 3 harmacy,and by him 


vaid to ie rec treasurer; w. of the board shall 


m 

e a license for one year. Any person viol m shall be deemed 

diet of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction po nn fined in any sum not 
i 5 one hundred nor more than two hundred do 

SEC. 16. That all persons registered under the s of this act and 

actively y engaged in practice of pharmacy be exempt from serving 


as 
8 0 17 17. That should the secretary or treasurer of said board willfully mis- 
appropriate or convert to their own use any money coming into their 
by virtue of — official capacity such officer — 7 i m conviction be ad- 
udged guilty of embezzlement and punished F ogg ment not exceed- 
two years and by fine not less than double amount so misappropri- 
ated or embezzled. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 14, page 1, after the word having, ” strike out the word “two” and 


insert in lieu thereof the word “three.” 
= 5 re page 8, after the word “inhabitants,” insert the word “or,” 
the following: or is 


Pe hin gan [ia 8 

cons SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
men 

The amendments were to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


COLLECTION OF VITAL STATISTICS. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the 1 consideration of the bill (H. R. 10652) to amend 
section 8 of an act entitled “An act to provide for a permanent 
Census Office;’’ and in that connection I also ask unanimous con- 
sent that the substitute reported by the committee be read instead 
of the bill, which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following bill, 
and that the substitute reported by the committee be read in lieu 
of the bill. Is there objection? 


There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 8 of an act of Cornos entitled “An act to 
provide for a permanent Census Office,” Zap Nikey h 6, 1902, eget i oe 
same is hereby, 3 to read as fo! t there shall be 
of the statistics of the births and deaths tion areas for they year — 
and annually thereafter, the data for which shall be obtained only from and 

cted to such n of such States and municipalities asin 

the discretion of the Director possess S ry data in 
necessary de the com tion for the transcription of which shall not 
exceed 4 cents for each b or death vided, That in districts 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr, Speaker, I could not catch 
fio ‘the bill just what the object of it is. Reserving the right 
t 5 I would like to hear’ the gentleman from Indiana ex 


Ts CRUMPACKER. Ithink I can make the purpose of the 
bill plain. The object of the bill is simply to increase the com- 
ee of registrars in registration districts for furnishing cer - 
tificates of deaths and births. Section 8 of the act making the 
Census Office a ent institution requires statistics of births 
and deaths to be collected every year in registration areas. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What does the gentleman 
mean by registration areas? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I mean States, counties, and cities 
where by local legislation 9 records are to be kept of 
deaths and births and where there are officers in charge of re; 
tration records. Originally it was the expectation and the pan 
for the Director of the Census to secure transcripts of records 
the officers in charge of the records, and he was limited in the 
way of compensation to the payment of 2 cents for each report. 
The reports of death, for instance, are made upon blanks requir- 
ing a separate certificate for each death. 

The blanks information respecting the State, county, 
township, or city in which the death occurred, givin: the number 
of the street and the ward in the city, the number o the registra- 
tion, the date of the death, the age in years, months, and days of 
the deceased; whether single or married, widowed or divorced; 
birthplace and name of father, birthplace and maiden name of 
mother; sex, color, cause of death, and other information, All 
that was required to be done for 2 cents. 

Mr. BURKETT. Was that all provided for in the law estab- 
mre | Ars the Census Office? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The information is required by the 
Director of the Census. 
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Mr. BURKETT. But that detail was not in the original law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The detail is not in the law. The law 
requires the Director of the Census to collect vital statistics every 
year, and in order to make those statistics of any value at all of 
course much detail is necessary; the cause of the death, for in- 
stance, the civil condition, the sex, age, and color, and if there is 
any one class of statistics that is of particular value to the people 
of this country, it is vital statistics, 

Now, it is readily seen that 2 cents is not a sufficient fee to in- 
duce registration officers in districts where the number of deaths 
and births are below 500 to make reports. The Director has no 
power to gps them to act. He limits the inquiries to as small 
an amount of information as is necessary to get statistics that 
are of any use, and the Committee on the Census, after careful in- 
vestigation, came to the unanimous conclusion that the fee ought 
to be increased to a maximum not exceeding 4 cents, 

Mr. LIND. Mr. opere will the gentleman permit a question? 

The SPEAKER. the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. LIND. Is this money to be paid to the city or municipal 
officers or to the employees of the Census Department? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The fee is to be paid to tbe local regis- 
tration officers, those in charge of the registration records for 
making transcripts for the Director of the Census,and the difficulty 
has been that in small districts where the number of births and 
deaths were below 500 these officers would not make the reports. 
The estimate of the expense under the proposed scheme made by 
the Director is that the information can be obtained for 817,500 a 

ear. The appropriation for these statistics for the current year 


814,000. 

Only 85.000 has been used, because officers will not respond to 
the request of the Director. The question is this, whether the 
Government is sufficiently interested in the collection of vital sta- 
tistics from registration districts to authorize the schedule or 
scheme of payment recommended. If it is not, the bill can be de- 
feated, and that branch of statistics will be discontinued. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the registration cover an area 
of an entire State? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not necessarily. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I believe in my State we have a 
law covering that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The registration area depends on the 
State law. Some States have registration of vital statistics in 
large cities and some in every county. But wherever the local 
law provides for registration, so that accurate information can 
be obtained from the records in relation to births and deaths, the 
law creating the permanent Census Office makes it the duty of 
the Director of the Census to collect those statistics. That is the 
situation. p 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURKETT. Ithink that 2 cents will collect all the in- 
formation necessary in this matter. Therefore I object. 


RATIFICATION OF ACTS OF ARIZONA LEGISLATURE. 


Mr. WILSON of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6494) to ap- 
prove and ratify act No. 73 of the legislative assembly of the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whercas on the 19th day of March, 1908, the legislative assembly of the 
Territory of Arizona enacted the following law: 
“To provide for the loan of $100,000 for the pu of making improve- 


ments tothe Territorial asylum for the insane and for 8 the issu- 
a 


ance of bonds for said amount, and for other Ved e n 

“Whereas the number of insane persons confined in the Territorial asy- 
lum for the insane is now almost 300; and 

“Whereas the accommodations for such insane persons at the Territorial 
asylum for the insane are not adequate for the proper care and accommoda- 
tion of more than 150 insane patients; and N 8 ; 

“ Whereas as a result of thisovercrowded condition in the 5 
lum for the Insane many pope are crowded into small rooms only suitab 
for the accommodation of one or two patients at the most; and, as a further 
result, it is im ible under existing conditions to make adequate sanitary 

visions for the health and welfare of the inmates of said institution for the 
ne, rendering it impossible for those in charge of said institution to prop- 
Sots cuss aea ch tometer an TEINA RAON bet mack vansagermens 
an 0 an ections, but such managemen 
iged to confine the patients so afflicted in the same wards and rooms 
miscel'aneously; and 

“ Whereas some of the rooms and wards of the Territorial Asylum for the 
Insane provided for such unfortunates are so located as not to be accessible 
to the sunlight at any season of the year, and the health of the patients kept 
in such cells is thereby greatly endangered and the possibility of restoration 
to reason and an ul cure prevented; and 

“Whereas on account of the foregoing conditions it is im le for the 
warden of the Territorial Asylum for the Insane to render adequate and oft- 
times nezessary medical aid and attention to the inmates: Now, therefore, 
ge it enacted by the eo assembly of the Territory of Arizona. SEC- 


TION 1. That for the such 1 D and making such 
othor improvements on the ds now owned by the any oe Arizona 
Insane in Maricopa 


ani usod as grounds for the Territorial Asylum for the 


County, Ariz., as will in their judgment best serve 


the of relievin; 
the unsatisfactory conditions prevailing at the said Territorial - 


Asylum for 


the Insane, the board of control of the Territory of Arizona is hereby author- 
ized and empowered to procure a loan on the faith and credit of the itory 
of Arizona as follows: 


twenty-five 
States, said 


$20,000, during the current zeer 
in any one year, ending 
ceed in th: 


ea the sum 


wit: 

“No, —. 

Bonds of the Territorial Asylum for the Insane, Territory of Arizona. 
“For value received, fifty years after date, the Territory of Arizona 
promises to pay to the order of the governor of the Territory of Arizona 


dollars, with interest at the rate of per cent per annum from 
date until pald. payable semiannually on the Ist day of 5 and the Ist 
go. 


day of July of each year; princi and interest able in coin of the 
United States, at the office of tin Territorial — 


“PHOENIX, ARIZ., — 
„This bond is redeemable twenty-five years after the date of issue. 
“Dated at Phoenix, Ariz., this —— day of 


z “ 


“ Territorial Auditor. 

“Src. 4. All such bonds shall be signed by the auditor of the jh ef in 
his own proper name, affixing his official character, and shall be indo: by 
the governorof the Territory with his proper name, affixing his official char- 
acter, and shall be delivered by the auditor of the Territory to the Territo- 
rial treasurer, who shall be charged with the full amount of the bonds so 


delivered. a 
“At the time of ne said bonds under the provisions of this act, the 
Territorial treasurer ign them with his own proper name, AA Bor 
official character and the of his office; said signing and sealing shall bind 
rial treasurer shall i 


such manner that hee was 
shall be severally num 
bear the number of the bond to which it is attached. 
The treasurer shall keep a register of all bonds issued 
deliver the same to the board of control of the Territory 


Arizona on de- 
“Sec. 5. Said board of control of the Territory of Arizona shall dispose of 
888 as high rate as le and convert the said bonds into 


him, and shall 
oi 
cash: 
par. 

— — the interest on said bonds when 
rs therefor, and his 
33 fund of the Territory, an amount 
expenses of preparing and issuing of 


“Sec. 6. The boards of Sapo vio of all of the counties of the Territory 
e ach eee Be cers as are required by law to en 
are hereby 
amount levied for other purposes, i 
as herein provided. The amountof each tax levy shall be determined by the 
board of equaliza’ which said board shall notify the offi- 
cer of each county of amount of said tax levy, and the 
shall be paid into a te fund, to be known as the interest fund for the 


ef resolution 

e Territorial Asylum for the Insane to 
the bond-redemption fund for the Territorial Asylum for the Insane. 

“Seo. 7. Fifteen years after the date of this act, in the year 1918, and an- 
nually thereafter and until the bonds as herein pos shall have matured, 
there shall be levied an additional tax uponall ble property, real or per- 
ee the Territory of Arizona in the same manner as other taxes are 
levied to create a sufficient sinking fund to redeem the bonds as herein pro- 
vided when the same shall have become redeemable or due and payable. 
The manner and amount of each tax levy shall be determined s as 

in sections 5 and of this act for the payment of interest on the bon 
that the money shall be kept ina te fund by the Territorial treasurer, 
which said fund shall be known as the sinking fund for the redemption of 
the bonds of the Territorial Asylum for the Insane. 

„SEO. 8. Whenever, after the expiration of the twenty-five years from the 
date of the issuance of any bond under this act, there shall be in the sinking 
fund for the redemption of bonds of the Territorial Asylum for the Insane 
the sum of $2,500 or more, it shall be the duty of the Territorial treasurer to 
advertise for the: of days, in like manner as hereinafter provided, 
for the sale of said bonds, whi vertisement shall state the amount in the 
sinking fund, and the number of bonds, numbering them in the order of 
their issuance, beginning with the lowest number then outstan „Which 
said fund is set apart to pay and discharge, and if said bonds so num in 
such advertisement not be ERE et ngs and cancellation at 

shall remain in the 


same, 
“Sec. 9. Fw... senate lpr Pit tang wh Lames 
for the Insane, the board of control of the Territory of Arizona shall cause 
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notice of such sale to be published for the space of thirty days in four daily 
newspapers 3 in the English lan e, as follows: 

“One in the city of New York, State of New York. 

“One in the city of Chicago, State of Illinois. 

“One in the city of San Francisco, State of California. 

‘One in the city of Phoenix, Territory of Arizona. 

“Such notices specify the amount of the bonds to be sold, the rate of 
interest they shall bear, or in lieu of a fixed rate of interest a request for bids 
for the lowest rate of interest on the par value of said bonds, or both said 

ls, as the board of control may determine, the place, date, and hour 


of the . 
“The sealed Lek a ome shall be received by the said board of control for the 
of said bonds, within one month from the singapore of said publi- 
cation, and at the place and on the date and hour named in said notice. Said 
board of control shall open all sealed peop received 25 it, and shall 
award the purchase of said bonds to the highest bidder or bidders therefor: 
Provi t said board of control nay reject any and all bids if they deem 
ma: And further, That 


bids ty be furnished by the 
ers for compliance with the terms thereof, or if in the judg- 


sai Arizona is by this 

wered, and directed to do and perform whatever act or 

necessary performed in the 5 to fully carry out and 
complete the terms, intent, and purposes of act. 

“Eo. 11. This act is subject to approval and ratification by the Congress 

of the United States. 
“Seo. 12. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its ap- 
proval by the Congress of the United States. 


E. S. IVES, 
President᷑ of the Council. 
“THEODORE T. POWERS, 
Speaker of the House. 
“Approved, March 19, 1903. 
“ALEXANDER O. BRODIE, Governor.” 
Therefore, 
Be it enacted, etc., That said act No. Jof the said 5 pom assembly of the 
Territory of Arizona, spproved 19, 198, be, and the same is, in all of its 
parts and in all thin; ereby approved, ratified, and confirm 


Sxc. 2. That this shall take effect and be in force from and after its 
passage, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. If the approval of this act of the Territorial leg- 
islature does not carry with it an a val of the prolixity with 
8 the act is drawn, with its various whereases, etc., I will not 
object. 

~There bong no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The preamble was then to, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr, Lacey, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


RATIFICATION AND CONFIRMATION OF ACT NO. 47, TERRITORY OF 
ARIZONA, 


Mr. WILSON of Arizona. Iask unanimous consent for the im- 
mediate consideration of the bill (H. R. 6493) to ratify and confirm 
act No. 47 of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, for the 
pose of authorizing the sale of Territorial bonds to the amount of $11,000 to 
provide for improvements at the Territorial dea experimental sta- 
tion of the University of Arizona, passed the following law, to wit: 


“An act entitled ‘An act to provide forimprovements and 1 of the 
agricultural experimental station of University of Arizona, and for 
holding farmers’ institutes throughout the Territory.’ 

“Be it enacted by the legislative assembly of the Territory 
vements and 


payable annually in 
wen Aho 

i res f th United States, within 
of the Uni wi 

shall such denomina- 


thereto sev: 
tothe bond. Said cow 


Der c shall be signed by 
the Territorial treasurer. 
“Sec. 4. The said bonds shall be 5 and signed by the Territorial 
treasurer, with said coupons attached to, and di to said 
regents of the University of Arizona, at any time hereafter and as soon as 
practicable after said treasurer shall have requested by said board of 
regents so to do, taking receipt of said board therefor. 

Sz. 5. The expense incurred by the Territorial treasurer in having said 
bonds prepared shall be paid out of the fund of the Territory, from 
any money therein not otherwise appropriated, to be expended only upon 
warrants drawn by the Territorial auditor on certificate of the Territorial 
treasurer that the expense has been incurred and that the claim is just. 
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SRO. 6. It shall be the duty of the Territorial treasurer to k 
mit to his successor a ent record of all bonds issued uni 
visions of this act, and it shall be the duty of said board of rege: 
University of Arizona also to keep a permanent record in the office of said 
board of all bonds sold, the name of the purchaser, and price received by said 
board under the provisions of this act, and transmit to the governor acertified 
copy of said record as soon as said bonds have been sold. 

“Szo.7. The board ot regents of the Territory of Arizona is hereby au- 
thorized to demand of, and receive from, the treasurer the bonds authorized 
by this act to be issued and sold, or such parts of the same asin the ju 
ment of said board shall be necessary to out the purposes of this ac 
and after the same shall have been count: ed by the president of 
5 Ka ts, the ssid board of regents is hereby authorized to sell said 

‘or the 


bo ; ney 
from the sale of bonds and nt expended under the provisions of this act 


shall be paid into the Territo and by the treasurer p) in the 
ghey S unds by this act created. : 
Sec. 8. The er a 
“Sec. 8. The proceeds derived from the sale of said bonds shall be applied 
and apportioned as follows: 


‘ornia; one at the Territorial 1 and one 


t the ci specify the 
— . af bonds to besold, the rate of Sees ney shall bear, the place, day, 


none of said 
at the p! sine 
shall open roposals recei' 

said ‘bonds to the highest bidder or bid 
bid = not be for aloes sum than 


shall be sold for less sum than the E par value, ae that 
o board of regents 


“Sec. 10. tbe thes ohh oem of theinterest on the bonds issued under this 
after such bonds shall have been issued, Sieve sel be, and is hereby, levi 


cipal of the said bonds and any amount of interest 8 and re- 
mainin: tha 


g 
all of the 
the Do of twenty years from the date of their issuance. 
2 “The Territorial sae shall RT STA 5 Baer computed at Pen to 
e several boards of supervisors throughout the Te: necessary to raise 
the required amount for the redemption of the bonds 22 above stated, and 
the boards of rs are hereby required and directed to entersuch rate 
on the assessment rolls of their ive counties in the manner and with 
the same effect as is re by law in relation to other Territorial and 
. eres 8 the provisions ora Age of this act 
hereby made a lien roperty assessed, which lion shall attach 
on the first Monday 88 n each and shall not be removed or 


satisfied until such tax shall have been 3 mone: from taxes 
sutane by this section shall be paid into the Territo and shall 
ap, 


ý “First. To the payment of the interest on the bonds issued by the provi- 

ons o. 

“Second. To the 2 of the principal of such bonds: Provided, That 

meee eee, ä fter, herei 

in an y rea as herein pro 
act, shall transferred’ 

treasurer 

Territorial treasurer is hereby authorized and directed to open ase te 

accoun 


other 
d separate, and apply the same only in 


nses of 
tal station of the University 


of Arizona, 
“Sec. 11. Whenever, after the expiration of ten years from the issuance of 
è remains after the 3 of the interest, as 
us of $1,000 or more it shall be the duty of the 


section 9 herein, w. state the amount in the sink- 
ing fund and the number of bondi, num them in the order of their 
issuance, commencing at the lowest number then outstanding, which such 
fund is set apart to pay and discharge: and if such bonds so numbered in such 
ad shali not be presented 


sakrar ol nos De presen for 283 and e at the 
expiration of such publications, then such shall remain in the 
to such bonds whenever presen’ but they shall draw no nant 


after the expiration of such publication. Before any of such bonds shall bə 
paid they shall bə presented to the Territorial 9 who shall indorse on 
each bond the amount due thereon ll write across the face of each 
bond the date of its surrender and the name of the person surrendering the 


same. 

“Sec. 12. The Territorial treasurer shall keepa full and particular account 
of all his 138 under this act and of the. bonds redeemed and surren- 
dered, as shall transmit to the governor an abstract of all of his pro- 


ture, or a joint committee of both 
“Sec. 13. It shall be the cng Be Territorial treasurer to pay the interest 
rou Leno po = the same due, out of the interest fund, if sufficient, 
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“Src. 14. This act shall take e tely, subject, however, to its 
approval and ratification by the 8 of ce te y 


VES, 
“ President of the Council. 
“THEODORE T. POWERS, 


“Approved March 10, 1903. 
There: 


Territ 
and 15 it, — aad the — 18 hereby, roved, ratified, and ee 
Src. 2. That this ac ba 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The preamble was then agreed to, and the bill passed. 

On motion of Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the yote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GNADENHUTTEN SCHOOL DISTRICT, OHIO. 


Mr. CASSINGHAM. Task 3 consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 891) granting certain lots in 
Gnadenhutten, Ohio, to Gnadenhutten special school district, 

The was read, as follows: 


eee etċ., That lots 68 and 69 in the town of Gnadenhutten, Ohio, 

8 telaimed to the Gnadenhutten N school district of Gnaden- 

ten, Tuscarawas County, Ohio, subject to the disposition and control of the 
beard of — of gaid district. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to understand this- proposition. 
Why should the United States give away this land now to a school 
district in Ohio? 

acs CASSINGHAM. The report, if the Clerk will read it, will 
8 in ee matter fully. 

CEY. Mr. Speaker, at the last session of a bill 
te to this was 
on in the Senate. 3 to allow this school 
3 3 to it one hundred years 


* PAYNE. ss the object to pect the title? 

Mr. LACEY, No; simply to enable this district to sell this 
land and build 5 else. 

Mr. PAYNE. They are actually in possession now? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, and have been for one hundred years. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection. 

There being no objection, the House ed to the consider- 
ation of the bill, which was ordered to 5 5 the 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CASSINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, KANSAS CITY, MO. 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Spanien I ask unanimous consent för 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9053) to amend an act 
to amend an act to construct a brid ees the Missouri River 
at a point between Kansas City and Sibley, in Jackson County. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read. 


The amendments recommended by the Committee on Interstate. 


and Foreign Commerce were È 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a 


engrossed 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and | his 


On motion of Mr. CowneERD, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 


COLVILLE RESERVATION, WASH. 


Mr. FITZGERALD: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous: consent 
that the minority of the Committee on Indian Affairs have = 
days in which to file their views on the bill (H. R. 8 5 
vide for the opening of the remaining portion of the Colvill 
ervation, in t 8 8 of Washington, and for other p oa 
The SP. The gentleman from New York oe 
mous consent 1 the minority of the Committee on 
Affairs have ten days in which to file their views on the bur k H. R. R. 
12235. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
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Congress 
sill ial ra but too late to be acted for 


FEBRUARY 20, 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


a 
Ar. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
will withhold that motion for a moment, I move that when the 
House adjourn to-day it adjourn over until Tuesday morning, in 
order to 8 pen pooper: sepet to the memory of George Washing- 
ora 0 


ton, is 
INE. Ido om suppose that motion is debatable, and 
itis eae in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, then I make a 
motion that is in order. I move ages the House take a recess 
until 12 o'clock Monday morning, and that thereupon the Fare- 
well Address of George Washington be read to the House, and 
that the House do then adjourn. 

Mr. PAYNE. I insist on my motion. Of course the gentle- 
man’s motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from New York 
to 3 has precedence of the motion to take a recess. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Has not the motion to take 
a recess precedence 5 the motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair is informed that since the 
adoption of the rules of the Fifty-first Congress the motion to fix 
a day to which the House shall adjourn and the motion to take a 
recess lost their high privilege as against the motion to adjourn. 

Before the adoption of the rules of the Fifty-first Congress and 
the rules of the present Congress, which are substantially the 
same, the motion which the gentleman refers to had precedence, 
as the Chair is informed, over the motion to adjourn; but under 
the rules of the House from the Fifty-first Congress to this time 
the motion to aoum has had precedence. 

ILLIAMS o Saen I appeal, then, to the gentle- 
man from New York to withdraw his moti 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to say to the. gentleman, if I may be 
allowed, that I think it will be a far more patriotic observance of 
duty for this Congress to be in session on onday, and to provide 
the building of a proper navy, than to take a holiday on ac- 
count of the birthday of George W. Ithink that would 
be 1 more respect to the Father of his ine be 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I have looked 
all around me, 


and the galleries are ara peront oy, and I donot 

think there was much need for those remar. the. gentleman 
from New York. [Laughter.] And now IL appeal to the gentle- 
man from New York to allow the House of Representatives to 
take a holiday on Monday, in memory of the Father of his Coun- 
try, and to have Washington’s Farewell Address read, admonish- 
the people of America not to entangle themselves in the 

r a l of Europe and the Orient [applause on the Democratic 
side], and to devote the balance of that day to silent contempla- 


tionof the tness of the Father of his Country. 
The SP. . The Chair understands 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi 


can get in a speech even on a motion to adjourn. There is no 
stopping the torrent of his words. I had noticed, Mr. Speaker, 


before the gentleman—— 
Mr. WILLIAMS of of Mississippi. Then I serve notice, Mr, 


Speaker 

Mr. PAYNE. I had noticed before the gentleman. took the 
floor, and before he commenced to make his speech, that the gal- 
leries were empty, but that the reporters of the press were here, 
and [knew m the demonstration was made by the gentleman 


from 
of Mississippi. I did not know that they 


are ieee 
were 
—— PAYNE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I serve notice that on 
Monday morning I will move that the House do adjourn, to pay 
due regard to the memory of the Father of his Country. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from New York having made 
is speech, and the gentleman from i having pleaded in 
set-off, and the gentleman from New York having rejoined, the 
Chair will put the motion that the House do now adjourn, 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p.m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
jess were taken from the Speaker’ 5 and referred as 
ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 

copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriations for the steam 5 
eee station—to the eee on Appropriations, 
ordered to be printed. A 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Auditor of the War Depart- 
ment relating to clerks who worked overtime during the war 
with Spain—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
hi A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the brig Fly, James Merrihew, mas- 
ter—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Benjamin L. Bryan against The Uni 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the 
draft of a bill to make final disposition of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
155 Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

‘ollows: 

Mr. HINSHAW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12235) to pro- 
vide for the opening of the remaining portion of the Colville Res- 
ervation, in the State of Washington, and for other purposes, 
Pe sighs the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1070); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1268) granting 
an increase of pension to John B. Hart, reported the same with 
amendment, e eee by a report (No. 1023); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2921) granting 
an increase of pension to 5 Ashley, reported the same 

y 


with amendment, accompani a rt (No. 1024); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8387) granting a 
pension to Emma R. Wallace, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1025); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 8180) granting an 
increase of pension to William Smith, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1026); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8725) ting 
an increase of pension to John A. Parker, rted the same 
withont amendment, 5 by a report (No. 1027); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6653) 
granting an increase of pension to J osiah Standley, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a 8 (No. 1028); 
Which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8044) granting 
an increase of pension to Seymore F. Burlingame, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1029); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the billof the Senate (S. 727) grant- 
ing an increse of pension to George W. Wetherell, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1030); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill of the Senate (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Glover, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (N 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


States—to the Committee | William H 


o. 1031); which said bill and report were referred | re 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4091) granting an 
increase of pension to Nathan M. Gove, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1032); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6824) for the re- 
lief of Benjamin Manning, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1033); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7858) granting an increase of pension to 

illi A 3 9 10505 va 55 Ne accom- 

ied by a report (No. ; W Sai and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. r 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9081) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Miller, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1035); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8482) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Foos, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1036); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6859) granting 
an increase of pension to William A. Sheridan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1037); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8025) granting a 
pension to James Payton, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1038); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5252) granting a 
pension to Irving Holcomb, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1039); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1280) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Wilfong, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1040); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1392) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Hughes, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No, 1041); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the biil of the House (H. R. 3902) 
granting a pension to Martha J. Derrington, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1042); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4997) granting a 
pension to Franklin B. Lippincott, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanjed by a report (No. 1043); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5527) granting a 
pension to Frances Reck, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a 3 (No. 1044); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6501) 
granting a pension to Isaiah Robinson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1045); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3950) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Blaisdell, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1046); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3893) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Rogers, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1047); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh T. Crockett, rted the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a = (No. 1048); which said bill and report were 
ferred to the Private Calendar. : 
from the same committee, to which was referred the 


He also, 
bill of the Senate (S. 1555) granting an increase of pension to 
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Owen E. Newton, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a = ort (No. 1049); which said bill and report were 
referred to ivate Calendar. 

He also, tae the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of Bill of the, Beasts (8. 681) granting an increase of pension to 


reported the same without. amendment, accom- 
— by a report (No 1050); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4090) granting an increase of pension to 
—— — bill and report were 

(No, 1051); w. sal and report were 
referred to the giv ao Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from ‘the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4141) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel A. Dickey, reported the 
same without amendment, acco 8 by a report (No. 1052); 
which said bill and were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid 3 to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3945) grantin 
increase of pension to Lewis Lewis, reported the same ae 
amendment, accompanied by a 5 0. 1053); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, 5 referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4052) granting a ion to Alice K. Selig- 

son, reported the same without amendment, —— i by a 
report ( (No. 1054); which said bill and report were referred to the 


115 ERS of Indiana. from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6420) for 
the relief of Frederick Mehring, re the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1055); which said bill and 
re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ə also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R.5952) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
aA H. Kent. reported the same with amendment, accompanied 

1 (No. 1056); which said bill and report were referred 


15 SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of ce House toa R. 4634) granting 
an increase of pension to ee 5 the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a hat (No. 1057); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4994) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary P. Sheets, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1058); which said bill 
and re were referred to the Private Calendar 

He , from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4252) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Gibbons, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1059); which said bill and report were 

referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which Was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4889) granting 
a pension to Henry C. Beltz, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1060); which said bill and report 
were irai to.the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of: the House (H. R. 11654) granting 
an increase of pension to Augustus Wagner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1061); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5824) granting an increase of pension to 
Ser 25 same with amendment, accom- 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11606) 
granting an increase of pension to Caleb J. May, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1068); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of ee House (H. R. 3035) granting an 
increase of pension to William D. Hall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1064); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calen dar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3812) granting an in- 


amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1068); which said bill 
and were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3902) granting a pension to 
sone by a repent (Ho. q Firs = 3 Sergey oo. accom- 
panie are 0 }; which sai and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8611) 
an increase of pension to Charles W. De Motte, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1068); which 
said bill and report were referred A the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
8 of the Senate (S. 721) tor the relief of Darwin 8. 

5 the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
cee ©. 1089); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. the Committee on Claims was 
discharged : from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12137) for 
the relief of Emeline E. Musgrave, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

0 none 
y Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: A 
bill (H. R. 12684) making a tions for the current and 
contingent expenses of the 8 and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
. E June 30, 1905, and for other purposes—to the Union 
ndar. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 12685) for the re- 
appraisement and sale of the lands within the Fort 

alla Walla Military Reservation, in the State of Washington— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 12686) to de for a survey 
of the harbor at Galveston, Tex., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 12687) to amend an act en- 
bere eee eee > approved August 

itary reservations, and for purposes,” a; 

23. 1894—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHIRLEY: A bill (H. R. 12688) to facilitate the trans- 
apra E printed matter for the blind—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A biil (H. R. 12689) to authorize the 
Southern Indiana Railway Company to construct a railroad bridge 
across the Wabash River in Vigo County, Ind.—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 12690) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to confer brevet rank on certain officers of the United States 
Army for gallant services in the war with Spain and uent 
))) ili 

airs 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 12691) defining and punishin 
misconduct in ofice in the Indian Territory—to the 8 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GOOCH: A bill (H. R. 12692) to poe for the con- 
struction of an ice harbor in the Kentucky at or near Car- 
sy ek Ky.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12693) to. fix the 
rental of letter boxes in third and fourth class post-offices—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 12694) for the relief of the farmers 
and planters of the United States by discontinuing the tariff duty 
on certain articles and placing the same upon the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A ‘pill (H. R. 12695) to amend sec- 
tion 75 of an act entitled An act temporarily to provide for the 
a o — oaos of civil eee in the Philip- 

ine Islands, and for o purposes, approv ul; 1, 1902—to 
The Committee on Insular Affairs. 75 N 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12696) to amend section 66 of an act entitled 
“An act temporarily to provide for the administration of the 
affairs of civil government in the Philippine Islands, and for other 
2 ” approved July 1, 1902—to the Committee on 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12697) ae the government of the 


crease of n to Charles Wheatland, repo: the same with- | Affairs 
out amendment, accom veg e by a report ( (No. 1065); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Pri en 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the — — Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3887) 2) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles J. K, reported. the 


Erpe Islands to issue bonds fo; ent improvements 
and making nontaxable all bonds „ said govern- 


ment or any political subdivision thereof—to the ttee on 


same without Ins 
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By Mr. GOOCH: A bill (H. R. 12698) for relief of the sufferers 
by fre at Baltimore, Md.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 12699) for the relief of Con- 
federate soldiers and citizens of the Confederate States—to the 


Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. RODEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 113) for the 
printing of 5,000 copies, with accompanying maps and illustra- 
tions, of the report of the governor of New Mexico to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the year ending June 30, 1903, and the 
printing of 1,000 copies of the latest map of said Territory—to 
the Committee on Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ier following titles were introduced and severally referred as fol- 

Ws: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 12700) granting a pension to 
Albert B. Lawrence—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 12701) granting a pension to 

Sarah E. Hatch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 12702) nting an increase 
of pension to Margaret G. Howarth—to the ittee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 12703) for the relief of 
E. k Givens, sr., of Bienville Parish, La.—to the. Committee on 
War Claims 


By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 12704) for the relief of 
the estate of William McCreight, deceased, late of Monroe County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 12705) granting an increase 
of pension to Moss C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 12706) granting a pension 
to 0. Otis Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 12707) for the relief of the estate 
of William L. , deceased, late of Newton County, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12708) for the relief of the estate of Purify 

Tingle, deceased, late of Newton County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12709) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Van De Bogert—to the Com- 
mittee.on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELL: A bill (H. R. 12710) granting an honorable 

Segal to John Depew—to the Committee on Military Af- 

‘airs. 

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 12711). granting an in- 
Sa of pension to William Warren—to the Committeeon Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12712) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 12713) for the relief 
of the estate of Eliza Turner, Richard Turner, and 
Eliza Turner—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 12714) granting a pension to 
Lorenzo D. Jameson to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 12715) for the relief of Wil- 
liam O. Robards—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12716) for the relief of Belle M. Robards—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12717) for the relief of Dr. William O. Rob- 
ards, of Boyle County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12718) for the relief of Belle M. Robards, of 

Boyle County, Ky.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 12719) granting a pension to 
Timothy Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 13730) granting a pension to 
John Hayslette—to the Committee on Iny: Pensions. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 12721) granting a pension to Evaline Elrod— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12722) granting a pension to Howard Col- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12723) granting.a pension to James Webb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12724) granting an increase of pension to 
R. L. Davis—to the Committee on Pensions. 


> 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12725) correcting the military record of John 
Dingess and granting him a pension—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 12726) for the relief of the 
e of Charles D. Southerlin to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 12727) granting an increase 
8 pension to Theodore Coonley—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. . 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 12728) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William McCaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12729) granting an increase of pension to 
W. Alva Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 12730) for the relief of the 
estate of John H. Grimes, deceased, late of Wayne County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12731) for the relief of the estate of John 
Chandler, deceased, late of Maury County, Tenn.—to the Gom- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 12782) granting an 
increase of pension to James W. Nutt—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 12733) for the 
relief of M. W. Stewart, of Morehouse Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 12734) for the relief of Jonathan 
R. Blair—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12735) for the relief of Jonathan R. Blair 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12736) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester C. Limbocker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12737) removing charge of desertion from 
age record of John §. Whitaker—to the Committee on Mili- 

ry Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12738) removing charge of desertion from the 
fe ret! record of John Minster—to the Committee on Military 

TS. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12739) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Z. Stump—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12740) granting an increase of pension to 
David Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12741) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward O. C. Anthony—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12742) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12743) granting a pension to Sarah J. Ste- 
phenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 12744) granting a pension to 
Christopher Buckhanan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 12745) granting an increase of 
ponn to Alexander B. Bruner—to the Committee on. Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12746) granting a pension to Olive Bick- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 12747) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Storey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: <A bill (H. R. 12748) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of M. N. Swofford, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12749) for the relief 
of the Baptist Church at Bloomfield, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12750) for the relief of John 
Cover—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12751) granting an increase of pension ito 
George E. Muth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12752) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12753) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa (by request): A bill (H. R. 12754) 
for the relief of Charles Dimmitt—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12755) for the relief of James 
O. Hubbard—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12756) granting 
an increase of pension to James K. Pierce—to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12757) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin S. to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12758) nting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Shinaman—to the n on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 12759) granting an increase 
x pension to Gregory McMullen—to the Committee on Invalid 

nsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12760) to pay trustees of the Baptist Church 
at Sutton, W. Va., for their property destroyed by United States 


Army—to the Committee on War 
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By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 12761) 55 the 
promotion of Boatswain Patrick Deery, United States Navy to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Albert H. Lawrence, of Newcastle, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, letter and petition of citizens of Newcastle, Pa., urging 
passage of Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agri- 


culture. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Mary B: Kendall, State regent. 
Daughters of the American Revolution, of Maine, for a pension 
for Sarah E. Hatch, daughter of a soldier of the American Revo- 
lution—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. S. Merrill and 17 others, of Cumberland 
County, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Letter from L. A. Rhomberg, of Dubuque, 
Iowa, treasurer of the Iowa Liquor Dealers’ Association, in favor 
of a reduction of the tax on whisky—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, protest of citizens of Dows, Iowa, against the parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWIE: Petition of Rev. A. A. Little and 90 others, of 
Selma, Ala., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of E. B. Gorton and 8 others, 
of New London, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Papers to accompany House bill for 
the relief of the estate of William McCreight, of Monroe County, 
Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Resolution of Commercial Club of St. 
Paul, Minn., in favor of upper Mississippi River improvements— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Minnesota Live Stock Breeders’ Association, 
etc., relative to inspection of infectious diseases among domestic 
animals—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the city council of Little Falls, Minn., in 
favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also. resolution of Workman Post, No. 81, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Minnesota, in favor of a service-pension 
billto the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompany bill granting in- 
crease of pension to Moss C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions 


By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of M. B. Hunt and 33 others, of 
Fairfield, Vt., and E. C. Bryant and 63 others, of Pittsfield, Vt., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of Lawrence Circle, No. 
75, . of the Grand Army of the Republic, Lawrence, Kans., 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of J. H. Stewart and 53 others, 
of Niotaze, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Resolution of William H. Davies Post, 
No. 187, Grand Army of the Republic, of Carbondale, Pa., in fa- 
yor of service pension for ex-prisoners of war—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, letter of W. W. Wood, manager of the National Elevator 
and Machine Company, of Honesdale, Pa., against enactment of 
an eight-hour law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to the improvement of the inner harbor at San Pedro— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Grand Army of the Republic Post No. 218, 
of Moscow, Pa., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Dunmore Lodge, No. 603, International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, in favor of increasing the fy eo of the 
Naval Gun Factory—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. L. Crawford, president of the People’s Coal 
Company, of Scranton, Pa., against enactment of bill providing 
certain requirements for vessels propelled by gas fluid, naphtha, 
wi Deo motors—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 

eries. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 295, of Scranton, Pa., 
in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 6, relative to premiums with 
tobacco, ci , etc.—to the ttee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Jesse Taylor 


Post, No. 450, of Pennsylvania, urging passage of a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. as 

By Mr. DANIELS: Petition of citizens of San Diego, Cal., in 
support of bill H. R. 62, providing for the erection of a monu- 
mentin memory of John Berry—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Robert Gair and other res- 
idents of Brooklyn, N. Y., against the passage of an eight-hour 
law—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the New York State legislature, in favor of 
the passage of bill to promote the efficiency of the Life-Saving 
Service—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GUDGER: Papers to accompany ed age for the 
enlargement of Government building at Asheville, N. C.—to the 
. on ae shee 5 7 Grounds. ee 

so, papers to accompany bill granting pension to Ti 
Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid 1 f 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of Licensed Tugmen’s Pro- 
tective Association of St. Joseph, Mich., against construction of 
erone by the Government—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

Also, petition of Rey. John G. Biery and 25 others, of Martin, 
Mich.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Charles Lant and 18 others, and 
Charles Carpenter and 13 others, of Derby Line, Vt., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of S. A. White and 72 other voters 
of Washington, Iowa, urging pnn of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Struve, Schroer & Koch and 
others, of Deshler, Nebr., against the parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HULL: Petition of H. E. Armstrong and 48 others, of 
Des Moines, Iowa, and S. M. McClelland and 37 others, of New 
Virginia, lowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of the Iowa State Medical Asso- 
ciation, urging the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William Pearson and 53 others, of New Sharon, 
Iowa. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIND: Memorial of the Minnesota Association of Union 
Ex-Prisoners of War, in support of bill S. 1716, to pension ex- 
955 755 of Confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, memorial of the Builders’ Exchange of St. Paul, Minn., 
= oppen to the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, petition of District Council of United Brotherhood of 
Carpenters and Joiners, of Minneapolis, protesting against em- 
ployment of soldiers to do the work of civilian mechanics—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of patrons of rural free delivery of St. Anthony, 
Minn., asking for an increase of pay of rural-delivery carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of J. W. Patten and others, of Orono, Minn., 
asking for increase in the pay of rural-delivery carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of L. Kimball and others, of Minneapolis, oppos- 
ing re passage of the so-called eight-hour bill—to the Committee 
on r. 

Also, petition of L. Kimball and others, of Minneapolis, oppos- 
ing the passage of the so-called anti-injunction law—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Freeman P. Lam and others, protesting against 
the adoption of the Isle of Pines treaty—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of cigar makers of Minneapolis, asking for the 
passage of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorials of Bryant Post, No. 119; Leyi Butler Post, No. 
73; Custer Post, No. 44; Post No. 57; L. P. Plummer Post, No. 50; 
Gordon Granger Post, No. 120; George N. Morgan Post, No. 4; 
Dudley P. Chase Post, No. 22, and of Michael Cook Post, No. 
123, Grand Army of the Republic, all of Minnesota, favoring the 
ee of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of Rev. D. H. French, pastor of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church, and 5 other organizations of 


Sprout Brook, N. V., for the ge of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. NASH: Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 


merce of San Francisco, concerning the harbor at Hilo, Hawaii— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, concerning derelicts at sea—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 
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By Mr. LLOYD: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of W. Alva Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Grand Army of the Republic and others, 
of Hannibal, Mo., asking that Companies D and E of the Fifty- 
third Missouri Enrolled Militia be given a pensionable status—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, petition to accompany House bill to increase pension of 
William McCaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: Petitions of Rev. R. O. Rogers and 16 others, 
M. F. Collier and 6 others, and W. T. Thurman and 13 others, all 
of Paragould, Ark.. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolution of L. H. Drury Post, No. 467, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Chicago, Ill., in favor of a sery- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of G. B. Barnes and 192 others, 
of Valley City, N. Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Petition of G. M. Allison and 202 
others, of Bloomington, Ind., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill toincrease pension of Isa- 
bella Whitson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
John Chandler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of estate of John H. 
Grimes—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of New York, in favor 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Paper to accompany bill for the relief of 
Jonathan R. Blair—to the Committee on Claim: 8. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
H. R. 2888, for the relief of estate of Thomas V. Provence, of 
Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of John E. Bendix Post, No. 
402, Grand Army of the Republic, of New York, urging passa? 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Kansas, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

resolution of Lawrence (Kans.) Circle, No. 75, Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, in fayor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. > 

Also, petition of the Central Labor Union of Iola, Kans., in 
favor of an eight-hour law and anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Building Trades Employers’ Association 
of Topeka, Kans., against passage of House bill to curtail power 
of the courts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
legal representatives of M. N. Swofford, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. À 8 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Storey to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOBER: Resolutions of Alexander Hamilton Post, 
No. 182, of New York, urging passage of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, of New York 
City, urging passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Affidavits of Baptist Church of 
Bloomfield, Ky., for claim for damages—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to increase the pension of Ben- 
jamin F. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1715, in claim of Rebecca 
Spencer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to James M. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, ‘ 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of Elm Lodge, No. 420, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of New Haven, Conn., in favor 
of increasing the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 103, of Ansonia, 
Conn., in favor of bill H. R. 6, relating to tobacco—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolutions of Theron E. Hall Post, No. 77, 
of Holden, Mass., Grand Army of the Republic, urging passage of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Rev. H. E. Bayley and 13 
others, of Westons Mills, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Resolution of the Ripley Anti-Saloon 
Teague, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, ` A 


trust I will only say that I 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 22, 1904. 
THE PRAYER, 
The Chaplain, Rey. EDWARD Everett HALE, offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 


o raised up the righteous man, * * * called him to his 
foot, gave the nations before him, and made him rule over kings? 
* * * Who hath wrought and done it? * * * I, the Lord, 
the first, and with the last; I am He.” 

Let us pray. Father of life, we thank Thee that Thou hast been 
with the fathers; that Thou has been with him whose birth this 
day we celebrate. Thou wert willing to speak to them, and the 
ase Sicha to hear Thee and to answer Thee, Lo, here am I; 
send me. 

We thank Thee that the memory of these men has come down 
to us; of him who was first in , first in war, and first in the 
hearts of his countrymen; and we ask Thee that Thou wilt be 
with our countrymen to-day, and with us who are here; that Thou 
wilt teach us Thy law, that we may walk in Thy ways; that this 
may be that happy nation whose God is the Lord. 

In all time of our trial, if we have sought Thee we have found 
Thee. In all time of our success Thou hast won for us our vic- 
tories, Thou hast been with our counselors. 

Father, to-day, to-morrow, and in days to come, in our mem- 
eis and in our hopes, be with us still, our Father who art in 

eaven. 

Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. Thy 
kingdom come, Thy will be done, on earth as it is done in heaven. 
Give us day by day our daily bread, and forgive us our trespasses 
as we forgive those who trespass against us. And lead us not 
into temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine is the king- 
dom, and the power, and the glory, forever. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL. 
proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further ing was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 

proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. 
READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
HEYBURN] will now read Washington’s Farewell Address. 

Mr. HEYBURN (atthe Vice-President’s desk) read the address, 
as follows: 

[An address of George Washington to the people of the United 
States, September 19, 1796.] 
To the people of the United States: 

FRIENDS AND FELLOW-CITIZENS: The period for a new election 
of a citizen to administer the executive government of the United 
States being not far distant, and the time actually arrived when 
your thoughts must be employed in designating the person who 
is to be clothed with that important trust, it appears to me proper, 
especially as it may conduce to a more distinct expression of the 
pae voice, that I should now apprise you of the resolution I 

ave formed to decline being considered among the number of 
those out of whom a choice is to be made. 

I beg you at the same time to do me the justice to be assured 
that this resolution has not been taken without a strict regard to 
all the considerations appertaining to the relation which binds a 
dutiful citizen to his country; and that in withdrawing the tender 
of service, which silence in my situation might imply, I am influ- 
enced by no diminution of zeal for your future interest, no defi- 
ciency of grateful respect for your past kindness, but am su 
ported by a full conviction that the step is compatible with both. 

The acceptance of and continuance hitherto in the office to 
which your suffrages have twice called me have been a uniform 
sacrifice of inclination to the opinion of duty and to a deference 
for what appeared to be your desire. I constantly hoped that it 
would have been much earlier in my power, consistently with mo- 
tives which I was not at liberty to disregard, to return to that re- 
tirement from which I had beenreluctantly drawn. Thestrength 
of my inclination to do this previous to the last election had even 
led to the preparation of an address to declare it to you; but ma- 
ture reflection on the then perplexed and critical posture of our 
affairs with foreign nations and the unanimous advice of persons 
entitled to my confidence impelled me to abandon the idea. Ire- 
joice that the state of your concerns, external as well as internal, 
no longer renders the pursuit of inclination incompatible with 
the sentiment of duty or propriety, and am persuaded, whatever 
partiality sary be retained for my services, thatin the present cir- 
cumstances of our country you will not disapprove my determi- 
nation to retire. 

The impressions with which I first undertook the arduous trust 
were explained on the 79 — occasion. In the discharge of this 

ve, with good intentions, contributed 
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toward the organization and administration of the Government 
the best exertions of which a very fallible judgment was capable. 
Not unconscious in the outset of the 3 of my qualifica- 
tions, experience, in my own eyes, perhaps still more in the eyes 
of others, has strengthened the motives to diffidence of myself; 
and every day the increasing weight of years admonishes me more 
and more that the shade of retirement is as necessary to me as it 
will be welcome. Satisfied that if any circumstances have given 
value to my services they were temporary, I have the 
consolation to believe that, while choice and prudence invite me 
to quit the political scene, patriotism does not forbid it. 
In looking forward to the moment which is intended to termi- 
nate the career of my political life my feelings do not permit me 
to suspend the deep acknowledgment of that debt of gratitude 
which I owe to my beloved country for the many honors it has 
conferred upon me; still more for the steadfast confidence with 
which it has supported me, and for the opportunities I have thence 
joyed of manifesting my inviolable attachment by services faith- 
fal and preserving, though in usefulness unequal to my zeal. If 
benefits have resulted to our country from these services, let it 
always be remembered to your praise and as an instructive example 
in our annals that under circumstances in which the passions, agi- 
tated in every direction, were liable to mislead; amidst appear- 
ances sometimes dubious; vicissitudes of fortune often discourag- 
ing; in situations in which not unfrequently want of success has 
countenanced the spirit of criticism, the constancy of your support 
was the essential prop of the efforts and a guaranty of the plans 
by which they were effected. Profoundly penetrated with this 
idea, I shall carry it with me to my grave as a strong incitement 
to unceasing vows that Heaven may continue to you the choicest 
tokens of its beneficence; that your union and brotherly affection 
may be perpetual; that the free Constitution which is the work 
of your hands may be sacredly maintained; that its administra- 
tion in every department may be stamped with wisdom and virtue; 
that, in fine, the happiness of the people of these States, under 
the auspices of liberty, may be made complete by so careful a 
preservation and so prudent a use of this blessing as will acquire 
to them the glory of recommending it to the applause, the affec- 
tion, and adoption of every nation which is yet a stranger to it. 
Here, perhaps, I ought to stop. Buta solicitude for your wel- 
fare which can not end but with my life,and the apprehension of 
danger natural to that solicitude, urge me on an occasion like the 
present to offer to your solemn contemplation and to recommend 
to your frequent review some sentiments which are the result of 
much reflection, of no inconsiderable observation, and which ap- 
pear to me all-important to the permanency of your felicity as a 
people. These will be offered to you with the more freedom as you 
can only see in them the disinterested warnings of a parting friend, 
who can ibly have no personal motive to bias his counsel. 
Nor can I forget as an encouragement to it your indulgent re- 
ception of my sentiments on a former and not dissimilar occasion. 
terwoven as is the love of liberty with every ligament of your 
hearts, no recommendation of mine iş necessary to fortify or con- 
firm the attachment. x s 
The unity of government which constitutes you one people is 
also now dear to you. Itis justly so, for it is a main pillar in the 
edifice of your real independence, the support of your tranquillity 
at home, your peace abroad, of your safety, of your prosperity, of 
that very liberty which you so highly prize. But as it is easy to 
foresee that from different causes and from different quarters 
much pains will be taken, many artifices employed, to weaken in 
your minds the conviction of this truth, as this is the point in 
your political fortress against which the batteries of internal and 
external enemies will be most constantly and actively (though 
often covertly and insidiously) directed, it is of infinite moment 
that you should properly estimate the immense value of your na- 
tional union to your collective and individual happiness; that you 
should cherish a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to 
it, accustoming yourselves to think and speak of it as of the pal- 
ladium of your political safety and prosperity; watching for its 
preservation with jealous anxiety; discountenancing whatever 
may suggest even a suspicion that it can in any event be aban- 
doned, and indignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every 
attempt to alienate any portion of our country from the rest or to 
enfeeble the sacred ties which now link together the various parts. 
For this you have every inducement of sympathy and interest. 
Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, that country has 
a right to concentrate your affections. The name of American, 
which belongs to you in your national capacity, must always 
exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appellation de- 
rived from local discriminations. With slight es of differ- 
ence, you have the same religion, manners, habits, and political 
principles. You have in a common cause fought and triumphed 
together. The independence and liberty you possess are the work 
of joint counsels and joint efforts, of common dangers, sufferings, 
and successes. 
But these considerations, however powerfully they address them- 


selves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those which 
apply more immediately to your interest. Here every portion of 
our country finds the most commanding motives for carefully 
guarding and preserving the union of the whole. 

The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, pro- 
tected by the equal laws of a common government, finds in the 
productions of the latter great additional resources of maritime 
and commercial enterprise and precious materials of manufactur- 
ing industry. The South, in the same intercourse, benefiting by 
the same agency of the North, sees its agriculture grow and its 
commerce e i ing þartly into its own channels the sea- 
men of the North, it finds ETS pees navigation invigorated; 
and while it contributes in different ways to nourish and increase 
the general mass of the national navigation, it looks forward to 
the protection of a maritime strength to which itself is unequally 
adapted. The East, in a like intercourse with the West, already 
finds, and in the progressive improvements of interior communi- 
cations by land and water will more and more find, a valuable vent 
for the commodities which it brings from abroad or manufactures 
at home. The West derives from the East supplies requisite to its 
growth and comfort, and what is perhaps of still greater conse- 
quence. it must of necessity owe the secure enjoyment of indis- 
pensable outlets for its own productions to the weight, influence, 
and the future maritime strength of the Atlantic side of the 
Union, directed by an indissoluble community of interest as one 
nation. Any other tenure by which the West can hold this es- 
sential advantage, whether derived from its own separate strength 
or from an apostate and unnatural connection with any foreign 
power, must be intrinsically precarious, 

While, then, every part of our country thus feels an immediate 
and particular interest in union, all the parts combined can not 
fall to find in the united mass of means and efforts greater 


strength, ter resource, proportionately greater security from 
external danger, a less frequent interruption of their peace by 
foreign nations, and what is of inestimable value, they must de- 


rive from union an exemption from those broils and wars between 
themselves which so frequently afflict neighboring countries not 
tied together by the same governments, which their own rival- 
ships alone would be sufficient to produce, but which opposite 
foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues would stimulate and 
embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid the necessity of those 
overgrown military establishments which, under any form of gov- 
ernment, are inauspicious to liberty, and which are to be regarded 
as particularly hostile to republican liberty. In this sense it is 
that your union ought to be considered as a main prop of your 
liberty, and that the love of the one ought to endear to you the 
preservation of the other. 

These considerations speak a 5 language to every re- 
flecting and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of the 
Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there a doubt 
whether a common government can embrace so large a sphere? 
Let experience solve it. To listen to mere speculation in such a 
case were criminal, We are authorized to hope that a proper or- 
ganization of the whole, with the auxiliary agency of governments 
for the respective subdivisions, will afford a happy issue to the 
experiment. It is well worth a fair and full experiment. With 
such powerful and obvious motives to union affecting all parts of 
our country, while experience shall not have demonstrated its im- 
practicability, there will always be reason to distrust the patriot- 
ism of those who in any quarter may endeavor to weaken its bands. 

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our Union, it 
occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground should have 
been furnished for characterizing parties by geographical dis- 
criminations—Northern and Southern, Atlantic and Western— 
whence designing men may endeavor to excite a belief that there 
is a real difference of local interests and views. One of the expe- 
dients of a party to acquire influence within particular districts is 
to misrepresent the opinions and aims of other districts. Youcan 
not shield yourselves too much against the jealousies and heart- 
burnings which spring from these misrepresentations; they tend 
to render alien to each other those who ought to be bound to- 
gether by fraternal affection. The inhabitants of our Western 
country have lately had a useful lesson on this head. They have 
seen in the negotiation by the Executive and in the unanimous 
ratification by the Senate of the treaty with Spain, and in the uni- 
versal satisfaction at that event throughout the United States, a 
decisive proof how unfounded were the suspicions propagated 
among them of a Mey it the General Government and in the 
Atlantic States tale Br y to their interests in regard to the Mis- 
sissippi. mer have been witnesses to the formation of two trea- 
ties—that with Great Britain and that with Spain—which secure 
to them everything they could desire in respect to our foreign re- 
lations toward confirming their prosperity. Will it not be their 
wisdom to rely for the preservation of these advantages on the 
union by which they were procured? Will they not henceforth 
be deaf to those advisers, if such there are, who would sever them 
from their brethren and connect them with aliens? 
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To the efficacy.and permanency of your union a government for 
the whole is indispensable. No alliances, however strict, between 
the parts can be an adequate substitute. They must inevitably 
experience the infractions and interruptions which all alliances 
in all times have experienced. Sensible of this momentous truth, 
you have improved upon your first essay by the adoption of a con- 
stitution of government better calculated than your former for 
an intimate union and for the efficacious management of your 
common concerts. This Government, the offspring of our own 
choice, uninfluenced and unawed. adopted upon full investigation 
and mature deliberation, completely free in its principles, in the 
distribution of its powers, uniting security with energy, and con- 
taining within itself a provision for its own amendment, has a 
just claim to your confidence and your support. Respect for its 
authority, compliance with its laws, acquiescence in its measures, 
are duties enjoined by the fundamental maxims of true liberty. 
The basis of our political systems is the right of the people to make 
and to alter their constitutions of government. But the constitu- 
tion which at any time exists, till changed by an explicit and 
authentic act of the whole peop; is sacredly obligatory upon all. 
The very idea of the powerand the right of the people to establish 
government presupposes the duty of every individual to obey the 
established government. 

All obstructions to the execution of the laws, all combinations 
and associations, under whatever plausible character, with the 
real design to direct, control, counteract, or awe the regular de- 
liberation and action of the constituted authorities, are destructive 
of this fundamental principle and of fatal tendency. They serve 
to organize faction: to give it an artificial and extraordinary force; 
to put in the place of the delegated will of the nation the will of 
a party, often a.small but artful and enterprising minority of the 
community, and, according to the alternate triumphs of different 
parties, to make the public administration the mirror of the ill- 
concerted and incongruous projects of faction rather than the 
organ of consistent and wholesome plans, digested by common 
counsels and modified by mutual interests. 

However combinations or associations of the above description 
may now and then answer popular ends, they are likely in the 
course of time and things to become potent engines by which cun- 
ning, ambitious, and unprincipled men will be enabled to subvert 
the power of the people, and to usurp for themselves the reins of 
reak destroying afterwards the very engines which have 

ifted them to unjust dominion. 

Toward the preservation of your Government and the perma- 
nency of your present happy state it is requisite not only that you 
steadily discountenance irregular oppositions to its acknowledged 
authority, but also that you resist with care the spirit of innova- 
tion apn its principles, however specious the pretexts. One 
method of assault may be to effect in the forms of the Constitution 
alterations which may impair the energy of the system. and thus 
to undermine what can not be directly overthrown. In all the 
changes to which you may be invited remember that time and 
habit are at least as necessary to fix the true character of govern- 
ments as other human institutions; that experience, is the surest 
standard by which to test the real tendency of the existing con- 
stitution of a country; that facility in changes upon the credit of 
mere hypothesis and opinion exposes to perpetual change, from 
the endless variety of hypothesis and opinion; and remember 
especially that for the efficient management of your common in- 
terests in a country so extensive as ours a government of as much 
vigor as is consistent with the perfect security of liberty is indis- 
pensable. Liberty itself will find in such a government, with 
powers properly distributed and adjusted, its surest guardian. 
It is, indeed, little else than a name where the government is too 
feeble to withstand the enterprises of faction, to confine each mem- 
ber of the society within the limits prescribed by the laws; and to 
maintain all in the secure and tranquil enjoyment of the rights of 
person and property. 

I haye already intimated to you the danger of parties in the 
state, with particular reference to the founding of them on geo- 
graphical discriminations. Let me now take a more comprehen- 
sive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner against the 
baneful effects of the spirit of party generally. 

The spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, hav- 
ing its root in the strongest passions of the human mind. It 
exists under different shapes in all governments, more or less 
stifled, controlled, or repressed; but in those of the popular 
form it is seen in its greatest rankness and is truly their worst 
enemy. 

The alternate domination of one faction over another, sharpened 
by the spirit of revenge natural to party dissension, which in dif- 
ferent ages and countries has perpetrated the most horrid enormi- 
ties, is itself a frightful despotism. But this leads at length toa 
more formal and permanent despotism. The disorders and mis- 
eries which result gradually incline the minds of men to seek 
security and repose in the absolute power of an individual, and 
sooner or later the chief of some prevailing faction, more able or 


more fortunate than his competitors, turns this disposition to the 
* of his own elevation on the ruins of public liberty. 

ithout looking forward to an extremity of this kind (which 
nevertheless ought not to be entirely out of sight), the common 
and continual mischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient to 
make it the interest and duty of a wise people to discourage and 
restrain it. 

It serves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble the 

ublicadministration. Itagitates the community with ill-founded 
jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animosity of one part 
against another; foments occasionally riot and insurrection. It 
opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, which find a 
5 access 8 n Poren n pey the channels 
of party ion. us the policy and the will of one country are 
subjected to 1 the policy and.will of another. 

There is an opinion that ies in free countries are useful 
checks upon the administration of the government and serve to 
keep alive the spirit of liberty. This within certain limits is prob- 
ably true, and in governments of a monarchical cast patriotism 
may look with indulgence, if not with favor, upon the spirit of 
party. But in those of the popular character, in governments 
purely elective, it is a spirit not to be enco ed. From their 
natural tendency it is certain there will always be enough of that 
spirit for every salutary purpose, and there pangoo danger 
of excess, the effort ought to be by force of public opinion to mit- 
igate and assuage it. A fire not to be quenched, it demands a 
uniform vigilance to prevent its bursting into a flame, lest instead 
of warming it should consume. 

It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its admin- 
istration to confine themselves within their respective constitu- 
tional spheres. avoiding in the exercise of the powers of one de- 
partment to encroach upon another. The spirit of encroachment 
tends to consolidate the powers of all the departments in one, and 
thus to create, whatever the form of government, areal despotism. 
A just estimate of that love of power and proneness to abuse it 
which predominates in the human heart is sufficient to satisfy us 
of the truth of this 8 The necessity of reciprocal checks 
in the exercise of political power, by dividing and distributing it 
into different depositories, and constituting each the guardian of 
the public weal against invasions by the others, has been evinced 
by experiments, ancient and modern, some of them in our coun- 
try and under our owneyes. To preserve them must be as neces- 
sary as to institute them. If in the opinion of the people the dis- 
tribution or modification of the constitutional powers be in any 
particular wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment in the way 
which the Constitution designates. But let there be nochange by 
usurpation; for though this in one instance may be the instrument 
of good, it is the customary weapon by which free governments 
are destroyed. The precedent must always greatly overbalance 
in permanent evil any partial or transient benefit which the use 
can at any time yield. 

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political pros- 
perity, religion and morality are indispensable supports. In vain 
would that man claim the tribute of patriotism who should labor 
to subvert these great pillars of human happiness, these firmest 
props of the duty of men and citizens. The mere politician, 
equally with the pious man, ought to and to cherish them. 
A volume could not trace all their connections with private and 
public felicity. Let it simply be asked, Where is the security for 
property, for reputation, for life, if the sense of religious obliga- 
tion desert the oaths which are the instruments of investigation 
in courts of justice? And let us with caution indulge the aS ee 
tion that morality can be maintained without religion. hat- 
ever may be conceded to the influence of refined education on 
minds of peculiar structure, reason and experience both forbid us 
to expect that national morality can prevail in exclusion of reli- 
gious principle. 

It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a nec 
spring of ay po government. The rule, indeed, extends with 
more or less force to every species of free government. Who that 
is a sincere friend to it can look with indifference upon attempts 
to shake the foundation of the fabric? Promote, then, as an ob- 
ject of primary importance, institutions for the general diffusion 
of knowledge. In proportion as the structure of a government 
gives force to public opinion, it is essential that public opinion 
should be enlightened. i 

As a very important source of strength and security, cherish 
public credit. One method of preserving it is to use it assparingly 
as possible, avoiding occasions of expense by cultivating , but 
remembering also that timely disbursements to prepare for danger 
frequently prevent much greater disbursement to repel it; avoid- 
ing likewise the accumulation of debt, not only by shunning occa- 
sions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in time of peace to 
discharge the debts which unavoidable wars have occasioned, not 
ungenerously throwing upon posterity the burthen which we our- 
selves ought to bear. e execution of these maxims belongs 
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to your representatives; but it is necessary that public opinion 


should cooperate. To facilitate to them the ormance of their 
duty it is essential that you should practically bear in mind that 
toward the payment of debts there must be revenue; that to have 
revenue there must be taxes; that no taxes can be devised which 
are not more or less inconvenient and unpleasant; that the intrin- 
sic embarrassment inseparable from the selection of the proper 
objects (which is always a choice of difficulties) ought to be a 
decisive motive for a candid construction of the conduct of the 
Government in making it, and for a spirit of acquiescence in the 
measures for obtaining revenue which the public exigencies may 
at any time dictate. 

Observe faith and justice toward all nations. Cultivate 
peace and harmony with all. Religion and morality enjoin this 
conduct. And can it be that good policy does not equally enjoin 
it? It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at no distant 
period a great nation to give to 3 the magnanimous and 
too novel example of a people always guided by an exalted justice 
and benevolence. Who can doubt that in the course of time and 
things the fruits of such a plan would richly repay any temporary 
advantages which might be lost by a steady adherence to it? Can 
it be that Providence has not connected the permanent felicity of 
a nation with its virtue? The experiment, at least, is recom- 
mended by every sentiment which ennobles human nature. Alas! 
is it rendered impossible by its vices? 

In the execution of such a plan nothing is more essential than 
that ent, inveterate antipathies against particular nations 
and ionate attachments for others should be excluded, and 
that in place of them just and amicable feelings toward all should 
be cultivated. The nation which indulges toward another an 
habitual hatred or an habitual fondness is in some degree a slave. 
It is a slave to its animosity or to its affection, either of which is 
suflicient to lead it astray from its duty and its interest. Antip- 
athy in one nation against another disposes each more readily to 


offer insult and injury, to lay hold of slight causes of umbrage, | porary 


and to be haughty and intractable when accidental or trifling oc- 
casions of dispute occur. 

Hence frequent collisions, obstinate, envenomed, and bloody 
contests. The nation prompted by ill will and resentment some- 
times impels to war the government contrary to the best calcula- 
tions of policy. The government sometimes participates in the 
national propensity, and adopts through passion what reason 
would reject. At other times it makes the animosity of the nation 
subservient to projects of hostility, instigated by pride, ambition, 
and other sinister and pernicious motives. e peace often, 
sometimes perhaps the liberty, of nations has been the victim. 

So, likewise, a passionate attachment of one nation for another 

oduces a variety ofevils. Sympathy for the favorite nation, 
Facilitating the illusion of an imaginary common interest in cases 
where no real common interest exists, and infusing into one the 
enmities of the other, betrays the former into a participation in 
the quarrels and wars of the latter without adequate inducement 
or justification. Itleadsalso to concessions to the favorite nation 
of privileges denied to others, which is apt doubly to injure the 
nation making the concessions by unnecessarily parting with what 
ought to have been retained, and by exciting jealousy, ill will, and 
a disposition to retaliate in the parties from whom equal privileges 
are withheld; and it gives to ambitious, corrupted, or deluded citi- 
zens (who devote themselves to the favorite nation) facility to 
betray or sacrifice the interests of their own country without 
odium, sometimes even with popularity, gilding with the appear- 
ances of a virtuous sense of obligation a commendable deference 
for public opinion or a laudable zeal for public good the base or 
foolish compliances of ambition, corruption, or infatuation. 

As avenues to foreign influence in innumerable ways, such at- 
tachments are particularly alarming to the truly enlightenedand 
independent patriot. How many opportunities do they afford to 
tamper with domestic factions, to practice the arts of seduction, 
to mislead public opinion, to influence or awe the public councils? 
Such an attachment of a small or weak toward a great and pow- 
erful nation dooms the former to be the satellite of the latter. 
Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence (I conjure you to 
believe me, fellow-citizens) the jealousy of a free people ought to 
be constantly awake, since history and experience prove that for- 
eign infiuence is one of the most baneful foes of republican gov- 
ernment. But that jealousy, to be useful, must be impartial, else 
it. becomes the instrument of the very influence to be avoided, in- 
stead of a defense against it. Excessive partiality for one foreign 
nation and excessive dislike of another cause those whom they 
actuate to see danger only on one side, and serve to veil and even 
second the arts of influence on the other. Real patriots who may 
resist the intrignes of the favorite are liable to become suspected 
and odious, while its tools and dupes usurp the applause and con- 
fidence of the people to surrender their interests. 

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is, 
in extending our commercial relations, to have with them as little 
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political connection as possible. So far as we have already formed 
ee let them be fulfilled with perfect good faith. Here 
us x 

Europe has a set of primary interests which to us have none or 
a very remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in frequent 
controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign to our 
concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be unwise in us to implicate 
ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes of her poli- 
tics or the ordinary combinations and collisions of her friendships 
or enmities. 

Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to 
pursue a different course. If we remain one people, under an 
efficient government, the period is not far off when we may defy 
material inj from external annoyance; when we may take 
such an attitude as will cause the neutrality we may at any time 
resolve upon to be scrupulously ; when belligerent na- 
tions, under the impossibility of making acquisitions upon us, will 
not legally hazard the giving us provocation; when we may choose 
peace or war, as our interests, guided by justice, shall counsel. 

Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why 
quit our own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by interweav- 
ing our destiny with that of any part of Europe, entangle our 
peace and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, rivalship, 
interest, humor, or caprice? 

It is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances with 
any portion of the foreign world, so far, I mean, as we are now at 
liberty to do it; for let me not be understood as capable of patron- 
izing infidelity to existing engagements. I hold the maxim no 
less ee to public than to private affairs that honesty is al- 
ways the best policy. I t, therefore, let those en ments 
be observed in their genuine sense. But in my opinion it is un- 
necessary and would be unwise to extend them. : 

Taking care always to keep ourselves by suitable establishments 
on a 5 defensive posture, we may safely trust to tem- 
iances for extraordinary emergencies. 

Harmony, liberal intercourse with all nations are recommended 
by policy, humanity, and interest. But even our commercial 
policy should hold an equal and impartial hand, neither seeking 
nor granting exclusive favors or preferences; consulting the natu- 
ral course of things; diffusing and diversifying by gentle means 
the streams of commerce, but forcing nothing; establishing with 
powers so disposed, in order to give trade astable course, to define 
the rights of our merchants, and to enable the Government to 
support them, conventional rules of intercourse, the best that 
present circumstances and mutual opinion will permit, but tem- 
porary and liable to be from time to time abandoned or varied as 
experience and circumstances shall dictate; constantly keeping in 
view that it is folly in one nation to look for disinterested fayors 
from another; that it must pay with a portion of its independence 
for whatever it may accept under that character; that by such 
acceptance it may place itself in the condition of having given 
equivalents for nominal favors, and yet of being reproached with 
ingratitude for not giving more. There can be no greater error 
than to expect or calculate upon real favors from nation to nation. 
It is an illusion which experience must cure, which a just pride 
ought to discard. 

In offering to you, my countrymen, these counsels of anold and 
affectionate friend I dare not hope they will make the strong and 
lasting impression I could wish—that they will control the usual 
current of the passions or prevent our nation from running the 
course which has hitherto marked the destiny of nations. But if 
I may even flatter myself that they my be 1 of some 
partial benefit, some occasional good—that they may now and 
then recur to moderate the fury of party spirit, to warn against 
the mischiefs of foreign intrigue, to guard against the impostures 
of pretended patriotism—this hope will be a full recompense for 
the solicitude for your welfare by which they have been dictated. 

How far in the discharge of my official duties I haye been guided 
by the principles which have been delineated the public records 
and other evidences of my conduct must witness to you and to the 
world. To myself, the assurance of my own conscience is that I 
have at least believed myself to be guided by them. 

In relation to the still subsisting war in Europe my proclama- 
tion of the 22d of April, 1793, is the index to my plan. Sanctioned 
by your approving voice, and by that of your representatives in 
both Houses of Congress, the spirit of that measure has continu- 
ally governed me, uninfluenced by any attempts to deter or divert 
me from it. 

After deliberate examination, with the aid of the best lights I 
could obtain, I was well satisfied that our country, under all the 
circumstances of the case, had a right to take and was bound in 
duty and interest to take a neutral position. Having taken it, I 
determined, as far as should depend upon me, to maintain it with 
moderation, perseverance, and firmness, 

The considerations which respect the right to hold this conduct 
it is not necessary on this occasion to detail. I will only observe 
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that, according to my understanding of the matter, that right, so 
far from being denied a any of the belligerent powers, has been 
virtually admitted by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may be inferred, without 
anything more, from the obligation which justice and humanity 
impose on every nation, in cases in which it is free to act, to main- 
tain inviolate the relations of peace and amity toward other na- 
tions. 

The inducements of interest for observing that conduct will 
best be referred to your own reflections and experience. With 
me a predominant motive has been to endeavor to gain time to 
our country to settle and mature its yet recent institutions, and 
to progress without interruption to that degree of strength and 
consistency which is necessary to give it, humanly speaking, the 
command of its own fortunes. 

Though in reviewing the incidents of my Administration I am 
unconscious of intentional error, I am, nevertheless, too sensible 
of my defects not to think it probable that I may have committed 
many errors. Whatever they may be,I fervently beseech the 

1 avert or mitigate the evils to which they may tend. 


I carry with me the hope that my country will never 
cease to view them with indulgence, and that, after forty-five 
of my life dedicated to its service with an upright zeal, the 


aults of incompetent abilities will be consigned to oblivion, as 
myself must soon be to the mansions of rest. 
lying on its kindness in this as in other things, and actuated 
by that fervent love toward it which is so natural to a man who 
views in it the native soil of himself and his progenitors for several 
generations, I anticipate with pleasing expectation that retreat in 
which I promise myself to realize without alloy the sweet enjoy- 
ment of partaking in the midst of my fellow-citizens the benign 
infiuence of good laws under a free government—the ever-favorite 
object of my heart, and the happy reward, as I trust, of our mu- 
tual cares, labors, and dangers. 


UNITED STATES, September 19, 1796. 
THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior. transmitting a 
draft of a bill to make final disposition of the affairs of the Five 
Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, and for other e e, 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Select 
Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians, and ordered 
to be printed. 


Go: WASHINGTON. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. C. R. 
McKEnnky, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 277) for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon; and 

A bill (S. 2818) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River at or ‘near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 23) in relation to pharmacy in the Indian Terri- 


tory; 

A bill (H. R. 891) granting certain lots in Gnadenhutten, Ohio, 
to Gnadenhutten special school district; 

A bill (H. R. 6493) to ratify and confirm act No. 47 of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 6494) to approve and ratify act No. 73 of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 9053) to amend an act to amend an act to con- 
structa bridge across the Missouri River at a point between Kan- 
sas City and Sibley, in Jackson County; and 

A bill (H. R. 11963) regulating the practice of medicine and 
surgery in the Indian Territory. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the 
Fraternal Union,of Dayton; of the St. Laurentius Unterstuetzungs 
Verein, of Dayton; of the Central Council of Dayton; of the 
Oesterreicher Unterstuetzungs Verein, of Dayton, and of the 
Handegen Unterstuetzungs Verein, of Cincinnati, all in the State 
of Ohio; of Plattdeutscher Gilde Fortschritt, No. 30, of Chicago, 
III.; of Columbus Lodge, No. 112, of St. Louis, Mo.; of the Ger- 
mania Verein, of Boston, Mass., and of the Turn Verein of Wau- 
pun, Wis., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Kilpatrick Post, No. 71, De- 

rtment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, of 

olyoke, Mass., and a petition of Henry H. Johnson Post. No. 
171, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, 


of Northfield, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service-pen- 
sion law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Worcester, 
Mass., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 2 
He also presented a petition of the Independent Order of Good 


erde of Pierce County, Wis., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of Richmond Grange, No. 
135, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, peeves coe the pas- 
sage of the so-called Brownlow good-roads bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of South Bethle- 
hem, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the erection of a Government building at that place; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public omnes a and Grounds. 

He also presented petitions of Theodore Weaver Post, No. 271, 
of Hellertown; of J. C. Keehn Post, No. 539, of Hooker; of Wil- 
liam S. Thompson Post, No. 182, of Oxford; of Charles S. White- 
worth Post, No. 89, of Apollo; of Gilmour Post, No. 227, of Ulster; 
of William Connor Post, No. 40, of Grant; of O. G. Bingham Post, 
No. 305, of Slippery Rock; of Major William H. Bre Post, No. 
612, of Beaver Springs; of Post No. 187, of Carbondale; of Jacob 
Maynard Post, No. 877, of Mehoopany; of Jerry Jones Post, No. 
541, of Pennsylvania; of J. C. Markle Post, No. 623, of Pennsyl- 
vania; of John E. Myers Post, No. 386, of Pennsylvania, and of 
George Cook Post, No. 315, of Pennsylvania, all of the De 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which were refe to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of St. Peter’s 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Reading; of the Christian Civic 
Union of Greensburg; of sundry citizens of Reading; of the con- 
gregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Steelton; 
of the Ministerial Association of Sunbury and Northumberland; 
of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of Law- 
rence County; of the congregation of the First Baptist Church 
and Friends Meeting, of Oxford; of the congregations of the 
Methodist ee United Presbyterian, and Presbyteri 
churches, of Oxford; of the Men's League of Oxford; of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Oxford, and of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance League of Oxford, all in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to regu: 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Philadelphia 
and Harrisburg, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage of the so-called anti-injunction bill; which were réferred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee 


on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lordsburg. 
Bolsa, Visalia ia, Hyries, Orange, and ands, all in the State of 
California, and of sundry citizens of Promise, Oreg., praying for 
the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, 
praying for the repeal of the commutation clause of the homestead 
act and for the enactment of legislation prohibiting the disposal 
of agricultural and irrigable lands to others than actual settlers 
under the homestead law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Elverson; of sundry citizens of Wyoming County; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of East Lemon; of 
sundry citizens of Sunbury; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of West Grove; of the congregation of the Pres- 
8 Church of West Grove; of sundry citizens of Philadel- 

ia; of the congregation of the Salem Evangelical Church, of - 

ohnsville; of the Salem Young People’s Alliance, of Mohnsville; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Darby; of the 
Woman’s Missio Society of the Temple Lutheran Church, of 
Philadelphia: of the Ladies Guild of the Temple Lutheran Church, 
of Philadelphia, and of the Christian Endeavor Society of the 
Temple Lutheran Church, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for an 
investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 
He also poroa a petition of the thirty-fourth annual meet- 
ing of the National Board of Trade of Washington, D. C., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the powers of the In- 
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terstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the thirty-fourth annual meet- 
ing of the National Board of Trade of Washington, D. C., praying 
that an appropriation be made to enable the Agricultural Depart- 
ment to continue and extend its investigations and reports on the 
preservation of fruits and food products; which was referred to 

the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the thirty-fourth annual meet- 
ing of the National Board of Trade of Washington, D. C., remon- 

strating against the enactment of legislation providing for the 
inspection of grain at terminal points by the National Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Healso presented a petition of the thirty-fourth annual meeting 
of the National Board of Trade of Washington, D. C., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing proper protection for this 
conntry against undesirable immigration; which was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the thirty-fourth annual meeting 
of the National Board of Trade of Washington, D. C., praying for 
the adoption of certain amendments to the naturalization laws; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the thirty-fourth annual meeting 
of the National Board of Tradeof Washington, D. C., praying for 
8 of the so- called pure - food bill; which Was referred 
to the Committee on Maunfactures. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Manu- 
facturers’ Association of New York, praying for a reduction of 
the internal-revenue tax on alcohol to 70 cents per proof gallon; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York, praying for the passage of the so-called pure-food 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Baptist 
Church of Nion, of the Methodist Church of New Haven, of the 

Congregational Church of New Haven, of the United Presbyterian 
Church of Argyle, of sundry citizens of P. and Esperance, 
and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of New Haven, 
all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

r. ALGER presented a memorial of the Grand Rapids Furni- 
ture Manufacturers and Employers’ Association, of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. a 

He also presented a memorial of the Grand Rapids Furniture 
Manufacturers and Employers’ Association, of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., remonstrating against the so-called anti-injunction bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Starkweather, N. praying for the enactment of legislation 
to re te the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on the J 3 

He also sented Poem of sundry citizens of Sawyer and 
Velva, in the State o North Dakota, praying for the enactment 

tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Sol- 
diers Homes and Government buildings; Which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of Colonel Whipple Post, No. 
49, carer of California and Nevada, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Eureka, Cal. and a petition of Seven Pines Circle, 
No. 3, Department of California, Ladies of the Grand Army of 
‘the Republic, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment 


of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee | tuted to 


on Pensions. 
Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 


tian Tem ce Union of Keene, N. H., anda tion of Grand 
Lodge of New Hampshire, Independent Order of Good Templars, 


‘of Concord, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He -also presented the petition of C. F. Cate, of Northwood, 
N. H., praying for the passage of the so-called Brownlow good- 
roads bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Ho also presented a petition of the Northeast Washin Citi- 
zens’ Association, of Washi „D. C., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation toregulate the operation of the street railways 
i Districtof Columbia; which was referred tothe Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Ministerial Alliance 
of Kankakee, III., and a petition of sundry citizens of Illinois, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate theinterstate 
9 — of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. DUBOIS 8 titions of McPherson Post, No.3, De- 
ent of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic; of A. T. Mo- 
ynolds Post, No. 19, Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the 
Republic; of Coeur d' Alene, and of W. T. Sherman Post, No. 31, 
Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, all in the 
State of Idaho, praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Healso presented a petition of the Alpha Club, of Seattle, Wash. 
praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed against 

on. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the affidavit of Charles 
F. Coates, of Coupeville, Wash., to accompany the bill (S. 2113) 
for the relief of Bernard W. Murray; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Thornton, Wash., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
Tesh liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE pana a petition of the Thirty-seventh An- 
nual Encampment, tment of Rhode Island, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Providence, R. I., praying for the enactment of 
= service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also presented petitions of Burnville Grange, No. 4, of Har- 
risville; of Aquidneck Grange, No. 30, of Middletown; of Davis- 
ville Grange, No.8, of North Kingstown; of Nonquit Grange, No. 
81, of Tiverton, and of Border Grange, No. 8, of Woonsocket, all 
of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Rhode Island, pray- 
ing that an increase be made in the appropriations in aid of State 
agricultural experiment stations; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Current Topic Club, of New- 
port, R. I., praying for the establishment of a national forest res- 
ervation in the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented a memorial of District Council, United 
Brotherbood of Carpentersand Joiners, of Baltimore, Md., remon- 
strating against the Government placing enlisted men in compe- 
tition with civilian mechanics; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman's Auxiliary, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Portland, Me., praying for the 
enactment of a service-pension law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Western Association of Shoe 
Wholesalers, praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


INTEROCEANIC CANALS, 


Mr. SCOTT. I present memoranda prepared by R. G. Ward, 
of New York City, relating to the Panama and Nicaragua canals, 
together with sundry letters. I move that the letters be printed, 
and, with the accompanying memoranda, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals, 

The motion was.agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4236) to pay claimants for damages to private 
property by reason of mortar tice at Fort Preble, Me., during 
the fall of 1901, as reported a board of army officers, consti- 
ascertain the same, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. Lat ting an increase of pension to 
George W. Gregory, repo t with amendments, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was Te the 
bill (S. 3862) n an increase of pension to James M. Kerche- 
val, submitted an adverse rt thereon; which was agreed to, 
and the bill was oned indefinitely. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19) establishing a United States 
court at Marietta, Ind. T.; reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 868) establishing a United States court at Marietta, Ind. T., 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

ferred the bil (S 22006 p aang miann k ier Jammie irar eka 
re e bill (S. an increase of pension to Andrew 
eee rg repented 44: with amendments, and submitted a 

ereon. 


e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 4074) granting an increase of pension to Annie E. Shipp, 


1904. 
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submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 


the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

8 bill (S. 3 granting an increase of pension to Sylvania 8. 
eney 
A pill (S. 2824) granting a pension to Clara G. Garretson. 

Mr. ALGER, from the ittee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1453) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
M. Schell, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on: Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3833) granting an increase of pension to George T. 
Edwards; 

A bill (S. 883) granting a pension to E. Laurence Herriott; and 

A bill (S. 2690) granting an increase of pension to James Gary. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3500) granting an increase of pension to Orrin L. Mann; 

A bill (S. 8727) granting an increase of pension to Eli Headley; 

A bill (S. os granting a pénsion to Hannah Hall; 

A bill (S. 2988) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Ackley; and 
A A 5 (S. 2937) granting an increase of pension to Julius Bo- 

ens . 


Mr. McCUMBER, from. the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

Roos (S. 2857) granting an increase of pension to Onne H. 


＋ bill (S. 3519) granting a pension to Ruby A. Stirdivant; 
A bill 8. 3978) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


A bill (8. 1436) granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Wentworth; 

A bill (8. 3904) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Crawford; an 
Ga: er (8. D granting an increase of pension to Rinaldo M. 

wold. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the ‘following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
en bill (S. 2348) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton S. 

ADi (S. 140) granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 


A Uii (S. 8979) granting an increase of pension to Sterling L. 
3 bill ae 8977) granting an increase of pension to Luther S. 
A bill (8. 2871) granting an increase of pension to Justin M. 
Gn 1 McCUMBER (for Mr. Burron), from the Committee on 


Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported | Sawt 


them severally with amendments, and submitted 
A bill (S. 2872) 
Schermerhorn; an 
A bill (8. td are g an increase of pension to R. F. Nugent. 
Mr. McCUMBER. (for Mr. OVERMAN), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 3919) granting a pension to Florence E. Foster; and 
Frets bill (S. 3878) granting an increase of pension to George 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. OVERMAN), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred. the following bills, reported | Bo 
them severally with amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

cre bares 68. 4329) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


reports thereon: 
granting an increase of pension to Ruth A. 


A rene 6. 4246) granting an increase of pension to Louis Grover- 
man; and 

A 1 (S. 3879) granting an increase of pension to C. Q. Lem- 
mon 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Overman), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 4027) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Zebulon A. Shipman, submitted an adverse 
1 thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 

itel 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3417) granting a 
pension to Garrett V. Chamberlin, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 


was referred the bill (S. 417) to correct the military record of C, 


Wilson Walker, submitted an adverse rt thereon, which was 
agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, 
which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2041) granting a pension to Catherine L. Chaney; 

A bill (S. 2001) granting a pension to John Murphy; 

5 55 bill (S. iS Bis) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
omas; 

A bill (S. 1737) granting a pension to Charles M. Snyder. 

Mr. from the Committee on Pensions. to whom were 

referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 

ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

9 Gs 4254) granting an increase of pension to William H. 

A bil. 8774) granting an increase of pension to John C. Fel- 

ton; 

A bill (S. 2946) granting an increase of pension to Joshua Day. 

Mr: SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1667) granting a pension to Stalnaker Marteney: 

A bill (S. 2655) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Zellers; 

A bill (S. 2960) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Horn- 


ing; and 

11 565 3523) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Butz. 

Mr. B , from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were sion the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitte reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4317) granting an increase of pension to Sarah L, 
Augur; and 
A bill (S. 2320) granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
Legrow. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the followi wing bills, reported them severally. with 
amendments, and submi reports thereon: 

a (8. 3771) granting an increase of pension to Virginia C. 


Spen 
“A bil 8. 2952) granting an increase of pension to William J. P, 


A bill (S..4237) granting a pension to Martha Small Wiggin; 
1 (S. 3457) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
arker; an 
Macy bill (S. 1423) granting an increase of pension to Samuel F, 


Mr. Mr BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred: the following bills, them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1764) granting an increase of pension to John Shehan; 

A bill (S. 3585) granting an increase of pension to John Walton: 

Satara nae . 3927) granting an increase of pension to Norman B. 


Dave 
A ill 8 8651) granting an increase of pension to Mildred S. 


Ogden 
yY biil (S. 1959) granting a pension to Mary Remington; 
A bill (S. 1388) granting an increase of pension to Orson H. 


elle; 
A bill (8. 858) granting an increase of pension to Phebe A. Ford; 


an 

A bill (8. 569) granting an increase of pension to Jesse B. Nurse, 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1899) granting an increase of 
pension to Thompson Warren, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

Nee bill aa 3149) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
nie bill E Se granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

A Val ( 5 90 ting a pension to James Henry Martineau. 
„from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
i were RNA the following bills, reported 7 severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereo 

A bill (S. 3596) to amend section 2327 of the Bered Statutes 
of the United States, concerning mineral lands; 

A bill (S. 181) to provide for the repayment of unexpended 
moneys deposited to cover costs of platting and office work in con- 
nection with mining and 

A bill (S. 3298) to amend section 2326 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relative to mining claims. 

Mr. B | from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the Dill (S. 2462) granting a pension to Sara A. Wardell 


submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 


the bill was postponed indefinitely, 
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Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an | Millican 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 4371) granting a pension to Alison Clifton; 
A bil (S. 4284) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
kins 


A bill is. 106) granting an increase of peany to Carrie Wages; 
A bill 905 827) granting an increase o 
son; an 
a. (S. 3544) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
P 


Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the followin; 151 bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submi reports t ereon: 

A bill (S. 2029) granting an increase of pension to Peter P. 


; an 

A bill (S. 3201) granting an increase of pension to James I. Shafer. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2385) providing for holding regular terms 
of the circuit and district courts of the United States at Great 
Falls, Mont., reported it without amendment. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. KEAN, fromthe Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. HANSBROUGH on the 20th ultimo, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be, and the same ishereby, 
authorized to employ during the Fifty-eighth Congress a stenographer, from 
time to time as ma: necessary, to report such hearings as may be had er 
the committee or its subcommittees in connection with an matter whic. 

may be before the committee, the expense thereof to be paid out of 1 a 
— Api fund of Bh a pijn and that the 3 be authorized to 


hearings p: 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Paris 
Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4443) for the relief of the estate 
of John Chandler, deceased; which was read twice by its title, | Horn 


and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4444) for the relief of the estate of 
John Moody, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LATIMER introduced a bill (S. 4445) for the relief of the 


‘diets of Dedrick Stokein; which was read twice by its title, and | Ru 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 


msion to Elias S. Gib- | d 


A bill (S. 3 for the relief of the estate of William Brown 

A bill 18 4459) for the relief of John Christie, in his own ri sht 
and as administrator of the estate of Daniel Christie, d 

A bill (S. 4460) for the relief of the estate of Emile Rost, ap: 


ceased; 
A bill (8. 4461) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Brugere, 
A bill (S. 4462) for the relief of the estate of Clarisse Donato, 


eceased; 
A bill 75 3 for the relief of the estate of Belot Augusta 
Donato, d 


Pes A bili 59 5 4464) for the relief of the estate of J. M. Charpentier, 
ri ci (S. 4465) for the relief of the estate of Francis M. Fisk, 
deceased; 


A bill (8. 4466) for the relief of E. A. Givens, sr.; 

A bill (S. 4467) for the relief of the estate of Alexander Roth, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4468) for the relief of M. W. Stewart. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
sae | read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. ol oats a pension to Sarah E. Hood (with ac- 
ont nying pa’ 

ill (S. 44700 . an increase of pension to Jacob 8. 

Fisher (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4471) granting a pension to Ida Thompson (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

2 pill Sis 4472) granting a pension to Frances E. Taylor (with 


panying paper); 
S i bill ( (5. 4473) granting a pension to Hannah A. Krause; 
A bill (S. 4474) granting an increase of pension to B. Frank 


A A bil (S. 4475) granting an increase of pension to Daniel J, 


A bill (S. 4476) granting an increase of pension to William Camp- 
bell (with an accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 4477) granting an increase of pension to John C. Craven 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4478) granting an increase of pension to Solomon R. 


ch; 
A bill (S. 4479) granting an increase of pension to Frank H. 


Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4446) for the relief of the es- | Wilson; 


tate of Jesse Hollingshead, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4447) for the relief of 
Dr. William O. Robards; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr: McCREARY introduced a 1 bill (S. 4448) for the relief of 
Central University of the State of Kentucky,and A. R. Burnam 
and John Bennett; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4449) for the relief of the 
estate of John H. Record; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SIMMONS introduced a bill (S. 4450) for the relief of 
W. B. Whitfield; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims 

He alsointroduced a bill (8. 4451) granting a pension to Stephen 
Rice; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4452) to appoint an addi- 
tional district judge for the northern judicial district of Cali- 
fornia; which was twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BARD introduced a bill (S. 4453) to amend section 17 of 
the act of Congress approved June 6, 1902, entitled ‘‘An act to 
ingrease the limit of cost of certain ublic buildings, to authorize 
the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the erec- 
tion and completion of public buildings, and for other purposes; ”’ 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 4454) granting-an in- 
crease of pension to John Seiler; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4455) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ancil J. Busby; which Auta read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensi 

Mr. McENERY introduced a Dill ( (8. 4456) granting an increase 
os msion to Alexander Gaal; which was read twice by its title, 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Saa oroin eA Gis follo bills; which were 5 
twice by their titles, and ref to the Committee 

al (S: 4457) for the relief of the estate of John H. Ellis, Til, de- 
ceased (with an accompanying paper); 


A bill (S. 4480) granting an increase of pension to Jane E, Fuller; 

A bill (S. 4481) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Harris; 

A bill (S. 4482) 8 a pension to Kate D. Marlin; and 

A bill (S. 4483) grantin: ang a service pension to all officers and 
enlisted men of the United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, 
both Regular and Volunteer, who have been awarded medals of 
honor, or who may hereafter be awarded such medals under acts 
of Congress approved December 21, 1861, July 12 and 16, 1862, and 
March 3, 1863, and any other act or acts amendatory thereof or 
supplemental thereto, 

. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4484) to amend section 
3893 of the Revised Statutes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-R Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4485) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Edward Means; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4486) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge from the military service to Alexander Gray; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4487) granting an 
increase of pension to Aaron M. Mason; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4488) granting a pension to 
Thomas C. De Ford; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

17 5 McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4489) granting an increase 

cal with to John T. Vincent; which was read twice by its title, 
a ith the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4490) to authorize the President to 
appoint Col. Argalus G. Hennissee to the e of brigadier- 
general in the United States Army on the retired list; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the ri al eit ie papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affai 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a a bill (S. 4491) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles C. Wilcox; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4492) restoring the name of Joseph 
Kelly, late of Troop I, Second United States Cavalry, to the pen- 
sion roll; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 
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Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4493) granting a ion to 
George W. Cook; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
„Ar. TELLER mug referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 4494) granting an increase 
3 ion to John Whisler; which was read twice by its title, 

referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ir. CLAY introduced a bill (S. wage to provide for the issu- 
ance of postage-stamp certificates used 
lien of i stamps, now ais employed in the payment 
of small accounts; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 4496) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harvey Fletcher; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4497) granting an increase of 
pension to Hosea A. Dunham; which was read twice by its title, 
and ena to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
0 15 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Claims: 
e (8. 4498) for the relief of the estate of Mathew Brown, 
Rs Anil (3 4499) for the relief of the estate of Samuel Stolsworth, 


cease 

A bill (8. 4500) for the relief of sie estate of James T. Clement, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. aH) for the relief 5 The 8 of James Crews, de- 


(with an accom per); and 

X bill (S. 4502) for the relie of the estate of Hiram Howell, de- 
ceased (with an accompanying paper). 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to al- 
low commutation of quarters to civil engineers, assistant civil 
engineers, and professors of mathematics of the Navy, and fixing 
the allowances of civil engineers and professors of mathematics 
at the same rate as for naval constructors, and for assistant civil 
engineers at the same rate as for assistant naval constructors, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the naval Bs te rape ge 
which was referred to the Committee on Na and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to allow commu- 
tation of quarters to civil engineers, assistant civil engineers, and 
proto of 1 of the Na avy, intended to be proposed 

y him to the naval appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment authorizing the 
Postmaster-General to lease for post-office purposes for a period 

fifty years a building to be erected over the tracks 
ork Central Railroad in the eo of New York, State 
of New York, within the space bounded b n avenue, 
Madison avenue, Forty-second street, and Forty-sisth street, in- 
tended to be proposed him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, and with the accompanyi 
3 referred to the Committee on Post- Offices and Post-Roads. 
also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 

$25,000 for ee e of rewards in the post-office inspection 
and mail-dep tion service of the Post-Office ent, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Post-Office co appropriation 
bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with accompa- 
nying paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN’S SUFFRAGE. 
Mr. BACON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the one Sa 9 


n the 
the 
iz o 


55 on . 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the bill (H. R. T to author- 
ize the Charleroi and Monessen Bridge Company to construct a 
bridge over the Monongahela River, a the bill (H. R. 3578) to 
authorize the Mercantile Bridge Sa to construct a bridge 
over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, from a point in the 


borough of North Charleroi, Washington County, to + toa t in 
Rostraver Township, Westmoreland 5 the 
Calendar and recommitted to the ttee on uae 

The motion was agreed to 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
3 (H. R. 23) in relation to pharmacy in the Indian Terri- 
Ty; an 


as remittances in 


A bill (H. R. 11963) regulating the practice of medicine and 

ay. in the Indian Territory. 
ollowing bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Territories: 

A bill (H. R. 6493) to ratify and confirm act No. 47 of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Arizona; and 

A bill (H. R. 6494) to approve and ratify act No. 73 of the legis- 
lative assembly of the Territory of Arizona. 

The bill (H. R. 891) granting certain lots in Gnadenhutten, Ohio, 
to Gnadenhutten special school district, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 9053) to amend an act to amend an act to con- 
struct a bridge across the Missouri River at a point between Kan- 
sas City and Sibley, in Jackson County, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA—PANAMA CANAL. 

Mr. CULLOM. T ask that the unfinished business may now be 
laid befor the Senate, and that its consideration be resumed. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon cn the 12th ultimo, as 
modified by him on the 8th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the hice ie cre be respectfully informed that the Senate 
favor and — her negotiation, with a view to its ratification, of a one 
with the . — to ho end that thi be peace: : 

‘erences between the United 


States fe > Reput ae of Col da with the Inte 5 
and the ublic o om e inten any cause 
of irritation or conflict, and of ring the cordial rela: 


United States and’ Colonie, and also of eue tho 
isting — tue an 
pang cooperation of the Colombian people in the —— of the canal 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it seems likely that the dream of 
the centuries is now at last to become real. Columbus believed 
sas he would find a westward path over the unbroken ocean to 

go and Cathay, which are now known as Japan and China. 

When he came back from ene ae voyage he reported, as every 
schoolboy knows, that-the islands he had found were = E coast 
of Asia, and that the wealth of Japan and China would be the 
reward of another voyage. He thought that on his second voy- 
age he had reached the continent of Asia, and that he could, if 
he chose, go back to Spain by a continuous journey by land 


That was four hundred and ten yearsago. He never found ont 
his mistake. In his later voyages his eyes saw the continent of 
America, although his feet never touched it. He died without 
the knowledge that he had given a new world to mankind. It 
was not till seven years after the death of Columbus that Vasco 
Nunez de Balboa, a famous Spaniard, discovered the Pacific Ocean 
at Darien and madeit certain that America was a continent and that 
only a narrow strip of rock divided the Atlantic from the Pacific. 

For more than four centuries commerce and freedom and em- 
pire and adventure have been chafing against that narrow rock. 
As soon as Balboa found the obstacle, the adventurous spirit of 
the Old World set itself to penetrate it. And yet, Mr. President, 
of the Isthmus of Darien, with its good harbors on both sides; 
where there is but 6 or 7 feet difference in the level of the two 


TS | seas; where the distance between the two oceans is shortest; 


where, if acanal be constructed, ships can pass through it without 
locks in half a day; where Balboa, not Cortez, 


With eagle eyes 
Stared at the Pacific, and all his 2 men 


we know pra ye ctically as little to-day as he knew fourcenturies ago. 
I should myself have liked to have had a more full exploration, 
even if it had cost a million or two of dollars and another six 
months’ delay, before committing ourselyes absolutely to a canal 
at Panama. 
But it is not a subject with which I deem myself specially com- 
petent to deal. The question has been decided by wiser heads 
s- | than mine—by experts, here in the Senate, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, in the Executive Departments—who have brought to 
the great question a profounder and more 1 study. The 
impatience of the American people, a natural and proper impa- 
tience, is unwilling to brook longer delay, after four centuries 
of waiting. I myself acquiesce eagerly and . in the result. 
I share the enthusiasm which stirs the pops pulse in the antici- 
pation that the American Republic is at to achieve the great 
undertaking, whose consummation kingsand prophets have waited 
for and to which empires and monarchs have proved unequal. 
The gentlemen who have this measure in charge have 
set forth with eloquentadvocacy that it is to shorten the distance 
to the East; that it is to realize the dream of Columbus; that it 
is to bring Cipango and Cathay to our doors: that the stream of 
trade east ward and westward is to flow with every rising and re- 
tide; that the eastern and the western oceans are at last 
to e but one music; that the time has come when the two 
, when East and West, shall be one, or, if not one— 


Two, like the brain, whose halves ne’er think apart, 
But beat and tremble to one throbbing heart, 


2192 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 22, 


It would be no wonder, Mr. President, if the tide of this enthu- 
siasm were to sweep people and Senate and Executive off their 
feet, and that any voice counseling a moment’s delay or delibera- 
tion should be heard with impatience or should be amid 
the chorus of acclaim and joy. 

There is, however, Mr. President, another result to the accom- 
plishment of which this canal is, in my judgment, to be a great 
contribution and which, it seems to me, if not even greater than 


the advantage which is to come to us in the Orient, at least ought | 


to be mentioned along with it—that is, the effect it is likely to 
have in binding together and to us the sixteen or seventeen repub- 
lics of the American continent. s 

In the very darkest period of our civil war, when we had few 
friends abroad and the stoutest hearted at home were almost in 
despair; when Washington was in peril and England and France 
were watching for an opportunity to recognize the Southern Con- 
federacy; when the Alabama had driven our commerce from the 
ocean, the whole world was startled by a voice of good cheer and 
good hope. It was the voice of John Bright, at Birmingham. 

The chancellor of the exchequer, as a speaker— 

He said— 

by any man in England, and he is a t sta ; he be- 

3322 . the North to be hopeless; that Sarr Lar 1 


4 8 do not blame anx man here who thinks the cause of the North hopeless 
and the „ fag pe Union impossible. It may be hopeless; the restora- 
8 believe, for my part, that such a fate will befall that fair 
land. stricken eg my it now is with the ravages of war. I can not believe 
that civilization, in its journey with the sun, will sink into endless night in 
order to gratify the ambition of the leaders of this revolt. 

I have another and s far brighter vision before my gaze. It may be but a 
vision, but I will cherish it. I see one vast confederation stretching from the 
frozen North in unbroken line to the glowing South, and from the wild bil- 
lows of the Atlantic westward to the calmer waters of the Pacific main, and 
I see one people, and one language, and one law, and one faith, and over all 
that wide continent the home for freedom and a refuge for the oppressed of 
every race and of every clime. 

When the end of the nineteenth century was coming on we 
looked forward to the accomplishment of this hope in the century 
that was to follow.. Certainly it was no ignoble dream. If ever 
nation were entitled to hope for the good will of any other nation 
the great Republic might well look for the will of her sisters 
at the south. She held out to them in one hand the Declaration 
of Independence with its great doctrines of the equality in rights 
of every nation with every other. In the other hand she held out 
the Monroe doctrine, to which every republic to the south of us 
owed alike her independence and her safety. 

What nation, what combination of nations, can resist the peace- 
ful influence of this great American continent, occupied by re- 
publics and alive with the spirit of liberty? When that shall have 
come abont we shall never need to go to war. Our strength will 
be the strength of peace. Our victories will be the victories of 
peace. Europe seemed already ripe for the same doctrine, France 
and Switzerland were already republics in fact. England and 
Sweden and Norway and Belgium and Denmark were republics 
in substance. Asia and South Africa and Australia were ready 
to enter our school as docile, eager, and obedient pupils. 

The people of these republics have their grave faults, as we 
have ours and our ancestors had theirs. Humanity, as it rises 
from the savage state, is, like Milton's lion, still pawing to get 
free his hinder parts. For one, I feel like being tolerant of the 
faults of our sister republics. I think revolution and riot and 
unsteadiness and discontent in freedom are quite as pardonable 
as the century-long dead level of European or Asiatic despotism. 

I do not expect myself to see the accomplishment of that vision. 
But I believe it is not far off. The eyes of children now born, 
the eyes of men now within the sound of my voice, will see it far 
on its way to accomplishment. In spite of a difference of opinion 
on one great question, I am confident that that career of peaceful 
empire and of peaceful glory will be along the same path, with 
the same chart and compass, with the same guiding stars, with 
the same rule of faith and practice, that this nation followed 
from the beginning. 

The doctrine of the Declaration of Independence that all men 
are equal in political rights and political opportunities, that goy- 
ernments get their just powers from the consent of the governed, 
that every nation has the right to that form of government which 
it and no other shall deem for its safety and op is the doc- 
trine henceforth to be the magnet which will draw men into that 
mighty federation and to share with us the peaceful dominion of 
self-government. 

e will, in my judgment, never substitute permanently the 
doctrine that strong nations are to judge of these things for 
weak ones, that we are to give to re oe such govern- 
ment as we think good for them, that we will determine for them 
whether and when they are capable of governing themselves, and 
that military conquest or grant from a dispossessed tyrant will 
make a pet | title to empire of one people over another, 

The gratitude of free Cuba, Japan started by us on her career 


of civilization and glo , China saved from partition and spolia- 
tion—these great achievements, in two of which my friends who 
sit by me have had so noble and honorable a share, are to be our 
passports and titles to the confidence of a continent of republics 
in this hemisphere, and to the confidence of many a struggling 
people in the other. 

I expect, Mr. President, to give my vote for the treaty. As I 
said the other day, no man in this country desires it more eagerly 
than Ido. I doubt if there be a man living who desires it so 
eagerly as I do. 

I should hardly deem it needful to speak again after what I 
have said already and after what has been said by other Senators 
on both sides of this Chamber were it not for some criticism and 
misun 5 and elsewhere of what I said the other 
day. Certainly, Mr. President, I have been taught one lesson, es- 

y by the speech of my good friend from Ohio, which it may 
be was needed to take the conceit out of me. Thad, with what Lam 
afraid was an undue vanity, supposed that whatever else might be 
my defects or shortcomings I had the capacity at least to state 
what I think so that my meaning would be known with toler- 
able and ordinary clearness, and that after thirty-five years of 
service in these halls I should not be suspected by men who knew 
me of saying one thing and meaning another. 

I called attention the other day to some charges which were 
made extensively in the press in this country and in other coun- 
tries which I declared in my judgment were unjust and false, 
but which I thought needed explanation and contradiction. 
Beside what had a in the newspapers hostile to the Presi- 
dent and to the Republican party, I was receiving private letters ex- 
pressing anxiety andalarm from Republican sources of the highest 
title to respect. The writers were puzzled and anxious, Ithought 
that the case had been very imperfectly and insufficiently stated. 
I was confident that a full and complete statement would remove 
all ground of reasonable criticism. 

For some reason, what was a simple and ordinary resolution re- 
ie the President to give us such information as he might 

ink not incompatible with the public interest was met with delay 
and opposition. It was a resolution which for many years it had 
been the custom of the Senate to adopt on the desire of any single 
Senator. But it was attempted to delay it and suppress it, first by 
sending it over under the rules, and then by a p to commit 
it tothe Committee on Foreign Relations. Ithenstated the reasons 
why I thought a fuller and clearer statement of the whole case was 
needed for the satisfaction of the public and the absolute vindica- 
tion of the President. 

That I was actuated by no hostility to him, if anything other 
than my own affirmation be needed to show it, will, I think, be 
believed when I quote the resolution of the et epee conven- 
tion of Massachusetts, adopted not long ago. e eminent gen- 
tleman charged with the duty of preparing the platform for that 
convention did me the honor to invite me to prepare so much of it 
as related to the President. This is the resolution which I pre- 
pared myself, of which I wrote every syllable. It was prepared 
es consultation with anybody and without help from any 
other man. 


The Republicans of Massachusetts and her people, without distinction of 
party, have paid their tribute of honor and reverence to the great name and 
e of William McKinley. We havecause for profound 15 that, in 

the providence of God, the burden he laid down is borne by a worthy suc- 


cessor. 

Theodore Roosevelt has addressed himself to the duties of his high office 
with wisdom and courage. He has had no secrets from the American people. 
He has spoken to them out of the abundance of a brave and honest heart. 
He has addressed himself. fearlessly to the difficult problems which have 
arisen since he succeeded to the Presidency and those which came down from 
his predecessors. We approve what he has done already and what he has 
declared that he intends to do hereafter. Massachusetts sustains and sup- 
pores: his present A ration and intends to sustain and support him in 
another. 


I introduced a resolution on the 9th of December calling upon 
the President to give such information as he might deem not in- 
consistent with the ge interest as to what had been done in 
dealing with Colombia and the new Republic of Panama so far as 
it affected the canal treaty. I suppose I must call it Panama,” 
though I was brought up on the old-fashioned lines of Scott, 
which my friend the Senator from Ohio will recollect, They 
run something like this: 

Panama's maids will long look pale, 
When FORAKER inspires the tale; 


Oolon's dark matrons long will tame 
The froward child with CULLou's name. 


I have not got the names right, but the lines are in substance 
as I have quoted them. That resolution was one of a kind which, 
according to the customs of the Senate prevailing until quite re- 
cently, has been adopted asa matter of course, if any Senator 
think he need information for the discharge of his own duty. I 
can not conceive any reason for withholding it or delaying it. 

It left everything to the discretion of the President. It asked 
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for no information, except what the Executive and the State De- 
partment were in the habit of giving to any Senator who should 
visit the White House or the Secretary of State. But for some 
reason it was met by all the tactics of parliamentary opposition 
which the Senate rules permit. First there wasa demand that it 
go over from day to day, and then a motion that it go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations for consideration. 

It will be observed, Mr. President, that it was not a perem 
tory direction to a department, such as we are wont to give. it 
was a courteous request to the Executive to tell us so much of 
the matter as he should think the gis interest should it. 
If that resolution had been ado ,as I ted when I intro- 
duced it, as a matter of course, I should not have said a word. I 
was specially careful when I did speak to give notice that if any 
Senator thought anything I should say fitter for executive session, 
I would instantly desist. Under those circumstances, I deemed 
myself compelled to say what Isaid. I thought then and think 
now that I was doing a great service not only to the country, but 
to the y of which I am a member, and to the President, of 


whom I am a supporter. 

Mr. President, there was a very peculiar condition of things at 
that time. A large portion of the press of the country, Demo- 
cratic and what is called Independent,“ were making very bit- 
ter charges against the President. The echoes of those charges 
were beginning to reach us from foreign countries. They charged 
the President with instigating the revolution in Panama. One 
editor in Panama, favorable to the revolution, made a statement 
in his own newspaper, extensively copied inthis country, that he 
had had an interview with the Secretary of State, who had, in sub- 
stance, es he to him his approval of the revolution, but coun- 
seled a little delay until things should be in readiness. 

These charges were, in my judgment, foul and infamous. I was 
applied to by a well-known newspaper that had repeated them to 
pre my opinion of the whole question. To that request I replied 

t I was not myself informed sufficiently to make a public 
statement about it, but that if I did make a public statement I 
should not select for an oes a newspaper which itself, knowing 
no more about it than I di tind harko the head of the Repub- 
lic with dishonorable conduct. The correspondent asked me if he 
might report my answer. I told him he was welcome to do it, 
and he did it. That was a few days before I introduced that res- 
olution in the Senate. 

Now, does any man believe, after reading that resolution of the 
Massachusetts State convention, and after making that public 
statement, I undertook either directly or by insinuation to indorse 
the calumny I had so indignantly rebuked? 

But, Mr. ident, these charges of the newspapers at home 
and abroad were having their effect. I was getting letters from 
men, whose names, if I were at liberty to make them known, would 
create a deal of astonishment, aa loge. e uneasiness and 
alarm. They were asking whether these things were ible. 
Many of the writers were evidently very tiy impressed 8 them. 
These letters did not come the men who are called Mug- 
wumps,’’ or ‘‘ Independents,” or Bolters,’’ or. Free Traders,“ or 
from the cloisters of universities, or the libraries of dreamers, or 
from men who were lukewarm in their Republicanism. 

They came from men of the highest character and influence, 
political and personal friends of my own, with whom I have been 
acting all my life. They did not come from men who in the past 
have been in the habit of going from one party to another at every 
alternate election. They came from business men, from protec- 
tionists, from large employers of labor, from men of advanced 
years, from men who never gave other than a Republican vote 
and whose names were never absent from a Republican contribu- 
tion. They were full of uneasiness and alarm. 

The danger seems to be over now. Butit seemed to me then, 
as it seemed to men wiser and better informed than I am, that the 
condition was like that which preceded the first and second elec- 
tions of Mr. Cleveland—a condition of fancied security at Wash- 
ington and a condition of well-founded alarm among Republicans 
in the places where elections are decided. 

What were the charges and 5 They were: 

First. That the Administration, failing to get a treaty from Co- 
lombia, had instigated the revolution. 2 

Second. That the President had been hasty in recognizing the 
new State, thereby abandoning the doctrine we maintained against 
England and France in the beginning of the civil war. A 

ird. That he had, in violation of the solemn treaty by which 
we were bound to maintain the sovereignty of Colombia over 
Panama against any other 
neglected that duty, but 


wer, at home or abroad, not only 
tied the hands of Colombia so that 
she could not defend herself, and then had proceeded to desp 
her of that sovereignty and of the Isthmus which gave it its chief 
ue. 
Now, Mr. President, I said in my speech on December 17 that 
XXXVIN—138 


so far as the charge of secretly fomenting this revolution, it did 
not seem to me worth the President's notice. I said that if the 
President were to consult any Senator, that, in my opinion, he 
would tell him that there was no occasion for him to prove by 
any evidence beyond that of his own character that he had 
nothing to do with any indiscretion or artifice. Isaid that from 
all I had ever seen or known he was the last man living capable 
of such anact. Perhaps I might say, without indelicacy or im- 

ropriety, that what I said any Senator would say to the Presi- 
eae if he had asked him, I had myself said to the President when 
he asked me. But I also said of the charge against the Secretary, 
of State that I did not believe one word of it; that it did not seem 
to me to be Mr. Secretary Hay’s style. 

But the President decided otherwise. He had undertaken to 
contradict these aspersions. He had sent to the House of Repre- 
sentatives a message containing a few of the documents, with 
the history of the transactions, and had given to the press, for 
the express purpose of showing the impossibility of these charges, 
spata a message he 5 to send to Congress on the 
Ith of December, showing that when he had prepared it, in the 
latter part of October or the beginning of November, he had no 
expectation of revolution in Panama, and expected to deal with 
the situation on an entirely different theory. 

Mr. President, unfortunately, it seems to me, and as it seemed 
to many loyal friends of the President himself, his explanation 
and contradiction were in a very imperfect state. Neither he nor 
the Secretary of State had given an indi t denial of the 
charges. It is true, as I thought then and think now, no denial 
whatever was necessary. But he had not taken that view. He 
had sent certain documents to Congress and made known to the 
public a draft of a message for the very of contradicting 
these slanders. Now. I pointed out in what I said, affirming with 
all my might, that I did not believe a word of them myself; that 
if they were to be contradicted by a history of the transactions 
we ought to have the whole of it and not simply that part of it 
that did not contradict them. The documents which the Presi- 
dent had sent in began, in order of time. before any revolution 
had begun in Panama. So far as appeared by them our Adminis- 
tration had no knowledge or expectation of any, a view confirmed 
by the draft of the undelivered message, until orders were given 
to hurry ships to Panama for the sole purpose of preventing Co- 
lombia from so disposing of her forces as to prevent it. 

It is true there had been rumors in some papers before that time 
of expected revolution in Colombia, but they were not alluded to 
in anything the President said tous. They were unknown toa 
large portion of the American people. I confess my own igno- 
rance; but they were not known to me, and they were probably 
unknown to the general public in foreign countries. 

So, Mr. President, the only official fact that had been furnished 
to usin answer to these calumnies were the facts that the first 
step, as ewig fs in these important transactions was that before 
the revolution broke out the United States gave an order not to let 
Colombia anticipate it and prevent it. 

Now, Mr. President, wasit an unfriendly act? Was it unpatri- 
otic? Was it disloyal, either to my country or to the party which 
my enemies, at least, say I love with an extravagant affection 
that I called attention to the condition of things? That friend of 
President Roosevelt must be very sensitive indeed who thinks 
when a slanderous and foul charge is made against him that itis 
a wound to say at the time that the charge is foul and slanderous. 
and that the ident’s character is such that it is not worthy of 
contradiction, and to add, also, as you have undertaken to con- 
tradict it, had you not better make your contradiction complete? 
If it bea wound, beitso. “Fai are the wounds of a friend. 

I not only, Mr. President, utterly disclaimed any other purpose 
than this at the time, with as much clearness and vigor of state- 
ment as I could put into language, but when the Senator from 
Maryland and the Senator from Ohio put a different interpreta- 
tion on what I had said I declared that I would not permit, if I 
could help it, the Senator from Maryland or the Senator from 
Ohio to put me in a false position. 

Mr. President, whether I was right or wrong, the President 
and the Secretary of State seem to have agreed with me. They 
have sent in, first a few days after I spoke, and again still later, 
two messages, giving all the history of the transaction and of our 
relations with Colombia and New Granada, arguing all these 
questions very powerfully, so far as they are matters of argu- 
ment, and accompanied by emphatic and indignant denials of 
all the imputations to which I referred, expressing at the time 
— omi belief that they were false. The Secretary of State says, 
what I knew beforehand from my knowledge of his character, 
that he never said any such thing to that editor, and never talked 
with him except in the presence of a number of other persons. 

The President, in his message January 4, 1902, shows by the 
history of the transactions that what he did was in precise accord- 
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ance with what had been done in previous years with entire pub- 
lic approval. He says: 

I hesitate to refer to the injurious insinuations which have been made of 
complicity or this Government in the revolutionary movement in Panama. 
They are as destituteof foundation asof . The only excuse for my 

th ms might mistake for ac- 


uiescence the of mere self-respec' proper to say, ‘ore, 
that no th Go ent had any part in p s „in- 
citing, or e the late revolution and 


any person o intelli- 
— the newspapers and — goles 9 —— eee with 
Pu 
Is there any man on the face of the earth, friend or foe of 
Theodore Roosevelt, who doubts that clear and manly statement? 
Will the campaign orators from Portland, Me., to San Francisco 
or Paget Sound have one among their number who will accuse 
that brave and honest man of ood when he uttered that 
statement? And is it not on the whole a good thing, my Repub- 
lican friends, that you will haye that to cite when you go into the 
campaign next summer? Do any of you differ from me on either 
of these propositions? Again, if anybody does, I wish he would 
tell me 


Now, Mr. President, it would be arrogant and presumptuous in 
me to claim that anything I said in the Senate induced the Presi- 
dent to do exactly and fully what I myself desired to have him do. 
I certainly make no such claim. But I do claim that what the 
President has said and done vindicates absolutely the propriety of 
what I myself said and did, and Iam able when I read the sate 
of January 4 to repeat what I said in the resolution of the Repu 
lican State convention of Massachusetts, to which I just referred: 


eodore Roosevelt has addressed himself to the duties of his high office 
wisdom andcourage. He has had nosecrets from the American people. 
He has spoken to them out of the abundance of a brave and honest heart. 
himself 1 diffi problems which have 
vege those which a ose — 
ne already and w. e 
sustains and 


and sw 
pport him 4 
another. 


Mr. President, if my life shall be spared and my eyes shall see, 
as I hope and believe if my life shall be ad they will see, an- 
other Republican Administration, I shall if I have aseat here, 
to give to President Roosevelt honest and friendly and fearless 
counsel, without stopping to think whether that be the best road 
either to his favor or to the popular favor of the day. I have 
learned in my life that while we must do our duty in the present, 
as God gives us to see it, that the reward for doing duty comes 
in the future; seldom at the time. 

Mr. President, the time for the vote isso near and the members 
of the Committee on Fo Relations and other Senators—es- 
pecially the Senator from Wisconsin—have discussed the question 
so thoroughly that I do not like to enter into an argument now. 
I will, however, say a word or two upon two questions. 

First, I wish to speak of the charge that the President has been 
overhasty in the recognition of thenew Republic. That isa mat- 
ter solely for his discretion. The power of recognition of a for- 
eign government, whether of its separate existence or of its de 
facto government, must in ordinary cases be within the exclusive 
discretion of the President, and his action must be absolutely 
binding upon all other departments of theGovernment. That 
matter was debated when some zealous friends of ours were urg- 
ing Congress to recognize the insurgent government which was 
then literally in the saddle in Cuba. 

Those gentlemen, some of them at any rate, admit their mis- 
take now. This power, though so important, is not an express 
power. Itisaderived power coming from the President’s power 
and duty to appoint and receive ambassadors, other pals minis- 
ters, and consuls, and his power and 1 to see that the laws, 
including treaties—which are laws—be fai y executed. 

It is impossible that the exercise of this power should wait for 
the assembling of Congress in those cases that arise in vacation 
or should be ees a until the lawmaking power, consisting of 
three separate and independent authorities, can agree and can 
act. I have thought that cases may be conceived where such a 
8 and authority may exist in the aminak ponar It may 
be desirable sometimes to enact a law which will determine the 
action of all persons under the authority of our Government, de- 
ciding who is the lawful government of a foreign country. But 
that question does not arise now. 

So it is clear to my mind that for every American, whether in 
Congress or out, the question, What is the lawful Government at 


Panama? has been settled by the President. No question remains 
for the Senate but whether ie treaty be a proper one 
and for the public interest. erwise, if the Executive think 


one way and we think another, and the House of i nae ripen es 
perhaps differs from both of us, there can never be a lawful treaty 
with any power occupying the territory of Panama, and not ay 
the must wait, but everything so far as our relations wi 
that country is concerned must be in chaos, 


I ought, perhaps, in all candor, to say one other thing. I lis- 
tened carefully to the interesting argument of my honorable 
friend from Wisconsin last Saturday. I have read carefully all 
that has come from the Department of State upon that subject. 
I am unable to give my consent to the interpretation of the trea 
of 1846 with New Granada—the benefits of which have descen: 
to Colombia and now, as a consequence of the ident’s recog- 
nition of the new Republic, to Panama—and to the construction 

t upon it by my honorable friend from Wisconsin and, if I un- 

erstand the matter correctly, to the construction put upon it by 

the President under, I suppose, the advice of his able and accom- 
plished Secretary of State. 

I do not understand as they do the attitude of previous Admin- 
istrations upon that question. I think we were bound to guarantee 
the sovereignty of New Granada and Colombia and now of Pan- 
ama, since the President has recognized it, over that Isthmus 
against all foreign powers, including ourselves, and that we are 
also bound to guarantee it against domestic violence and insurrec- 
tion. This has nothing to do with the Monroe doctrine. Our 
guaranty is against American States as well as against an 

ers 


powers. 

As I interpret the treaty and as I interpret the previous decla- 
rations of our former yy Erer kaia I think aa an exchange 
for this valuable and costly right of transit—in which we are more 
interested than all the rest of the world pe together—and the 
right to occupy that Isthmus with our public forces to protect not 
only its neutrality, but the uninterrupted transit of commerce, 
we said to New Granada: We will guarantee your peaceful sov- 
ereignty against any unlawful whatever.” 

But, Mr. President, the case of the United States, in my opinion, 
under present conditions is stronger instead of weaker according 
to my view than according to the view taken by my honorable 
Par ls agua Us to 1 een 
y of the ofi ə United States — 
tees positively and “‘efficaciously ” to New Granada 


as compensation for the right of way and the advan and favors of 
oly ser a 


m the perfect neutrality of the before-mentioned us, with the 
view that the transit from one sea to the other may not be interrupted or 
em at any future time. 


Now, as the President claims and as every Senator who has 
ed the question on that side claims, that was for the purpose 
of keeping that transit peaceful and neutral whatever contending 
forces might menace it. 
A domestic insurrection might be a greater menace and a more 
pemaen interruption than that which would come from ay 
oreign war. Suppose there were an insurrection in Panama 
the conditions along that Isthmus were like those of the valley 
of the Shenandoah or the Rappahannock in our civil war. The 
United States, if it were to keep the peace 17 oe a conflict, 
must inevitably take one side or the other if the belligerents were 
Here: = our tration says, and so our Administration 


ac 
Now, the treaty goes on to say that in consequence the United 
States also guarantee in the same manner the rights of 3 
and property which New Granada has and possesses over the sai 
territory.” * any other construction of that treaty the 
United States is bound to prevent what it has as the 
lawful sovereignty from ever asserting its lawful authority there. 
From that would follow either that the rebel authority is alwa 
to be recognized or in case of any disturbance that there must 
no sovereignty existing there whatever, although a civil war 
might last, as many Spanish wars have lasted, for a year or for a 
generation. 

Now, Mr. President, this view is supported by the language of 
the treaty of 1857, under which both Governments admitted the 
liability of New Granada for damages caused by a riot at Panama, 
as is expressly stated in the treaty, which says: 

For which the said Government of New Granada acknowledges its liability 


arising out of its privilege and obligation to preserve peace and order along 
the transit route. p 


If it were not our right and duty to protect that sovereignty, it 
must follow that the right and duty were not lodged anywhere. 
We were not bound to do it ourselves, and we were bound by 
our duty to keep the peace to prevent New Granada or Colombia 
from doing it herself. This view, as I understand, was the view 
of Secretary Seward, as expressed in his letter of April 80, 1876, 
in which he says (I abbreviate his cpp tom, a little, but give its 
entire substance) if the complete and absolute sovereignty of the 
State of Colombia shall ever be assailed by any power, at home 
or abroad—that is, by domestic violence or foreign violence—the 
United States will be ready to te with the Government of 
their ally to maintain and defend it. 

Mr. Fish says, October 27, 1878, in his dispatch to Mr. Keeler, 


that— 
Our t has never been acknowledged to embrace the d 
prvtucting the ced BOTOS On TADAA freee tae VIOIA ck inl DAS 
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It is clear that he isnot speaking of a menace to the sovereignty 
of Colombia. He further says that— 

That protection has been given, but with the consent and at the instance 
of the local authorities. Itis regarded as the undoubted duty of the Colom- 
bian Government to protect the from attacks of local insurgents. The 

of this duty will be insisted upon. 

Mr. Bayard says that— 

Our Government has always recognized the sates ana e te of 

lombia in th mises 45 bas expressly d protect- 
„ sie 

And that— s ’ 

Whenever we have sent our forces there it has always been at the instance 
and with the consent of Colombia, 

He is speaking of local disturbances not amounting to an at- 
tack on the sovereignty which we ourselves are bound to guar- 


antee, 
And President Cleveland, in his annual message of December, 
1885, says that our forces which were sent to Colombia by him to 


keep the transit open were sent there only when the author- 
ity was tem ily powerless and always in aid of the sovereignty 
of Colombia, and 


t that fulfillment of our duty was highly ap- 
rip mee by the Government of Colombia and has been followed 
y expressions of its satisfaction. 

So, Mr. President, so far as I can understand the matter, but 
for my deference to the great legal authorities who differ 
me, it would seem to me to be clear that we entered into a treaty 
in 1846 by which we bound ourselves to guarantee the sovereignty 
of Colombia against domestic as against foreign violence. We 
were to do it at her instance and in her aid. 

But, Mr. President, this obligation is, in my judgment, limited 
in all reason and in all justice by the absolute necessity of the 
case to the protection and guaranty of that sovereignty only when 
it is so exerted that it gives no occasion or justification for a law- 
ful resistance by the people over which it is exercised. We did 
not mean to bind ourselves in violation not only of our own Dec- 
laration of Independence, but of the doctrine we had been preach- 
Decca AE ted So AE D ENE ONAN aoe: 
op people no ovi wa govern- 
ment, and that if they ertook to do it our power was to be 
pledged to their subjugation. 5 — 

If we had made a like treaty with Spain in regard to Cuba or 
in regard to any part of South America, Tehuantepec or Nica- 
ragua or Panama, while under her rule, would it be contended 
for a moment that she could summon us to support her in ageres. 
sions like those of Weyler or those which the whole 
South American continent and the islands of the sea had rebelled? 

There is an 8 case, well settled by all authorities, in 
international law w. declares precisely the same principle, 
though adapted to a not very dissimilar state of facts. That is 
the well-settled doctrine that a treaty obligation for an alliance, 
offensive and defensive, never binds any nation to support its 
ally in an unjust war. ; 

Wheaton says that Grotius and the other text writers hold that 
the casus foederis of a defensive alliance does not apply to the case 

of a war manifestly unjust, that is, to a war of aggression on the 
part of the power claiming the benefit of the alliance. And it is 
even said to be a tacit condition annexed to every treaty made in 
time of 3 3 to afford succors in time of war, that 
the stipulation is applicable only to a just war. To promise assist- 
ance in an unjust War certainly would be an obligation to commit 
an injustice, and no such contract is valid. 

a e Ra, Mr. rnae Lage 8 must 101155 a Tygi 
an en en a guarantee sovere No su 
treaty can de for a moment reasonably claimed to constitute an 
obligation to maintain a sovereignty against which there is a just 
and clear 8 of revolution. If any had en 
maintain the sovereignty of Spain over Cuba, would it be for a 
moment contended that such a treaty bound the con power 
to maintain a rule so Ly Lane tyrannical and cruel that we 
held ourselves justified, under the law of nations, in interposing 

for its overthrow? 

If, therefore, the statements, so far uncontradicted and unquali- 
fied, made by the President and made on the floor of the Senate 
be true, and had an honest ground for revolution against 
Colombia, in accordance with the doctrine of which we set the 
1 oF when we became ourselves a nation, and the doctrine 
stated to the world in our own Declaration of Independence, then, 
in my judgment, the treaty was not applicable or of binding force 
any longer. 

f this also it seems to me that the President must necessarily 
be the judge. The treaty with New Granada, to the rights and 
duties of which Colombia succeeded, was the law of the land, 
binding alike upon the executive and the judicial departments. 
It was the constitutional duty of the President to see that, like 
other laws, faithfully executed. It was not a case, from its very 
nature, where he was bound to await the action of the lawmaking 


z The duty to interpose for the defense of the sovereignty of Co- 


from | G 


to | for prompt haste 


lombia in a 
Isthmus, w ordinarily be an o J. e of instant necessity. 
It could not await the assembling of Congress, if it arose in vaca- 
tion, and it could not await the slow action or the possibility of 
difference of opinion of a power which required the concurrent 
action of two legislative bodies and the President himself for its 


exercise. 
I hold, therefore, Mr. President, that although, in my opini 
dale 


case, like that of pee the neutrality of the 


the treaty of 1846, as expoun again and again since, 

us to protect the sovereignty of Colombia against all 

either foreign or domestic, and of course bound us to respect it 
ourselves, yet that that only bound us to guarantee and protect it 
in its lawful exercise. en it became intolerable, so that its 
subjects had a fair right of revolution on principles which we 
ourselves have declared are the fundamental and natural rights 


ependence and had established it, of which 
the President is the sole judge, our obligation to defend the sov- 
3 over that Isthmus, which had come down from New 

to Colombia, came down from Colombia to Panama. 
She had the right to claim the advantage as she had succeeded to 
of 1846, just as she would have the 
and succeed to the obligation of the treaty 
lombia had been 


ards. 

I had thought of saying a word about the charge inst the 
President of undue haste in the recognition of the new Republic. 
But I do not think at this late hour that I care to do more than 
te repeat precisely what I said the other day. Iam afraid I did 
not say it very clearly. I certainly failed to make the very clear 
intellect of my good friend from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], whom I 
love and honor—and who, I sometimes think, likes me a little, 
too—understand me. 

It is said that the President’s action is inconsistent with what 
ps 8 of European powers at the time of our civil war. 

said, then: 


ee 
ts of the Government. I do not think 

his feet in dealing with Panama from the 
our civil war. 

of the lawyers in the 
mse of Commons complained of the delays and the slow process of the 
answered that when em ted 
their own courts as guides for the procedure of that t 
if a rabbit that four times a year should 5 
n for the tion of an el: t. Certainly the reverse is 
The el t that once in twelve months can afford no rule for judg- 
ing of the period of gestation of a field mouse or a humming bird. 

I have been told by some learned naturalists since I spoke that 
the elephant takes twenty months, instead of twelve, for that in- 
3 process. That is a matter about which I have no knowl- 
edge and about which, I presume, Senators who hear me have no 
knowledge. If that be true, it only strengthens the force of the 
illustration. What I meant to say was that, as compared with 
our civil war, with the birth of the A o Southern Confederacy, 
determining the fate of eleven and perhaps fifteen States, and 
rending asunder a great nation, this matter of the birth of this 
little Republic was but a field-mouse or hamming-bird transaction 
as ig eas with the birth of an elephant. 

All facts, all the history, affecting that transaction were 
well known to the President when he acted. There were reasons 
wing out of our relations with that Isthmus 
and by reason of the necessity of having some power with whom 
we could deal in the pending negotiations relating to the isthmian 


canal. 
Now, Mr. President, the last sentence which I uttered in the 
speech of last December was this: 


ae dgment, entitled y 
en apon Panama treaty. We are entitled to know it in the ie Aa 
scribed by the established custom of the Government for a century—by an 
official communication from the Executive to one or the other House of Con- 

and not to get it h some individual Senator, whose information 


ma 8 his own wishes or by what he fancies to 
be the wishes n Pe 


Whether I were right or wrong in that declaration, 8 
of it has been abundantly indorsed by the President. He has de- 
clared, as I did, that he thinks the c. unworthy of a serious 
denial. He has also, as I did, that having once treat. d 
itas worthy of attention it is better to make his denial complete 
and absolute, as he has done, and enable the American people and 
foreign critics and the men who are to write history to judge of 
the transaction by the whole story and not by a kasty narrative 
which begins on the 2d of November. 


2196 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


3275 m ß ß 


FEBRUARY 22, 


I shall, Mr. President, cordially and gladly support this treaty, 


as I said, when I spoke the other day, it was my hope and expecta- 
tion todo. Is share the exultation of the whole people when, 
in the near future, the construction of the canal shall be be; 

5 the only power on earth competent to complete it, and another 
glorious chapter in the history of the world will be also another 
glorious chapter in the history of the Republic. 

For fifty-three years, ever since the Republican party was born— 
before it was ee or eee eee has kept in 
these seats an unbroken succession of Republican Senators. She 
has given through them fearless and honest and brave counsel. 
She has been often criticised. She has been sometimes unpopular. 
But I think on looking back that my brethren will agree with me 
that the country has non the whole better off, and that the 
Republican party has on the whole profited by the fact that she 
has put no bridle or muzzle upon the lips or the tongue of the 
men she has chosen to represent her. In general you have come 
round to her way of thinking, and have follewed—I will not say 
her leadership, but her advice. 

T account myself the humblest and the least worthy of the men 
she has selected to represent her. I have differed, as have m 

redecessors, sometimes temporarily from by brethren, whom 
ive andhonor; but the people have kept me here, not only longer 
than any other in the Senate or House of Representatives for a 
consecutive term of service and longer than any other - 
chusetts Senator, but longer than any other man now in public 
life in this country. 

I have tried to be faithful to her traditions and to represent 
worthily as I might her deliberate opinions. I have tried, if I 
might, to bring it about that this great transaction, greatest in our 
history save only the achievement of our independence and the 
abolition of slavery, be performed in a way to enhance the pure 
fame of my country at home and abroad, that it shall owe noth- 
ing to A chia but everything to justice. 

So, President, I not only find no difficulty in giving my vote 
for this treaty, but I give it with an unqualified pleasure and sat- 
isfaction. 

I repeat what I said on the 17th of December: 


livi: ho desires so eager? I 4 ages 7 u 5 

0 so as I do—to su 0 on 
EnA t0 act with . in this mu I desire the build- 
ing of the canal. 


tury, in the mmanity, bringing nations together and making the 
whole world kin. 

T hope it isa laudable ambition—at any rate it is my ambition—that this 
may be accomplished in my time by the 8 with which I have acted from 
my youth and by the Administration of my choice, Nothing can be more 
delightful to me than that it shall be accomplished by the dent of whom 
5 sup’ d I had the right to speak as an honored and yaana 5 

end. 


tis a dear ambition also that my vote may be recorded favor. 


I added then what I desire to repeat now: 


But let this t transaction be 8 in the great way which alone is 
worthy of it. tit be brought to ifit may be, by the unanimous consent 
of all parties and the united action of all the people. If, unhappily, that beim- 


without 
t I believe 


ight which a high order of intellectual effort 
in this case with the added pleasure that I am in full accord with 
all he has said about the question under consideration, however 
it may be as to his criticisms upon myself for the speech I made 
in answer to him when he ee in December last. 

I account myself somewhat unfortunate, Mr. President, with 
respect to this conten a so far as there is one between the 
Senator from Massachusetts and myself. I had been otherwise 
engaged when he made his former speech to which reference is 
made and came into the Senate Chamber op 8 he took the floor 
and commenced to I was not aware he intended to make 
aspeech. I was not aware he had introduced the resolutions to 
which he spoke. I knew nothing about that except only 
as I gathered it as he delivered it. I undertook to make an an- 
swer to it. It was necessarily impromptu. It was necessarily 
based on what I understood the Senator from Massachusetts at 
that time to say, 

If I misunderstood him in any respect, as the Senator in his 

claims I then did misunderstand him, I am not alone in 

t misunderstanding. I have turned tothe RECORD, and I refer 

to it only that I may the better assure the Senator, and place it in 
the Recorp, that I did not intend at that time to misrepresent 
him, as I would not under any circumstances knowingly or in- 
tentionally misrepresent anyone, When the Senator concluded 
his speech, which I find in the RECORD of December 17 last, he 


was succeeded immediately by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Gorman], who seems to haye understood the purport of the Sen- 
ator's speech precisely as I did. I quote from the speech made by 


gun | the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] on that occasion: 


Mr. President, I think the country is to 
Senator from Massachuset 
whose reputation is world- 
nessed 


be congratulated that the 

agreat leader on the other side of the Chamber, 

de, has followed the examples that we have wit- 

n body timeand time again. When some question arises wherein 

the honor of the American people is involved, there are alwaysenough patri- 

otic Senators to join the minority in staying the hands of the Executive power 

when it trenches upon the right of the Sonate or of Congress, or attempts, 

without the consent of Congress,by an improper and inexcusable act, to in- 
volve the country in war. 


Whether or not the Senator from Maryland was justified in 


employing that language in making his answer to the Senator 
from 5 appear from a study of what had been 
said by the Senator from A pars ara 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio will also remember that 


Maryland to 


Mr. HOAR. I disclaimed it at the time. 

Mr. FORAKER. But the question remained then, notwith- 
standing what the Senator from Massachusetts said, and remains 
now, whether or not a fair construction and interpretation of the 
language then employed by the Senator from Massachusetts war- 
ranted what the Senator from Maryland said. 

It is pertoca Pacer from the language then employed by the 
Senator from Maryland that he understood the Senator from 
Massachusetts to be making an attack upon the President of the 
United States, at least to be severely criticising him, because of 
what had been done under his direction in the Panama affair, 
Was he or not justified in that? We shall see in a moment. 

After the Senator from Maryland had concluded I made the re- 
marks which have been referred to. I have stated how I came 
to make them; that they were made on the spur of the moment 
in answer to the speech as I understood it. I knew at the time 
when I rose tospeak that I was not alone among the Republicans 
in this Chamber in the view I entertained as to the character of 
speech the Senator from Massachusetts had made, A number of 
Senators had expressed to me as their opinion of what he had said 
precisely what I understood him to have said. I rose, therefore, to 
answer, having in my mind exactly the view as to the character 
of speech made by the Senator from Massachusetts that the Sen- 
ator from Maryland had expressed. 

But I did not answer as the Senator from Maryland did. Icon- 
tented myself not with opone as resolutions—I had no objec- 
tion to them—but with statin, a prefatory way that I thought 
those resolutions should have ak offered and the speech should 
have been made in executive session, because at that time we had 
pending in the Senate—it was yet then, I believe, in the Committee 
on Foreign Relations—a treaty with Panama with respect to which 
all of those questions were necessarily raised; and if any additional 
testimony or evidence or knowledge was desired by any Senator, 
it could have been secured by asking for it in executive session, 
where I think it properly belonged, as well as by asking for it in 
open session. And it occurred to me that that was where the reso- 
lution should have been offered and there, if anywhere, where the 
speech should have been made. 

I was not alone in that opinion, Mr. President. The Senator 
from Massachusetts himself seems to have had the same kind of 
an impression, for one of the first paragraphs of his speech on 
that occasion was the statement that if as he proceeded any Sena- 
tor should think his remarks more appropriate in executive ses- 
sion, he would yield at any time for such a motion to be made. I 
think not only did the Senator from Massachusetts feel that at 
least in all probability the speech should be made in executive 
session, but 1 think every member on this side of the Chamber 
was in accord with mein that opinion. Therefore it is that, so 
far as the prefatory f sly of my remarks on that occasion is con- 
cerned, all that I said was entirely justified. 

I then came to discuss what the Senator had said, not at any 
length, for I simply called attention to the fact that he had read a 
lot of telegrams—all of which are set out here in the Recornp—and 
from those telegrams which he had just read he had drawn aconclu- 
sion. Let me read the language, that I may be accurate. I said: 
which h 
states as his conclusion, to the effect thatthis Government, although Geaying, 
C 
that no other conclusion could be deduced e 4 

Mr. President, not only did the Senator from Massachusetts say 
that in express language on that occasion, but he has repeated it, 
I think, more than once in the speech which he has just now de- 
livered, for he has told us here again to-day, as he told us then 
that from the telegrams he inferred thus and so in criticism of 
the Administration. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me? I never 
said the other day, or to-day, that I drew that conclusion—never. 
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Mr. FORAKER. Well. 

Mr. HOAR. I accompanied what I said with an expression of 
my indignant disbelief in any such thing, but I said the President 
had begun his narrative at a point which did not repel it. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is frue. If the Senator will bear with 
me a minute he will not differ with me, I take it. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said, if he will pardon me, that I 
drew that conclusion. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me say ' 

Mr. HOAR. If any honest and candid man will look back he 
will see that I expressed my indignant disbelief and said that the 
President was the last man in the world to do such a thing, and 
that his own character did not make it worth while for him to 
contradict it. But I then said, ‘‘ You have sent in a story begin- 
ning on the 4th of November, instead of sending in the whole, 
and we want the whole.” 

Mr. FORAKER. That is true. Iam coming to say all that. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwas noeg bareha not that I believed in it, 
for I said I did not, but to the fact that there were people who 
were made uneasy by it. 

Mr. FORAKER. What J said was that the Senator read a lot 
of telegrams and then stated as his conclusion deduced therefrom 
thus and so. 

Mr. HOAR. Read what I did say. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am about to read it. 

Mr. HOAR. Read it and see. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iso understand it. The Senator, after read- 
ing all these telegrams, said: 


aaa oe S cer AAA EE iad TASON tw AECA ATOAN 
the Government of Colombia from doing anything in anticipation of the 
revolution to prevent it. 

Now, after reading these telegrams he said: ‘‘If this be the 
whole story, then thus and 80.“ In another of the same 
speech he referred to the fact that I referred to in my remarks in 
answer to his, that the President had disclaimed more than once 
on behalf of the Government and every official connected with 
the Administration that there any connivance, or any 
intrigue, or any complicity whatever to bring about any such re- 
sult. I was speaking, Mr. President, in that connection about 
these telegrams and about the conclusion the Senator deduced 
therefrom. I was not unmindful of the fact, but referred to it, 
that the Senator did say in that same speech, notwithstanding he 
had quoted telegrams from which he thought only one conclusion 
could be deduced, that he had such high regard for the President 
and such implicit confidence in his word and in his honor that he 
did not believe that was the whole story. 

But how did the Senator from ee ee After 
haying read these telegrams and after having ethe statement 
that it appeared from these telegrams that we had taken these 
steps to prevent Colombia from doing anything in anticipation of 
this revolution to prevent it, the Senator used this language. 
This was the kind of language which im itself on my mind 
at that time; that gave to my mind the impression as to the char- 
acter of the Senator’s speech, to which I made answer as I did: 

Now, Mr. President— 

Having read the telegrams and made that statement— 

I want to know, I think the American people want to know, and have a right 
to know, whether this mighty policeman— 

Referring to the United States— 
instructed to keep the peace on that Isthmus, a man about to attack 
another, before he had struck his blow, manacled 
tacked, so that he could not defend himself, leaving the assailant an 
then instantly ed to secure from the assailant the pocketbook 
victim, on the ground that he was de facto the owner? 

To whom did that language apply? Of whom was that lan- 

e spoken? Were we not warranted in drawing the conclusion 
m the Senator’s statement that the telegrams he read showed 
what he claimed they showed, and from his statement—this figure 
of speech about a policeman—were we not warranted in coming 
to the conclusion that the Senator was making an attack on the 
President which, if we meant to defend the Administration, it 
was our duty then and there to take issue with? But how did 
we take issue with it? I said, in answer to that: 
Ho reads a lot of 
tes as his i 


gation to Panama wi 
occasion to draw therefrom any inference except only that 

the United States was alert to do, in a patriotic way, his duty as the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Then I was interrupted by the Senator from Massachusetts, who 
claimed that I had misrepresentedhim. That brings us back to the 
question which we haye just now been discussing and of which I 
trust we have made disposition. I did not intend to misrepresent 
him. I do not think now I did misrepresent him. I understood 


e | Senator from 


the Senator to say then, and as I read his speech now Iunderstand 
him to have said then, that these telegrams which he read told 
what he thought was an imperfect story, and that from these 
telegrams there was only one conclusion to be deduced, and that 
was one which justified criticism of the President and criticism 
of the Administration. 

Ididnotsoreadthem. I called the Senator’s attention to a fact 
which he had already referred to in his speech of that date- namely 
that we had before us not only these tele to construe an 
interpret as on their face they might read, but we had also before 
us the statements of the President. 

The Senator from Massachusetts had referred to the fact that 
the President had caused to be published in one of the news- 
papers of the country an extract Son the message which he had 

epared to send to the special session of Congress in November, 

t which he did not transmit to Congress because it became un- 
necessary by reason of these events, but which he had prepared 
before those events and afterwards had published to show that he 
was nmg the truth when he said to the country, and said off- 
cially, and said in every other way in which he was called upon to 
, that there was no complicity, no intrigue, no connivance. _ 

I said in that connection that the objection I took to the Sena- 
tor’s speech was that, boiled down to the fine point, he was call- 
ing upon the President of the United States to prove that he had 
been telling the truth, and I did not think that was becoming. I 
did not think so then; I do not think sonow. I think we had a 
right to judge the President—as the lan ascribed tohim by 
the Senator from Massachusetts shows that he judged him then, 
and judges him now—as a man of honor, as a man of truth, as a 
man of patriotic purpose, as a man of lofty character, who would 
spurn to do that which the interpretation that I put upon what 
the Senator said amounted to an insinuation of. 

Tapesct thie ab caaes ngs cient pehaga shield: sealer 

0 at more len an I perhaps simply 

cause of the unqualified and unlimited and admiration I 
have for the Senator from Massachusetts. I think all he said in 
ise of his predecessors in the office of United States Senator 
Massachusetts was worthily and befittingly said. I will go 
further and say in this presence what I know every member of 
this body on either side of the Chamber will concur in, that great 
as were Webster and Sumner and the other great men to whom 
he referred, they were not so great but that the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts is a worthy successor in that-great line. 
There is nero nen 1 81 on 9 side i egat pasera hira ee 
5 or his great learning, for hi ability, for 
his zeal in the oe welfare, for his Adelity to aes in all the re- 
lations of life, both public and private. When a man for whom 
I have such unboun 


he proceeded—I am not reading all—first to speak in high eulogy 
of the President, to whom he had just referred, as I supposed, as 
a policeman who had ed a man who was about to be struck 
and then taken his pocketbook away from him and claimed it by 
some sort of de facto right, and then he said: 


by armed 
that that Government—the Government 
ould not take any steps to prevent it. 

in that t W. 


t. 
Me ir re or from whom our Adminis- 
e information that led d 


orders. 
According to the documents sent to the House by the President the first 

tidings of any revolution that came either from Panama or Colon, or any ex- 

paed revolution, came 8 day the revolution happened. As 
e statement is now left in the offi to 

lution was known at W. 


our Gov: by its own statement, ve done in its anxiety 
that transit sh: bed was not to take measures that violence 
should not take measures that violence should not be 3 

across the us 


0 by 


1280 mig ver its territory that it mig ht} ve t s 8 od 
over its own revent a 0 
an cnlawfal revolution i its authori p 


. 


a8 


telegrams 
showed, as he them. Bu 
avail is all that when e wes with the Senator’s interpreta- 
tion of them, ed with the declaration that they admit of no 
other interpretation than that which he put upon them, as I 
understood him. And that, Mr. President, remember all the 
while, in the face of the President’s declaration, to which the 
Senator in that very speech referred, that there had been no com- 
plicity and no intrigue and no connivance. 
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Thad confidence, and every other Senator on this side seemed 
to have confidence at that time, in the truth of what the Presi- 
dent said, and that it was unnecessary to require him to produce 
evidence that he had not been making 5 and 
misstatements to the American people and to the Congress of the 
United States. 

Now, the Senator says that he is entitled to credit for having 
brought this all about. I do not know but that he is, and I gladly 
accord it to him. But I still remain of the opinion that it could 
just as well have been secured in executive session, and it could 
have been secured there, I believe, with more propriety. There 
was never a moment when the President withheld from the Con- 

of the United States or the American people any informa- 
ion in re to this matter—never one moment—and as soon as 
he learned that there was a disposition to have more light than 
had been given he directed that every scrap of information on the 
1 7 be compiled and sent to the Senate in order that we might 
be fully advised. The President would have done that just as 
readily had he been asked about it in executive session, and we 
would not have what perhaps is not in and of itself harmful, but 
what I think will be found in the future to be a bad precedent— 
the discussion in open session of the merits of a treaty which 
ought to be considered only in executive session. 

Mr. President, as I said when I rose, I agree with the Senator 
in his speech eg e so far as he saw fit to criticise what I 
said in answer to hi on that former occasion. I agree 
with him in the view which he takes of that which was done by 
our Government. I agree in the estimation he has given us here 
of the President of the United States—of his great ability and 
his high character as a worthy official to be the head and Chief 
Magistrate of this great Republic. 

I agree with him that all that has been done is consistent with 
honor and a patriotic purpose and that there is nothing from be- 
ginning to end that can be legitimately criticised. The only 
thing I differ with the Senator about is the fact, as he has ex- 
ee he seems to think I was liable to some criticism 

or taking the view I expressed on a former occasion of that 
which he had seen fit then to say. I rose merely to correct that 
and to say that I had no idea then of misrepresenting him. I 
have no idea of misrepresenting him now, nor would I under an 
circumstances misrepresent any Senator or anybody else wi 
whom I might chance to come into debate. One engaged in con- 
troversy does not advance himself by misrepresentation, especially 
when he is speaking to the same audience that heard the other 
side. I undertook then to deal fairly with this matter. Iam 
only now undertaking to set myself right, if it be necessary I 
should do so in order that I may continue to enjoy undiminished 
the friendship, cordial good will, respect, and regard of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, my honorable friend from Ohio, I 
have no doubt with absolute sincerity, expressed respect for me, 
and what I have = oompa of is 8 he ee 7 a 

ion of respect for me by apparently expressing hi i 
belief that what I say I meant and said I did mean and say. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
there? 


Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Possibly that was due to the example the 
Senator from Massachusetts had set me when he spoke so highly 
of the President and in the same speech so severely criticised 


him. hter. 
> Mr. fore at is what I want to come to. 


ik you like. 
. FORAKER. Will the Senator kindly tell me in this con- 
nection to whom he referred when he spoke of the policeman? 


Mr. FORAKER 


+ Mr.HOAR. I did not refer tothe President. I referred to the 
attitude in which half a story, a page torn out of a great volume, 
would leave the American people if the rest of the volume were not 
supplied. Erskine once illustrated that when the attorney-general 
undertook to charge his client with saying something wrong and 
omitted half the sentence. He said it was as if a man should 
gore the passage of Scripture, “ The fool hath said in his heart, 
ere is no God,” and leave out the words The fool hath said in 
his heart.” The Senator from Ohio takes my sentences, reads 
half and leaves out the rest, and then he undertakes to represent 
what I said, again and again and again. i 8 
I said of a story of a series of transactions which had been going 
on a long time, you have only a page which begins in November. 


Su for instance, a man was n description of a fight, 
and he should say that A struck B half a dozen times and then 
B struck A, and the Senator should leave out the first sentence 
and put in as the whole story that B struck A. So itis as if he 
was telling the story and somebody should get up and say: You 
have not put in the previous thing which justified that blow; you 
2 it to appear that this man committed an unprovoked 
assault,” 

Now, just see how the Senator goes on. Ho reads what I said 
regarding telegrams, and he went on and he says the Senator 
draws from that a conclusion that the President has been guilty 
of unworthy conduct. I added to that sentence an expression of 
my indignant disbelief that the President had been guilty of un- 
worthy conduct. I said he is the last man in the world to do it, 
and the imputation is so foul that, in m eee it is not worth 
the while to reply to it. That is what d. 

Then I went on to say that the President has undertaken partly 
to contradict it by giving a message tò Pepes which does not 

i 


contradict it. So he has shown that he ought to be con- 
tradicted, but he has not yet contradicted it. Now, if the Senator 
hio will give me his attention, I said 


from O 

Mr. FORAKER. I am giving the Senator attention; and the 
Senator, I know, does not mean to misrepresent me, either. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not mean to do so. 

Mr. FORAKER. What I said on the former occasion and what 
I say now is that the Senator, confini 8 to these telegrams 
as though they told the whole story, drew this conclusion. 

Mr. HOAR. No; I said I did not draw the conclusion. 

Mr. FORAKER. I know, and I stated that the Senator said 
that in another connection, but I was talking about the interpre- 
tation of the telegrams. Iwas contending that the telegrams did 
not warrant that statement. 

Mr. HOAR. I said that the telegrams standing alone did not 
show the previous story, which completely exonerated the Presi- 
dent, and would do so in my judgment. t is what I said. 

Mr. FORAKE ith that and with—— 

Mr. HOAR. Standing alone. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator also commented on tho Presi- 
dent’s publication of that of his message which the Senator 
said the President had published for the express purpose of show- 
ing that there was no connivance, 

Mr. HOAR. I understand—— 

Mr. FORAKER. In other words, we had the President’s own 
statement about it added to the tele , and I was interpreting 
the 1 7 752 in the light of what the President said. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, let us come to that. That is another in- 
stance of the way the Senator from Ohio deals with this matter. 
The President did not contradict it. He did not disclaim it. He 
did not say a word on the subject except that he gave to the press a 
message in which he proposed to take possession of that canal b 
a different right. That is all. Then the Senator gets up an 
says that after the President had indignantly contradi it I 
5 this question. I called attention to the fact that the Presi- 

ent had not indignantly contradicted it; that he had only sent 
in a message which only 3 indirection, perhaps, would 
be inconsistent with it after he contradicted it. I said you 
do not need to contradict it, but if you are going to do so, con- 
tradict it plainly and flatly. 

Now, that is what I find fault with the Senator from Ohio for. 
He represents me to-day as having said these things after a con- 
tradiction by the President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I said if—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish the sentence; then I will listen to the 
Senator. 

I said the President has shown that they need attention, but in- 
stead of sending in a contradiction he sends in merely this m 
to the press, and I think I know myself, I replied, that the whole 
thing is false. He is the last man in the world to be guilty of it; 
he is utterly incapable of it, so incapable of it that he does not 
need to notice it; but when he does notice it itis better for him 
that he should give the whole story and that he should contradict 
it. Now, after saying that, the Senator from Ohio to-day says I 
13 all this after the President had indignantly contradicted it. 

eny it. 

M FORAKER. Ido not know that I used the word indig- 
nantly.” 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, you did. 

Mr. FORAKER. Possibly I did. If I did I will stick to it. 
e It was indignantly denied, and not only denied in- 

ignantly, with a good deal of feeling. 
r. HOAR. By me? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; not by you. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator pardon me. Up to the time I 
had made that speech I was the first man on the face of the globe 
who had given this infamous charge against the President a flat 
and indi t contradiction. 


Mr. FORAKER. It may be that that is true so faras speeches 
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uite differ from the Senator as 


in the Senate are concerned, but I 
t was employed by the Sen- 


to that. Here is the language 


ator— 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the S Bross from Ohio? 

— HOAR: 3 I like to hear him. ughter.] 


I am always delighted to sortie Senator. 
8 I referred to. When in the speech of De- 
cember 17 I referred to the fact that the President had entered a 
denial of any complicity, I said in that connection that he had 
done so in one instance 5 an extract from his mes- 
tage aie he had prepared to send to the special session, but did 
not sen 

Mr. HOAR. And he did not contradict it at all. 

Mr. FORAKER. Here is what the Senator said about it. It 
shows that the Senator understood it was being in tly con- 
tradicted, and I did not imagine that the Senator would take any 
other view at this time or express any other view from the lan- 

guage he then ape The Senator said, aca to that fact: 

He has taken th 


Now, Mr. President, what I said on that occasion and what I 


say again is—— 
r. HOAR. 6 language. 
Mr. FORAKER. Well, I will read it; but does the Senator 
qualify that or contradict it? 
Mr. HOAR, I explain it. 
Mr. FORAKER. Now, let us see 
ee HOAR. Read what I said about his haying decided other- 


Ar. FORAKER. I will read it. 
I did not think myself that such . 6 
had and had 


would, Tt I think, have been told there 
Was no terete 55 wag — to seek to 4575 auy evidence ond that pen bis 
ter the note sires 


do with Pedr op Rn haaa or arti. 
I sup that is ea 
Mr. N OAR. That is what I wanted. 
Mr. FORAKER. read the tee 
Mr. HOAR. Now next sentence. 
Mr. FORAKER. You will find me entirely accommodating. 
I simply did not want to take time. 


That 17 the language to 5 8 I referred. I said the Senator 
knew when he made that speech, December 17, that the Presi- 
dent had entered a denial of complicity and intrigue on the part 
of this Government, and I referred in support of that to the fact 
that ese 5 quoted the 8 8 m of 
ane rom his message with the purpose of thereby making 
a denial, and that it was so 8 by the Senator himself. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, Mr. President, can not the Senator see the 
difference between sa al, that the President had entered a denial 
and pointing ont, as that all he had done in order that this 
might be 5 was to send in a message which did not 
afford a con 

The President “ed not said anything about it beyond that, and 
I called his attention and the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that there was no denial there, that the evidence was incomplete, 
and that it was imperfect evidence. I did not say what the Sen- 
ator keeps saying over and over again I said, that the President 
had entered a denial. He had not entered a denial. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, what I have said over and 
eyer again is that the President had denied it. 

Mr. HOAR. That I deny. 

Mr. FORAKER. This is not the only case in which he denied 
it, It had been denied repeatedly before that time. It had been 
denied from the State Department on behalf of the President, 


The President has not sent in a message to making an 
explicit denial, but the President had made Areri be 
which I understood and the Senator from e tts under- 


stood to be intended to show that denial. The Senator so in- 
terpreted it in his speech. The Senator had no question in his 
mind when he made that speech but that President Roosevelt 
had denied age tee and intrigue. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. FORAKER. I refer to the Senator’s 

Mr. HOAR. There had been, to my 5 no denial from 
the State Seas and no denial from the President. 

Mr. FO The Senator misunderstood me, There was 
no official denial, Idid not mean that. 


Mr. HOAR. There was no denial, official or unofficial, any- 
where. The President undoubtedly sent a document in ‘order 


at that time to deal 


and said I do not be- 
lieve a word o : y are foul, msist- 
ent with the President’s ter; but he has undertaken not to 
deny them explicitly, not even to tell the whole story, but only to 
tell a very small part of it, which does not accomplish the contra- 
diction that he proposes. 

Now, I want to say one thing 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not want to be misunderstood and I do 
not ber oe re be e an When I say that it was Poo 

y, as 
that in th it lud boon noe 
e papers pu re- 

tedly on hake my received from there that there was no truth 
8 stories. The very first moment that the charge was made 
it was met with sucha Saret 

Mr. HOAR. Now, I want to put against the affirmation of the 
Senator from Ohio = icit affirmation to the contrary. 

Mr. FORAKER. ell, we will look at the newspapers. 

Mr. HOAR. Not only was there no such denial, formal or in- 
formal, authorized or unauthorized, before I made my speech, but, 
to the best of my knowledge and belief, I never heard of it. Will 
the 5 set out the paper where it occurred? In what docu- 
men 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say in all the papers. Does not the 
Senator remember that se Sand the President published the mes- 


sere the people might infer that he expected 
with this in another way, and I got u 


sage he referred to, and what he said he understood to be intended 
for a denial, it was commented on in all the papers of the country? 
Mr. HOAR. Ido not know. I never hi of it, and I do not 


believe it now. 
Mr. FORAKER. I am talking about the publication of the ex- 
"Mie HOAR, “Phare the fo I said when it was published 
Mr. HOAR. I have the floor. 


es. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HOAR. It shows how confused the Senator’s memo: 
in these things. He has been talking all the time of the 8 
tion of the m 1 

Mr. FOR No, Mr. President. 

Mr. HOAR. He was talkin. a the State Department, and what 


he ae w: DEN oo in mae papers. 
RESIDENT Does the Senator from Mas- 


3 yield to the S Sanger om Ohio? 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have made no such statement as that. I 
said the denial had been made over and over again, and I thought 
it had been. That I can substantiate without any trouble. I 
called attention to one of the denials, and I called attention to it 
because the Senator himself had called attention to it, and had 
placed an interpretation upon it, to wit, the publication of the 
message, as I said a moment ago, in all the papers, and the mes- 
sage when it was publi was discu and was understood to 
have the effect or as intended to have the effect which the Sen- 
ator himself places on it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, can not the Senator see the differ- 
ence between saying that I do not believe any such thing about 
the President is true, and that he has sent in a document intended 
to operate as adenial? But when we come to lock at it, it does not 
deny, it is not a denial, and therefore he had better send a denial 
that is a little more explicit. 
F000 

y concur. am abou U c retation 
the Senator himself made. 5 

Mr. HOAR. Now, Mr. President, that is the way the Senator 
from Ohio has treated this subject, and the way he has treated it 
to-day. I repeated these telegrams. The first thing in that his- 
tory was the telegram to one of our naval officers that if Colom- 
bians or anybody else should ree to land troops—of course 
nobody but ain would attempt to land troops—on that Isth- 
mus they should be prevented. t was the beginning of the 
story; and I said, arguing for a resolution of inquiry which I had 
Loni prevented from ge through, is it not true that the Ameri- 

people have a right to ow? 

went on to add in the next sentence that it was an affront 
8 to ask such a question; that the President was incapable 
of such a thing, and it is not worth noticing except that the Pres- 
ident has noticed it, and he has noticed it without any explicit de- 
nial, and he has noticed it merely by saying, Here is a document, 
and when you look at that document it does not deny it. Then I 
went on to say that as the statement is now left the revolution 


was known at Washington before it was known on the Isthmus. 
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Then I went on to add that the President having decided other- 
wise, that is, to make a statement— 


I suppose he will like to have the imperfect evidence afforded by the com- 


munication to the House of Representatives and by the m at the be- 
hatever is ies 


ginning of the present session made complete, and w king to a 
complete answer to the charges which have been made in the press supplied. 


Then I said at the close of my speech that I did not undertake 
to say there was anything that had been done by our Govern- 
ment open to criticism. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator undertakes to criticise me be- 
cause I did not offer the resolution in executive session. The 
reason why I did not bring it up in executive session was because 
I supposed it would go throne as a matter of course. Does the 
Senator now claim ‘that that resolution, as I offered it, was not 
one which in the ordinary course in the Senate would go through 
as a matter of course? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I do not. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. As the Senator knows, I was then 
in an important examination before a committee and I was not 
pa at the sessions of the Senate at that time, and I did not 

ow that any objection was made to such a resolution. Idid 
not know it had been offered. But still I think it would haye 
been better, having a treaty before us, if it had been offered in 
executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, then, Mr. President, the Senator admits 
that the resolution I offered should have gone through in the ordi- 
nary poos asa matter of course. In fact, that resolution 
was obstructed at every point, and if I was going to get it adopted 
at all I was bound to state the reasons for it. I stated them, and 
I put into words my emphatic belief in the utter righteousness of 
the President’s conduct all through and that the charges y arse 
him were totally false. I made that speech with a view of bring- 
ing out what the speech or something else has brought out, and 
though the Senator from Ohio has done me injustice in man 
things, he has at least done me justice in one thing, for which 
thank him, and that is that what I have done in this matter has 
been a public advantage, an advan to the President and the 

to which I belong. Now, if that be true (though I am 

d the Senator said it in the kindness of his heart and not that 

he believed it was wholly true), I am perfectly content to suffer 
any personal consequences now or hereafter. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not say anything in my kindness of 
heart; I said it because I believed it, but I accompanied it with 
the statement that I thought the same good could have been sub- 
served if the Senator had offered his resolution and brought on 
the debate in executive session, and that I thought it more prop- 
erly belonged there. That is what I said in that connection. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; then I have got the admission of my 
chief antagonist and the mouthpiece of all the rest that I have 
done a great public service in this matter. I am quite content to 
bear an mal objurgation from any quarter. 

Mr. FORAKER. The public service that the Senator has ren- 
dered is one that would have been rendered by any Senator who 
had called for any additional information. I mean by that sim- 
ply this, that there has never been at any time any withholding 
of information by the President, or the Secretary of State, or 
anybody else in regard to this matter. 

The President has furnished, whenever called upon, and 

mptly, all that he has been asked for; and when he learned 

+ more was desired he volunteered it, as he had a right to do 
under the Constitution. Itis his privilege as well as his duty to 
communicate with the Senate and send us information whenever 
he may see fit or whenever he may deem it good for the public 
interest to do so. That would have been done anyhow. It was, 
therefore, no difficult service that has been rendered, yet it is a 
service in the fact that we have more light than we had at that 


time. 

And now only one more word. The Senator quits by referring 
to the injustice, as he terms it, that I have done him. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I think the Senator has in that remark done me an injus- 
tice, and that I have not done him any injustice. I have under- 
taken to point ont to the Senator that what I said in the Senate 
on December 17 in answer to him was based upon his statement 
as to the effect of certain telegrams which he read. I called at- 
tention to the fact that he in that h complimented the Presi- 
dent in the highest terms. I called attention to the fact that he 
said he had entire confidence in the truth and character of the 
President, in his honor and patriotism. : 

Mr. HOAR. Those telegrams were only a „and I said that 
when the rest of the story came I believed President would 
be completely exonerated. 

Mr. FO Fes, I know; but, Mr. President, the trouble 
with the Senator is—and he just now gives away his whole case 
by employing the word “ exonerated ’’—he thought the President 
could exonerate himself; in other words, the exception I took to 
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that speech was that it was criticising the President without hav- 
ing a just right to doso, for I did not read those telegrams as the 
Senator from Massachusetts did. Isaid I read those telegrams in 
the light of the President’s statement and the President’s de- 
nials—denials made on behalf of the President and the Adminis- 
tration. The President can not go and sign an-interview, signa 
card, or sign a public statement as ordinary individuals are privi- 
leged to do. He is not expected to do so. But we all know how 
the Administration puts out information; and every Senator here 
knew that the Administration had denied the charge that any in- 
igue or connivance had been resorted to. 

e Senator from Massachusetts referred to the fact that the 
President had published a part of his message with that purpose 
in view. He did not think, perhaps, the President should have 
done so; but he understood that to be a denial on the part of the 
President of thatc , and he so expressed himself in his speech. 

All I said was that I read the telegrams from which the Senator 
drew his criticism in the light of that denial of the President; and 
in view of that denial and other denials that had been made, I had 
absolute faith that all the Administration had done was above and 
beyond criticism; and the Senator himself, in the most admirable 

h which he has made to-day, has said he believes that. With 

t I think I am content. 

I did not say that the Senator had criticised the President with- 
out at the same time stating that he did not believe those attacks, 
but believed that full information would bring out an exonera- 
tion. What Iwas complaining of was that the Senator was criti- 
cising the President for that which he had done, in the face of 
the ident’s denial. I meant that, but I had certainly no in- 
tention of doing the Senator any injustice. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, one sentence more. I think the 
Senator’s last statement of what I said in re to what the 
President said is incorrect. It is not worth while in contradict- 
ing a statement to point out something in a document as a denial 
that for the purpose of contradiction is not complete; and I stated 
se we a better have the rest of the story, not criticising the 

ent. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, in answer to that I have only 
this to say: The Senator from Massachusetts certainly knows, as 
we all do, that the President would be busy publishing signed 
cards all the while if he had to negative in that way the 
charges made against his Administration. In other words, it is 
the more dignified, the more becoming, and the more usual course 
which the President has taken. I do not think that I ever saw a 
statement such as the Senator from Massachusetts seems to think 
3 ete been put out by the President in regard to a charge 
oft $ 

Mr.HOAR. Onthecontrary, Mr. President, immediately after 
I made that h the President sent in a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEVERIDGE in the chair). 
The Chair must state to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the reporters can not hear him when he addresses the Senator 
from Ohio instead of the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio has been addressing me, 
Mr. President. 

” The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Ohio has the 
oor, 3 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, of course the President can 
always communicate with Congress officially, and that is the only 
way in which he can with propriety communicate. He had commu- 
nicated officially; he had sent to the House of Representatives thein- 
formationasked for. The Senator from Massachusetts read it one 
way; I read it another, perhaps due to the fact that I attached 
more importance to the denial, as I understood it to be, than to 
that we have been discussing. 

But whether it was the one thing or the other, the point that I 
made then and the point I make now is that I was commenting 
simply on the interpretation placed by the Senator upon those 
telegrams. True, the Senator went on to extol the President as 
having a true and patriotic p , but still the charge was 
made and remains; but those 8 when properly inter- 
preted, amount to only what I contend for. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I do not intend to take any 
part in the laundry work which has been going on on the other 
side of the Chamber, but while the imperfectly washed Repub- 
lican linen is drying on the line I wish to submit a few remarks 
on another branch of the question. 


I will take occasion, however, to call attention to one passage 
in the h of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
which I believe was not 


ee by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FORAKER] and which, as I understand it, is not affected by any- 
thing the Senator from Massachusetts has said to-day. the 
course of that speech the Senator from Massachusetts said: 


will deal with them hereafter, if we fancy it for our 
charged with having dealt with Colombia? 
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And again: 

Are we Willing to say that if this revolution had not happened we meant 
to take that strip of territory by the strong hand and to pay Colombia what 
we should think proper damages? Do you claim that bey Aiar American 
nation holds its property subject to our right of eminent domain? 

That, Mr. President, was a very distinct criticism of the Presi- 
dent. That must have referred, I think, to a certain e in 
the President’s message, and it has not been affected by anything 
the Senator from Massachusetts has said to-day by way of dis- 
claimer of any intention to reflect upon the President, for the 
President in his message did expressly declare a desire or a pur- 
pose, if necessary, to seize the territory of Colombia by force, and 
without asking any other consent except a compelled and en- 
forced consent. 

It is also true that the President in his message admits or de- 
clares that he was anticipating an insurrection in Panama as a 
preek means of securing the Panama Canal. He admits that 

ə was looking forward to that event; and in the very nature of 
things, Mr. President, if he expected to secure the Panama Canal 
by means of an insurrection there, he must have intended to aid 
that insurrection, because in no other way could that insurrection 
have possibly been successful, or, at least, it could not have been 
successful within the time necessary to accomplish 
he had in view. 

It is also true, Mr. President, that the leading conspirators in 
Panama did firmly believe in advance that they would have the 
help of this Government in the event they raised the standard of 
insurrection, and that they would not have attempted that insur- 
rection if they had not so believed. 

It is also true that a French person by the name of Bunau- 
Varilla, of whom I intend to speak briefly in a little while, gave 
assurances from the city of Washington or from the city of New 
York to those co! tors that if they did raise an insurrection, 
the Government of the United States would help them and that 
its war ships would be there on time for that purpose. 

It is also true that when the insurrection did begin, the war ships 
tone goes precisely as the promise had been made that they 

0 5 

Mr. President, what I wish to say now is with reference to that 

entleman who gave these assurances in the name of and on be- 

of the Government of the United States. 

A few days ago I had something to say with respect to this 
Bunau-Varilla, minister from the new-made Republic of Panama, 
a citizen of France. I then declared that this person who claims 
not only to haye known the secret purposes of this Government, 
but to have influenced them, and whose claim is supported by 
a number of unfortunate coincidences, was one of the very worst 
of the knaves whose thieving operations bankrupted the old 
Panama Canal Company. Without cumbering the Recorp with 
extracts, I asserted that these facts ap from the official 
records of his own country, the Republic of France. 

As it has been lately intimated that Bunau-Varilla will shortly 
resign his position as minister from the Republic of Panama and 
return to ce, and that his reason for doing so is that he only 
desired to serve his French corporation, and that he has accom- 
plished all he desires in that , I think it well to show more 
in detail both the character of the man with whom Adminis- 
tration has had such intimate relations and the character of the 
concern which, under the guise of an American minister, he has 
undertaken to serye. 

I shall therefore have printed in the Rrcorp the extracts from 
official re and documents to which I referred. But before 
doing so I wish to make a brief but clear statement with respect 
to the operations of this canal company which brought shame and 
disgrace upon erery man in France connected with its manage- 
ment, and which, with change of name, but without change of 
character, has transferred the field of its activity from France 
the United States. From the first to the last scandal and dishonor 
have attached themselves to all the oparia of this company. 
Whether its field of activity was in ce or Panama or the 
United States the slime of the serpent was over it all. 

Corruption fastened itself upon the old Panama Canal Compan 
atitsvery birth. It was compromised in the beginning by its re- 
lations with one Baron De Reinach, a banker and ponen, who 
maintained corrupt relations with a large number of French 
newspapers and politicians. 

De Lesseps sought in vain to free himself of these associations, 
relying upon his own reputation as an engineer to secure financial 
backing for his enterprise. The result was that he found it 
fiercely assailed by all the influences under De Reinach’s control, 
and he was compelled to surrender. With the active aid of De 
Reinach, his venal newspapers, and other powers at his command, 
the scheme obtained great popularity, and $285,000,000 were sub- 
scribed to it, chiefly by the French peasantry and small shop- 
4 ra many of the investments representing the savings of a 

ifetims. 


the purpose | been had with M. 


Of this $285,000,000 about $170,000,000 was corruptly expended 
in the bribery of French newspapers, cabinet ministers, and 
members of the French Parliament. About $115,000,000 were 
nominally expended on the canal work, but about half of this 
sum went into the pockets of swindling contractors and others, 
and represented not a single day’s work on the canal. Among 
the worst of these thieving contractors, as I haye said, was this 

Bunau-Varilla, who has played so large a part in the recent 

oits of this Administration, and I beg leave to t now a 
few extracts from official French publications to show the char- 
acter of this man. 

I have these publications here in the French porn bay Be and oy 
French scholar in the Senate who desires to examine them is wel- 
come to do so. = ; 

In Sno report ot the trial in Paris of a cabinet minister, several 
members of the French congress, and certain officials of the old 
Panama Canal Company, for swindling the honest investors in 
that company, I find the following statement, under date of March 
15, 1893, ə by the attorney-general: 


resses 
“In miak niea of the month of June, 1886, I learned 
. Bunau-Varilla to substitute him for a 


ed 
a part of the price of each cubic toa third person, who was indica 


to me as 88 Jacques de Reinach.“ 

M. Martin proceeds to say: “As it was my duty to at once inform tho 
3 of any rumors which I ht etnias yong some da 
later the ~— 


uestion came u 3 arran 
felt myself unable to continue in the office which 


The attorney-general then added: 


was confronted with this witness he did not contra- 
o witness was asked: “Did you make this statement 
es.“ He was asked: 


Five years later,in 1898,the Chamber of Deputies of France 
published a report of a commission of inquiry made by its chair- 
man, M. Valle, then a member of the Chamber and now a mem- 
ber of the cabinet. On page 268 of this report is printed the tes- 
timony of M. Martin, described by the attorney-general as one 
of the few honest men who had a} emg with this com- 
po I have this report now in my hands, printed, of course, in 

nch, and any Senator here who is a French scholar may look 
at it and verify the accuracy of the translation. M. Martin says: 

I made two voyages to the Isthmus—in 1885 and 1886. I had heard great 
abuses spoken of, especially of squandering. 

He then says: 


ao nos now 2 — or not this 

With respect to this latter statement the attorney-general says: 
sss STS Siete wees one Samar 

The plain meaning of all this is that Bunau-Varilla was sub- 
stituted for other „Which had agreed to do the work for 
4 or 5 francs per cubic meter, he to receive 7 francs per cubic 
meter on condition that he would divide the plunder with Baron 


to | de Reinach, the corrupt promoter. Mr. President, it is one of the 


many illustrations of the injustice of fate that Baron De Re 
committed suicide rather than face a trial, while his fellow-thief 
comes to the United States and is received with honor, 

On page 269 of this official report the attorney-general further 


y | says: 


was notably raised N an increase proven hereinbefore) and a series of * 
contracts intelligentiy combined gave to this company pecu. advan ` 
fixed i 81 for expenses 


. The 
Bunau-Varilla, without 


Mr. President, it needs no comment or exposition to show the 
significance of these facts. Bunau-Varilla took advantage of 
his temporary position as director-general to give himself con- 
tracts at exorbitant prices for the purpose of enriching himself 
by plundering the company and wrecking the enterprise. 


Se ICSI V teen Ney ASA Ne eae te a OTS Metre a er 
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I have also a statement from the official journal of France of 
June 22, 1890, a statement made in the course of a debate by M. 
Jules Delehay, a member of the Chamber of Deputies, which 
shows that under one of his contracts, in what was called the 
Paraiso section, Bunau-Varilla excavated 818,500 cubic meters, 
while he charged and was paid for 1,724,536 cubic meters. This 
statement is based on the figures of ee e prs itself. Lou 
may get some faint conception of the enormity of the frauds prac- 
ticed by Bunau-Varilla upon the company and the honest French 
investors from the fact that while he was receiving nearly a dou- 
ble price per cubic meter for actual excavations made he was at 
the same time receiving pay for more than twice the amount of 
work performed. 

The failure of the old company was the inevitable result of 
such fraudulent transactions, and it went into bankruptcy. 

Then in due course came the organization of the new company 
to save something from the wreckage of the old. This new com- 

y appealed in vain to the stockholders of the old company to 

ete money to continue the work and keep the concessions 

had obtained from Colombia alive. The original investors 

lost all their money and all their faith, and refused to con- 
tribute. Some other method was necessary to raise the funds. 

The official rt which I haye here says 1 that the 
tribunal of the Seine appointed a representative of the honest in- 
vestors in the old Panama Canal 3 with full authority to 
demand ‘‘ restitution’’—that is the word—from those who 
defrauded the company in order to furnish capital to start the 
new company. The sum fixed upon was 60,000,000 francs, or 
about $12,000,000, and this sum was to be obtained by forcing the 
dishonest contractors like Bunau-Varilla to disgorge a of 
their stealings. On page 41 of this report it appears that au- 
Varilla’s firm was compelled to disgorge the sum of 2,200,000 
francs, or about $425,000. 

Other dishonest contractors were com to disgorge some 
larger and some smaller sums—M. Eiffel, for instance, being re- 
quired to pay 10,000,000 francs, or $2,000,000. They were required 
to either pay this money into the treasury of the new company or 
submit to a revision of their accounts, and they chose to Pay the 
money. In this way the $12,000,000 was raised. It was of course 
a mere bagatelle, so far as completing the canal was concerned, 
but under the contract with Colombiait was necessary to continue 
the work to prevent a lapse of the concession. This sum was in- 
tended simply to keep the concession alive while the 5 
was attempting to dispose of its rights and properties to the Uni 
States. 

The company then began an earnest campaign with a view to 
selling its pro to this Government. Its agentsand lobbyists 
fairly swarmed in Washington City to impress upon Congress and 
upon everybody the superior advantages of the Panama route. 
Then it was we began to read in some of the newspapers such 
amazing statements as that the Nicaragua route had been re- 
ea and declared impracticable by the engineering genius of 

world. Mr. President, I believe I am warranted in saying 
that the violent i p for the Panama route displa vz 
some of the newspapers and their utterly false and unfound 
assertions with to the other route could not have been in- 


audacity, and but little of their power. Never for a moment did 
they forego their of robbing the honest investors of their 
hard earnings, and never for a moment did they intend to give up 
one dollar of their stolen money. It was arranged that 60 per 
cent of whatever should be obtained for the rights and 

of this company should go to the stockholders of the old company 
5 40 per cent should go to those who had contributed capital to 

e new. 

The $40,000,000 which we are to pay for the rights and prop- 
erty of the canal company are to be divided in this proportion. 
Under that arrangement the honest investors, the peasantry, and 
the poor sho pers of France, whose money i po every 
dollar’s worth of work and every dollar’s worth of property, in- 
clu the railroad, will $24,000,000, or about 8 per 
cent, of the $285,000,000 stolen from them, while Bunau-Varilla 
and his associates will get back $16,000,000 for the $12,000,000 
stealings they were compelled to disgorge. 

It is not surprising that protests have been heard in the Cham- 
8 oe Deputies against the injustice done to these honest French 

vestors. 

Mr. President, in my judgment this canal company has no legal 
title whatever to ay of the canal property. Itscontract was with 
the Republic of Colombia and it could not sell that property to 
any foreign country without the consent of Colombia. It has 
simply become derelict property, and there is nothing more than 
a moral obligation upon whomsoever may become vae porno to 
pay the value of it to the true owner. I should be willing to pay 
whatever is just and right to those who have honestly inves 
their money in this enterprise, but I recognize no moral obligation 
to pay one single dollar to the rascals who stole that money; and 
Isay that under the circumstances there is nothing very fine about 
the sensitiveness which this Government has displayed with re- 
spect to the alleged rights of this syndicate of thieves and the bitter 
2 it has exhibited for the alleged greed and rapacity of Co- 

ombia. 

There are other beneficiaries of this treaty who, perhaps, have 
not been without their influencein creating sentiment in its favor. 
One of the leading banks of New York—the Capital City Bank, I 
believe—says in a recent circular that a large proportion of the 
securities of the Panama Canal Company have been purchased at 
a low price by American speculators. of these are very firmly 
convinced that the salvation of the Republic depends upon the 
ratification of this treaty and they have no doubt labored with 
patriotic zeal to convince others. 

Mr. President, I have heard, on what I consider first-rate au- 
thority, that Mr. Cromwell, the attorney for this canal company, 
is to receive 5 per cent, or about $2,000,000, of the forty millions 
we are to pay. I should be glad to know whether or not this is 
true, and Mr. Cromwell, no doubt, if he thinks it worth his while, 
can give me and the country the information. Then I should be 
glad to know what legitimate service, as a lawyer, Mr. Cromwell 
could have performed in connection with this business that would 
entitle him to such an enormous fee, 

Mr. President, I impute no dishonest motive to any man in this 
Chamber. I even believe that Senators have persuaded their 
minds and consciences to assent to the plainest and most flagrant 


vish | violations of the Constitution and the law. But the very best in- 


ired by any honest or patriotic s as these 
contractors hogan their activity with the b beginning of the Panama 


canal com . The last chapter in the history of 
„ 


trying to delay action on the treaty until the concession of the 


canal company should lapse and thus secure for herself the bene- 
fits of all money that had gone into the construction of the 
canal. The basis of this righteous indignation crumbles to sand 


when brought into contact with the hard fact that the $40,000,000 
we are to pay does not go to the honest investors who were 
robbed, but to the thieves who robbed them. 

Even in the face of and disgrace these thieving con- 
tractors seem to have lost none of their greed, none of their 


terpretation that can be put upon undisputed facts can not save 
this transaction from scandal and dishonor. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not feel like allowing the 
discussion in the Senate on the 8 question of a treaty with 
the Republic of Panama and the conditions, history, and law, 
national and international, involved, to pass without asking the 
attention of the Senate for a little while on this general subject. 
I have waited so that all other Senators who desired to 
might have an opportunity, and have refrained from s ing 
until the Senate had substantially debated the question as long as 


ing it desired. I take the floor now thus late in the evening because 


to-morrow I think the Senate 8 to go into executive session 
and remain there until the treaty is disposed of. 

When I had the honor of reporting the treaty to the Senate, 
and the general discussion was entered upon, being ill, I remained 
quiet, contenting myself with doing whatever might be necessary 
to have the consideration of the questions go forward as orderly 


and rapidly as possible consistent with the importance of the sub- 


ject. 

The debates in open session being now abont to close, I think 
proper, as chairman of the committee reporting the treaty, to 
submit some remarks. 

There has been no greater question before the American people, 
and with which the American Congress has been called upon to 
deal, than the question of a great canal uniting the two oceans. 

We are about to take the final step that will end the controversy 
over the different routes and secure the actual construction of the 
canal in the interest not only of the United States, but of the 
commerce of the whole world, 
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Mr. President, I was greatly disappointed and grieved when 
Colombia refused to ratify the treaty entered into between that 
Republic and the United States. ile that treaty was far from 
satisfactory to me, yet it was made with a friendly Republic, and 
I have no doubt, if it had been ratified by the two nations, and the 
work begun, both nations would have been so anxious to secure 
the successful completion of the canal that all controversies over 
the treaty would have been amicably adjusted to the satisfaction 
of the United States. 8 

Colombia, however, declined to ratify the treaty, resulting in 
the revolution and the secession of Panama, and the new Repub- 
lic has been recognized by the nations of the world. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to indulge in harsh words against 
the Government of Colombia or her people. That country surely 
made a fatal mistake in rejecting the treaty. They recognize 
that now, and will realize it more and more in the years to come. 
But we are not at war with Colombia, and let us say nothing to 
mae the Colombian people, in the hope that they may con- 
clude that the condition in which they now find themselves is the 
result of their own mistake and not the fault of any other nation, 
as it is not. . 

For almost three-quarters of a century the construction of an 
isthmian canal has been a policy of every succeeding Administra- 
tion in the United States, re: ess of party. Prior to and for 
years after 1850 it was thought that the canal should be built by 
private capital under the joint protectorate of the United States 
and Great Britain. To that end the Clayton-Bulwer treaty was 
entered into with the object of promoting the construction of the 
canal, but that treaty for half a century proved to be a barrier 
against any canal across the Isthmus. After much difficulty it 
was finally abrogated. 

No treaty complications standing in the way of a canal, the 
Nee then was, Shall the canal be built over the Nicaragua or 

route? 


Canal Commission, authorized by Congress to = 


The Isthmian 
make the investigation, reported in fayor of the Panama route. 
The Spooner Act was passed, and the President under authority 
of that act negotiated a treaty with Colombia. That treaty was 
promptly and almost unanimously ratified by the United States 

te, sent to Colombia March 18, 1903, where it was unani- 

mously rejected by the Colombian Congress with very little con- 

sideration Lo 0 18, 1903, and on October 31 the Colombian 
journed. 

It is well understood how liberally we treated Colombia by that 
ting We gave DoF age oti instead 3 seven 1 Which 

e agreed to accept er the protocol. e recognized her soy- 
ereignty over the canal zone; we agreed to joint judicial tribu- 
nals; we gave her the first right to protect the canal by armed 
forces. In brief, we treated Colombia as we would have treated 
with Great Britain or any other first-class and most powerful na- 
tion of the world. On November 3, three days after the Colombian 
Congress adjourned, Panama seceded and peaceably regained her 
independence. ý 

The secession of Panama could not have been a surprise to either 
the Colombian Government or to the United States. The corre- 

mdence shows that Senator Obaldia, a prominent Senator from 

e State of Panama, openly declared that should the canal treaty 
be a Np Panama would secede and would be right in doing 
80. © probability of this revolution was considered and dis- 
cussed in the Colombian Senate. In fact, it would have been a 
great surprise and wonder in the United States, in Colombia, and 
in the world at large if Panama had taken any other course. The 
revolution was the natural outcome of events. The construction 
of a canal through the Isthmus means everything to the State of 
Panama. Ifthe United States should turn to the Nicaragua route, 
they saw no hope that the Panama Canal would be built. To 
Panama the construction of a canal means the expenditure of 
millions of dollars on the Isthmus, and the making of that State, 
from a commercia standpoint, one of the most important in Cen- 
tral and South America. 

Under these circumstances Panama needed no enco ement 
from either the United States or any other source to secede. 

All of the correspondence in possession of the Executive De- 
partments has been laid before the Senate, either in open or ex- 
ecutive session. There has been no concealment on the part of 
the Executive. That correspondence has been gone into in con- 
siderable detail here, and there is not one particle of evidence to 
show that any officer of the United States encouraged or insti- 
gated the revolution. Y 

On November 3 the State Department was notified by our con- 
sul at Panama that an uprising had , that there was no 
bloodshed, that the government would organize, and that order 
prevailed, P 

There was no resistance to the revolution ir Colombia, and on 
November 4 the three consuls. constituting the provisional gov- 
ernment of Panama, notified the Secretary of State officially that 
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in ce of ra and spontaneous movement of the 
people of Panama, 1 of the Isthmus was pro- 
claimed and the Republic of 
government organized. An envoy an 
8 Was later appointed by the new Government of 
anama to the United States. On November 6 our consul at 
Panama notified the State Department that the situation was 
movement was a success, and that no Colom- 
ian soldiers were on isthmian soil. After receiving that mes- 
sage on November 6, our consuls at Panama and Colon were 
instructed to recognize the new Government of 


I will not go into the correspondence to this revolu- 
tion further at this time; but, in my ju ent, that correspond- 
ence shows that Preside: 5 t d take no other course, 


under the ci ces. the new Republic. 
There were no Colombian officials in charge on the Isthmus, and 

if we did not recognize the new government there would have been 

no government at all on the us to which we could look for 


the protection of our citizens and their 3 

From the authorities which have been quoted here on the sub- 
ject of the recognition of new governments it seems to me that 
the 5 iple is that the whole question of recognition is 
one o 

That matter has been discussed here to-day. So it would seem 
unnecessary to say anything further on the question. All that our 
executive authorities, in recognizing anew government, must look 
to is the fact. Has as „ rec- 
ognia by the people, carrying on the ns = a state? 

su justified 


vernment is to 
e Executive in 


legislative function. 

It has been correctly stated here that whether we wait five 
minutes or five days or five years before we recognize a new gov- 
ernment is not of great importance. 

Mr. President, in my opinion we do not need to resort to the 
novel principle of international eminent domain, or to strain any 
other principle of international law to justify our conduct dur- 
ing this revolution. Every act of our Executive, every order 
given to the commanders of our vessels of war during and after 
this revolution, has been justified by our treaty of 1846. 

The treaty, entered into in 1846 with the end in view of the con- 
struction of a canal or railroad across the Isthmus, as is shown in 
President Polk's message, in article 35 provides: 


The United States tee posi 


in any future time while this treaty e 


This treaty was made in 1846 and still continues in full force. 
It has survived a number of revolutions. New Granada has be- 
come the Republic of Colombia. One revolution has succeeded 
another, placing different parties in control, but the treaty has 
remained and has been 8 by every succeeding govern- 
ment, and the United States a number of times exercised ita 
right under Article XXXV to keep the Isthmus open, as will be 
found by the messages of different Presidents, and as will be seen 
by a reference to the treaty found in Wharton’s Digest. 

The treaty of 1846 continues in force even though the State of 
Panama has seceded from the Republic of Colombia. No longer 
binding upon Colombia, after she lost her sovereignty over the 
territory to which Article XXXY refers, it is now bindirfg and its 
rights and obligations have succeeded to the new Republic of 
Panama. In other words, the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 
1846 is binding and descends to any government which exercises 
sovereignty over the Isthmus of Panama. 

The treaty of 1846 is what is known in international law as a 
“real treaty.” 

Mr. President, I have here extracts from some decisions and 
from law writers on this subject which I will not take the time 
now to read, but which I will have inserted in my remarks. I 
desire to say that these same extracts have been quoted already 
two or three times by distinguished Senators who have spoken 
on the subject. 

Wharton, in his work on International Law, says: 

Treaties are divided . 
relate exclusively to 22 3 8 Forty ee — Tae 

mces and treaties guaranteeing the throne to a partic soverei, 
and his family. cn Bag nb on the death or the extinction of the family. 
The latter, ra trea’ relate solely to the subject-matter of the convention 


re romp y of the persons of the contrac parties. They continue to 
the state whatever intervening 55 take place 2 its internal 
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8 3 of its rulers. ae ge continues the Sores 
tanding such change, an uen treaty relating 
tional objects remains in foree so long as the en adh ge SATAA Bech 
Taylor, in his work on International Law, in section 166, - 
ing of the rights which belong to the new state. which has forci- 


bly separated itself from another state, says that— 

8 new state is entitled to s within it of a 9 — 
e privileges arising from es specially contracted for benefi 

of its territory, such. for instance, Contain RASOR of boundari 


its inhabitants, or a part of them, the ri 2 

. tka COO Trot TS AREE E A D 

Mr. Taylor makes this statement on the authority of Hall on 
International Law. 

From these authorities it will be seen that this treaty is bind- 
ing upon the State of Panama and the United States. e owe to 
the Republic of Panama the same obligations under it as we owed 
to Colombia. The Republic of Panama has a right to expect and 
demand that we shall fulfill our obligations under that miosg 

Under this hag os 1846 we guarantee the neutrality of the 


Isthmus and the transit over it from sea to sea, Weare 


Government of Colombia in supp arebellion. Nowthings 
are different. Without our aid the people of the Isthmus have 
declared and ed their in ence and have set up a gov- 


would permit a civil war to be waged on the Isthmus. Such con- 
duct would be contrary to our own Hpac and $ 
The instructions given to our naval commanders are thoroughly 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 3, 1903. (Sent 11.18 p. m.) 


Message sent to Nashville to Colon may not have been delivered. Accord- 
ingly see that following message is sent to Nashville immediately: 
“NASHVILLE, Colon: 


“ In the interests of make every effort to prevent Government — 
at Colon from p: to Panama. The transit of the Isthmus must 
kept open and order tained. Acknowledge. 
“DARLING, Acting.” 
Secure special train, if necessary. Act promptly. f 
Loomis, Acting. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, November 4, 1908. (Sent 12.02 p. m.) 


5 Aber 88 gunboat ta and —_ plainly that 
this Government, being ‘or main peace an tran- 
sit open across Isthmus, desires to from wantonly sh the 


MIS, Acting. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1903. 
[Translation.] 
NASHVILLE, care American Consul, Colon: 
tion threatened 


Maintain free and uninterrupted transit. If interrup 
fo 7 the line of railroad. arm 

force with hostile intent, either Government or ther at Colon, 
d of instructions to the senior officer 


resent at u: a 
KA haye telegra hed Dizie to proceed with all 
ston to Colon. vernment force appr 
eels. Prevent their landin. Aad in your judgment this would precipitate a 
req 


t. Acknowledgmen 
nee — DARLING, Acting. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 2, 1908. 
GLASS, Marblehead, Acapulco:a 
Proceed with all 3 Panama. Tele in cipher your 
departure, e oa an 53 transit J i interruption — 
threa occupy of rai Prevent landing o 
nt, with hostile intent at an 


lay to 
Government force reported approaching the us in vessels. Prevent 
their landing if in your 8 landing would precipitate a 8 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 3, 1903. 
CRUISER ATLANTA, Kingston, Jamaica: 
Proceed with all possible dispatch to Colon. Acknowledge immediately. 
When will you sail? 
DARLING, Acting. 


a Same to commander of Boston at San Juan del Sur, Nicaragua. 


24 the benefit of the commerce of the world. The 
Isthmus 


NAvy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 3, 1903. 


NASHVILLE, Colon: 
In the interest of peace make every effort to t Governm: ah 
at Colon from Panam, Th — of ＋ 


pr “ 6 transit of the Isthmus must 
kept open and order maintained. Acknowledge. 
DARLING, Acting. 


es ton. . 0 ei der 3, 1903. 
in . C. 5 . 
AMERICAN CONSUL, Panama: z Sen 

Message sent Nashville to Colon may not have been delivered. Accord- 
ingly see that the following message is sent to Nashville immediately: 
F 
* terest of 0 effort to ent Go t 

1 every prey vernmen Lok p= 


at Colon from The transit of the Isthm 
Sonal circa a ee 
“DARLING, Acting.” 


Secure special trains if necessary. Act promptly. 
Loomis, Acting. 
[Translation.]} 
NAvy DEPARTMENT, 
Wi D. C., November . 
N A Washington, 2 4, 1009. 
Gunboat of Colombia shelling Panama. Send immediately battery Sinch 
field gun 6-pounder with a force of men to Panama to compel cessation 
bombardment. Railroad must furnish transportation immediavely. 
ARLING, Acting, 
[Translation.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., November 5, 1008. 
Boston, care of American Consul, Panama: 


Prevent recurrence bombardment of Panama. Acknowledge. 1 
OODY. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., November 5, 1903. 
NASHVILLE, Colon: 


Prevent any armed force of either side from landing at Colon, Porto Bello, 
or vicinity. 1 
oopr. 


8 
ASHINGTON, D. C., November * 
MAINE, Woods Hole, Mass.: eight 9 
Proceed at once to Wherever n to 
— Colon, coaling ecessary to expedite your ar- 
Moopy. 
fae 
ASHINGTON, D. C., November 9, . 
DIEHL, Boston: . sid 
Upon the arrival of the Marblehead sufficient force must be sent to watch 


movements closely of the British steamors seized at Buenaventuraand to 
vent the lan — with hostile intent within limits of the State of . 
ama. 


© British steamers if necessary. 
Moopy. 


The instructions given by our Government were in accord with 
the treaty of 1846. It will be noticed that in almost every mes- 
sage the main consideration was keep the transit 2) “The 
Government is responsible for maintaining peace and keeping tha 
transit open across the Isthmus.” “Maintain free and uninter- 
rupted transit.” The transit of the Isthmus must be kept open 
and order maintained. 

“Keep the transit open” is what has been insisted 2 
every communication. There is nothing here to show that there 
Was any interference on our part in this revolution. We were 
pod fulfilling our treaty obligations, regardless of who it 


I do not know that the United States has actually or forcibly 
33 the landing of Colombian forces on the Isthmus, but 

contend that the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1846 would 
give us the right to prevent such landing, with hostile intent, in 
any part of the Isthmus of Panama. 

the very terms of the treaty itself. It says: 

inna es an geen 
rassed in any future time. : . 8 

That treaty does not limit us to the protection of the actual line 

of the railroad. It is broad enough to cover the whole Isthmus. 

purpose of the thirty-fifth article of the treaty of 1846 was to 
make the transit of the Isthmus of Panama neutral ground for 
e of tho 
thirty-fifth article of that treaty was to preyent hostilities on the 
. ‘The freedom of the us was not only for the ben- 
efit of the United States, but of the world. 

Under the spirit and terms of the treaty of 1846 I believe that 
we would be justified in preventing the orisha es the forces of 
Colombia or any other Government with hostile intent in any part 
or port of Panama. 

ow that Panama has regained her independence and has been 
ized by the nations of the world asan ind ent republic, 
Colombia stands in no different relation to her from that of any 


other ‘ercign nation. We are as much justified in protecting tho 
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Isthmus of Panama and the transit thereof from Colombian forces 
as we would be in protecting that Isthmus from the forces of any 
other government. 

That portion of the thirty-fifth article of the treaty which I have 
quoted, providing for the neutrality of the Isthmus, is the most 
important provision of the treaty and was so recognized by its 
negotiators. 

at provision was expressly inserted with the end in view of 
the construction of the canal and railroad. 

President Polk transmitted the treaty of 1846 to the Senate on 
February 10, 1847, with a special message of some length. Presi- 
dent Polk’s message, with the exception of two short 5 
in conclusion. is devoted to the provision of the thirty- arti- 
cle, which I have quoted, namely, that the Government of New 
Granada proposes to guarantee to the Government of the United 
States the right of ge across the Isthmus on condition that 
the United States shall make a similar guaranty to New Granada 
of the neutrality ofthis portion of her territory, etc. 

President Polk also refers to the Isthmus of Panama being the 
shortest and the most practicable for the construction of the 
canal. He discusses this provision in connection with the inter- 
oceanic canal and railroad. 

It is true that the treaty of 1846 was a treaty of peace, amity, 
navigation, and commerce, but the thirty-fifth article was recog- 
ra by President Polk as being the important article of the 

ty. 

The forces of the United States on many occasions have been 
landed on the Isthmus of Panama to protect American interests 
and to keep open the transit under the treaty of 1846. 

In September, 1856, when Panama was a sovereign federal State 
of New Granada, a disturbance arose in the legislative assembly 
of the State and a revolution was attempted. The acting gov- 
ernor of the State sent our consul a message asking the command- 
ers of the Independence and St. Mary to land a force, which re- 
quest was complied with, and 160 marines were landed. 

On September, 27, 1860, another outbreak occurred. Com- 
mander Porter of the United States sloop of war St. Mary and the 
commander of a British war vessel landed forces to protect the lives 
of the foreign residents. The joint occupation of Panama by the 
British and American forces continued some time. This landing 
was with the sanction of the Panama authorities. 

In May, 1861, request was made by the intendente-general for 
the State of Panama to have the United States forces landed in 
case an expedition, then fitting out at Cartagena, should invade 
the Isthmus. This request was based on the thirty-fifth article 
of the treaty of 1846. 

In March, 1865, another revolution having broken out, at the 
request of our consul at Panama and Colon, marines were landed 
for the protection of the consulate and the railroad property. 
Permission was obtained from the president of the State. 

In May, 1873, hostilities were in progress in the State of Pan- 
ama. At the request of the United States consul and a number 
of influential Americans and other citizens, a force of 200 marines 
and sailors and 4 pieces of artillery were landed. Another land- 
ing was made on September 24 of the same year. These forces 
were withdrawn on October 28, except a small detachment of 
ae men. These forces were used to keep open the transit.’ 

along in our history since the treaty of 1846 the United 
States has regarded it as its duty and has complied with its obli- 
gation as the United States understood it, and on every occasion 
when it was nec to do so it has landed troops, without any 
request whatever on the part of the Colombian Government, for 
the pave of protecting American citizens and to keep open the 
transi 


In Jan 1885, our forces were landed from the United States 
ship Alliance, the President of the State of Panama informing the 
general superintendent of the Panama Railroad that he was unable 
to afford adequate protection to the railroad property or the 
transit. 

In April, 1885, a battalion of marines was organized,and men 
from Portsmouth, New York,and Washington sailed on the City 
of Para from New York, arriving and disembarking on the Isth- 
mus on the 1ith. Transit across the Isthmus was kept 3 bya 
detachment on every train. A second battalion of the United 
States marines was landed at Colon on the 15th. The total force 
of sailors and marines landed from the ships of the Atlantic and 
Pacific squadrons was 685 officersand men. This force was re- 
lieved the latter part of May. This force was used to keep open 
the transit. The sovereign State of Panama was in revolution, 
and the revolutio general was in control in Panama, and he 
was notified of the landing of these troops. The revolutionary 

eneral in command protested against the landing of the second 
ttalion of troops. 

Yet the battalion was landed, the transit was kept open, and 
American citizens were protected. Nobody ever heard a word 
against it. Everyone believed it was the duty of the Government 
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to do it as it has done time ont of mind, or at least as long as the 
treaty of 1846 has been in force. 

In November, 1901, and again in September, 1902, as we all re- 
member, our marines were again landed on the Isthmus to keep 
open the transit. I believe in both cases the governor of Panama 
was previously notified. 

Prior to the constitution of 1886 the State of Panama was des- 
ignated as a sovereign state, had considerable self-government, 
and on some occasions a president. The landing of our forces on 
the occasions I have designated, with the possible exception of 
the last occasion, was in most cases at the request of the local 
pn or governor of Panama, the cen Government of 

lombia not being consulted. 

I do not know whether it is questioned now that the recogni- 
tion of the Republic of Panama by the United States is not a com- 
plete recognition of independence. 

The recognition by President Roosevelt of the Republic of Pan- 
ama was as full and complete a recognition of the independence 
of that Republic as could be given. 

Phillemore, Pomeroy, and other writers on international law di- 
vide recognition into recognition of hac diene Ot ees recogni- 
tion, and formal recognition. Recognition of igerency, 
say, admits a community existing capable of carrying on war; 
virtual recognition admits a community existing having commer- 
cial relations and capable of maintaining them for the time being; 
formal recognition admits a society as existing which is in fact 
independent and sovereign. 

Formal recognition is evidenced by the making of treaties and 
the sending and receiving of ambassadors. 

The recognition of the State of Panama by President Roosevelt 
was a formal recognition. It is formal recognition of independ- 
ence, because he received a minister from that State, and because 
the President 1 and this Senate confirmed an envoy ex- 
traordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Panama. 

It has been suggested t a de facto government has not the 
right in international law to cede territory. I do not admit that 
this new Government of Panama is merely a de facto govern- 
ment. It is something more. It has become the lawful Govern- 
ment of that State. But, admitting for the purposes of argument 
that it is a mere de facto revolutionary government, I contend 
that such a government has the right to alienate a part of its 
public domain. Now, let us see what the law or the authorities 


say: 
$ Taylor says, on the authority of Grotius and other writers on 
international law: 

A revolutiona: vernment may also during the od of its authori 
alienate the sarod oe part of the public domain. ro a return to 5 
ancient régime all private property not confiscated and the public domain 
not alienated revert to their former owners, just asin the case of conquest 
they revert upon the evacuation of territory occupied by a public enemy. 
* * * Where foreign governments or their subjects treat with the actual 
head of the State, or a government de facto acquiesced in by the nation, and 
thus acquire a part of the public domain or private confiscated property, the 
lawful sovereign after his restoration should, as a general rula, recognize 
such transactions as valid, although they were consummated by those whom 
he considered usurpers. (Grotius, Vol. II. chap. 14, sec. 16.) 

Wheaton, in his work on International Law, says: 

But if the national domain has been alienated or the private property con- 
fiscated by some intervening act of the state, the question as to the validity 
of such transfer becomes more difficult of solution, 

In the case of international transactions, where foreigners and foreign 
governments are concerned, the authority to alienate the public domain is 
presumed to exist, and may be inferred from the general treaty- i 
pors unless there be some express limitation in the fundamental laws o 

e state. So also where foreign governments and their subjects treat with 
the actual head of the state, or the government de facto rec: by the 
acquiescence of the nation, for the acquisition of any portion of the public 
domain or of private confiscated property, the acts of such government must 
on 1 N valid k the lawful sovereign on his restoration. 

eaton, p. 

So, Mr. President, even if this Government in Panama is only a 
de facto government, I think these authorities show that such a 

vernment has a right to make this treaty with the United 

tates, 

But the Government of Panama is the lawful de jure govern- 
ment of that State. Its sovereignty and independence has been 
completely recognized by the United States and by other nations 
of the world. 

Mr. President, Colombia, for many years, has received a con- 
siderable portion of her revenue from concessions for the con- 
struction of a canal across the Isthmus of Panama and from large 
annual rentals from the Panama Railroad. It is not surprising 
that Colombia is reluctant to have this State of Panama, which 
has been so profitable to the Government of Colombia. separate 
from her. Neither is it surprising that Panama should now de- 
sire to enjoy these large pecuniary advantages for the improve- 
ment of her own state. 

On April 15, 1850, Colombia made a concession for the construc- 
tion of a railroad acrosstheIsthmus. This contract or concession 
was revised in 1867. 

Under this contract of 1887 the Panama Railroad agreed to pay 
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to Colombia as a rental for the use of the necessary 
the railroad an annuity of $250,000, which she has since received. 
i also agreed that the Panama Railroad 


construction of Panama. 

Under that Wyse concession it was agreed that Colombia 
would have a right to participate in the gross receipts of the canal, 
in amounts ranging from 5 to 8 per cent, and which should amount 
to no less than $250,000 in any one year. It was also agreed in this 
Wyse concession that the entire canal property would revert to 
Colombia at the end of ninety-nine years. 

That Wyse concession is the basis of the rights of the Panama 
Canal Company. That concession was extended in 1890, again in 


aay! 
Colombia very large sums of money. Under the extension of 


Te inio cil ot tao Tishi Which Oolombia amjors and 
my opinion all o rights w. ombia enjoys under 
the Wyse and railroad concessions are now the property of Pan- 
ama, as the new Republic of Panama succeeds to the sovereignty 
over the territory to which they relate. The canal zone eax Das 
the State of Panama, that State, on its separation from Colombia, 
succeeds to the rights which Colombia might have under any 
contracts relative to the canal zone. 

Hall, in discussing the rights and obligations which go to a new 
state on its forcible separation from the mother country, says, 
page 96: 


the other hand, rights in respect of the lost territory, includ- 
On Sha oee aes Ea E D to OMES OE ee and demarcation 
obligations contracted with reference to it and property 


of 
which is within i ‘er themselves to the new state. 


dent by the world, should continus to enjoy the - 
miary prot and rental from the canal zone to which she bad iost 
all title. 


It must be assumed, then, under ag: Sete negotiations be- 
tween the United States and Panama, that Panama lawfully pos- 
sesses all rights formerly enjoyed by Colombia under the railroad 
and canal contracts. ae 

The principal points made by the opposition in this debate are: 

First. That the President has violated well-known principles of 
international law in his action with reference to the new Repub- 
lic of Panama; p : 

Second. That he has violated the Constitution of the United 
States in the orders given to the commanders of our naval forces, 


which it is contended practically amount to a declaration of war 
against Colombia; 
Third. That he has violated the treaty of 1846; and 


Fourth. That he has violated the er Act. 
These allegations, first, second, third, and fourth, were all made 
some Senators on the other side. 
In the debates which have already taken Peres the several 
counts contained in this indictment against President have 
been ably met and answered by Senators who have spoken on the 


subject, y in the great speeches made by the senior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin. 
Just what 


rinciples of international law it is contended Presi- 
dent Roosevelt has violated is not n clear. 
In my judgment President Roosevelt has not violated any recog- 
nized principle of international law, either in reco the new 
mblic of Panama or in any action he has taken in reference to 
either Panama or Colombia. 


have some 
ognition is an executive or legislative act, I think it is now well 
settled, and has been since Secretary Seward’s time, that the rec- 
. . vrei new 3 is paray an e act. DA 
As I stated in the — my remarks, in a 
new government all that the y Son authority must dock to is 
8 ( 75 milie 5 
e o (as new 0 ama was 
romptly and eee er people), the Presi- 
A 5 justified in formally recognizing such government as the 
lawful government of the state. When n 
be ized, how long it is to be in existence before being recog- 
nized is a question entirely within the discretion of the Executive. 


The question of intervention is not involved here. We all know, 
of course, the rule is nonintervention, but, nevertheless, a cam 3 
nition of anew government is moral intervention, although clearly 
notanactof war. We have not intervened in behalf of Panama. 


of 


such a government is to. 


Every act of ours pertaining to this revolution is justified by the 
treaty of 1846, which I have commented upon. o have, under 
the authority given to us by that treaty, declared that Colombian 
troops shall not land and carry on hostilities on the transit of the 
Isthmus. Panama gained her independence without our help, 
and since the regaining of her independence we are bound to pro- 
tect the transit ugh that Republic from foreign invasion, and 
necessarily we are bound to prevent the landing of Colombian 


So, Mr. President, I do not see what principle of international 
law has been violated. 

Neither has the President violated the Constitution of the United 
States in the messages given to our naval forces, as has been con- 
tended here. 

It is true, as we know, that under our Constitution war can only 
be declared by the Congress of the United States. But the orders 


sat They were in ac- 
cord with the treaty. Thoseorders in various ways, that 
the transit of the Isthmus must be kept open. 

The President, in chara of the executive functions of this Gov- 
ernment, has a right, and it is his duty, to execute our treaties as 
well as our acts of Congress. He is in charge of our foreign rela- 
tions. The treaty of 1846 gave us the right to protect and keep 
open that transit. President Roosevelt was e peas at à proper 
executive function in sending our naval forces there to keep the 
transit open. He was doing only what many of his illustrious 

ecessors did before him. I have given the various instances 
in which other Presidents, both Republicans and Democrats, have 
sent troops to the Isthmus. The last Democratic President, Pres- 
ident Cleveland, sent troops there in 1885 without authority from 


No act of President Roosevelt in respect to this revolution can 
properly be construed as a declaration of war against Colombia. 
ere has been no violation of the treaty of 1846, as has been 
contended, but, on the . acted thoroughly 
in accord with that treaty. ile it is true that the treaty has 
sometimes been to mean that the duty rested on the 
Government of Colombia to keep the transit open during domes- 
tic disturbances, still its practical operation been that the 
United States has repea sent troops there, and in no instance 
that I now recall in which troops were sent was there any threat 
of af invasion, but merely local disturbances or revolutions, 
And in case Colombia did not ask to send troops to the Isth- 
mus to keep the transit open, assuming that she was under o 
tions to do so. She wanted to land troops on the Isthmus in order 
Aer air in Panama, resulting in an interference with the 


The President has not violated the Spooner Act in negotiatin 
Panama. z 


this treaty with the Republic of 
That act des that he shall negotiate a treaty with the Re- 
public of for a right of way for the construction of a 


canal across the Isthmus. But we must look to the intent of the act 
itself; we must construe it as a whole. What was the main intent 
of that act? The intent of Con in passing it was that a canal 
should be constructed over the route, if that route could 
be obtained. The section of that act providing for a treaty with 
Colombia was a mere incident to its main . The act is 
. with if a treaty is e With the Govern- 

g the sovereignty over the Isthmus of Panama. The 
President did not have time to turn to Ni 


ependent. In other words, but three days spes 
between the time that all possible hope of the ratification of the 
treaty with Colombia was abandoned and the successful revolu- 
tion in The President very 13 entered into the 
treaty with the Republic of Panama for the construction of a 
canal, thereby following the intent and spirit of the Spooner Act. 
Since regaining her independence Panama has adopted a con- 
stitution, elected a President, and has now a complete constitu 
tional Government. When a canal is constructed that State will 
be one of the great highways of the world’s commerce, With the 
large annual rental paid by the United States for the use of the 
canal zone she will be in an enviable position among the Central 
and South American States. At the same time the United States 
under the treaty will have all necessary authority for the main- 
tenance and operation of the canal. Our relations to that new 
Republic, which will be necessarily very close in the years to 
come, will be far more satisfactory than if we were compelled to 
build and operate the canal under a treaty with Colombia, whose 
Government, far removed from the us, would have very 
little interest in the canal except as a source of revenue. 
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Mr. President, I have presented my views on the main questions 
involved in the discussion now about to close. 

Ihave for very many years had an intense interest in the subject 
of securing a canal at some point on the Isthmus connecting the two 

gas oceans. When the question of the location of a canal was 
r under consideration, after I had the honor of membership in 
‘this Senate, I made some remarks favoring the canal over the Nica- 
* route, because at that time no other route seemed obtain- 
able. The Panama Canal route was then under the control of the 
French company, and the canal 2 e of construc- 
tion. There was no evidence that the United States could secure 
the Panama route at any price. I was anxious for a canal and 
was in favor of it at any feasible point. When the Canal Com- 
mission finally what was consid a reasonable offer 
and recommended the acceptance of the Panama route as the 
best, I followed their judgment, especially as on such investiga- 
tion as I could make it became my own judgment. 

I desire, Mr. President, to sa t I have no quarrel with any 
Senator who may prefer the Nicaragua route. I believe either 
route is feasible, and I shall not be ised, as Senators have 
suggested, if on both routes a canal shall be constructed at some 
future time. If the commerce of the world needs both they will 
be built. The Panama Canal is alone sufficient for the time, and 
probably for the century, Its construction is the greatest under- 
taking by any man, men, or government of this age, and its im- 
portance places it above party considerations, and I am glad that 
it 1 such a position in this Senate. 

Mr. ident, I hope I may be excused in saying in this p 
ence that I feel intense gratification in the fact that I have been 
connected in this Senate with the necessary work in rita, fs 
treaty preparatory to the construction of the Panama Canal, the 
greatest work of the century on the globe, and which, when com- 
pleted, will carry with it so pe benefits and blessing to the 
poopie; not only of the United States, but of the nations. 

I know that the distinguished Senator from Alabama and others 
do not manifest the faith in the outcome of the Panama Canal 
that I have, but I believe and hope that they will be found mis- 


en. 

Mr. President, a few more words. I desire to express my thanks 
to the President and Secretary of State for the course they have 
pursued in conducting the nation through the difficult and deli- 
cate ordeal through which it has passed in dealing with Colombia 
and Panama during the past few months. 

The nation has been honored by their statesmanship and honor- 
able course. No effort has been spared to find evidence of wrong- 
doing on the part of the Administration, but such effort has been 
in vain. They stand before the country and the world as among 
the foremost statesmen of their time. 

I have known all our Presidents, beginning with Abraham Lin- 
coln, whose name and fame are wide as the world, and I say, 
without qualification, that I have never known a Chief Magis- 
trate of our great Republic more conscientious in the discharge 
of his duty, more watchful of the nation’s honor and interest, 
more fearless in his efforts to enforce the law than Theodore 
Roosevelt. 

His course in dealing with the situation growing out of the se- 
cession of Panama has been within the law and our treaty obli- 
gations, and I feel sure if he had failed to recognize Panama as 
an independent state, and 5 failed to make a treaty with it 
under Which, when ratifled by this Senate, the work on that t, 
long-waited-for shall begin, there would have been millions 
of American citizens raising their voices to-day condemning his 
action instead of acclaiming their approval, as they are now doing. 


POWERS OF COLOMBIAN GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in view of the statement 
made by the Senator from Illinois, that the session to-morrow will 
be largely devoted to executive business, I desire to call up, in 
order to Aina of it, a resolution which I introduced some time 
ago, chiefly for information on this general Panama subject. I 
ask the Secretary to read resolution No. 49 of the Senate. 

The re 3 The Chair hears no objection, 
and the Secretary will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr, CuLBERSON 
December 11 last, as follows: 


Whereas by the constitution of Colombia, adopted in 1886, it is provided: 


“ARTICLE I. The Colombian nation is reo asa centralized republic, 
“ART. 2. The sovereignty resides essentially and exclusively in the nation, 
shall be exercised within the 


and from it emanate the public powers w 
limits prescribed by this constitution;” and 

8 b = Spates. it N in 
“ART. 4. rritory, together uublic property therein con- 
tained, belon: exclusively. to the nation: "' z 


Eesolved, tthe Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate is directed to 
consider and rt as remy So practicable to the Senate whether the inhab- 
itants and residents of the ent of Panama wiully a dis- 


| tinct, sepa 
larly whether there is any governmental authority 


tion, and control of land and 
with full and complete sovereignty over 


wered to tin atuity the occupa 
Mentors fa tie corrivory of Fanaa, with 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the of this resolu- 

tion has been largely . by its introduction and publi- 
cation. When it was introduced inquiries in this Chamber and 
elsewhere had been made as to the constitutional right of Panama 
to separate from Colombia distinct from the inalienable right of 
revolution, and comparison had been instituted between the act 
195 in this instance and that of the Confederate States in 
1861. 
This resolution, largely academic and educational. was not 
offered as a basis for a discussion of the doctrine of secession, and 
of course I have no such purpose in view now. Following my 
general design in introducing it, and remembering that the news- 
paper organ of the Administration in this city, the Assistant Sec- 
retary of State, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], 
and the President himself have discussed the question, it is not 
improper, before I withdraw the resolution, to point out in a 
sentence, as it were, the fundamental difference between consti- 
tutional secession in Panama and in the South. 

The t controversy of 1861 revolved around the southern 
contention, that the Constitution of the United States was a mera 
compact between sovereign and independent States which did not 
form a consolidated or centralized government, and that its his- 
tory, its structural provisions, its reservation of State rights in- 
herently justified secession. No such claim is possible under the 
constitution of Colombia, for by its very terms all sovereignty is 
lodged wholly and exclusively in the centrali nation. No 
logical mind which can approve constitutional secession in Panama 
can question constitutional secession in the South. 

The constitution of Colombia, Mr. President, also expressly pro- 
vides that the territory and other property belong exclusively to 
the nation; and the Senate, under ordinary circumstances, would 
be entitled to the opinion of the Committee on the Judiciary as 
to whether, under existing conditions, the United States can forci- 
bly appropriate territory which, by the treaty of 1846, it guaran- 
teed in Colombia, at least rise all foreign nations, including 
the United States. 
eae lh ren however, = aana that O seh inquiry 17 

is wi permi y the majority here, and consequent] 
ask leave to withdraw the resolution. t 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection 
to its withdrawal. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW, 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day 
it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3317) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant right of way 
for pipe lines through Indian lands. 

T. PLATT of Connecticut. I move that the Senate noncon- 
cur in the amendments of the House of Representatives and ask 
for a conference with the House on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was au- 
thorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and 
Mr. STEWART, Mr, PLATT of Connecticut, and Mr. Duzois were 
appointed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 23, 1904, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 22, 1904, 
MEMBER OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, f 
W. Cameron Forbes, of Massachusetts, to be a member of the 
Philippine Commission and to be secretary of the department of 
commerce and policein the government of the Philippine Islands 
provided for in the act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, entitled 
‘An act to provide for the 9 istration of the affairs of civil 
government in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes.“ 


PROMOTION IN THE MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


P. A. Surg. James C. Perry, of North Carolina, to be a surgeon 
5 Health and Me: 


Hospital Service of the United 
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POSTMASTERS, 
CONNECTICUT. 
Augustus G. Ising to be postmaster at Danbury, in the county 
of Fairfield and State of Connecticut. 
ILLINOIS. 
M. S. Brown to be postmaster at Brighton, in the county of Ma- 
coupin and State of Illinois. 
William T. Thorp to be postmaster at Litchfield, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Illinois, 
INDIANA, 
Edwin S. Gilbert to be postmaster at Indiana Harbor, in the 
county of Lake and State of Indiana. 
James E. Zook to be postmaster at Lima, in the county of La- 
grange and State of Indiana. 
NEBRASKA. 
Trevanyon L. Mathews, of Nebraska, to be United States 
marshal for the district of Nebraska. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Charles F. Hopkins to be postmaster at Boonton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey. 
Andrew Mercer to be postmaster at Lodi, in the county of Ber- 
gen and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. 
Seth Allen to be postmaster at Dannemora, in the county of 
Clinton and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 22, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupe, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: r 

Infinite and eternal Spirit, ever present in the hearts of men to 
inspire, uphold, sustain, and guide, we bless Thee for the truly 

t and noble who have been susceptible to the heavenly in- 
uence and who haye builded even better than they knew for 
succeeding generations. Our minds turn to-day to him whom we 
delight to call the ‘‘ Father of his Country,” and a nation will 
pour out its gratitude to Thee for his character and his deeds as a 
citizen, a soldier, a statesman, and follower of the Jesus of Naza- 
reth, and every lover of liberty the world round will sing his 
praise, whose name has become the synonym for wisdom, purity, 

d goodness. 

Help us, we beseech Thee, susceptible to that same influence, 
to go Bust to larger life and grander achievements; and Thine 
be the praise, through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Sama of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

AMENDMENT OF LAW IN RELATION TO TAXATION IN DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 
Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I ask that House bill 8690, to 


mous consent standing by itself; but nothing is in order when 
the motion to adjourn is made. 

W. of Mississippi. I was merely anxious to get 
the two together if I could, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I ask unanimous con- 
sent, this being the 22d day of February, that the Clerk may read 
from the Clerk’s desk George Washington’s Farewell Address to 
the American 1 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that George Washington’s Farewell Address be 
read at the Clerk’s desk. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York demands the 
regular order. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want to make a parliamen- 


3 
ə SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Would it be in order to put 
ie the shape of a motion what I have asked unanimous consent 
‘or? 

The SPEAKER. Not against the demand for the regular 


order. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississi ippi, Then, Mr. Speaker, I will 
tin memory of George Wash- 


move what is in order. I move 
ington this House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. [Laughter.] 
It is in order to move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move 
oe the House do now adjourn; and the country will understand 

e issue. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi moves that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 66; noes 85. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I now for the yeas and 


nays. 

Ar. TAWNEY. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would it be in order forme to read a motion 
that was made by a Democratic Member from New York [Mr. 
Cummings] in the second session of the Fifty-third Congress on 
the 22d day of February? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks débate is not in order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 93, nays 104, an- 
swered present 10, not voting 175, as follows: 


amend the law relating to taxation in the District of Columbia, YEAS—93. 
be re-referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. Kartlett 5 — Lloyd, 5 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- Bassett, TegE McDermott, ate 
mous consent that House bill 8690, now on the Calendar, be taken | Beall, Tex. Griffith, Lain, mith, Ky 
from the Calendar and re-referred to the Committee on the Dis- | Bentan, fone Maynard Bmith, Tex 
trict of Columbia. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The | Bo Hay, Moon, Tenn. Sparkman, 
Chair hears none. B ade 9 5 5 He Tex. Padgett, 1 0 Stanley, 5 
I le Nn, N. C. 5 
Mc: WILLIAMS of Mintadppl. Ir, Speak Bangs Hitchoook, ‘Patterson, ba, e Mass 
T. 0 ppi. 8 er—— j k 
Te EE ai Mate rde Me Deer aie Ta be ee, e, BO aon, aa TEDE, y 0 
s * * r, Tex. ohnson, ic. omas. 
se of ing a motion to adjourn. I ask, Mr. Speaker, that Cowherd, sone 5 1 W. aay nderwood, 
the Clerk read the Farewell Address of George Washin „an ease? In Tobsen Ark. ween 
that immediately upon the termination of the reading the House Fitz „Fla. Robinson, d Weisse, vy 
adjourn. patrick, ussell, ms, 
Mr. PAYNE, I make the point of order that that motion is | 51998, Lever, ph AN Aa 
not in order. 3 Gilbert, Lind, Shackleford, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order as to | Gillespie, Little, Sheppard, 
the motion. The Chair will submit the request for unanimous | Class, Shober, 
consent, if the 8 e desires ma to We Ae TENS) — 3 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamen inquiry, Mr. er, ordney, ermann, 
aker. Would it not be in order to move that at the expiration | fen 4. tae Nor, vt Bill, Coan. 
of a certain time the House adjourn? Then if that be true, is it not Bat Currier, Fuller, Holliday, 
in order that at the expiration of a certain contingency the House Beidler Cartis, 8 — Humphrey, Wash. 
djourn? A Bo Dalzell, ` Gillett, M 4 
z The SPEAKER. . these reyes To adjourn, to ad- Boutell, ” Daniels, octal, Jonea, Wash 
j to a day certain, and a motion to take a recess. ey, n a 
5 WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move Prick 8 e Knapp, 
that the House do adjourn. Pending that, I submit my request | Brown, Wis. Dovener, Haugen, Lacey, 
for ous consent. I ask unanimous consent that the k Burkes Draper, . — eae 33 
read . 
m The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request for unani- | Burton, — —̃ — 
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1904. 
Lovering, Murdock, Scott, Stafford, 
* 
McCall, Olmsted, Shiras, 8 
McC „Minn. Overstreet, Slemp, Stevens, 
Sonoran! Pere Smith Noy. ‘Tawney.’ 
0 e, mith, Ne awne 
shall, Pere, Smith, Thomas’ Iowa 
Metcalf, Perkins, uthard, Vo. 
inor, Powers, Mass. Southwick, Watson, 
Mondell, Prince, Sperr Wilson, III. 
d. Roberts, Spe: oung. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—10, 
Adamson, ‘ehoe, Lacking, Powers, Me. 
Cassel, yle, 
Cassingham, Littlefield, —— La. 
~ NOT VOTING—175. 
Acheson. Dixon, Kitchin, Claude Rider, 
Adams, Pa. Dougherty, Klnttz, Robertson, La, 
Ames, Douglas, ‘ean, jenberg, 
Badger, Driscoll, b, Buan 
Baker, Dwight, Landis, Chas. B. Rapper’, 
Bankh Emerich, Landis, Frederick Scudder, 
Bartholdt, Evans, Legare, erley, 
tes, Finley, Lester, Sherman, 
Bede, k, Lindsay, Slayden, 
„Cal. F 1 Littauer, mall, 
Bingham, Fowler, Livernash Smith, III. 
op. orth, Smith, Samuel W. 
Bowersock, Gaines, Tenn. Lorimer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Brantley, Gaines, W. Va. denslager, Snapp, 
Breazoale, Garber, McAndrews, Southall, 
rooks, Gardner, Mass. M y> Spight, 
Broussard, Gardner, Mich. McNary, Tung, 
Brown, Pa. ere, N.J. Macon, Sullivan, N. Y. 
proai, Gooch? Mahana ames 
urle: oney, wunson, 
urleson, Granger, Mann, Taylor, 
1. 1 Greene, Marsh, Thompson, 
Butler, Mo. Martin, at 
da, Gu x Miller, ‘ownsend, 
Calderhead, Moon, Pa. Trimble, 
Capron, Haskins, Morgan, ‘andiver, 
rk, Hearst, Morrell, Van Duzer, 
Clayton, Hildebrant, Needham, Van Voorhis, 
Connell, Hinshaw, Nevin, reeland, 
Cooper Wis, H 895 F Nader 
’ 0.5 
cig Hon Otjen, Wadsworth, 
Howell, N.J. Page. Wanger, 
Cromer, Howell, U 7 Warner, 
Crowley, Huf, 5 Pierce, Warnock, 
.Va. Pinckney, 

h Hull, Porter, iley, Ala. 
Davey, La. Hump! Miss. Pou, Wiley, N. J. 
Davis, Fla. Jackson, Md. Raine; ilha: 
Dayton, Jackson, Ohio Randell, Tex. Wilson, N 
De Armond, ames, Ransdell, La. Woody: 
Bick KRIAS Rhea,’ 8 

y ennedy, r. 
Dinsmore, Ketcham, Richardson, Tenn, 


So the motion was rejected. 
The Clerk eart y the following pairs: 
For this day: 
Mr. . with Mr. TRIMBLE. 
Mr. VREELAND with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. 
Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Mr. Warnock with Mr. LEGARE. 
Mr. WARNER with Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Mr. REEDER with Mr. THOMPSON. 
Mr. MILLER with Mr. Sridnr. 
Mr. Martin with Mr. SOUTHALL. 
. Marsu with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 
. LONGWORTH with Mr. Pov. 
. FREDERICK Lanpis with Mr. RAINEY. 
. LAFEAN with Mr. PINCKNEY. 
. KENNEDY with Mr. PAGE. 
. Haskins with Mr. Wiso of New York, 
. GREENE with Mr. LINDSAY. 
. Games of West Virginia with Mr. HUMPHREYS of Missis- 


r. FOWLER with Mr. HOPKINS, 
CHARLES B. LANDIS with Mr. DE Anmonp. 
. Sara of Illinois with Mr. GupGER. 
, DRISCOLL with Mr. EMERICH. 
. DouvGLas with Mr. DOUGHERTY. 
. OTJEN with Mr. Davis of Florida. 
DanRAOH with Mr. CROFT. 
. CRUMPACKER with Mr. BYRD. 
. CoopER of Wisconsin with Mr. Davey of Louisiana, 
. CALDERHEAD with Mr. BURLESON. 
. CONNER with Mr. LESTER. 
. BRooxs with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN 
, GARDNER of Massachusetts with Mr. McNary, 
NeEpHAM with Mr. Foster of Illinois. 
. Bowrrsock with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
. Bishop with Mr. BREAZEALE, 
. BATES with Mr. BAKER. 
. MorGAN with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
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155 8 with Mr. BADGER. 
SamurL W. Surra with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
Mr. WX. ALDEN Suirn with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Mr. BARTHOLDr with Mr. JAMES. 
Mr. Kronau with Mr. CLARK, 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MADDOX. 
Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. LIVERNASH. 
Mr. Litraver with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York. 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania with Mr. 
Mr. Burton with Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, 
Mr. LILLEY with Mr. KLUTTZ. 
Mr. Brown of 1 with Mr. BELL of California. 
Mr. Diok with Mr. BURNETT. 
Mr. Coustys with Mr. WADE. 
Mr. Horr with Mr. Harrison. 
Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey with Mr. SULZER. 
Mr. Mann with Mr. Swanson. 
Mr. MORRELL with Mr. RIDER. 
Mr. HinsHaw with Mr. GRidds. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. BuRLEIGH with Mr. BRANTLEY. 
Mr. STERLING with Mr. Macon, 


Mr. Van Voornis with Mr. CAassINGHAM, 
Mr. Lormrer with Mr. McAnDREWs. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. DENNY. 

Mr. GILLETT of California with Mr. Van DUZER. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. Syapp with Mr. MAHONEY. 

Mr. Capron with Mr. GRANGER. 

Mr. PORTER with Mr. SCUDDER. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Houston. 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. Lams, 

Mr. Cromer with Mr. Zxxon. 

Mr. Oris with Mr. RHEA. 

Mr. TOWNSEND with Mr. Luckina. 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. SHERLEY. 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. HEARST. 

Mr. BEDE with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana, 

Mr. HuLL with Mr. WILEY of Alabama. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. CROWLEY. 

Mr. PALMER with Mr. CLAYTON. 

Mr. GARDNER of pian with Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama, 

Mr. HUGHES of Ve eee wie ee . KEHOE, 

Mr. BrownLow with 

Mr. HILDEBRANT with Me Mr. N 

For the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Mr. CURRIER with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 

Mr. Dayton with Mr. Meyer of Louisiana. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation 


The motion was to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. HEPBURN in the 


chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
House bill 12220, the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, how much time have we had for gen- 
eral debate on this side, how much is there left on the majority 
side, and how much is there left on the other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one hour and five minutes remain- 
ing on the side of the committee and one hour and twenty min- 


utes on the opposite side. 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield sick min- 
utes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rixey]. 


Y. Mr. Chairman, I was somewhat s to ob- 

serve in the public press that the Secretary of the Navy, in his 

address at the Lincoln banquet in New York a few days ago, 

seemed to treat the support of the Navy in a partisan way. In 

the course of his address he said: 

tA fen 5 ago TE not hayo Enon abi that the policy of naval prog- 
And further on in his remarks: 


T have not lost hope that the policy of increasing our er upon the sea 
will be continued, whatever party may be in control cf the National Admin- 
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istration, but I confess that I look with apprehension 5 the wy Pago 
er o Demo- 


body. His power, f knowledge, experience blic affairs, and un- 
. pol his party entitle everything he says to consideration 


The Secretary of the Navy did not favor his auditors with the 
observations of the Senator from Maryland which have caused 
him to be so apprehensive that he had almost lost hope. It is at 
first sight somewhat strange that the Secretary of the Navy should 
be apprehensive on account of these observations by the Senator 
who, he says, is easily the leader of his party. These apprehen- 
sions of the honorable Secretary, I suppose, can be accounted for 
upon the theory that he sees approaching in the near future a 
convention of the two great 8 parties, and, with his pro- 

jhetic eye, he sees that this tor, who, he says, is easily the 
der of his party, may be selected as the standard bearer, and 
then he remembers that within a few months more we are to have 
a general election, and, with the same prophetic eye, he sees that 
this standard bearer at the head of his great party will be easily 
successful at the polls. 

Mr. Chairman, in this view, in view of the fact that he may be 
transferred from a forum where he is in the minority to a foram 
where he would be in a position to direct to some extent the poli- 
cies of the country, the observations of the Senator from Mary 
land do become of some consequence to the country, and, as the 
honorable Secretary did not 1 85 them, I will ask the Clerk to 
read from the Rrcorp of the dates of February 3 and February 
4 the observations on the naval establishment as made by the 
Senator from Maryland, 

The Clerk read as follows from the RECORD of February 3: 


Navy, natural and inevitable, and only the beginning, of 555 
a 881 establishment in the far distant Pacific and 1 upon 
ds in all the oceans, and more war ships, when we have more ships 


now than can be manned, a pary ter by fivefold than the fathers ever 
thought necessary to maintain the Monroe doctrine and protect our interests 
in every part of the globe. 

We always 


tain the doctrine that we alia peenes any foreign 
nation from interfering with the republics south of us. Asmall navy has pro- 
tected them in the past. Our t Navy would do it now if you abandon 
the idea which has recently entered upon of making war ourselves upon 
those republics. Let us have their hearts and their interests, both personal 
and commercial, with us, and there is nota nation on the face of the earth 
that would attack one of them. 

Iam an advocate for a navy sufficient to 1 5 5 our interests. But you 
have entered upon a plan of having as ey, ttle ships as Germany, 
as many as Great Britain, and your tures of the Na 
have run up from $20,000,000 to over $100,000,000. The Navy is getting o 
heavy; there are too many men, too many sailors. afloat. e 
have more than 2 to protect us and all our rests on ev 
sea upon the face of the globe. Let war wait and let commerce be 


And as follows from the Recorp of February 4: 


The Senator from Massachusetts, although I am sure he did not intend — 
ment of an increase of the Navy, and intimat 
position is one of ity to that arm of the servi 


orance of my course upon that eee is 5 7 75 — W = 


ent 


o, so necessary to 


my service upon the committee hav: of Kok a von for the 
Navy, from tho day of my entry into now, I have la 
with the gentleman from Maine Mr. HALE] and wi associa’ 
us for the construction of a navy of which whole American people might 
bo proud, composed of ships of first mann best of our 
American citizens, and have insisted that the a) tions for it should be 
3 our Navy a point w. it was ample to guard 
erican interests everywhere. 
T had no idea, and I have not now, that in doing that we should, as it ap- 
this Administration intends we shall if its endationsare carried 


pears we recommi 
out, have a navy to compete with that of Germany or Great Britain in size 
of ee ane numos < vessels, and number of men. Our 
em — at a navy for display, toa navy so large that we do not know 
what to do with the vessels, so numerous and so anxious for ane that they 
may be assembled in the waters of the Sound and sent fo’ 'h the 
waves for the of the Commander in Chief of our Army and Na 
I desire to see a substantial nary’ well equipped, fit for any service that 
American people may want of it. I do not ant a hundred thousand men in 
time ot praos; unnecessary for that service, merely for display. Iwant econ- 
ot will say to the Senator from Massachusetts that while a natural and nec- 
essary increase is right, in 1885 and 1886 and 1887, during a Democratic Ad- 
ministration, we 8 the interests of the 8 = when Venezuela 

threatened by grea ers our Navy was there; no power on 
earth dared Gee with the Republie south of us and yet we did it at an 
expen è teen millions a year, and now y great ‘ormance 
that I know of is that of threatening Colombia and capturing Panama at 
$82,000,000 a year. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, as far as I am concerned, I am 

ing to regard that as the position of the Democratic party in 
regard to the Navy. : 

e Secretary of the Navy need give himself no apprehension 
as to the position of the Democratic party on the naval estab- 
lishment. ‘The Democratic party stands for a navy and for every- 
thing else that is necessary to enforce the Monroe doctrine in the 
Western Hemisphere. It stands also for a navy and for anything 
else that is necessary to protect American interests and maintain 
respect for our flag throughout the world. 


tions are 
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This bill carries over $96,000,000 for the support of the naval 
establishment for the year 1905, and with Senate amendments it 
will be easily a round one hundred millions, The estimates sent 
in by the different bureaus amounted to over $150,000,000, but 
these were cut or scaled down by the Secretary and the Nayal 
W The present bill is fourteen millions more than for 


At its present rate of increase we may expect the annual navy 
appropriation bill to carry $150,000,000 within the next ten 
years, 

The chairman of the Appropriations Committee may well an- 
nounce to the House, as he did the other day, that the revenues 
for 1905 would probably not be sufficient by forty millions to meet 
the appropriations for that year. What may we expect in ten 
years at the present exorbitant increase in expenses due to the ex- 
pansive and expensive imperialism of the present Republican 
Administration? 

With this bill we lay the foundation for a great naval station 
at Guantanamo, Cuba, to cost, according to the estimates, over 
PRON A coaling station at that point to cost half a million 

ollars is all that is required. Costly naval stations we now have 
along our own coast, at New Orleans, La., Pensacola, Fla., and 
Charleston, S. C., and there is no earthly necessity for another in 
foreign territory so close to our own shores. 

The bill also provides for the establishment of a naval station 
at Olongapo, in the Philippine Islands, estimated to cost by differ- 
ent naval boards all the way from thirty millions down to ten 
millions, though Admiral Dewey says that $800,000 should estab- 
lish all the station we need there. 

Expansion is indeed a stirring theme with which to fire the na- 
tional heart, but in practice it is expensive. 

For this great Navy Congress is now urged to provide a general 
staff, the theory, I suppose, being that the Secretary of the Navy 
should be further advised or, as I believe, controlled. 

The Secretary of the Navy now has as his advisers and assist- 
ants an Assistant Secretary, eight heads of bureaus, all admirals, 
a Construction Board, and the General Board of thirteen mem- 
bers, of which Admiral Dewey is the president. This muchly 
advised Secretary, it is thought, needs further advice, and there- 
fore a general staff of many more admiralsis to be added in Wash- 
ington to this already top-heavy fighting arm of the military 
service. 

Instead of expanding in this direction we should, in my opinion, 
consolidate, 

Iremember the urgent recommendation of ex-Secretary Long 
that at least three of the bureaus should be consolidated, but this 
meant at least twoadmirals less in Washington, and of course his 
recommendations fell stillborn. 

His insistence of the need of reform was almost plaintive. ‘It 
is not the case,“ he said, 8 of the bureau system, of one 
tail wagging the dog, but of eight tails wagging one dog.” If 
such is the condition with eight admirals, what will be the con- 
ae when the Secretary has a general staff with many more ad- 
mirals? 

In a material way the greatest beneficiaries and. to some ex- 
tent, the greatest advocates for this ever-expanding Navy are the 
contractors, and chief among these are the armor-plate manu- 
facturersand shipbuilders. In regard to these, the many millions 
of dollars which they have received have not always been well or 
economically expended. Without going into too great detail, a 
few instances will show this. A few years ago the lowest price 
at which Congress could secure armor plate from the Bethlehem 
and Carnegie plants was $545 per ton, and it had been as high 
as $671. 535 Congress insisted that this was ex- 
orbitant; the manufacturers insisted they could not make it for 
less. The result of this contest, however, was that the manu- 
facturers took the 80,000-ton contract for armor plate at $445 per 
ton instead of $545—a net saving to the Government of $3,000, 
on this one contract, 

From that time to the present the Government has gotten the 
benefit of this reduction, brought about almost entirely by the 
agitation and insistence of the Democrats. 

The price, however, is still excessive, as the following circum- 
stance shows: 

Since the convening of Congress the Secretary has awarded 
contracts for 16,000 tons of armor. The old firms, the Bethlehem 
and Carnegie companies, who have an agreement on paoe, as 
stated by the Secretary and Admiral O'Neil, bid the old price. 
while the Midvale company, a new concern, bid $55 less per ton, 
and of the 16,000 tons 6,000 were given the lowest bidder and the 
other 10,000 tons divided ba eg between the Bethlehem and 
Carnegie companies, at the loss of $55 per ton, or $550,000 alto- 
gether, to the Government. 

It was proved by Admiral O'Neil that these two companies 
the Bethlehem and the Carnegie—have an agreement, that they 
are in concert, that they have a combination: and it was also 
proved by the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Moody, who stated in 
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has) and its own armor-plate factory (as it has not), do its own 
work, and be independent of the steel-trust combination? 

An armor-plate factory owned by the Government would long 
since have paid for itself many times over. 

I can not agree, Mr. Chairman, that it is either necessary or 

ient at this time to add 3,000 more men to the Navy,as this 

ill provides. We have, with the 3,000 men now provided for, 

34,000 men, and about 7,000 men in the Marine Corps, making a 

res of 41,000 in the naval establishment besides commissioned 
Officers. 

Admiral Taylor, Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, in his tes- 
timony, page 184, said that 26,000 men would man the ships in 
active commission for the next five years, and on page 169 said 
we would lack 797 officers for the ships to be completed by 1907 
and 357 officers for the ships he supposed we would have ready 
by 1911, and this notwithstanding the last Congress provided for 
doubling the number of cadets at Annapolis. 

Truly, the Government is rushing headlong in its race for the 
greatest navy of the world! 

I submit there is no necessity for this increase of 3,000 men, and 
I shall not support it. 

We now have complete and in commission 12 battle ships, 2 
armored cruisers, and 2 protected cruisers, besides a large num- 
ber of smaller vessels of war, as monitors, auxiliary cruisers, tor- 
pedo boats, and submarine boats. 

Admiral Dewey, in an interview published in the Washington 
Post, March 28, 1903, said, referring to the recent Caribbean 
maneuvers: : 

were the ob f „tha worl 
— seen. 1 87 55 opici 3 the alse moro than to any other 
Think oi it—fifty- our rs a * 
many coulà z —— possibly get a e could fight — an aggre- 
gation as 

In addition to the ships then in commission we now have under 
construction the following: Twelve battle ships (including the 
Missouri) ,8 armored cruisera o pie wie cruisers (making 28 war 
ships proper, which more than doubles what we already have), 2 
gunboats, 2 training ships, 1 training brig, 6 torpedo boats, and 2 
steel tugs, a total of 41, on which we still owe $82,000,000. 

Will any conservative man, who has no ax to grind, say that 
this is not sufficient? 

Why should we go on as is done in this bill and authorize con- 
tracts for other ships to cost $30,000,000? Why not first complete 
and pay for the ships already authorized, and then consider our 
ability to support the naval establishment as it will then exist? 

If we stopped now and neither built nor authorized another 
ship prior to 1907, we would then have the third strongest navy in 
the world, and who is it that thinks if necessary that we should 
be either first or second? 

The report by the chairman of the committee on this bill shows 
that if all the vessels now building were completed the United 
States would rank third, with only Great Britain and Franco 
ahead of her. Below I give table: 


Relative order of war-ship strength as would be the case were vessels building 
now completed. 


his testimony that it was as plain as the sun that they had a com- 
bination to control the 5 755 

Now, I want to ask what is the use of this Government passing 
laws denunciatory of the trusts and combines and appropriating 
$500,000 to prosecute them, when here in Pennsylvania, the State 
of the Attorney-General, there is a trust and combination to con- 
trol the price of the armor plate which the Government must buy. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Virginia 


[Mr. Rrxry] yield for a question? 
The CHAIRMAN Does the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. What explanation does the Secre- 
tary of the Navy give for awarding contracts to the Carnegie and 
Bethlehem companies at $455 a ton when he could have been sup- 
plied with the armor plate at $398 by the Midvale Company? 

Mr. RIXEY. The etary of the Navy stated that there was 
no one else from whom to get this armor plate, that under the 
proposition of the Midvale Company it could not furnish all the 
armor plate within the time that the Department wanted it, and 
that he felt compelled therefore to give these contracts to the 
Carnegie and companies. When asked: 

Was not the fact that could get armor at $50 a ton less a sufficient rea- 
son to reject the bids and to call for other bids? 

He replied: 

No, sir; there is no place to get other bids. Who would bid? There is no- 
body who makes armor except Bethlehem and Carnegie. 

Virtually the Secretary says that the Government was in the 

eos ad this trust and combination; that it had the Government 

e throat. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Now, I would like to ask this addi- 
tional 8 Was pune not a . Ls naval ap- 
propriation miring the Erroi 0 avy to take steps 
to erect an 8 late plant in case he could not secure armor 
plate at a reasonable price? 

. RIXEY. I think so. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. And in the face of that provision he 
makes a contract for 10,000 tons of armor plate at $55 a ton more 
than what a certain other company had bi 

Mr. RIXEY. Upon examination I find that the provision re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Kentucky was carried in a for- 
mer bill, but not in the last. 

Mr. Chairman, I should like to know why the Attorney-General 
of the United States, with this extra fund which he has for the 
prosecution of trusts and combines, has not instituted some prose- 
cutions against the Bethlehem Company and the Carnegie Com- 
pany. I can give him as witnesses, and the record shows it, Ad- 
miral O'Neil, Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, and the Hon. 
William H. Moody, Secretary of the Navy. 

Instead of starving the trusts this Government is feeding them. 
Instead of prosecuting them this Government is rewarding them. 
You 8 $500,000 to prosecute all the trusts in the coun- 
try, and you give to one trust a bonus of $550,000 on one Govern- 
ment contract. In the face of this fact the Naval Committee 
would not place a limitation upon the price of armor plate, but 
when the bill is read under the five-minute rule I intend to offer 
anamendment providing that the Secretary of the Navy shall not 
F more than he has contracted to pay to the 

idvale Company, which is $398. 

As further proof of the exorbitant profits made ont of the Gov- 
ernment contracts by this Bethlehem company, whose recent per- x 
formances in the New York shipbuilding trust are so notorious, I | Russia 
giye the following extracts from the hearings before the com- 


mittee. 

Captain Pendleton, now superintendent of the Washington | Aust —,—ͤ——.—.— 
Navy-Lard, said: CAPR 

Wo TENO KOE WEN AE ag sages pte tn ay EA O 
aa NO AEG ADAN Bey DUE Epa t and make armor. eall 
know thatin five years they had paid plant and made fair profits, 
and they now own the plant. 

And again: ‘ 

Since that fi ears, in which the Government paid for the plan‘ 
paying Ben interest ‘and depreciation on that same — hy aby Babee 
contrac’ 


Admiral O' Neil, Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, on page 5 of 
his annual report, says, speaking of some guns ordered from the 
Bethlehem company, that $2,000,000 contract for guns cost the 
Government 36 per cent more than if the Government could have 
done the work in its own Gun Factory. This it could not do be- 
cause of overwork. And in his hearings, page 153, said the 
work done in the Government Gun Factory was better and the 


guns of rior quality. 


3 


2 


For years past it has been a favorite topic for the Navy - 
sionist to insist that we should keep abreast of Germany, Now, 
France and Germany are . battle ships each; we are 

building isers; 


than any other nation on earth 5 8 Great hen 7 — ae fo 
e chairman of the Committee 


Captain Pendleton, in his testimony, page 67, said: 351,000 
should we pay those private com to their plants when 150, 000 

the Government can do the work at 30 or 40 per cent cheaper than anybody 142,000 
else can do it? Why should we pay the interest, tion 118,000 
on their plants after we have paid for the plants, and then not them? $22,000 
If all this is truo in regard to tha steel supplies and armor plate, T oe 
does it not justify the representatives of taxpayers in 56,000 


ing that the Gorernment should have its own gun factory (as it 


2212 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 22, 


This accounts in large part for the increase in cost of the naval 
establishment from about $25,000,000 in Cleveland's Administra- 
tion to $100,000,000 in the present. 

Is it not time to call a halt for at least one year? Does anyone 
believe that any interest would be injured or jeopardized by 
eliminating from this bill the provision for the three great battle 
ships costing $21,000,000? 


e average cost of keeping a battle ship in commission in time 
of peace is between $400,000 and $500,000 a year, and on the 
Asiatic station an average of $522,000 a year. An armored cruiser 
costs to keep in commission $443,761 a year, and a protected 
cruiser costs to keepin commission an average of $305,168.82 a year. 

On the motion of the Democratic members of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, certain inquiries were W to the bureau 
chiefs of the Navy Department on question as to whether 
ships depreciated more rapidly“ in commission” or in ordi- 
nary” (out of commission) and properly cared for, and what 
would be the difference in the cost. 

The weight of the responses showed that the ships would depre- 
ciate less rapidly in ordi than when in commission; 
that instead of the cost of nearly half a million dollars a year to 
keep one of these big ships in commission, it could be kept in as 
good condition in ordinary“ at a cost of from one-fifth to one- 
tenth per annum. 

I suggest the sags fly, Bar making for economy, without lessen- 
ing the efficiency of the Navy: 

First. Let some of the ships go out of commission, or in ordi- 
nary,” as it is called, with sufficient crew to keep them in good 
condition and ready for service on twenty-four hours’ notice. 
In this way several millions can annually be saved without detri- 
ment. Great Britain does this. Why should we not follow her 
example when it makes for economy, as well as when it makes 
for display? 

Second. Eliminate the provision for 3,000 men provided for in 
this bill. We now have more men than is necessary to man ships 
that will be ready for several years, and sufficient men to keep 
in commission and ‘in ordinary all ships now authorized. 

Third. Let the building pro; e for the three great ships, to 
cost $21,000,000, go out, certainly for this year. 

Fourth. Cut out the provision for the great naval station in 
Guantanamo, Cuba, to cost $12,000,000, and provide only for a 
coaling station at that place. 

These reforms would result in a saving of $80,000,000, goar 
more, and without in any way affecting the efficiency of the naval 
service. This great sum, saved from this one source, could be 
spent to better advantage in the internal improvements of our 
country. 

With one hundred million for the Navy, one hundred million 
for the Army, and one hundred and fifty million for pensions, 
we have for the military establishment the appalling total of 
$350,000,000 annually—one-half of all the revenues of the Goyern- 
ment. It is estimated that the agricultural districts contribute 
at least one-half of the $700,000,000 annually collected for the sup- 

rt of the Government. Whatisreturnedtothem? Large sums 

ve been expended on public buildings in the larger cities and 
on the great rivers and harbors along our coast. 

Besides this, Con 11 has taken the proceeds of the 
public lands bel g to all the people of the United States and 
applied them to irrigating the arid lands of the Western States. 

It is no wonder that there now goes up a cry frons the agricul- 
tural classes for assistance in the building of the great thorough- 
fares of the country. The National Government has given 
millions of acres of the we domain to assist in building great 
continental railways. y may it not annually contribute a 
few million dollars to assist the States in building the important 
highways over which the United States mail is daily carried? It 
is not a new proposition. In 1811 this Government undertook 
the building of the national turnpike from Cumberland, Md., to 
St. Louis, Mo., a distance of 700 miles, and expended on it about 


,000,000. 
111 is not questioned that Congress has the power. Is there any 
direction in which the Government can turn its energies and ap- 
ply a small per cent of its revenues which would so benefit the 
agricultural classes of the people asin good roads? Instead of 
the present proposition for an appropriation of a lump sum of 
abont $25,000,000, I would suggest at least that amount be set 
aside every year for ten years to aid the States in building roads. 

Twenty-fivemillions is only about one twenty-eighth of our total 
revenues, and surely the people who pay one-half of seven hun- 
dred millions reyenue can reasonably ask and expect this direct 
appropriation for their benefit. This fund should only be paid 
over to the States when they duplicate it. In this way each of 
the forty-eight States would havs an average of $1,000,000 road 
fund a year. This properly applied for ten years would give us 
good roads; farming lands Vould be much more attractive, their 
value enhanced, and tha condition and enjoyment of the agricul- 


tural classes greatly improved. These twenty-five millions can 
be saved from the one hundred millions for the Navy, and yet its 
efficiency not be lessened. 

Let the people demand economy in the matter of the Army, 
Navy, and pensions, and $50,000,000 could be annually applied to 
internal 1 which more especially concern the country 
districts. Iam not a sectional or class legislator, but when fa- 
vored interests are growing fat upon the favor and smiles of the 
Government, I favor an insistence by the great agricultural in- 
terests, stretching from ocean to ocean, of some respect and con- 
sideration for their happiness, their prosperity, and perhaps their 
very existence. Without good roads, farm life is not attractive, 
and our young people leave it. Make it attractive, and thus keep 
ouryoung people and draw others from the great cities. 

Let the farmer prceper ma the balance of mankind will not 
suffer, Had the hun of millions spent upon Cuba and the 
Philippine Islands been spent in public utilities within the conti- 
nental limits of the United States it is perhaps not too much to 
say that every t thoroughfare within the United States could 
haye been 6 rivals of the magnificent roads of Rome and 
Greece of ancient times and of France in modern times. Let 
the people demand less of imperialism and Asiatic expansion and 
more consideration for and improvement of the conditions of the 
sg ses at home. [Loud applause. ] 

e CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Louisiana 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Does the gentleman from Ilinois 
desire to have me proceed? 3 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifty min- 
pa of the time remaining to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

OOK}. 

Mr. Mock. Mr. Chairman, before beginning my remarks, I 
ask unanimous consent to revise and extend them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend and revise his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SNOOK. Mr, Chairman, I will further ask that I may be 
allowed to without interruption, as I havea line of argu- 
ment that I should like to follow, and my time is limited. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to be interrupted 
during his remarks. 

Mr. SNOOK. Mr. Chairman, in the Fifty-seventh Congress the 
Senate what is commonly known as the ship subsidy” 
bill. It then came before the House Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries for consideration. 

After many hearings and much discussion that committee re- 
fused to report the measure, thus ending its consideration so far 
as that Congress was concerned. 

However, in the last campaign in my State it was announced 
by the Republican leaders on the stump and given out through 
the press that the bill was to be passed in the Fifty-eighth Con- 
, and that there was to be no let up on the fight until it had 

enacted into law. 

On the convening of Congress, however, it is made known, 
through the utterances of the Republican leaders, as published in 
the press of the country, that there will be no important general 
legislation during the present session of Congress. No doubt fear- 
ing the result that such legislation might have on the coming 
national campaign, the party adopts a policy of delay. 

But now a majority of the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries report to this House a bill to create a commission, whose 
duty it shall be to investigate and to report to the Congress on 
the first day of its next session what legislation is desirable for 
the development of the American merchant marine and American 
commerce.“ 

There can be no doubt as to the intention of the majority to 
ress a subsidy bill similar to that adopted by the Senate in the 
ifty-seventh Congress just as soon as Congress shall convene 

after the national election. There can be little doubt as to what 
will be the report of the commission to be appointed, for the ma- 
jority in their report on the bill to create that body practically 
say that any other form of legislation except subsidy is futile, 
and the Senators who are to haye a place on the commission will 
be appointed by the father and most ardent advocate of the sub- 
sidy bill adopted by the Senate in the Fifty-seventh Congress, I 
therefore take it that that bill will be the basis of the subsidy 
legislation offered as the result of the hearings of this commis- 
sion. I had the honor to be a member of the committee in the 
last Congress which rejected that measure. 

The reasons that then impelled me to join with the majority of 
the committee in the defeat of the Senate bill I believe still hold 
good, and inasmuch as I have never given the reasons for my 
action and the subject is again before the House, I desire at this 
time to offer the reason why I am opposed to subsidy legislation, 
and in doing so I shall, therefore, confine what I have to say on 
the s»bsidy question to the provisions of the bill as it past ed zue 
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Senate in the last Congress, believing that that bill will be the 
basis of any new legislation 8 on the subject, and a fair 
sample of all that can be offered. 

The necessity for the restoration of the merchant marine of our 
country has been apparent to the people for many years. Its 


cause been pled with so much force and eloquence by the 
leaders of my own party for the last quarter of a century that I 
must confess at the outset that I feel almost any course would be 
justified that promises the restoration of the American flag to 
the high seas. As early as the year 1884, having just become a 
voter, I remember there came into my hands a speech made on 
this subject in this House by the Hon. S. S. Cox, of New York. 
The clear statement of the case made by this eloquent orator, of 
the advantages to be gained by my again de possessing a mer- 
chant marine commensurate in size with its 3 and 
wealth, an argument which I believe has never been surpassed, 
left a lasting impression on my mind which has become more 
tixed by the passing of years. 

_ Therefore, when I find men so widely experienced in business 
and legislation, whom I know to be honest and unselfish in their 
devotion to their country, whom I am confident devoutly believe 
that they are about to accomplish by subsidy legislation that 
which so many of the wisest and best of my own have so 
often asserted to be a necessity, I repeat that it is with the ut- 
most diffidence that Iundertake the o ition of sucha measure. 
It is true that the people of my party have demanded the restora- 
tion of the merchant marine to the high seas, and for twenty-five 
years and more have advocated measures which seem to them to 
promise thisend. While they have been nt in endeavor- 
ing to attain this object, they have never believed that it could 
be accomplished by subsidizing shipowners and shipbuilders, nor 
by voting them a bounty from the public Treasury. Our leaders 
have held that a safe regard for precedent and the simplest rules 
of equity and justice forbid taking the money which has been 
and by taxation on the whole people, representing, as it neces- 


sarily does, the fruit of the toil, which they have willingly yielded 
up as a sacrifice for the benefit of a just and equitable Govern- 
ment, and bestowing it on any single class that its business may 
be favored and advanced at the es of all. 

The arguments made in fayor of such legislation are made up 
in the main with eloquent appeals to our patriotism, as they pic- 
ture the advantages and blessings that will follow the flag w. 
it becomes a daily visitor in the ports of the world. This appeal 
has accompanied every measure and every argument for the res- 
toration of our merchant marine. It describes the situation. It 
enforces the necessity for relief, but I submit neither a descrip- 
tion of the depths to which our carrying trade has fallen, the ne- 
cessity for its restoration, nor a fervid and eloquent picturing of 
the end thus to be attained give any convincing proof that the 
payment of a subsidy will reinstate our country among the lead- 
ing maritime nations of the world. 

Tho real questions at issue are: Is there a necessity at this time 
for such legislation? Are its provisions just and equitable to all 
the people? Can we as a os afford to establish the prece- 
dent which its enactment will bring about? Will it accomplish 
that which its adherents claim for it? That is, will the payment 
of a subsidy of itself enable our people to build and maintain a 
large marohant marine? Will it not enrich a few shipowners at 
the tepang of the taxpayers and permit owners to form a 
trust that will reap its profits directly from the public Treasury? 
These are some of the questions that must be answered by the 
friends of such a bill and which I propose now to briefly discuss 
and in this discussion I shall confine m 5 of 
the bill as it passed the Senate in the Fifty-seventh Congress. 

An maya of that bill shows that it is divided into three heads, 
the first of which in substance provides: 

That the Postmaster-General is directed to contract with citi- 
zens of the United States for not less than a term of fifteen years 
for carrying mails on American steamships between ports of the 
United States and foreign countries, such mail service to be 
equitably distributed among Atlantic, Mexican, Gulf, and Pacific 

415 and said contracts to be made with the lowest responsible 

er. 

All vessels must be American built, owned, and officered; first 
two years, one-fourth; next three years, one-third, and remain- 
ing time at least one-half of crew must be American citizens. 

All ships shall be steel-screwed steamships and divided into the 
following classes, each class being paid compensation as follows: 

First. Vessels over 10,000 tons and 20 knots or over, 2.7 cents 
per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

Second. Vessels over 10,000 tons and 19 knots and less than 20, 
2.4 cents per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

Third. Vessels over 5,000 tons and 18 knots or over, 2.8 cents 
per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

Fourth. Vessels over 5,000 tons and 17 knots and less than 18, 
2.1 cents per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 


san - h atr oree 3 16 Fonts eet less than 17, 1.9 
cen nau es n. 
Sirch. Vessels over 5,000 tons an ib knots and less than 16,1.7 
cents per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

Seventh. Vessels over 2,000 tons and 14 knots or over, 1.5 cents 
per 100 nautical miles sailed per gross ton. 

That all of the first, second, third, fourth, and fifth classes shall 
be constructed with reference to conversion into auxiliary cruisers. 

That all such vessels shall take as cadets or apprentices one 
American boy under 21 years of age for each 1,000 tons gross 
register, and one for pt majority fraction thereof, to be edu- 
cated in the duties of a poms 

The second title provides for the payment of a general subsidy 
to our merchant marine engaged in the foreign trade, and is in 
substance as follows: The tary of the 8 is directed 
to pay, subject to the provisions of the bill, to the owners of 
American-built vessels engaged in the foreign trade, on each 
entry, not exceeding sixteen in one year, both sail and steam, 1 
cent per ton for each nautical mile sailed. By Senate amend- 
ment this compensation is ed to vessels of over 1,000 gross 
tons on each entry, not i 55 

On each vessel of over 1,000 gross tons made and registered after 
the — of the act for a period of five years after registration 
one-fo of 1 cent per ton for each 100 nautical miles sailed in 
addition to the foregoing 1 cent per gross ton. 

This compensation shall not be allowed— 

First. To a vessel whose voyage is less than 150 miles from her 
port of departure from the United States. 

Second. To a vessel on a voyage less than one-half of the whole 
length of which shall have been on a sea between a port of the 
United States and a foreign port. 

Third. To a vessel which shall not be of the class A 1. 

Fourth. To a vessel of which less than one-fourth the crew 
shall be American citizens or within the provisions of section 
2174, Revised Statutes. 

Fifth. To a barge or canal boat. 

Sixth. To a foreign-built vessel. 

Any vessel before receiving compensation, if required, shall 
carry the United States mails free. 

Said vessels before receiving compensation, if required by the 
opt of the Treasury, shall carry apprentices, as provided in 

9 1. 

The owners of vessels receiving compensation shall agree that 
the United States shall have the right to take or employ the ves- 
sels at any time it may deem necessary upon compensating owners. 

Title 3 provides there shall be paid to owners of vessels en- 
gaged in the dee fisheries three months in the year, if one- 
third the crew be citizens of the United States, $2 per gross ton 
per annum, and to citizens engaged as crew three months ina 
year $1 per month during time employed. 

We find, therefore, that the first of the titles into which it is 
divided provides for the payment of mail subsidies and is, in effect, 
merely an amendment of the act of 1891, under which our pres- 
ent contracts were made with American ships for foreign mail 


service. 

The act of 1891 divided ships into four classes: 

First. Ships of not less than 8,000 tons, with a speed of not less 

Second, Shiga of not less than speed , 

n i not less 5,000 tons, with a of n 
1e Tuird 20 knots am bes h oon ton en speed 
. Ships of no 2 i a of not 1 
Fourth. ingis aa eck lea sont 500 speed 5 
0 ips of no „500 tons, with a of not 
less than 12 knots an hour. 

The compensation received by the various classes of ships for 
carrying the mails under this act is as follows: 

First class, not to exceed $4 per mile sailed. 

Second class, not to exceed $2 per mile sailed. 

Third class, not to exceed $1 per mile sailed. 

Fourth class, not to exceed 663 cents per mile sailed. 

We have already given the classification of ships entitled to en- 
gage in the carrying of foreign mails under the Senate bill and 
the age soba pe to be paid to each class. Let us see what would 
be the effect of such a change in legislation, when the present con- 
tracts made under the act of 1891 expire and the Ge 


comes to ask for renewal. 

The Commissioner of Navigation has made some interesting 
figures on this subject. He tells us that the compensation paid to 
the St. Paul, a ship of the first class, under the present contract, 
made under the provisions of the act of 1891, for a trip from New 
York to ae re amounted to $14,564, and that the rate 
of compensation fixed for the same ship under the Senate bill 
would be $19,881. Under the present contract we paid the Phila- 
delphia and New York for each trip from New York to South- 
ampton at the rate of $14,556 per trip, while under the Senate bill 


this compensation would be increased to $18,288 for the same trip, 


vernment 
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I shall not undertake to give the exact figures showing the in 
crease in cost to the Government of maintaining its present for- 
eign mail service under the proposed legislation upon the 15577 
D of the present contracts, but the figures alreådy w 

conclusively that this service, taking no account 25 that to be 
established, would be increased fully one-third in the cost of its 
maintenance. This increase is most l soreibly set forth in a table 


used by Senator CLAY in his argument against the bill in the Sen- 
ate during the Fifty-seventh Congress, which is as follows: 


This description nder tao ac com gonna ee rege he 
to be performed ey hos we Siana A ml ye orenen Ripe 


Nut take ship — — icity o Pa kong The Pe shi hard 155 
* a ca o! e er 
acto 1891 would e, and under the 75 the 


receive $4 per mil 
ship would —.— $4.70 per mile, “the 19-knot ship 


would 1 $2 pa er ; the same ship under the proposed bill would re- 
ive r 
A with paren ADT pa relied reg Dag wp BS cts plata 
ive rar ini while 5 per mie a E debe her hy 
ppor min a li-knot e; 72 85 3 
ship, $2.96, and a 1 oy ow, tak 5 

tonnage capacity of 9,000 tons. In Bator a 19-knot 

receive per mile; an 18-knot ship, proposed bi T-knot ship, per 
mile; a per ot $2.68 per mile; a 14-knot 
ship, $2.35 per mile: . ich we are now r 
to amend ships with above ed would only receive $6 per mails 
for carryin Teall, except the im and 15 knot ships, and each of these 
would id receive ft be per mile, and 18 and 12 3 d receive 66} cents 

T 

Peme ally r stipe ranging 8 
to 5.00 tons Take ships go capacity of 1,50 220 75 

foreign mails. pote get etn Taw, theave — 
„ mile; un dor this bill thf 3 —.— 
would each receive an increase of 80 cen iho Arak tiros aliases 
of 1891. T think these figures ‘be found to be exactly correct. 


The author of the measure said that it will increase the amount 
paid for carrying our 3 from $1,826,046 to $4,700,352. 


I am in no wa Te no pa: ying most liberally f for ocean mail 
service for the U States. 15 is admitted by ne Sheer 
England and Germany have in mey instances receive 

cy toward the carriers rot Ghar 


benefit from pounga a liberal po 
transoceanic mails; but the e provisions of this bill 
are in no Way 8 after the policy so successfully pursued 
by Great Britain. England’s colonial systems have within their 
borders over 200,000,000 people. To these colonies have gone 
feen m mother country some of the best blood of the British 
Here they have settled and made their homes, are culti- 
the lands, and building up vast commercial industries, and 
iti is absolutely necessary for political reasons that England shall 
maintain almost hourly communication with her colonies. 

It has been the maintenance of this relationship, such as a 
mother would keep up with her children, that has brought about 
England’s gross political strength, yet "the assistance she has 
rendered her shi 35 industry by way of mail subsidy has, in the 

main, been for urpose of 5 holding fast to this 
close "relationship with her colonies. 1894 the present Com- 
missioner of Nevigation investigated this subject and verified the 
truth of these statements. He then said: 


[Report of Commissioner of Navigation for 18%, page xx.) 
The Fret of the British Government in pa steamship com 


reign mail is to secure the quickest, chea mail com- 
m eee for British merchants wi parts of the globe. To attain this 
end i not hesi to withdraw its pa tish - 
panies 75 e them to foreign 


the British mail compensation 
will not 8 aimee panes fact that wench ri Italian railways are utilized 


o mail service, and that recent and undeveloped Losas 
ice based on the 


a 8 the railroads o 
d the United States are in part taking its place. The 
. lines to the entire cost of transporting 


onstrate that Mir Britain does not subsi- 
used in the United States are 


t 

the other, berk finally, 
rine receives public 
It is, therefore, clear chat the 11957 of the English Government 
in the payment of mail subsidies to maintain mail communication 
particular lines with certain ports of her colonies can not be 
used as an argument in favor of a bill with general provisions like | ga 

that passed by the Senate—without a single on com: 
the establishment of a new line, but the main object and purpose 
ona necessarily be an increase of pay to lines already 
In the statement quoted the Commissioner of Navigation refers 


same | now 


from 


to the ocean-mail payments for the year 1893, as paid by the 
United States to the erican and British liners, to show that 
the amount received by the ae the U ships is compensatory merely, 
and that while that e United States to the American 
Hineis called mail pay tis in the raain nothin but a subsidy or gift. 

Although this statement was made by the ioner in 1894 
and he has since undergone a change of heart that has dimmed 
his memory, a comparison of the amounts paid for 1901 to the 
English and American lines, respectively, for the same Atlantic 
service leads to the same logical conclusion to which he was lead 
in 1894, and emphasizes the fact that the sums to be paid under 
the first provision of this bill were not intended to be paid as com- 

tion for the mails, but by far the larger part would 
a subsidy or to ocean liners already in existence, which are 

‘fs mails for the Government under contracts lon 

since en into and which have never up to this time offere 
any serious complaint that the contracts they voluntarily made 
do not adequately compensate them for all services rendered; and 
it must be e in mind that the and sailing features of 
were so framed as to favor the lines already in existence, 
were so drawn as to give the maximum rate of subsidy to the 
lines now contracting with theGovernment. We have hadmuch 
talk about the necessity of securing 25875 ne) with a greater 
rate of speed, but, notwithstanding all this re there was no pro- 
vision in the bill for the payment of ter subsidy to anyone 
that may construct larger vessels or those with greater rate of 
speed than the ones now owned by the American line and already 
contracting with the Government for the carrying of the mails 

under the at of 1891. 

Take the Atlantic mail service for the year 1902, the American 
Line carried for the United States 71,000,000 grams of letters and 
641,000,000 grams of printed matter, and received as compensa- 
tion under its present contract $528,586 the same year the 
Cunard Line carried 137,000,000 grams of letters and 835,000,000 
o Ss of printed matter and received only $218,108, while the 

ite Star Line carried 62,000,000 grams of letters and 826, 000,000 
grams of printed matter and received $91,591. Thus we see that 
this corporation that is tottering and about to fall, although it 
receives three times the amount e to its competitors in order 
to exist must have its i apeme till increased one- 

In fact the one pigris ing argument advanced by the friends 
of subsidy is that Eng’ d her supremacy of ing 
seas and shown a ems Rasher in the amount Si eat shipp 
engaged in the foreign trade because she has argo 
mail subsidies, and that if we will follow “sheng i * cg can 
equally prosperous. Is this contention true? In 1901 the total 
weight of our foreign mail was 9,198,853 pounds, for the 
of which we paid nearly $2,000, 000. "The total weight of the for- 
eign aa of Great Britain for the same period was 20,970,300 
ies ds, for the carrying of which she paid $4,500,000. The cost of 

gland's foreign mail service in proportion to the amount carried 
was, therefore, far cheaper than the same service of the United 
States under the contracts made by her under the act of 1891. 
And it must be remembered that a ees art of the United States 
mail was carried in foreign vessels, which received no additional 
pay under the provisions of the law of 1891. It is therefore clear 
that if contracts for carrying all foreign mails should be made 
under the provisions of the law already in existence the mail 
5 paou this country in pro n to the amount of mail 
would far exceed that paid by Great Britain 

I wish it clearly understood that Iam heartily in favor of main- 
taining a foreign mail service equal to that of any country in the 
world. I maintain that to accomplish this purpose we must work 
along the lines that have proven so successful in other countries 
by giving aid to create a means of communication that did not 
formerly exist to our people, by fostering new routes that here- 
tofore had no existence and that can not exist without aid. The 
SIDO E LT a head sores g in the Senate told of the 
new routes to be established t we have heard no suggestion 
the Postmaster-General. There was no provision in the bill 
that names a single new route. I believe that the committees of 
Congress are sufficiently intelligent to understand as to the ad- 
visability of 9 new foreign mail routes. If not the 
committees, then the Honse itself. And if not the House, the 
Senate of the United States is capable of meeting and solving such 
than | problems. I submit that we have been too willing to turn over 
to others the rights that belong to us and to cast upon various 

ents the duties which belong to Congress. routes aro 
established between us and our newly acquired ons, 
thie question should be submitted to this body, should be investi- 
and passed on only after a careful and thorough investiga- 

tion. 

This provision, we are told, will increase the amount expended 
for forai ‘mail service by over $3,000,000, and yet the 5 
did not designate a single new line that is to be establish The 
Post-Office Department has made no demand for new 5 The 
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Superintendent of the Foreign Mail Service has been silent. He 
has not contended that the law of 1891 is inefficient. I maintain 
that the principal effect of such a measure would be to increase 
the pay of the present lines. It is an attempt to subsidize under 
the guise of mail contracts; to vote away the money of the peo- 
ple under false pretenss under the claim of pay for carryin 
the mails, when it is nothing but a general subsidy scheme an 
open to all the criticism that can be made against such a policy. 

That this criticism of the bill is well founded is shown by a 

h made by Secretary Shaw in Chicago on September 2, 1903, 

in which he said: 

If we ever secure the trade of the countries to which I have referred, we 
will first countri 


secure regular lines of communication with these ies, and if 
i N 5 of you, owning 


we ever secure these lines must be afforded. 
mship, would divert it from e in tlantic commerce, 
ch to be done, and send it on regular trips to coun: 


a p. 
where there is mu 
Do not misunderstan: mourning defeat of any shi 
subsidy bill; but I shall mourn exceedingly the defeat of a bill, if 2 
hail vor be introduced, wich if epactol, e eee 
e: 1 e erican „an 
and 9 the rs, with their Son the 


But much was claimed for the provision in the title providing 
that all vessels receiving the postal subsidy should be so con- 
structed that they can be converted into auxiliary cruisers. This 
is the day of the perfect battle ship. The nayal fleets of the prin- 
cipal countries of the world are so highly developed. They are 
constructed to move at such high rate of speed that boats of mer- 
chant class would be of no avail in a modern naval war. 0 
have almost this same provision in the law of 1891, and the lim- 
ited service they were able to render the country in six months’ 
time entailed for the use of the only four boats available an ex- 
pense of nearly $3,000,000, a sum large enough to have built and 

uipped a respectable ship. 

BT must be remembered that the highest rate of subsidy was 
offered to the vessels of 20 knots. England and Germany now have 
many merchant vessels excelling this rate of speed. Every nation 
is striving to build a navy so fleet as to be able to run down ves- 
sels of the merchant class. As early as 1900 the report of the 
Bureau of Navigation showed that we were 3 fifty war 
vessels whose average rate of speed was 23.4 knots, e are now 
building many cruisers of 22 knots capacity, and a number of tor- 
do boats and torpedo-boat destroyers able to sail at from 26 to 
0 knots per hour. These boats would soon run down and de- 
stroy any cruiser such as could be made from our merchant ves- 
sels, And it seems to me clear that such vessels add no strength 
whatever to our fleet in time of war. 

This contention is clearly borne out by the report of the commis- 
sion appointed by the House of Commons to inquire into the sub- 
ject of ship subsidies, which may be found in the Report of the 
Commissioner of Navigation for 1903, page 274, where they say: 


Your committee, after due consideration, is of opinion that hog Pad rt Lined of 
subsidies by or for the Admiralty is only justified for obtaining a ited num- 


ber of vessels of the highest speed and t coal endurance among the mer- 
cantile marine, built according to the Admiralty requirements, for purposes 
of national defense, ided that the Admiralty find it more economical to | Eu 


subsidize swift mere: steamers than to build naval ships. 

Bnt coming now to discuss the general question of subsidiz- 
ing our merchant marine, for, after all, that question is directly 
involved in all of the sections of the bill, we find that one of 
the claims made by the friends of this measure was that it costs 
25 per cent more to construct a merchant vessel in this coun 
than in English or German shipyards, and that this additional 
cost, with an additional cost of operation, practically prohibits 
the operation of American-made ships in competition with for- 
eign-made vessels. 

There may, as yet, bea slight difference in the cost of construc- 
tion, but if there is a difference it is greatly exaggerated by the 
people . for the passage of subsidy le tion. we 

ave not reached the point where we can build the very best steel 
ships in our own yards in 
of the world, then all the facts clearly show that day is not far 
in the future. And all of this can and will be done in American 
yards without the aid of subsidy. Those who Aue for Govern- 
ment aid do not agree on the reasons for the 
the cost of building ships in American yards over those built by 
German and English builders. 

The Senator from Maine said that in the furnishing of raw ma- 


terials wa very likely we can supply them as cheaply as they | °°° 


can be bought anywhere in the world, but that raw materials 

only make up one half the cost of a ship, the labor employed in 

construction being the other half. 

P11 ̃ ͤ ta ss Se wags ytd EES 
are paid on y Y, ‘Wages 


He did not make himself quite as clear as I wish he had, but I 
take it that he admits that practically all the materials used in 
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the construction of a ship by the American builder can be ob- 
tained as cheaply in this country as in any other. 

Whether he meant to so express himself or not, I believe this 
to be true. In 1891 we began for the first time to exportiron and 
steel plates from this country to Europe to be in the con- 
struction of ships. This trade, which amounted to only a few 
hundred dollars in value in 1891, has so grown that in 1901 we 
sold the European builders of ships steel plates and beams weigh- 
ing 108,380,359 pounds, valued at $1,752,873. It must be remem- 
bered that the coal and ore from which these plates were made 
were dug from the ground by American miners; that the iron 
was cast in American furnaces manned by American laborers; 
that the steel plates were rolled by this same labor, which re- 
ceives the highest wages of any toiler in the world. To the first 


tries | cost was added the manufacturer’s profit and the cost of trans- 


portation, and yet they were sold in open competition with the 
product of the factories of the Old World. This makes it clear 
that we are able to furnish one of the chief products that enter 

pgs as our forei 
and that this is done without any sacrifice on 
part of American labor., 

But some who discussed the bill did not go as far as the Senator 
from Maine. They claimed that the difference in cost applies to 
materials as well as to the labor used in the construction of the 
ship itself. They say there is a difference in the cost of mining 
the ore, the of the iron, and the manufacture of the 
plates and sheets, and that all this enhances the cost of building 
American vessels. It is eas 1 to assert a thing and claim 
it is true. But if the on will not stand when measured b 
the facts as they actually exist, then that assertion must fall. 
When we show conclusively that our manufacturers are able to 
add the cost of ocean rtation to their product and sella 
million and three-quarter dollars’ worth of such product to the 
foreign shipbuilder at his own home in competition with the same 
material made by his own people and many times ata lower price, 
how can this assertion stand? 

But su this contention was true and that the materials 

roduced in America used in constructing a ship do cost more, 
This does not mean that a ship in this country must cost more 
than one of foreign make. Eve ing needed in the construction 
and equipment of a ship in the United States for use in the for- 
eign ə is now admitted free of duty. This has been the law 
for a number of years, and in the act of July 24, 1897, the free 
list is extended to include all such articles, 

I submit there is no other industry that enjoys such advantage, 
The eloquent argument as to the increased cost of materials can 
therefore have no weight whatever, for the plain reason that 
the American shipbuilder has open to him the markets of all the 
world from which he is free to choose his materials, And the 
fact that very few importations have been made under this privi- 
lege, but, on the contrary, as I have shown, we have been ex- 
porting our products to the Old World proves beyond doubt that 
the Senator koa Maine was right, that the cost of the material 
used in shipbuilding is no more in the United States than in 


rope, 
This question of the cost of building ships is no new one. It 
has been discussed by our people for many years. In an article 
printed in the North Am Review as long ago as January, 
1892, Charles Cramp, the great shipbuilder, used this language: 
form in which to put the question is: Can you build a ship to 


The roper 
try | do the oe of the City of New York or the Majestic or the Columbiain all: re- 
spects for the i 


same cost? To that question I would reply: Yes; or within as 
small a margin as would be likely to prevail in a stnilar case 


ritish ship 1 
It is the fact that the “first cos “of ships is not only not a prime factor, 
but it is not even a serious factor, in any competition that may occur be- 
tween this country and Great Britain ‘or a sbare of the traffic of the 
ocean. 


American shipyards have built or are building about forty naval vessels of 
numerous rates and types, all of the very highest and effective class in the 
world; and this development has been crowded into a space of about seven 

ears. 


The disparity of cost of naval ships between our yards and those of Great 
Britain, ton for ton, gun for gun, and performance for performance, has 
dwindled in seven years until, in the case of the three latest battle ships, the 

between 1 and those of s construction abroad may be 
of naval reconstruction be pursued for another de- 
th a vigorousand consistent execution of the measures 


between any 


recently enacted in 
the subyoct of this 
be reversed and asking one another, Can 
momically as they can in the United States? 


we es 


He understands the situation; he states the case most any 


abe py which he asks to have continued has been strictly ad- 
h 5 and I believe his prediction has been verified by the 


In 1869, before a committee of this House, John Roach said: 
EOR aly PA OERTOAN T 


of sie, tS j ee . a iron, re- 
ice Of fore: T ir com with 
foreign builders’ ‘The labor question 1a misstated. N 
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The conditions asked for by Mr. Roach have been brought about. 
beg Ses needed in the building and equipping of ships for for- 
eign e been exempted from the burden of tariff dues. It 
is true that when this statement was made by Mr. Roach England 
had no rival in the manufacture ofiron and steel products. At 
that time she had so fully developed her iron industries that she 
was able to ish the materials necessary for the construction of 
a steel ship at figures that could not be ee by any other 
country in the world. This condition no longer exists. ehave 
opened and developed the richest iron and coal mines in the 
world. The splendid genius of American manhood has applied 
itself to this great problem and has solved it with the same suc- 
2 ican it has every other problem that has been submitted toit 

or solution. 


In 1869, when Mr. Roach was lamenting our inability to produce | steel 


fron in competition with England, our annual product only 
amounted to one and a half million tons, while Great Britain was 
producing 5,000,000 tons; yet in 1890 we passed our rival in the 
production of pig iron, and every year since that time have main- 
tained our supremacy in the production of this article, which is 
the basis of steel shipbuilding, reaching in the year 1900 the un- 


rivaled position of producing an output of over 14,000,000 tons. 
It must be remembered that the ent of the 8 of 
superior wages applies with the same force to this in as it 


does to shipbuilding, and if carried to its logical conclusion 
would prevent our people engaged in this industry from selling 


5 in foreign markets in competition with European 1851 


manufactures. 
Is it true, then, that because we pay higher wages to the labor- 
ers engaged in this trade that their product can not be sold in com- 


petition with that of the English manufacturer, id oe ah his men | 1856 
e 


far lower ? On the contrary, we find that American 
producers of iron and steel and their various ha ee after sup- 
plying the home demand, have pushed their e right into the 
countries of low wages, and haye there sold their yer ata profit. 
In 1900 the makers of iron made, rted, and sold to foreign 
countries raw pig iron of the value of $4,654,582. And yet this is 


only the beginning of what has been done. In the same year we 
steel rails, sheets and 1857 


exported products of iron and steel, such as 
plates, hardware, saws, inery, nails and spikes, and other 


machin 
articles manufactured wholly from steel and iron to the value of | 1870 


$129,633,480, and for ee 1903 to the value of $99,036,697. 
These articles were all e by the best-paid labor the world has 
ever known. According to the argument used by the friends of 
this bill, the makers would have been absolutely prohibited from 
making sales in competition with English manufacturers who paid 


wages. 

Another Senator, in discussing this subject, says that from the 
ore in the earth to the finished 8 every process and step is 
labor, and nothing but labor, and therefore, he says, a ship can not 
be built by American builders and sold in competition with those 
who pay their laborers less wages. He could say the same thing 
with equal force of any of the products I haye named that went 
to make up the $129,000,000 of of iron and steel manufac- 
ture. But when made and applied to these articles this argument 
must fall to the ground for the reason that these figures demon- 
strate to a mathematical certainty that these products are being 
sold in open competition with the world. Is it not clear that the 
size of the wages — does not control the ability to sell as cheaply 
as those who pay less The truth is, the American business 
man is so progressive and thorough in his methods; the American 
laborer is so intelligent, that we are able to manufacture these 
articles with so much economy that we are capturing the mar- 
kets of the world, notwithstanding we pay our workmen the 
highest rate of wages. This energy is just beginning to be di- 
rected to the shipbuilding industry, and it promises to accom- 

lish without Government aid the same results that have been 
eee ‘ht about in other branches of the steel ind — 

This progress is well described in an article printed in our con- 
sular reports for 1900, from which I quote: 


their way into the British colonies. 
ican rails. 


cal tramways are forged in the foun 

Cairo with the Pyramids. Even Europe is not safe 
£ American goods. France, Germany, and Italy 

must pay tribute. England herself buys American locomotives, steel 


ves, 
war 1 Sheffield, the home of th 
Pidustry, has been dethron trivolty 


Pittsburg. It would to remain 
indifferent to the expansion of leviathan people. 
If. 


steel 
bridges, steel plates 


therefore, American manufacturers haye demonstrated that 
rails, locomotives, railroad coaches, electrical machinery, 


, steel wire, hardware, nails, structural steel, 


and raw iron itself can be made with American labor without 
subsidy and sold in competition with English and German prod- 


ucts of like character, I maintain that they will accomplish the 
same results in our shipbuilding industry. 

But the advocates of subsidy ask why this has not been already 
accomplished. y have we not built up a merchant marine? 
I believe these questions can be easily and truly answered. And 
the reason will not be found to be the payment of higher wages 
to American workmen engaged in the shipping industry. Shortly 
before the war between the States, England, whose iron industries 
were then well developed, began the building of steel vessels. 
Our merchant marine was then composed of wooden ships, in the 
building of which we far excelled other countries, owing to the 
cheap and abundant supply of timber. 

England possessing the advantage of having her iron industries 
developed to such a high state of perfection, on the advent of tha 
vessel, which proved to be far superior to our wooden ships, 
began at once tosupplant us in our control of the foreign carrying 
trade. I call attention to the following table, used 955 Senator 
Vest in his argument on this subject before the Rifty-sixth 


Congress: 
Total imports and exports in vessels. 


Value in Value 
Year ending June 80— American | in foreign 
vessels, vessels. 


$239, 272, 085 , 764, 94 | $330,037, 038 72.5 

816, 107,238 805,711 "434,612, 943 72.7 

"| 294,735,404 | 128,219,817 | 417,955,221 70.5 
Z| 848,717,127 | 152,287,677 | 498, 954, 804 69.5 
406, 698,539 | 170,591,875 | 577,200,414 70.5 

406,485, 462 | 181,139,904 | 596, 625,866 75.6 

482,288,274 | 150,838,576 | G41, 604, 850 75.2 

510,831,027 | 213,519,798 | 7283, 850,828 70.5 

447,191, 304 | 160,068,267 | 607,257, 571 18.7 

485,741, 981 | 229,818,211 | 695,557,502 68.9 

507,247, 761 040,793 | 762,288, 550 66.5 

-| 381,516,788 | 203,478,278 | 534, 995; 068 65.2 
217,605,418 | 218,015,298 | 485,710,714 50 

241,872,471 | 843,056,081 | 584,028, 502 41.4 

184,061,486 | 485,793,548 | 689,855, 084 27.5 

167,402,872 | 497,010,124 | 604, 412, 996 7.7 

825,711,861 | 685, 228,691 |1, 010, 983, 552 82.2 

297, 834,904 | 581,890, 408 | 879,185,807 83.9 

297,981,578 | 530,548,074 | 848,527, 647 85.1 

280, 956,772 | 538,492,012 | 876, 448" 784 83.1 

909, 401 638, 927,488 800,880 85.6 


This table shows that the decline began with the appearance of 
the steel ship in 1850. While we were then carrying 72.5 per cent 
of all American exports and imports in American ships, the per- 
centage had declined to 65.2 per cent in 1861. This decline was 
greatly augmented by the civil war, as our merchant carrying 
trade in imports and exports fell off from 65.2 per cent in 1861 to 
27.7 per cent in 1865. During this time our vessel owners, to 
avoid the dangers and hazards arising out of the war, either sold 
their ships or placed them under foreign register. The extent to 
which we were affected during the war period is shown by the 
following table: 


This table shows that in four years we sold to aliens American 
ships amounting in tonnage to 774,652 gross tons. These were all 
American ships, constructed in American yards by American me- 
chanics, Thesame necessity for a merchant e then existed 
as now. The same party that urges the subsidy legislation was 
then in power, yet no effort was made to secure their return to 
the American flag, 

When the war was over and our people once more turned to 


Three | the pursuits of industry, a new factor was dominating the ocean 
carrying 


trade. The steel ship had proved itself in every way so 


of | superior to the wooden vessel that it at once became the master 


of the seas. Our people had excelled in the making of wooden 
ships and by this means had been able to control their share of 
the fore carers trade, but while we had been engaged in war 
England most my developed her iron and steel industries 
and perfected her me of constructing ships from these prod- 
ucts. Our own iron and steel industries, as 
as E 85 in their infancy. 

e political in power refused to alter, change, or rolax 
the navigation laws which had been adopted at the founding of 
the Government, as has been so often shown, by means of a com- 


have shown, were 
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omise between the shi ping interes of New England and those 
8 to prosecute che ve trade. In short, the decline in 
our carrying trade was due to the following causes: The vast 
superiority of steel over wooden vessels; the high state of per- 
fection to which England had developed her iron and steel indus- 
tries; the undeveloped state of these industries in our own 
8 and refusal to grant to our citizens the right to pur- 
chase English-made steel vessels. By this means we would have 
familiarized our mechanics and builders with the materials out 
of which they were constructed and the manner in which the 
were made and at once established yards for re and the build- 
ing of smaller vessels, a policy so succ y used by the Ger- 
man nation. These were the causes that led to the unprecedented 
decline in our foreign shipping. 

There were many other pursuits that seemed to promise our peo- 
ple better hope of success than following the sea. Our internal 
country was undeveloped. Furnishing its various sections with 
means of 225 their products, and in unication 
promised labor hunting employment and capital seeking invest- 
ment the largest returns. The macat perno; system of railroads 
in the world wasa necessity. A most rich and fertile country lay 
along and contiguous to the Great Lakes. It was yielding vast 
ve of immense value, the transportation of which by the way 
of the lakes was sure to yield the largest profits to ship builders 
and owners. Our people were most progressive and intelligent 
and demanded for their necessities, their comfort, and convenience 
every labor-saving device, every manufactured product that sci- 
ence and ingenuity could devise. And this field of enterprise 
promised untold riches to adventurous capital. 

We had millions of acres of the richest soil, such as that de- 
scribed by the late Senator from Kansas, where you tickle the 
ground with a hoe and it laughs witha harvest.” The people of 
the Old World needed and were asking for the products of these 
lands to supply them with bread. With a most liberal hand the 
Government bestowed these lands on her citizens, and thousands 
of Siem sond ee one and ony 8 with the de- 
velopment of agric our greatest industry. 

So the 3 gwung back. The people, lured by such bright 
hopes and prospects, left the pursuit of the sea and devoted them- 
selyes almost wholly to the development of our domestic indus- 
tries, which in time, as I have shown, have reached a high state 
of perfection. Capital invested here no longer yields such enor- 
mous returns. Our country has been covered with the most 
complete system of railroads that the world has ever seen. The 
carrying trade of our lakes is the pride of our country and the 
wonder of the world. Our manufactures have passed those of all 
the world in excellence, so that they not only supply our own 
country with what it needs, but have reached out until in 1903 
they sold to foreign nations a product valued at $421,453,915. 
Our farms—I need say nothing of these, for they have been so well 
developed and the value of their products is so great that when 
undertaken to be expressed in it can not well be compre- 
hended by the human mind, r ing, in 1903, a product valued 
at $913,584,571. 

All these fields of industry have been developed, and we are 
once more turning our attention to the sea, and our capitalists 
have become so eager that, notwithstanding our navigation laws 
prohibit the sailing of foreign-made ships under our flag, they 
are every day reorganizing the lines belonging to other countries 
and ing them the property of American capital, On June 
80, 1901, as shown by the Commissioner of Navigation, American 
citizens owned foreign vessels of 672,000 gross tonnage. Vessels 
notincluded in this list by the Commissioner, but owned by Ameri- 
cans, and purchases made since that time would no doubt swell 
the list of foreign ships owned by Americans to over a million 
tons. This shows that the American le are once more turn- 
ing their attention to the sea, and I maintain that the present 
course,reinforced with American intelligence and business ability, 
with the advantages this trade already possesses, will ultimately 
lead to the same result attained in Germany. 

While therefore it must be admitted that the American manu- 
facturer is able to compete with all his rivals in other branches of 
industry, the advocates of subsidy say that this is impossible in 
shipbuilding. All argument and reason is laid aside and the 
whole case is based on letters received by the Commissioner of 
Navigation from the Atlantic Transport Company, of Baltimore, 
written by its president, Mr. Baker. In this letter it is claimed 
that this company purchased four ships at Belfast and fourin the 
United States. That the four built in American yards cost his 
company one-third more than those constructed in British yards. 
And the friends of this kind of legislation immediately say that 
the whole case is proven and that nothing remains to be said. 
Can it be possible that an argument baad upon such premises 
can be conclusive? This company is on the anxious seat. It is a 
most earnest advocate of subsidy and will be one of the bene- 
ficiaries if this act becomes a law. 


No one knows the conditions under which these contracts were 
made. There are many reasons other than the ones on which the 
fathers of this bill rely that might influence the difference in cost 


in this case. Because some ardent advocate of the payment of 
subsidies paid more for an American than he did for an English 
vessel I submit ought not to be proof enough to convince any man 
that such ships can not and are not built as cheaply in American 
as in English yards. On the other hand I contend that the mel- 
ancholy frame of mind in which the Commissioner of Navigation 
finds himself, when considering the ive wth of our 
merchant marine, is due to the bitter reflections that harass his 
conscience when he contemplates the sore straits to which he is 
driven to invent argument to controvert the position he formerly 
maintained with so much force page story isa rather than to 
any logical s popoto: that can be deduced from the figures given 
in his repo 

It is true that our business men are as keen, active, intelligent, 


and farseeing as any in the world, and it goes without saying 


that you will not find them so infiuenced by sentiment as to 

them buying in a market where their purchase will cost them 
one-third more than they can obtain it for inanother market. It 
has never been charged, and if claimed has never been proven, 
that the Standard Company is actuated by sentimental mo- 
tives in its business transactions. It is an axiom that when this 
company lets go of a dollar it is sure to get value received for the 
investment, and, like the man Missouri, must be shown full 
value before it parts with the dollar. Yet I find in the report of 
Commissioner of Navigation for 1901 this important news. 

@ says: 

o . additions to the square- ships, 
41 an sone, baa to carry Olt the ered feet Aao on eee 
which is also building abroad similar vessels for the same purpose, 

And on the same page of the report, in speaking of the ships in 
course of construction, he says: 

Construction during the current fiscal year promises 
6 history. In eds we built 88 0 tone 
in the shipbuilding trade about tho end of the past fiscal year delayed work 
amoure iar poe onr large steamers for the Pacifi 
should h be Sagi sot — next July. Two of these, Xorea and Siberia, the 
fe vase yet designed by any nation for trade with Asia, have been 

The last two were built by the people who control the recent 
combination of western railroads for the use of these roads in the 
Asiatic trade. These people are well known to be the shrawdest 
and most capable financiers inthe United States, and yet you 
would have us believe they are willing to squander over $2,000,000 
for the sake of sentiment; neither can it be contended that the 
construction of these vessels was commenced in the hope of the 
passage of subsidy legislation, for the builder, Mr, J. J. Hill, in a 
speech before the Chicago Board of Trade, said that he was build- 
ing them in American yards because they could be built more 
cheaply there than abroad. These are the ships that the Com- 
missioner of Navigation described as the finest ever designed for 
the Asiatic trade. 

When we find the business judgment of such institutions as the 
Standard Oil 3 and these financiers, and the absolute 
word of such men as Mr. Hill, reenforced by the conclusion that 
must necessarily be drawn from the fact that we are successfull: 
competing with our rivals in eyery other line of industry, I and 
is it fair to ignore all this because Mr. Baker happened to write 
a letter to the Commissioner of Navigation? Everything shows 
985 our shipbuilding industry is working out its own salva- 

on. 

The Senator from Maine, in his argument in fayor of a subsidy 
bill, claims that Great Britain, France, Germany, Italy, and Spain 
pay large subsidies to their merchant marine, and I presume by 
this he means to argue that for this reason we must do likewise. 
He does not, however, show that the only two countries named 
ity in this industry are England 
i y shown that the mail subsi 
paid by Englan d for the purpose of keeping in close 3 
with her colonies; that this pay does not amount to as much in 
proportion to the mail carried as that now paid by our own country 
under the provisions of the law of 1891. 

The Commissioner of Navigation informs us that barely 3 per 
cent of the British mercantile marine receives public fundsinany 
form. Great Britain has built up her vast foreign trade and be- 
come mistress of the seas through hertramp ships, which do not 
receive a single penny of Government aid. This great fleet of 
commercial ships has been built and maintained and is now car- 

g more than one-half of the trade of the world without even 

hope of governmental fee or reward. And yet tlemen are 
so bold as to point to this splendid example of what been done 
without subsidy as an argument for such a measure. 

Many also wo Ba that the splendid progress made in recent years 


that can show 8 ros 
and 1 rer AR e haye 
d is pai 
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by Germany in her shipping industries furnishes proof for the 
policies contained in such a measure. I believe careful study of 
the policies which have built up the merchant marine of - 
many offers a most complete answer to the argument offered by 
the friends of subsidy. The German le, as soon almost as 
their merchant marine began to decline, fully recognized the con- 
ditions I have heretofore pointed out that permitted the English 
e, for the time being, to excel in the building of steel vessels. 
Government es 5 mt e her citizens to go into = open 
market and buy their ships. a consequence her people very 
soon became familiar with the kind of materials used and the 
manner in which steel ships were built, At first small yards 
sprang up for the repair of vessels. The Government adopted a 
most liberal policy in permitting builders to obtain materials for 
repair or the building of new vessels. The result was that these 
small yards began to grow on the work they received by way of 
repairs. And . 5 she did not change her policy as to the pur- 
chase of English ships, under these conditions their shipyards 
have increased until now they are building ships in open compe- 
tition with the world. 

The increase in her shipping has been drawn from every - 
ble source. She has been England’s largest haser. This is 
shown by the following, quoted from Lloyd's ister for 1901: 
N has been built to the order of foreign 


and colonial 1900, as compared with 19 per cent in 1899, 22 per 

cent in 1888, and 25 percent in 1507. As was ease in 1899. 

this y id amount of work for British shipbuilders, 25 

vessels of 103,025 tons (nearly 7.2 cent ot the total ‘eye ges iog been 

built t country. ungary follows with 25 vessels of 80,426 

5 d with 24, 403 tons, France with 21,034 tons, and Spain 
DS. 


And the following from Lloyd’s Register for 1903: 

In 1002 over 15 cent of the total output has been built to the order of 
foreignand colonial ipowners, as compared with 23 per cent in both 1901 and 
1900, :9 per cent in 1899, par cont in 16s, and 25 par cant in 1:97. As 
the case in 1899, 1000, and 1901, Germany provi e largest amo 
work for British shipbuilders, 15 vessels, of 54,658 tons (8.8 per cent of the total 

Mer peon built for that country, | colonies follow with 
of 40.966 tons. Next come Austria Hungary with 87,905 tons, and 
Greece with 80,237 tons. 

It is true that she paid to several of her lines for carrying the 
mails in 1903 nearly $2,000,000, but this has been paid on the same 
theory as that paid by Great Britain for communication with her 
colonies and for establishing mail communication with ports that 
she did not before reach. at sums she has given as mail sub- 
sidies have not brought about the growthin her merchant marine, 
and this claim is made by no one save the American advocates of 
subsidy legislation. I call attention to the following letter writ- 
ten by the director-general of the Hamburg-American Line to the 
editor of the London Times and reproduced in the report of the 
Commissioner of Navigation for 1901: 

THE GERMAN MERCHANT MARINE. 
Clipping from the London Times of Saturday, August 31, 1901.] 
To the editor of the Times. 


was also 
unt of 


0 correct 
shipping subsidies, and I ‘ore 
Hamburg-American Line never received any Governm y. Since 
last year we are sharing ina subvention granted for the maintenance of a 
— fortnightly mail service between Germany and East, and 
up to the t two of our cont 


steamers are under this rac’ 
Last year share which we received out of this subsidy amounted toabout 
213,000. For this the mails have to be forwarded without further . — 


wi 
and there are so many conditions relating to the high class of v 
itinera: , eio., that the subsidy so far has proved to be insuficient for the vol 


are certainly not larger in German in country. 
We do not even receive the subsidy which the British Government pays to 


the large British fi keeping ce 7 5 
cially suitable steamers at the of the Admiralty in case of mo 

tion. e large German p companies have hitherto agreed to render 
like services without demanding any payment in return. 


Tam, sir, your obedient servant, 
ALBERT BALLIN 
Director-General Hamburg-American Line. 


PA gy Bare DT Bebe ant gS Tens cryin 
extend aid only to the lines to the Far East, to places with which 
she had no former communication, such as , Japan, Aus- 
tralia, and the German in thə Pacific Ocean. The 
ghips that received this aid are compelled to be built in German 
ards. All others 5 market in the world. It 
fs this liberal policy that has creased the net steam tonnage of 
the German pire from 81,994 in 1870 to 1,506,039 net tons in 


HAMBURG, August 28. 


1901, and the total net tonnage from 982,355 in 1870 to 2,093,033, 
and there is nothing contained in the German policy of free ships 
and the establishment of particular mail lines to insure direct 
communication with her citizens and colonists engaged in com- 
mercial pursuits in the Far East that furnishes any argument for 
the provisions contained in such legislation which provide for a 
bed y subsidy to all American vessels carrying the American mails 
s for a subsidy to all American ships engaged in the foreign 
x ; 


Norway. which gives no subsidy whatever and gives to her 
vessel owners less than $150,000 for carrying the mails, has in- 
creased her steam tonnage from 13,715 tons in 1870 to 482,247 tons 
in 1899, and is the only country that has not suffered a decrease 
in her sailing tonnage, haying about 44,000 tons more in 1899 than 
in 1870. On the other hand, the two largest subsidy-paying coun- 
tries, according to their fleets, are Italy and France, and these two 
countries have failed to show such an increase in their merchant 
marine as would warrant any country in adopting their policies, 
Italy gave a subsidy in 1809 of $2,185,266; her steam tonnage only 
increased from 32,100 tons in 1870 to 424,711 tons in 1901, while 
she suffered during that Beg ot a decrease in her total tonnage 
from 1,012,164 in 1870 to 999,918 tons in 1901. France began the 
system of granting bounties and subsidies to owners and builders 
of ships as early as 1881 and has been the most consistent nation 
in following out this policy. She has increased the pay from year 
to year until in the year 1899 it reached the largest amount paid 
by any conntry in the world. 5 

With a total net tonnage of 957,755, she paid as total Government 
pay to her ships 30 per cent more than England with a total of 
10,751,392. t has been the effect of the payment of these sub- 
sidies and bounties? France has given the system its fairest and 
best test. Does the result accomplished give ise that the 
hopes and expectations of the friends of such a bill will be realized? 
On the other hand, the figures show that while France has given 
the system a most thorough and persistent trial, her efforts have 
been in vain and have resulted in failure. Since 1870 Norway has 
increased her net steam tonnage from 13,715 to 482,247 tons in 
1899; Germany from 81,994 tons to 1,150,159 tons; England from 
1,112,484 tons to 6,917,492; while France lias only increased her 
steam tonnage from 154,415 to 507,120 tons. The following table 
gives the amount of her from 1889 to 1899 and shows 


0 
clearer than words can express kow vain has been the struggle. 
Tonnage of French mercantile marine. 


Total 


Year. 
Net ton- 
‘umber. r 

FCC NR AEAN 1,066 | 42,884 14,128 | 440,051) 15,194) 932,75 
1890. 1,110 | 499,921 | 14,001 | 444,002) 15,111] 844,013 
1801 1,157 | 521,872 | 13,890 428,07 15,047] 948,079 
1892.. 1,161 | 498,562 | 14,117 | 407,04 | 15,278 905,808 
1893... 1,186 | 498,841} 14,190 582 | 15,376] 805,423 
1894.. 1,196 | 491,972 | 14,382 | 388,567 | 15,528] 890,539 
1895... 1,212 | 500,568 386 | 386,510] 15,598 | 887,078 
1896... 1,235 | 503,677 | 14,901) 390,304] 15,588 | 894,071 
1897 1,212 | 409,400 14,882 421,562) 15,564 920,971 
188 1,209 | 485,615 | 14,408 | 414,673) 15,615 900,288 
A 1,227 507, 10 14,262 15,489 957,755 


All vessels of 2 tons and 

No accurate information is obtainable of value as shown by insurance re- 
turns or otherwise. 

These fi show that notwithstanding the payment of such 


ward are included in the above return. 


enormous bounties and subsidies her t marine increased 
from 1889 to 1899 but 14,486 tons. The present Commissioner of 
Navigation sums up the case in his report for 1894 in the follow- 


t. | ing true language: 


Report of the Commissioner of Navigation for 1804, page xxl.] 
trial of a com: price going tg iat pape er e 

an expenditure of $19,000,000, and of seven } ofa sys- 
$5,500,000, are stated in Appendix K. The mea- 

5 t the statement that the nation 
mildin; merchant marine with theex- 
m of success must do so with a free d and no care for the cost. It 
to 000, 000 or $2,000,000 a year, but several times 

‘or a long pe That by a sufficiently large and continu- 

ous expenditure of public money 1 can be established successfully in 
ion. It is not deemed necessary to con- 

blic policy or its de- 
ch have made 

that their ex- 


struction bounties had not paid for some years shipbuilding would 

have to t proportions. The ulty in vey 

abe establishment of a bounty mon is that if the distribution of bye 
en 
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the American vessel could invariably obtain a crew at the same 
wages at which one was shipped by the foreign vessel. It has 
been claimed that in disputing this point we have relied on argu- 
ment only. But here is the actual experience of two sailors, and 
added to this is the experience of a whole union, always alert 
and active to secure any legislation that will better their condi- 
tion or increase their pay, speaking through their representative 
and declaring that the law of supply and demand and the port, 
w the Es: governs the wages paid to sailors engaged in the 
oreign e. 

To maintain, therefore, as some do, that there is such a wide 
difference, is to charge the American shi er and master with 
imbecility—a charge that can not well be maintain a 
class of citizens who have shown as much good sense, thrift, and 
economy as the American business men. When the shipping bill 
was pending before the Fifty-sixth Congress, the minority of the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries made a report to 
this House, in which they discussed very fully this question of 
the difference in wages of seamen employed on vessels of Ameri- 
can register and those of foreign countries. And taking the 


d Italian btless have disa: 
EAA e prong hy 8 ean Rallen 5 Would have Te 
sorted to the use of the British flag, as is the custom, under our registry law, 
of the leading shipowners in trans-Atlantic trade. 

Thisisa brief review of the amount of aid rendered by European 
countries to their shipping interests and a discussion of the pur- 

se for which this aid is extended by the various countries. The 

ailure that Italy and France have experienced with the subsidy 
policy I believe fully warrants the conclusion that the policy pur- 
sued by the countries of Europe offer no inducement or argument 
for the adoption of subsidy legislation and give no promise of the 
results so confidently claimed by its advocates. 

The advocates of such bills often refer, however, in glowing 
terms to what has been done by European countries through the 
payment of subsidies. I have yet to hear a single one of them 
refer to our own experience in this line. The chapter in our own 
country which relates this experience, which describes the scandal 
over the attempt to increase the subsidy in 1872 to the Pacific 
Mail, is passed over in silence. f 

The story is familiar to every student of American history. At 
various times we granted bounties to various lines and the system 
was tried in each case for a number of oor The Collins Line 
received $585,000 per year; the Pacific , $500,000 per year. 
The Brazilian Line received a subsidy from 1866 to 1876. no 
case did we materially increase our commerce through this course 
or add to our merchant marine. In eachcaseit proved a failure, 
and each case only led to demands for reset aid, and so fla- 
grant and bold was the attempt to secure larger bounties that 
the corrupt and bold methods used by the parties interested to se- 
cure larger subsidies threw suspicion on many of the Members of 
Congress and brought about one of the worst scandals ever con- 


nected with American legislation. s A h 
The reason for the adoption of such legislation as is proposed, | °f1891shereceivedas pay for carrying the each year, provided 
as expressed by the Senator ine, is one, and only one— she made fourteen trips, the sum of $208,896. us we see that 


and those engaged by other countries is largely exaggerated, and 
fe 


ieve that many of the figures given out are padded as is now being dens in the Pacific trade. 


In a hearing before the committee of the House on the shipping 
bill pending before the Fifty-sixth Congres, Mr. Clyde tho 
sum that the American line ships would get under a similar bill 
would be no more than sufficient to compensate their American 
owners for the addition in cost of furnishing ocean transporta- 
tion with that type of ship, as compared with furnishing it under 
the British, Norwegian, or other foreign flag in the same type of 
ship. We have seen that the difference in cost of labor on one of 
the American ocean liners does not exceed that on a British liner 
by more than $16,000, yet the subsidy proposed to be paid was 
$278,000. How can such payment be justified? 

The Coast Seamen’s Journal says: 

‘Wages are equal on the vessels of all nationalities when shipping crews in 


any given port. In other w it is the rule of the port and not the f 
the 5 that governs wages. usual statistics on this subject are ee 


master of a vessel in the foreign trade may engage any seamen 
at any port ont of the United States, to serve for one or more 
round trips from and to the port of departure or for a definite 
time, whatever the destination.” It is a matter of common 
knowledge that the crew of our merchant marine engaged in the 
foreign and coasting trade are composed almost wholly of for- 
eigners. 

eferring to this matter in his report for 1894, the Commissioner 
of Navigation says that— 

f th in ia, Ohio, 
on GY Des cette Zan nl Fe ent 
New York, Philadelphia, and San noise, about four-fifths of crew 
being shipped at Liverpool, Antwerp, and Hongkong. 

That the shipping interests go into the market and employ the 
cheapest labor obtainable is conclusively shown by a hearing be- 
fore the Senate committee in the Fifty-seventh Congress, which 
shows that in the Asiatic trade two-thirds of the crew employed 
are Chinese and are paid only $7.50 per month. I maintain, there- 
fore, that the people who are engaged in the foreign trade are 
exercising the same ability exercised by every other class of busi- 
ness men and will employ their labor where it can be employed 
cheapest, as long as the law permits the American shipowner to 
engage his sailors in any port of the world, in any place that they 
can be engaged the cheapest. 

This was also clearly proven to be true by the testimony of the 
only two sailors that have 75 before the Committee of the 
House in the Fifty-seventh Congress. Mr. Forsythe, who repre- 
sented the Seamen’s Union, comprising 12,000 sailors, said that 
the sailors objected to placing the necessity for subsidy legisla- 
tion to be an alleged difference in wages pse in the foreign trade, 
for the reason that there was none, and the experience of his 
people, with whom he was in close touch, was that they received 
no more pay when engaged in the foreign trade than the sailors 
of other countries, 

That the law of the port and not the law of the flag governed 
the scale of wages. Mr. Campbell, an ex-sailor and an ardent 
advocate of subsidies, in answer to questions, repeatedly asserted 
that when an American and a foreign vessel were lying in the 
same port seeking to ship a crew, his experience taught him that 


eon says the Commissioner of Navigation in his report for 


Unlike the mannfacturer, whose labor market is to a degree at least re- 
stricted, the shipowner is at liberty to employ labor in any market where, 
on 8 of its abundance, its quality, or its cost, he finds it for his adyan- 

80 


tags to 7 

3 it would seem to be 33 unnecessary to quote from 
these persons whose research and experience entitle them to speak 
with authority on this subject; for inasmuch as the same source 
of employment is open to all nationalities engaged in the foreign 
trade, it follows as a logical conclusion that it is not reasonable 
to assert that there can be such a wide difference in the wages 
paid " to entirely prohibit one nationality from engaging in that 
pursuit, 

And in concluding what I have to say on this subject I desire 
to quote briefly from one of the most distinguished men who has 
ever been a Member of this House, one who gave the subject 
the most careful and painstaking study and research, one whom 
I have heard my friends on the other side of the Chamber eulo- 
gize so 5 so often for his wisdom and knowledge. I 
refer to the late Nelson Dingley, jr., of Maine, and I quote from 
a speech he made in this House, and these are his words: 


It is claimed that the fact has develo itself unmistakably that the onl: 
reason we do notextend that trade further; that we do not build more wooden 
vessols for the foreign trade, is that after we have built we can not run them 
as cheaply as our foreign Sa pang 

Why not? It has been said that the question of wages of seamen is one 
that meets us here and can not be overcome. I wish A0 show you, Hr. 
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Speaker and tlemen, that in the foreign carrying trade the question of 
wages, y as to sailing vores. 8 that seriously interferes with 
us. And why? The American v engaged in the foreign 


— —ñ—ñP 
a large proportion of the time is in foreign and so has the pri of 
engaging her seamen at any port she may visit. 


Biggs Braces tart OTE oe ng alleen ANOT TAE BE 
slight rimination—not much, by the way—because from the nature of 
the case, competing upon the ocean on the same platform, wages of seamen 
have been brought down toa common standard. The difference in price be- 
tween the wages of seamen in New York and Liverpool is trifling. Practi- 
cally, with the liberty which a vessel has when it enters a foreign port to 
ship & new crew, iE oat eee that so far as sailing vessels are concerned 
this is not an element that enters seriously into the question. 

So far as ps are concerned, which from the very nature of the 
trade require a permanent crew, there is some difficulty, but not enough to 
seriously interfere with the extension of our foreign carrying trade. 

It, however, can not be proven that the amount of wages paid 
to the sailors controls the ability of a country to maintain a mer- 
chant marine. This is no new ent. the other hand, it 
has been often asserted on this floor that the amount of wages 
paid does not control. I the contention of gentlemen who favor 
subsidy, that the payment of higher wages to sailors than some 
other country may pay forbids the maintenance of a merchant 
marine, why is it that England, who has 

ay her sailors the highest wages of any European country fol- 

owing the sea, has outstripped every other nation in the race for 
supremacy, and has continued to steadily increase her shipping 
until it has reached at the close of 1901 the unprecedented 
of 10,751,392 tons? And so healthy and steady has been the 
growth and development that each year since 1840, with the ex- 
ception of ten years, when the decrease has been insignificant, 
has shown an increase in tonnage over the year, grow- 
ing from 8,311,538 a tons Ae „ 1903. ‘ists 

ile France, which pays the subsidy of any coun 

the world, and far lower wages than England, shows that while 
she had a net tonnage of 932,735 in 1889, in 1899 had only in- 
creased to 957,755, and six out of the ten years show a decrease 
over each preceding year; and Italy, which pays the next largest 
subsidy of any ees country after France in proportion to 
her tonnage, although she paysthe smallest wages to herseamen, 
has fallen off in her tonnage from 1,012,164 tons in 1870 to874,054 
in 1899, a net decrease of 138,110 tons. 

This argument has never been answered and never can be 
answered. It shows beyond dispute to an unbiased mind that the 
development and maintenance of a merchant marine depends on 
other things than the amount of wages paid the sailors or the 
amount of subsidy voted from the publio treasury. [Applause.] 

That we are right and that the prosperity of tho merchant ma- 
rine of a country depends upon other things than subsidy or 
bounty is clearly shown by the report of the commission ap 
pointed by the House of Commons; for this body, after giving a 
the facts elicited, in a summing up of the case, use the following 
language: 

Your committee trust, 


heir opinions expressed in the course of this re 
È That 


the granting of shi subsidies at considerable pecuniary cost 
by fi 55 has i development of competition against 
British shipowners and trade upon the principal routes of ocean communica- 
tion, and assisted in the transfer from British to continental ports of some 


pping and 
and under fair conditions British 
shi ers are able to maintain the time commerce of the country. 
That subsidies are the minor factor, and commercial skill and industry 
the major factors of the recent development of the shipping and trade of 
certain foreign countries, and nagar A of Germany, where, for example, the 
granting of 8 bills of lading the Stato railways has had an impor- 
tant effect. In some other countries subsidies have led to no satisfactory 


ts. 

8. That the subsidies given by foreign governments to selected lines or 
owners tend to restrict free competition, and so to facilitate the establish- 
ment of federations and shipping rings. and therefore that no subsidy should 
be granted without government control over maximum rates of freight and 
over — combination of subsidized with unsubsidized owners to restrict 
competition. 

4. What the competition of British shipowners with their commercial rivals 
upon fair conditions, without Government interference 3 way of subsidies 
or by way of control of freights, is more healthy, and likely to be more bene- 
ficial to the nation and Empire than a state-su and state-controlled 

tem under which the shipowner woud have to depend less upon his indi- 
dual energy and skill and more upon the favor and support of the Goy- 
ernment. 

5. That a general system of subsidies other than for services rendered is 
costly and ine: ient, 


One of the objects which it is claimed will be attained by the 
passage of such a measure is the promotion of commerce, the in- 
crease of our e trade. If that is the object to be attained, 
why is it that largest subsidies were to be paid to the fast 
ocean liners engaged in the passenger service, which carry a com- 
paratively small amount of freight, while the slower vessels and 
those of smaller size receive less aid, and those under 1,000 tons 
receive no assistance whatever? No picture that can be drawn of 
the evils resulcing from our want of a merchant marine can re- 
ceive much coloring from the state of our — trade, 

On the other hand, during the period when our people have 


id and continues to | Pe 


owned so small a percentage of foreign shipping our export trads 
has been enjoying the most phenomenal growth ever recorded in 
the history of nations, This trade, which amounted to only 87.29 
per by 57 in 1868, had increased to $17.96 per capita in 1900, and 
even this enormous figure has since been . In 1860 the 
value 5 8188,000, 000, while in 1903 it amounted 
to 81,457,575, 865. 

all our exports, 63 per cent in value and a far percent- 
age in weight and bulk are farm products, and yet the vessels 
ore these products were to receive the smallest rate of sub- 
sidy. the purpose of the friends of this legislation is the pro- 
motion of commerce, why should this be the case? In an appendix 
I give the manifest of the Georgie for March 13, 1900, and the St. 
Louis for February 20, 1900, in so far as they relate to farm 
products. The St. Louis is a 20-knot steamer of 11,626 tons, and 
would receive the highest rate of pay under this bill, to wit, 2.7 
cents per ton per 100 nautical miles. The Georgic is a freight 
steamer of 10,077 gross tons and 13 knots, and will receive the 
lowes rate of subsidy, or 1 cent per 100 nautical miles sailed 
r ton. 

This shows that the St, Louis carried no real farm products 
and only about 400 tons of partly manufactured products, of which 
dressed beef, the product of the beef trust, is the principal; not 
a pound of flour or cotton or a bushel of wheat, corn, or oats; 
while the cargo of the boat picked out by the provisions of that 
bill to receive the smallest rate of subsidy carried about 7,000 tons 
of raw farm products, enough to fill the freight space on the St. 
Louis twice. 

The total value of our domestic exports for the year 1903 was 
$1,457,575,865. Of that sum, agricultural products amounted to 
$918,584,571, or 62.68 ed cent of all the exports of the country. 
We have shown that the fast-sailing ocean liners, which receive 
nearly three times as much subsidy as the freighters, carry only 
about 5 per cent of the farm products. It was pointed out to the 
committee in the Fifty-seventh Congress, in the hearings, that 
small sailing vessels of less than 1,000 tons, which carry small 
loads and can sail into ports with shallow harbors, go scouting 
on experimental trips to new Loris, ning up communication 
and establishing new trade, and though the chief object of such 
a bill is the promotion of commerce by the payment of subsidies, 
these pioneers of trade were to receive no share in the bounties 
under the Senate bill. 

The bill which was pending in the Fifty-sixth Congress con- 
tained a provision requiring each vessel receiving com tion 
to carry a cargo amounting to at least 50 per cent of her gross 
tonnage, Very much was claimed for this provision in the re- 
port of the committee and the discussion. It was claimed that 
this would compel the fast ocean liners to carry freight as well 
as passengers. And if it had not contained exceptions intended 
torelieve passenger steamers, it would have been a most beneficial 
provision. But the farmers and manufacturers, seeking to in- 
crease their foreign trade and to reduce their freight rates, sought 
in vain for such a provision in the bill which passed the Senate. 

It must have hampered or interfered with the operations of 
these great ocean steamers, the owners of which have been so 
diligent in their demand for this legislation and so persistent in 
advocating its adoption. If, therefore, the former bill was open 
to objection because of its limitations to the cargo provisions, how 
much more objectionable must be a bill which contains no cargo 
provisions whatever. The language used by the minority in its 
report to the House in the Fifty-sixth Congress applied to the 
Senate bill without qualification. 

We are asked to pay not for the purpose of promoting commerce, but for 


the pu: of assisting in sending American tourists abroad whocan afford, 


without any Government aid, to travel and spend their money in Europe, 
The Government is asked to pay not for the exportation of American prod- 
ucts, but for the exportation of American customers for foreign inarkete, 


Is there any just hope that the adoption of the proposed polic 
will lower the rate of freights? On ty subject we have notte 
but the bare assertion of its advocates. No example, no instance 
has been pointed ont where this result has been accomplished. 
The conditions of the trade govern the rates. In fact, the very 
claims of its supporters negative the idea that it will bring about 
aes an fo nth ecessity of its th d 

ec or the n 0 passage, the one grand argu- 
ment relied on, is that the aid to be paid Will equalize conditions 
and place the American owner on equality with the foreigner. 
The money paid out will go to the owner to compensate him for 
what he is compelled to invest in building and spend in operat- 
ing ships in excess of the amount expended by foreign competi- 
tion. 

Such a measure promises no extension of our foreign trade and 
will give no lowering of the rates of ocean freight to our manu- 
facturers and farmers. 

It is claimed, however, that in the event that two of the power- 
ful European nations should engage in war we would have no 
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transportation for products, and some one in the heat 

of debate has said that if the war lasted long enough, the prod- 

ucts of the American farm and the American shop would stand 
in the storehouse until they rotted.” 

This is a favorite argument with the advocates of this system. 

Is it at all likely that any such result would follow a European 


means of 


war? It is in all soberness and candor that such result 
would follow, but with all due defference to the gentlemen who 
make such assertions, I for one shall ask higher proof than naked 
assertion. In either or war the European people must eat. 
In times of war their home industries will be somewhat disturbed. 
At all times they must look to the surplus of the American farm 
for their sustenance, and though war may come, their people will 
not starve, but are bound to supply their wants from the surplus 
farm products of America. 

If war should continue, it would not be long until the vessels of 
the warring factions would seek protection under the flag of peace- 
ful nations, just as our vessels did during 
must be remembered that this would be rendered all the more easy 
of accomplishment from the fact that at least a million tons of 
foreign shipping is now owned and controlled by American capi- 
tal. In addition to all this, our tonnage engaged in the coasting 
trade could be easily utilized in the ocean trade if it should be- 
come n to preserve products from rotting and save the 
people of Europe from starvation, 

en I hear one assert that because two of the maritime na- 
tions of Europe happen to be engaged in war the products of our 
farms and factories will be allowed to rot for want of ocean trans- 
portation, I feel assured that in the heat of debate he has for the 
time being forgotten the force and power of American character 
and the ability of the American people to carry to a successful 
issue any enterprise that may be necessary. To preach such doc- 
trine one must close his eyes to the history of the most complete 
triumph that the industrial world has ever witnessed. In place 
of the dire results which our friends predict would follow such a 
war, all history and all reason show it to be true beyond dispute 
that a protracted European war would stimulate and rebuild our 
merchant marine. Such awar would add more to its strength 
than a century of subsidy. [Applause.] 

If the advocates of the subsidy policy were truly in earnest in 
their claim that one of the first objects sought to be attained by 
the bill is the building of ships in American yards, why did we 
not find in the bill the provisions contained in the bill introduced 
in the Fifty-sixth Congress, whereby the owners receiving sub- 
sidy were aye ce to build new vessels equal to 25 per cent of 
the tonnage of the vessels receiving aid under the terms of the 
act, and the 3 that American citizens having their capital 
invested in foreign vessels should be entitled to procure an Amer- 
ican register of their boats and to receive one-half the regular 
rate of subsidy, provided they build other ships of equal tonnage 
in American yards? 

The promoters of this measure must know thatif any subsidy 
legislation at all is enacted, these two provisions or similar 
ones would stimulate the building of ships in American yards far 
more than any or all of the provisions contained in the measure, 
and yet they were ignored and turned down without any apology. 
Who can then wonder that it is claimed that the promoters of 
this legislation were far more anxious about giving aid to the on- 
ers of the ships now bana e in the foreign trade than they were 
to stimulate the mn 24 ding industry in American yards? If 
such legislation is to be adopted, no good excuse can be given for 


the omission of these two provisions already intended to encour- | te 


age American shipbuilding. 

It seems to me that it is therefore clear that there is now no 
necessity for such legislation, for the following reasons: 

1. Our shipbuilding 1 enjoys many advantages not 
possessed by other industries. It has successfully passed the ex- 
perimental stage, is developing, and, without further aid, in a 
a very short time will construct vessels in competition with the 
builders of all the world. 

2. The history of the development of our steel industries, in 
which the same high-priced labor is employed, proves beyond dis- 
pee we can attain the same degree of perfection in ship- 

ng. 

3. The law of the port and not the law of the flag governs the 
wages of the sailor. 

4. Wages do not control the power of a people to own and oper- 
ate a merchant marine; this depends upon the business ability, 
energy of the people, the efficiency of the labor, and the giving of 
attention by the people to that icular pursuit. 

5. The pplicy of England and Germany of granting mail pay 
to their shipping interests for political purposes is not the cause 
of the prosperity of their merchant marine and affords no argu- 
ment for the subsidy policy. 

6. The only universal policy followed by European countries 


has tren that of free ships, and whatever prosperity they have en- ing 
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joyed on more logically be claimed to flow from this policy than 
any other. 

7. The war vessels being constructed at {present are so much 
more fleet than vessels of the merchant class that the auxiliary 
cruiser feature promises no material advantage to our Govern- 
ment in case of war. 

Hs B will neither increase our export trade nor lower the rate of 
ights. 

For these reasons I believe that such a measure, if enacted into 
law, would fail to bring about that which it is so confidently 
claimed it will accomplish, and though this would entail a waste 
of the public funds, there is to my mind a still more urgent reason 
why it should fail to receive legislative approval. 

I believe that the principle on which such a measure is founded 
is unjust, inequitable, and thoroughly vicious. It is claimed that 
by reason of tariff taxes you haye so increased the price of certain 
products that this particular industry can not live, and now you 
to tax these industries and all the others in order to 
equalize the advantage you claim you haye bestowed on such in- 
dustries. If you follow out your argument to what end will it 
lead? What industry, what class of people are not entitled to the 
same aid and comfort? You taz all the people and give the money 
so raised to the shipbuilder and shipowner because you claim his 
business is not prosperous. 

When the farmer was undergoing years of failure, disaster,and 
distress, did you pro to open the public Treasury to relieve 
his distress? When the farmer was unable to support his family 
and meet his obligations, and some of his le proposed that 
the Government extend him its aid by way of a governmental 
loan on his products for security, you said such people were crazy 
Populists and intended to bankrupt the Government. Once es- 
tablish this policy, and who can define the limitations, who can 
tell what the harvest will be? 

What reason can be urged that during periods of financial dis- 
tress the miner, the merchant, the mechanic, and the farmer 
should not become public wards, be the recipients of a subsidy or 
bounty? I amaware that with some the most wholesome doctrine 
so long maintained by our people of pe seared before the law, 
carrying with it equal and only equal advantages to every man 
en in business or enterprise to receive only equal aid from 
the taxes im by his Government, has become obsolete. Yet 
I maintain that a strict adherence to this time-honored principle 
will bring the greatest good to the whole people, and offers the 
only safe and sure guide to just legislation. 

Here is the pateynalism which gentlemen who advocate such 
legislation haye so persistently opposed. I know that the public 
revenues are now at high tide and a small gift of from $6,000,000 
to $10,000,000 a year to asingle industry may cause no great alarm 
but you must remember that you have been dispe 


i nsing the public 
money with a most liberal hand. It is wisdom inthe hour of plenty 
to preparo for the day of famine. Itis by no means certain that 
we will always be able to collect such enormous revenues with 
such ease. A just regard for the future forbids bestowing the 
public revenues on any single class or industry. 

We are all dazed with the picture of the day when the shout 
of the American sailor will become a familiar cry to the ear of 
the maritime people of the world; when the American flag, play- 
ing on the masthead of an American vessel laden with American 
products, will always greet the alien eye gazing seaward. We 
maintain that this end can never be attained as long as liberty is 
denied nor be brought about by a narrow and selfish policy of pa- 


Kingdoms and empires may forget or ignore that which is es- 
sential to our national existence. bot Saree and justice are the 
corner stone of the foundation of our Government. Nocommer- 
cial advantage, however great, is worth enough to be gained by 
the slighest sacrifice of these principles. I appeal to you in the 
name of justice. in the name of equality, take no step, give no 
vote, enact no law, that will not leave every industry, ev 

American citizen stand equal below the law. [Loud heh AN 


APPENDIX. 
[From the report of the minority in the Fifty-sixth Congress.] 
HISTORY OF SUBSIDIES IN THIS COUNTRY. 

_ So-called subsidies have been given by several countries, while real subsi- 
dies have been given by Italy, France, and the United States. Under the 
subsidy system the merchant marine of Italy and of France have steadily 
0 , while the history of the United States subsidies has been such that 
it is strange that anyone wishes to provide another chapter, 

The first subsidy granted by the United States was in 180, when the Col- 
lins Line was given 2 for twenty-six trips a year. Eight years later the 
company went into kruptey. 

In the year 1864 the Brazilian Line was subsidized, and three years later 
the Pacific Mail. Still American shipping continued to decline, and in 1869 
the House appointed a committee to 1 the cause. 

When the general appropriation bill for the Post-Office Department came 
up for consideration in the House in 1872, M» Conger moved an amendment 
to the Pacific Mail contract, making it $1.000,000 instead of $500,000, and requir- 
a sémi-monthly service. This precipitated e subsidy question. 
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Mr. Kerr characterized the arguments for subsidies as the old and pre- 5 Line was dized under 1891, 
protons peyor E the BeON the from tha p vad nag the 2 Corporationa, A ERO 3 DI tho subsidy our Bane Rares 3 have 
or contri from the contribu are 

th ng, conari 1 — by | 81 nearly 50 per cent. In 1891 they were $4,784,956; in 180 thes wers 
em. Commerce become no — In 1872 the Pacific Mail tried increase = 
Benjamin F. Batler said: “Tam oppesed diametrically, with all m might, ad $900,000 in DN, ‘The dee e ton 
with fe hig A thes iny arene to the ideas of FVV paralleled onl 
mag pe e this Government attempted to the Pacific railroad of the same year. In every one of these i 
Geren Se ne thoes whom we undertook bo ald noaoo nn bm un, Congress refused to renew the subsid gn the expiration of the contract, 
ruined those ertoo! showing conclusi that they accom purpose. 
On March 20, 1872, the amendment was lost and the appropriation bill was „FFF have searched is vain 5 


On May 2 the bill was ted to the Senate by the chai of the C pwede ergata wre eee an established line has 
mittee on A: vations ehh then above amendment attached. oreign trade or lowered freigh' 
Seuntor ODAAT OT said: “Itisdesirable to own iron ships, very COST OF OPERATING SHIPS. 


ayy but it never will be dans by subsidies. It is not the su Satna pew ene? and under a fore In com th tof 
of Great Britain tiat pay the . returns. You will never restore | running meet ny ey 5 imat 


Alos, T caro nok how great ‘ou ma 2 W e British flag, both C vk mye 


You SH ails 000,000 a yearand you not restore ration the following items 


3 Maine, seid; : “Is it practicable to recall our 

T think it ia aud by the simplest Nota dollar of subsidies. Give ũs 

cheap materials, and we t. 5 the F stand, 

so that we shall have materials just cheap as they can be afforded else- 
then all these nd all that skilled in 


CCC 2) Coal and oil will be bought by both wherever it is bast 
within 20 or 8) per cent of the cost in England, why not admit them free? 8 6 o items whether the 
Why not admit them 1 the American flag — ge ty gat 
American officers upon th 


2. 
3. 
4 
5. 
T 
inte: on the ocean that now stands against us. 8. Wi of officers and crew. 


owned for 
under the American flag, one-half of the lines between New York and Eng- lines pay the regular wages fixed by the longshoremen's union, 6) cents per 


k. 
Senator Edmunds said: It is a favor ee ee some 1400 Sn have traveled by the White Star Line (British), Cunard 
* è o Tam 5 tany money tish), and American Line Line (Am American), and who ere thus able to com- 


out of the — fea petty pretty good reason ‘or it.” . the steamers of these different lines, will admit that the 
On Ma Tiss Benator Edmunds said: “Then the only way to geta quality and quantity of food supplied are yery similar on all of these steamers. 
ship is to VCC (6) Fate of insurance isconveraed, Of courao ho amount insured may 


fı I course the amount 
my admiration. neon feign lagen <n ot She's Lelie ope be higher in the case of an American-built ship if the recent statements 
eee these lines already esta ed, and inasmuch as our shipping le are to be believed in preference to their statements of a 
agree that whatever we are to do in the way of opening eaten tome owever, the higher . by the 
only rican er is not — On account of having run under the 
little thin veil over the nakedness of the monstrosity. American flag, but Dut h having it built in the United States. uently the 


“Why not do it fair and square, as the Senator from Nevada's argument | amount insured on the many raS ships which, in acco’ with 
to show, and say at once that whoever has a line now shall take all the eee eee transferred to American registry will not be af- 
money ou that is left and have done with it? That is the | fected by mere fact of changing the 7 
true way. Then, if the people com; of us for ir money (7) The port expenses ought to be less for American which do not 
will at least give us credit for them RY, onnage taxes in the 1 —— States, whereas foreign ships clearing from 
plainly that we are plun: them. This is the best way; sothat if weare tish ports have to pa considerable item Port exponses in Great 
guilty of a little dereliction of duty in taking 5 the mitigation, tn thelr rE aa Oke the exine ag. A end cad geraak British pre ete 
— we shall at have the g benefit, the 3 r (8) Wages of oficers.—Here we note the following differences: 
ment T squarely, 50 that there is dis- | Fast American liner (St. Paul): Fast Liverpool passenger liner 
2 Banners een ht 9 oy aos about advertising is perfectly . —— — 2 ap core past pati eue = 1E $100.00 
useless, except perhaps as against the ion ee ee is now a gor porn. Third officer 60.00 officer 75.00 
oat immense capital and immense yas EN may bid against this Fourth officer 4).00 62.50 
Une. The Japan and China line may 1 very service, and take Chief eer 150.00 55.00 
28 ts discarded ed ships or buy some nis easy enough to do, Furst a 100.00 50.00 
and put them on this line, and by and by we be mo- Junior firstassistantengi- 45.00 
in the Pacific confined to one line, “ific Mail, that has driven off „ Chief engine $ 150.00 
from. Vint océan every other enterprise of American citizens and everybody Extra first assistant engi- 3 Senior second engineer 100.00 
. m K ]%’ » . ̃˙·— . [eee to” WEEP AOA eae „ Second ——— Oe 
Fernando Wood said: rake ya aad hag . eee Genter second engineer.. 70.00 Senior third engineer --- 75.00 
arn Cimos, Bo, 1n my judgment, fied entirely to mako the proper appien- | Yeniar (krd angist.. GO| Senior Iama aeii G o 
tion to the {condition end attitude of things in the United Biates | Sea third engineer... 90.00 9 28 
Out of all nations to which he referred he instanced but one, which, ac- tae 7 
cording to his own t, had advanced its commerce by subsidies, and Total 905.00 
that was land. I that if he will closely examine the contracts made Total .. 1,010.00 e 
the ent with these different subsidized lines. he will find 


Governm: 
tin instance the bounties are asan valent for mailcar-| This shows an immaterial difference of $15 in favor of the British ship. 
g and outside of what i cousdored assuch an equivalent not ono Tus crew wages are as follows: 


is given as subsidy even get ry ernment $40.00 
On May 8, 1872, Senator Morton said, W. t ia aven more true of the —, 37.50 
than of the Pac Mail bill: “I want Foie en beg eee, spies 31.50 
business com rosperous: vs made money, and 5 
„ — tee wpa fe a AOA a 27.50 
it Without any 3 Without the slightest e that it is necessary in 2 5⁰ 
to o additional service and in order to sustain the interests 23.75 
of commerce, e e or rather we are acting in the 
of evidence, for all the evidence on the sub is that this company can 8 — 216.25 
put on this 5 service without this su and that their interests In these wages we. do not find any material difference either. 
105 nator Harlan said,on May 7, 187% “ Voting bounties or subsidies to stimu- — samo amount on both the American and British 
vestment of ca; any | branch of business * the engine 8 the paid on the American ships are 
desirable class of legisla’ It hi siea ri uction of corn in those tiah nfs: 
18 — ee tion to pay John Doe and Richard higher than o paid on PSs 


23, 1875: “I believe that this subsidy was If wo take tuto consideration that the shija we ara comparin at present 
e to place have on board, say, 20 greasers, 50 firemen, and 50 trimmers, we pieis the 
vor O; 


m — Other Senators may cast their own votes upon | first difference of some consequenos in favor of the British ship: 
tever Cee le self, I make no defense 
5 85 no a 3 — e no matter in what Bas or in what 
form they may show themsel' 18 en anů p 
loins your rising through all Ti pape 
ceny, 10 0 the lobby ink Coen on KODOM 3 
„1 condemn them * eee ee 8 pare 
and the people should F until these corrupting influ- This would make a difference of $15,900 a year, to equalize which the steam- 
. from the Capitol.“ ma tha nical choy Sesion) hts 1 subsidy of 54. 
The Line was subsidized from 1866 to 1876, and the American ex- n the enna iy age gre wb apg Merete Merins and 
Fee ee e failure aud the suleiiy WAS itearewn, | It reeds as folio abatement made by Mr. Cyd on behalt ot Me Gros 
was asa an o was Wi wI. ‘ollows: 
— see awn the — immediatel toincrease. ee ee Line ships will under the bill will be no 
During the last five years they have from $12,000,000 to to $13,250,000 per re than sufficient to compensate their American owners for the addition 
year. in cost of furnishing ocean transportation with that of ship as com- 
The Pacific Mail to Japan was tery eg ee exports increased but with furnishing it under the British or Ni or other foreign 
slightly and on abont $i 781,000. 0 3 5 the in the same of ship.“ 
our exporis now amount to from $17,000,000 to e have seen t the oniy material differences between the cost of run- 


80000 ning an ocean liner under the American flag and the British flag are to be 
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found in the wages paid the hands in the engine room. This difference does 
not amount to one-twentieth of the subsidy which the American ship would 
receive, 

BULK OF SUBSIDY WILL GO TO PASSENGER SHIPS, WHICH CARRY BUT 

LITTLE CARGO AND PRACTICALLY NO FARM PRODUCTS. 

Not only are the rates of subsidy twice as high for swift passenger steam- 
ers as for ordina: y ighters, but, as will appear from an examination of the 
amounts of subsidy which would go to various and the pas 
senger steamers, at least for the first few years, would get considerably more 
than kalf of all th bsidy given, and yet the passenger steamers do not 
carry more than about 10 per cent of our total exports and less than 5 per 
cent of our agricultural rts. a 

ca 


reful examination of the manifests of 

„ apparent, and ends toe . 
swift passenger steamers carry mainly a class of frei com 
largely of manufactured i 5 

c 


6. su 


to American consumers. A com of the outgoing 
of two swift passenger with those of two ‘ht steamers follows. 
The St. Paul isa swift the American Line, with a 
gross e ted 620 tons. 
The Manhattan is a freighter of the Atlantic Transport Company, witha 
ss tonnage of 8,004 tons and a speed of 14 knots. 
From the outgoing manifests of the St. Paul S of the 
Beoeniber 16 15%, as to the farm 


Manhattan for ‘we summarize the following 
products carried 


C45 None. 
1,380 None. 
59,825 None. 
335 None. 
4,518 None. 
262 None. 
1,5 2 
8⁰⁰ None. 
106 None. 
1,945 1 
1,551 1.000 
11,271 None. 
1,519 None. 
464 102 
None. 672 
A None. 

10 None. 

20 None. 
212 2 
15 99 
4i None. 

63 355 
None. 2,796 
None. 1,547 
None. 8,145 


From these manifests it is evident that the St. Paul carried practically no 
88 unless ety pacon, dressed beef, and canned meats. Includ. 
ing . the St. Paul spparently carried only 500 or 600 tons of 

The Manhattan, 4 Bek, ghee tonnage of about two-thirds that of the St. 
Paul, and which would get about two-fifths as much subsidy per trip as the 
St. Paul than to fill the whole cargo ca- 

and horses the 


ucts 
ucts the sayy nage er oie y Soe 
least fifteen times as many tons as did the St. Pi t 
8 5 f h concern) the St. 
ul would get thirty-seven times as much su! R Bay tno the Manhattan, 
TOER TOMAN eee REOS American Line, with a 


gross tonnage of 11, 

The Georgic is a freight steamer of 10,077 gross tons and 13 knots speed. 

ar 5 snifests of the Georgic for March 18, 1900, 
com of the ou ma ‘or 

and of the St. Louis for February 20, 1900, as to the farm products carried, 

gives the following results: 


RRR 


e op ppa 


418 
900 
200 
005 
855 
919 
127 
7 
038 
659 
57-¹ 
e24 
506 
783 
681 
306 
832 
x» 
16 
250 
181 
643 
13 
58 
one. 
one. 


A 


Thus the St. Louis carried no real farm 


ucts and only about 400 tons of 
y manufactured farm products, of w. is the 


h dressed beef principal 


The Georgic, with a tonnage considerably less than that of 
Louis, and which would get only one-half rapen 8 


raw rn, hay, oats, straw, cattle, ho: wheat, cotton, - 
and _barley—about 7,000 tons, or to fill the St. Louistwice. Of thess 
products the St. Louis did not carry a ton. 
products and se: C farm products the Georgic ap- 
to have carried at least tw as many tons as did the St. Louis. 
of farm ucts carried the St. is would receive about forty times as 
much subsidy as would the Georgic. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty-five minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BURTON]. 
J gentleman from Ohio is recognized for 


to the naval pro- 


cata | gramme exemplified by this bill. I oppose it because I believe it in- 


gures 
In the years 1886 and 1887 there was a ogee for the Navy re- 
e 


ear 1903 were $82,000,000. The present bill carries a total of 
,000,000, almost seven times as t an amount as that ex- 
pended in 1886, and more than six times as great as the amount 
expended in 1887. What is the need of this great Navy? What 
nation on earth is attacking us or threatening us? 
In 1895 the Executive insisted that Great Britain should settle 
a dispute with the little Republic of Venezuela by arbitration. 
The demand was complied with. In 1898 we insisted upon the 
independence of Cuba—that it should be wrested from a country 
which had held the island for nearly four hundred years. An 
attempt was made to form a combination of the nations of Euro 
against us. That effort failed, and failed utterly. About the 
same time a European statesman sought to make an economic 


combination or alliance of the countries of Europe against us, so 
that there might be retaliatory tariffs against the United States. 
That effort failed. 

What country is ioning our control in the Philippines? 


try is questionin 
What country held back when our President insisted that Panama 
be independent of Colombia? Certainly there have been oppor- 
tunities enough in the last six or seven years for the nations of 
the earth to . and cause us diffi- 
culty; but every time we have been allowed to pursue our course 
as we pleased. 

The fact is, we do not need a great navy unless there is a com- 
bination of all European against the United States, and 
what is more unlikely? If there were a combination of all these 
powers we could not provide a navy which could cope with them 
without such a change in political, social, and economic conditions 
as would be absolutely a to us. Indeed we could not 
build a navy greater and stronger than that of Great Britain 
alone, without the whole framework of society in this 


country. 
Why is it that the navy of Great Britain is so prominent, and 
why is it that it is maintained at its present standard in size and 
It is different with that ay because of the great number 
of people engaged in shipping and fishing, the insular nature of 
the country, withits vast possessions over the sea, which it is nec- 
essary to protect and foster. The very large amount of capital 
invested in the merchant marine, and its very great prominence 
ni the Gadha g trado, in . furnish 2. 3 fleld for 
navy, and a same time a reason for the protection of Brit- 
ish 3 in all of the earth. 
Again, a not insignificant feature, in which they are not supe- 


rior to the United States e in the longer record of years, is the 
great traditions of the ish navy. It is thoroughly appropriate 
when they names for their battle ships which are built to 
belch out fire and smoke that they should name them as they 
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admitted, and that supremacy will rest upon the strongest foun- 
dation while it is exercised in justice and with the desire to pro- 
mote honesty and faith between these republics and all the 
nations of the [Applause.] 

Mr. Calhoun said the Monroe doctrine did not mean that we are 
to uphold one of these South American republics if in the wrong. 
President Roosevelt, in our day, said it does not mean that we are 
to shield them from paying their honest debts. The Monroe doc- 
trine is nota doctrine or proclamation of injustice to other powers. 
Rightly considered it means that in this hemisphere republican 
government must prevail, and that weak nations shall be pro- 
tected against the strong. It is one which is in itself so manifestly 
just that no power of the world will ever dare attack it when 
properly maintained and when it is kept within its reasonable 

imits 


I understand one gentleman of this House, speaking a few da 
ago, said that Germany would soon attack us. What hobgoblin 
disturbed him in his dreams? E There is just about 
as much chance of war with Germany as that by some great cata- 
clysm part of the Eastern Hemisphere will slip over here, so that 
one of her capes will abut against our country. The nations of 
Europe respect us; they honor us, and, so far as fear is salutary, 
they fearus. We have an economic advantage as compared with 
an of the whole world. They know that in war our friend - 
ship is necessary. War is not a matter alone of battle ships, nor 
of men and cannon, but of resources and of staying qualities, of 
ability to provide for the strain and distress of a great struggle. 
What nation of Europe, if it were engaged in war, would desire 
to lose our friendship and good will? 

There is another very important phase of this question. The 
tendency of the present time is toward peace. The situation is 
now such in the Old World that no country can go to war with- 
out grave reason, at least without incurring the condemnation of 
the rest. Since 1815, during which time, as it would seem, the 
world has grown in inventions and in the improvements which 
come with civilization more than in all the centuries before, the 
nations of Europe have tried to maintain peace and amity, be- 

use aes ears that war, with its devastation and bloodshed, 
brings ppiness and calamity to all the nations of the earth. 

So the nations are warned they must not go to war unless they 
have the most weighty reasons. Now, here is our country, one 
which should most of all set an 1 which shall look to- 
ward a better day of peace and amity, that is spending six times 
as much for its Navy as it did seventeen years ago. We have 
nothing to do with their rivalries and quarrels. ost as much 
as by our republican institutions and the push and energy of the 
American citizen we have gained our mt standing among the 
nations of the earth by our splendid isolation. We are remote 
from wars and conflicts. we declare to the nations of the 
earth that we will depart from those old policies; that new am- 
bitions inspire and actuate us? Shall our battle ships line up 
with the battle ships of the countries which for centuries haye 
been maintaining an extensive and depressing military establish- 
ment? 

If so, the indication does not look toward peace; it looks toward 
war, and we will be taking a backward step. ‘‘ My art, it was 
but justice,“ were the words the dramatist put in the mouth of 
Cardinal Richelieu. Our art and our glory, they are but justice. 
[Applause.] And if we stand for the triumphs of just diplomacy 
rather than by those of cannons and , we will gain the 
respect of the world. Oh, but, some one says, it needs war to 
bestir and maintain our There are enough opportuni- 
ties for heroism in this world, with its es and difficulties, 
without war. I have listened here sometimes to men who fo- 
mented conflict by their utterances. I have wished there was a 
rule in this House that when a man talked in favor of war it 
should be settled that in case war ensued he must stand in the 
most conspicuous place on the firing line for at least the length 
of time he consumed in his speech. [Applause.] 

„They are the men behind the guns,” says one of our humor- 
ists; yes, 4,000 miles behind the gun and willing to be farther.” 
[Applause.] We can not afford as a country to allow our exam- 

le to be exerted in the direction of war and great military estab- 
ishments. I¢ is not alone the first expense, which will increase 
far more than we can realize, but we must consider that proba- 
bly for every dollar invested in a battle ship, in a short space of 
years $10 will be required for the maintenance and equipment 
of the ambitious naval establishment which is projected. You 
must haye dry docks and you musthave naval stations; you must 
have coaling stations and colliers, with all the incidents which 
belong to a great navy. Nearly one hundred millions will be ex- 
pended now and far more in the early future. But far more im- 
rtant than the expenditure of ord hg the threatening prospect 
Por the future which this policy affords. 

I wish that the words of him whose birthday we celebrate to- 

day could be heard again. His heart was always for peace. He 


was ready to fight and to die for his country, but he left in his 
Farewell Address that which is a priceless heritage, the injunc- 
tion to cultivate and maintain peace and good will with all na- 
tions. [Applause on the Democratic side.] He set forth prin- 
ciples which will be immortal because they are immortally right. 
I wish I could with some degree of force so much as whisper in 
the ears of men those words of William McKinley: 

Let us ever remember that our interest is in co. R ; 
our true glory rests in the triumphs of peace, not encod eee * 

Oh, but it is said, This is merely a defensive measure; the best 
way to secure is to be y for war, and so build up a 
great navy. How similar to that are the words of Uriah Hee 
when he said: We know that we are humble, but we are afrai 
that other people that are not humble will get the start of us.” 
The best way to secure peace is to promote every means for an 


YS | amicable settlement of national controversies by an international 


tribunal like the courts which render judgments between indi- 
viduals, so that its ju ents may be sanctioned and enforced. 
The strongest sanction that can be given as the years will go by, 
a force as strong as a despotism for the enforcement of its de- 
crees, will be that of public opinion, which is the controlling force 

in our own country at this day. 
Every step that you take to build other battle ships and to in- 
crease the gh So another influence against settling Seg brea in 
avor of 


war. 

I want to call attention briefly, for this is a matter which pre- 
sents some political considerations, to several e ae in the 
Democratic national platform of 1900. That platform says: 

We are in favor of extending the Republic's influence among the natio; 


but believe that influence should be extended not by force or violence, bu 
through the persuasive power of a high and honorable example. 


epu 

Again it was said in that platform: 

We oppose militarism. 

Well, is not a navy a part of militarism? Is not the desire to be 
second in the nations of the earth with your Navy an upbuilding of 
militarism? Has anyone from that side filed a minority report on 
any naval bill that has come into the House within the last three 
or four years? If not, why are these planks in your platform 
there if you are in favor of this large programme, this extended 
expenditure, this declaration to the world that America is to be a 
military power? Are these declarations to be repeated when you 
meet at St. Louis, or wherever you meet? We should cry halton 
every issue thatlooks toward war or the preparation for war, This 
should not be a party question. 

o gentleman, as I gine pit hence ee bill because the 
material for the Navy was made by the trusts. That shows how. 
when a man gets a fad in his mind, he will go astray. You will 
never attack the naval programme with any such popgun as that— 
by saying Sao the material that belongs in the ships is made bya 
trust. ere isa broader and higher ground, and that is its ef- 
fects upon the future of this great nation, upon civilization here 
and everywhere. Shall our statesmanship, with its aspirations, 
its forecast of the future, look toward peace and amity and good 
will, or shall it look toward the bloody days of war? For one I 
want to say that I am unable to vote for a bill that carries so 
large an amount as this. I am unable to vote for a bill that de- 
clares that the United States, which should be the herald of peace, 
the leader in all great movements of civilization, is going to 
double and treble and quadruple its Navy, all under the state- 
ment that we claim that it is in the interest of peace, 
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Gentlemen, you are not going to make the world think that it 
is in the interest of peace. I doubt whether, if you reflect upon 
it in your own inner consciousness, you believe that these battle 


ships and cruisers and torpedo boats mean that. They mean, 
rather, the gratification of a desire that we shall enjoy the tri- 
umphs of war upon the land and the sea again. I would not de- 
tract from the glories of the American Navy. Ibelieveitis an effi- 
cient naval force, one which, as ex-President Harrison said, man 
for man, gun for gun, shall be the best in the world; but this bill 
means something very different from that. This is a programme 
far more ambitious and emphatic. It seems to display a desire 
that the future policy of this country shall be one of conflict. 
[Applause. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


expired. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield so much of my time remain- 
mg to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Powrrs] as he 


esires. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is rec- 
ognized for forty minutes. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr, Chairman, I will say 
that I shall take but a very few moments. Since I have beena 
Member of this House I have taken t pleasure in following 
the magnificent leadership of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bur- 
TON] who has just taken his seat. I have recognized in the gen- 
tleman great learning. great ability, and great leadership. Ihave 
seen him bring onto the floor of this House a bill carrying an ap- 
propriation of from fifty to sixty millions of dollars for internal im- 
provements and carry that bill through and defend it perfectly to 
the end. I remember that something like twenty years ago one 
of my predecessors was defeated for what was called his vote for 
a river and harbor steal.“ and yet it was a bill which carried 
an Sporenie ion of only fifteen or twenty millions of dollars. 

Still, under the educating influence of my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Burton] to-day the American people thoroughly believe in 
the improvement of our rivers and harbors, and no man in my 
district could be elected to-day who did not vote for a liberal ap- 
propriation in favor of such internal improvements. But I have 
recognized to-day in the speech of the gentleman from Ohio what 
seems to me to be a false note. I have recognized in that speech 
a want of that spirit and broad-mindedness which has character- 
ized his career since he has been a Member of this House. If I 
understand correctly his proposition, it is that the time has come 
when the United States can well afford to abandon its Navy and 
disband its Army, and yet I bear in mind, as you do, that it has 
been less than six years since the treaty of peace between this 
country and Spain, coming after a war that was carried on and 
1 55 by the mugnificent spirit and conduct of the United States 


avy. 

I want to ask my friend from Ohio what could we have done 
for Cubaif we had been in the condition which the United States 
Navy was in twenty years ago? We could not have carried ona 
war which we claimed at that time and which we claim now was 
in the interests of humanity. But let us look at the world at 
large. To-day the United States has a navy which ranks fifth in 
magnitude among the navies of the world. Great Britain stands 
first, with a navy which has a tonnage of 1,516,040. France 
comes next. with a navy having a tonnage of 576,108. Then comes 
Russia, with a navy having a tonnage of 416,158; then Germany, 
with a tonnage of 387,874, and the United States, with a tonnage 
of 294,405. In this table accompanying the committee’s report 
will be found the comparative strength of the United States when 
the ships which we are now building are completed. 

It will give us a navy having a tonnage of 616,275,and make us 
rank as the third navy in the world, and in efficiency at least the 
second. To-day, while this bill is under discussion, two of the 
great nations of the earth are engaged in war; one a nation repre- 
senting 140,000,000 of people of the Caucasian race, and the other 
a nation representing 40,000,000 of pears of a different race. So 
far the war has not been upon land, but has been upon the seas. 
While Great Britain, and France, and Germany, and all the na- 
tions of Europe are increasing their navies, what right have we 
to say that this nation, with the greatest seacoast of any nation 
on the face of the globe; bathed, as it is, by the Atlantic on the 
one side and the Pacific upon the other—what right have we to 
say that we are secure, unless we have a navy that compares 
favorably with the navies of the great nations of the earth? 

During the past fifteen years there has been a large amount of 
discussion with reference to the origin of what is known as the 
“new” or “steel” Navy. There has been more discussion as to 
whom the creditis due for originating this new method of construc- 
tion. Men high in office and in the councils of each political party 
have at different times been credited with the honor of being the 
author or father of the new Navy. 

I have before me the report of the House Committee on Naval 
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Affairs presented at the first session of the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress, in March, 1882, which would appear to settle this much- 
mooted question at once and for all time. This report, which 
contains more than 200 pages, was prepared by the Hon. Benjamin 
W. Harris, a Member of Congress from Massachusetts, who was 
at that time chairman of the House Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. Harris is still living, at the age of some four score years, and 
still in perfect possession of that splendid mental vigor and equip- 
ment which rendered him a man of large influence while serving 
in this House. I am not aware that he has ever complained be- 
cause a deserved credit fairly due him has never, up to the pres- 
ent time, been accorded him, nor am I aware that he has ever 
made complaint when the credit has been given to others, which 
he has so well earned and fairly belongs to him. This report 
ought to settle the question without further discussion. 

It sets forth the weakness of our Navy as it existed in 1882, 
showing that we had at that time only thirty-eight vessels which 
could be of any possible service in naval warfare, most of which 
were second-rate ships, not one well adapted for service, and many 
of which were built during the civil war, and even prior to that 
time. The total tonnage of these thirty-eight vessels amounted 
to some 37,000, about the equal of the tonnage of two of our 
large battle ships at the presenttime. They carried only 357 guns 
= 5 calibers, none of which were of high power or breech- 
oaders. 

This report, after pointing out the great naval strength of other 
commercial nations, goes on to state that long delay looking to 
the building up of our Navy would not only be a folly but even 
a crime. 

The report, in taking up the question of material for the con- 
struction of the Navy, says that the first question involved is 
whether steel or iron shall be used in the construction of vessels 
recommended to be built. The report then goes on to state the 
arguments in favor of the adoption of steel, reaching the con- 
clusion that steel is the best possible material for ship construc- 
tion, and says that the committee unhesitatingly recommends its 
adoption. And the committee, in this report, recommends the 
construction of the larger types of vessels to be built of steel to 
be the most effective. both in and power. 

The report concludes by saying that the report made by the 
committee is entirely unanimous, and that no question of politics 
or party interest has for a moment divided it, and closes with the 
following language: 

We see the country which we love and honor with equal zeal, a country 
which ought even now to lead the world in commerce, and which, from its 
great promise, my justly aspire to become the ruler of the seas, helpless on 
the ocean to defend itself against even the feebler naval powers, and, with- 
out division of sgntiment. seek to provide partial present remedy for so 

ve a misfortune, and the beginning of a policy which may lead up to the 
oped for results. 

Mr. Harris has lived to see the fruition of his hopes, the build- 
ing up of a great navy, which will stand third in tonnage and 
second in efficiency among the nations of the world, when the 
ie now under construction are completed. 

o one can read the vigorous language contained in that report 
without fully comprehending that the Naval Committee of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, of which Mr. Harris was chairman, be- 
lieved in the building up of an efficient navy, not for the purpose 
of warfare, but as a safeguard for peace. The committee reached 
this conclusion not as Republicans, not as Democrats, but as 
American citizens, more interested in the safety and development 
of the country than in the success of party ambition. 

Mr. i , what do you suppose was our naval strength in 
1882? That is only twenty-two years ago; yet in 1882 we had 
but thirty-eight vessels, many of them built during the civil war; a 
few small vessels built directly after the civil war; and the total 
tonnage of our entire navy in 1882, twenty-two years ago, was 
37,000. To-day we build two great battle ships which have a 
combined tonnage nearly equal to that of the entire navy in 1882. 
The total number of guns on those thirty-eight vessels was 357; 
and there was not a single gun that was known as a breech-load- 
ing, rifled, long-range gun on any one of those thirty-eight ves- 
sels. We built between 1865 and 1882 a number of small vessels, 
of which the total tonnage was only 11,400. 

But in 1882 the Committee on Naval Affairs of this House came 
forward with a proposition to build up a steel navy, and we com- 
menced soon after that the building up of this great navy which 
is the pride of the American people. 

Mr. i , I deny that we are building up a navy to-day 
for Tae: elas of warfare. I deny that we are building up a 
navy to-day as achallenge to any country on the face of the globe. 
Weare building up this navy for what purpose? For the pur- 

of our own defense and the defense and protection of Amer- 
ican commerce. Go back in American history and see what has 
been the result when we have not had a navy. At the close of 
the Revolutionary war we practically had no navy, and what 
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was the result? The first we knew there commenced 
our commerce in the Mediterranean Sea. The 
came out and demanded tribute of ee United 


reprisals on 
tes of Algiers 
tates. And what 


followed. Great Britain, seein; 
on the war of 1812. Then the 


ə world, 
Hun from Great Britain and from France—too 
meet the emergency. We t built up a navy and fought out 
that war of 1812 upon the lakes and upon the sea in a manner that 
reflected great 8 oe — — 1 yee 

Suppose we a great na o opening of our 
war. It might have averted war. Put now we have reached the 
time when we are building ee Navy. And eects build- 
ing it up? We are not building it up for the p 
the greatest nation upon the seas; te ween tniiine wen te for 
the re of having peace between ourselves and the rest of the 
wor 

My friend from Ohio says that we are an isolated nation. That 
may have been true ago, but it is not true now. That was 
true in 1882, when the House Committee came out in favor of a 
stronger and larger Navy. But it is not true to-day. The Ameri- 
can flag to-day floats over Porto Rico. It floats thousands of 
3 to the westward, near the scene of the great conflict that 

oing on to-day. American commerce is whitening the seas, 
=A American commerce must be tengo 

Talk about the expense, I admit that this bill carries a large 
amount; but suppose, Mr. , thatsome naval power were 
to close for a single week the port of New York, what would be 
the expense to the American people? 

To my mind, Mr. Chairman, it is the duty of this House to vote 
the a tion that is now called for. bee that appro- 
priation I believe that we vote in accordance with the sentiment 
of the American people. Iam aware that the American people 
are at variance upon questions of the tariff; they are at variance 
upon the question of coinage and banking; they are at variance 
upon many questions connected with po. itical economy. But, 
so far as I have been able to observe, the American people are 
not in any "E at variance on the question of building up a 
navy which give us the strength upon the seas that we have 

n the land and which shall give protection to the American 
citizen wherever he may be and to American commerce wherever 
it may float. 0 astra 

` Mr. Chairman, no more time except that I desire to 
make the request that I be allowed to extend my remarks in the 


ECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcoRD, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr: FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON]. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. . Chairman, a few days ago a 
newspaper article 3 in the Washington press press, and became 
current throughout the country. , bearing — the needs of the serv- 

ice and the deserts of the carer in the rural fro free-delivery de- 
partment. A response to that came to me from carriers in my 
county of Allen in Indiana, and as the matter is 3 to us 
all and important at this time I present it. The carriers si g 
the petition I know personally to be good citizens and good car- 
riers, and much weight should be attached to their judgment. 


MONROEVILLE, IND., February 19, 1904, 
Mr. James M. ROBINSON, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SIR AND 8 We noticed the appeal 


. d our colliers; and the remaining 3,000 we ex to be awaiting assign- 
Sio manning paper o ae all carriors and eou interested in the service ber t, o point er, si 3 
“ ` transferred from one po — ck in hospi or tem- 
poor a — n the “sliding in the rural carriers’ salary porarily out of active service from other ca 


, Weare opposed to the “sliding paer and would like for 
nan * pass the bill bill 2m as the subcommittee resented it to the 
© think that whatever nit worth the third 


onl i cane 
th a carrier becomes . ani iho 
work porta z lba — — and can deliver and collect mail then as satis- 
torily as he can twenty years h 
H ke of th nm sof — 3 if the bill 
= =o eof the o perce: — 1 ign —— 


ow 
ent into the service wi „ 3 
It is the new men who most need the raise. of them went in debt 
for or all of and how will the y ever pay i on a $0 

ose men who haye Doan plodding sway ivr | three years or more 
work for $60 per month, 7 dd think satisfaction and 


y among all the 
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use your good offices in having the bill pass at a straight salary of 
sr) per ara 


TCC „ 
and a aay tpg ee e ee certainly a appreciate ies barr amin meg 
*'Phanking you in advance for the kindness you may 
Very Fespectfully, yours, 


CHARLES W. 
Henry C. DAVIS. 
ALEX. R. PARKER. 

155 FOSS. Mr. V 

Pavi f wal debate expired? ro „„ 
e for gene e 
The CHAIRMAN MAN. The time for general debate upon the part 

of th the minority has closed, There are still twenty minutes re- 
mai to the majority. 

Mr. of Mississi: If the gentleman does not 
need that time, we would like to have it. 
5 I think we had better go on with the reading of 

e 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to be pr sgy for twenty minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is unwilling to entertain that 
2 the House having fixed the N 3 on either 
ə. The five hours of the minority havin the ma- 
do not see fit to use their time, the Chay wall k hold that 


jori 
that expired also, and will direct the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WIL of Mississippi. If the Chair will excuse me a 
moment, I think the Chair perhaps may take a different view of 


that. It was understood, upon this side, at any rate, that if an 
arose in the debate frait reply, thirty minutes wo a 
sa ven to this side over and above what was given. Now, I 
rstand the gentleman from Illinois did not so understand the 
eee 
5 FOSS. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
PAY OF THE NAVY. 


including boatswains, gunn carpenters, sailmakers, warrant machinists, 

et and mates, S, aint aio tava naval constructors sand assistant naval con- 

— V dn 5 sinn 
under honorable discha: nterest Go apatis me 0 

— Saee seamen, landsmen, ont apprentices, er uding men i thew Leo 

force, and men detailed 20000 ut e Naval Militia, and for the Fish Com- 

mission, 31,500 men; the 3. al seen an min pa S ae be re- 


cruited upon the passage of tis act and 250a rentices under at 
Kerk stations e on board training ships, © pay prescribed by law, 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend that paragraph 
by inserting in liou of $19,000,000 the sum of $18,000 ,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


= lino 14, strike out “nineteen” and insert “eighteen;” — A e 
hteen million three hundred and twenty-four thousan 


RIXEV. 5 Chairman, I understand that this 5 

18 ie kus bf eee that provides kor the pay of the enlisted men. 
2 m for an increase of 3,000 men, and, as I view it, 

dae is no 3 for this increase at this time. I do not mean 
to say that the increase may not be necessary at some future time, 
but certainly at the 3 time there is no necessity for provid- 


for these men. They will cost about $1,000,000 a year. 
Anal Taylor, on this point, sai yi 


We now have aoma men of that 34,000. For the next few . 5 it is ex- 

ed that 26,000 our ships in active commission; that about 
Bio ot the romanining 80 wil be wader some in these barracks and 
board ahi. ‘or Rag expect to train many of them in our men-of-war 


The admiral who has charge of oe department in the Navy 
says that 26,000 men will be sufficient for the next few years to 
man our ships. We now have a provision for 31,000. Why pro- 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
league allow me a question there? 
The CHAIR. Does the cout hag am from Virginia yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. RIXEY. Ido. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does not the same authority 
recommend that these men should be enlisted at this time, so that 
for service in the future? 
Certainly he does. -He states that, and I draw 
my own conclusion, The term of enlistment in the Navy is four 


„will my col- 
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years. We already have in the Navy sufficient men to man the 
ships that, in my judgment, we will have in commission in the next 
four years. Then, why provide for 3,000 more? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. My colleague’s conclusions are 
not those of Admiral Taylor. 

Mr. RIXEY. I draw my conclusions from facts stated by Ad- 
miral Taylor and I give them to the House. We now have pro- 
vision for 31,000 men, and it is unnecessary to raise this to 34,000 
when only 26,000 are required to actually man our ships for the 
next few years. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, [hope this amendment will be voted 
down. The Department has figured out to a dollar just what it 
will cost for the pay of officers, midshipmen, and men. This bill 
provides for an increase of 3,000 men, and while it is barely pos- 
sible we will not be able to enlist these 3,000 men, yet we have cut 
down their estimate to the very lowest possible point by $500,000. 
Now, if we cut any further, or, in other words, if we adopt the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, we will absolutely 
in this bill leave some men out; in other words we will fail to pro- 
vide for their pay and their salary. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What was their estimates? 

Mr. FOSS. Nineteen million eight hundred and twenty-four 
thousand and. ninety-three dollars. Now, we have cut that down 
by $500,000, and the gentleman desires to go further. I hope this 
amendment will be voted down, because it isa blow at the men 
and the officers in the Navy. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 
the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina? 

Mr. FOSS. I yield.. 

Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I would like to ask the chair- 
man what is the estimated cost for these extra 3,000 men? AsI 
understand the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, it is 
eee only to cut off the enlistment of these 3,000 men and no 
others. 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman knows that we need these 3,000 
men 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. That is the question, whether 
we do need them? 

Mr. FOSS (continuing). To provide for the proper manning 
of our ships. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. But the gentleman from IIli- 
nois does not think that we will need them for the next two or 
three years, does he? 

Mr. FOSS. We need them now to train them, so that when | 
our ships are ready the men will be ready to man them. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Have we training stations to 
train these extra 3,000 men now? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes: we can train these 3,000 men now. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Where? 

Mr. FOSS. Admiral Taylor said we ought to provide more 
men, but that we did not have adequate training facilities, and 
therefore he only asks for 3,000 in this bill. 

Mr. TATE. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. FOSS. I do. 

Mr. TATE. If the gentleman had the 3,000 men now, where 
would he train them; what training school would you put them 
in? Where would you put them? 

Mr. FOSS. Wewould putthemin Newport. There is a train- 
ing school there; and there is one at Yerba Buena Island, in San 
Francisco Bay. We have a small training station down at Nor- 
folk. I call for a vote. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. RIXEY. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 81, 

So the amendment was rejected. : 

The Clerk read as follows; 


Contingent, Navy: For all emergencies and extraordinary expenses, exclu- 
sive of 8 . in the pias 88 or any of its subordinate 
bureaus or the offices at Washington. D. O., arising at home or abroad, but 
im ‘ble to be anticipated or classified, to be expended on the approval and 
authority of the Secretary of the Navy, and for such purposes as he may 
deem proper, $65,000: Provided, That the accounting officers of the Treasury 
are hereby authorized and directed to allow, in the settlement of the accounts 
of disb e neers 8 ments 1 Ses 5 iy Oon- 
tingent, Navy,” to civilian employees appoin y the Navy Department for 
ante: in land servin atnaval stations maintained in the island ions dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1905, and until such time as Congress make specific 
appropriation for the pay of such employees. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to re- 
serve the point of order as to the proviso to this h. I 


desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. That inquiry is, whether 


the point of ee an be 5 . apply ot to the last two lines 
in that es 7 and 8, on page 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman can apply his point of or- 
der to the whole or any of the paragraph. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Then I desire to reserve the 
point of order against the last two lines. I will state, Mr. Chair- 
man, that my reason for this is that at the present the island of 
Guam, as I understand it, is being governed by the Navy De- 
partment. Whatever law or order or whatever form of govern- 
ment or administration 3 on that island is given them by 
the Navy Department, which has heretofore paid its officials there 
out of the ee Bec 

That emergency d originated four or five years ago, and 
against it many of us on this side of the House have protested ses- 
sion after session of Congress. In this bill the emergency fund 
has been left out, but this contingent fund has been increased 
from $15,000 to $65,000, and it is the purpose of the ree Depart- 
ment, as I am informed, to pay these officials at Guam hereafter 
from this contingent fund. I think that Congress ought to pro- 
vide some kind of government for that little island. It has no 
government now except this by the ral Soap ect and I am 
willing, therefore, for this contingent-fund appropriation this 
year to pay the officials there, but I do not believe that we ought 
to incorporate a clause in the item which will have the appearance 
of making that kind of a government over the island permanent. 

I believethat with the last two lines eliminated from this para- 
graph this provision will apply only to this year’s appropriation. 
I think it will be easier to give that island some kind of govern- 
ment by authority of Congress directly hereafter than if we leave 
the paragraph as it is now. We ought not to declare in any way 
that it is the policy of Congress to permit the Navy Department 
to continue to govern that island, Therefore I insist upon the 
point of order 7 850 those two lines. 

The CHAIR . The Chair will sustain the point of order. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: i 
aa AE a I E Too RATIOA DIATAS, authorising the Secretar ct 
the Navy to establish, at such places as he may deem necessary, suitable de- 
pots for coal and other fuel, for the supply of steamships of war, including 
the purchase of necessary land, $600,000. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I make the 
point of order against the paragraph on page 15 that the law does 
not authorize the purchase of land. 

The Revised Statutes, Mr. Chairman, authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy “ to establish, at such places as he may deem neces- 
sary, suitable depots for coal and other fuel for the supply of 
steamships of war.“ It contains no authority for the purchase 
of land. I believe a fair and reasonable construction of the Re- 
vised Statutes would confine the Secretary of the Navy to land 
belonging to the United States, already owned by the United 
States, and I do not believe that a fair construction of the Revised 
Statutes would authorize the President of the United States or 
the Secretary of the Navy to purchase land from Cuba or any 
other independent government or from the people of any other 
independent government. 

I will state to the Chair that in the hearings it has been an- 
nounced by the Secretary of the Navy, and I believe it is included 
in the report on this bill, that the purpose of this item is to estab- 
lish a coaling station at Guantanamo, in the island of Cuba, 40 or 
50 miles southeast of Santiago, and the appropriation is for that 


purpose. . 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, if my colleague 
will allow me to ask him a question . 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITC Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Do you understand it is the 
papom of the Department to establish a coaling station on the 

nd at Guantanamo which we already have? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I understand that this para- 
graph includes the purchase of necessary land and for that rea- 
son I make the point of order against it, and I believe that the 

int of order will be good against the paragraph if it did not 
include this extra authority to purchase land, because I do not 
believe the Revised Statutes of the United States under a proper 
construction would justify the Secretary of the Navy in estab- 
— 5 a coaling station outside of the territory of the United 

tates. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is prepared to rule upon this. 
The section referred to reads: 


The Secre of the Navy may establish at such places as he may deem 
necessary suitable depots of coal and other fuel for the supply of steamships 


of war. 

It seems, therefore. to the present occupant of the chair that 
the authority to ‘‘establish’’ gives him the authority to do so, 
either by rent or by purchase, as may seem necessary to the Sec- 
retary; therefore the point of order is overruled. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I will respect- 
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folly appeal from the decision of the Chair upon this point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the j ent of the committee? 

The question was taken; and, on a division demanded by Mr. 
Witiiam W. Kircury, there were—ayes 87, noes 51; so the deci- 
sion of the Chair stood as the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the 5 and on that I wish to be heard. 

Mr. GROS OR. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the 
panaros read. We do not know what the motion is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph has been read. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina proposes to strike out the paragraph 
ee in lines numbered 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 on page 15 of 

e bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, this appropria- 
tion, as I have already stated, is to be used at Guantanamo, in 
Cuba. We have heard an able and patriotic speech by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio this afternoon against the enormous appropria- 
tions that we are called upon to make for the Navy. I want to 
remind the House how these appropriation bills grow year after 
year. This item is an entering wedge for an appropriation that will 
finally i ae to equip the plant there $12,000,000, and entail 
upon the Government a constant annual expenditure to maintain 
it. The Secretary of the Navy stated that to equip a plant such 
as they had in mind at Guantanamo would require a total cost of 
about $12,000,000. 

In this bill is carried only an amount of $985,000. Six hundred 
thousand in this item and in another part of the bill $385,000 are 
appropri for Guantanamo. We have another item in this bill 
of a comparatively small appropriation for astationin the Philip- 
pine Islands, while, as has rs declared before the Naval Affairs 
Committee in the hearings, that project will cost from eight to 
twelve million dollars—perhaps much more. 

Do we need this great naval station at Guantanamo? We have 
a naval station at Key West, one at Pensacola, ofe at Charleston, 
S. C. We upon this side are in favor of a good navy, a strong 
navy, a navy with the best ships, the best armor, and the best 
ordnance in every respect. yet we believe that there ought to be 
a limit to the increase of these enormous expenditures which are 
so rapidly growing year after year. The House has an opportu- 
nity to save this expenditure of $12,000,000, and in the interest of 
the people we ought to take advantage of it. 

In my judgment a mere coaling station there could be defended. 
Twelve million dollars means a great deal more than a coaling 
station. It means dry docks, it means each of the nine bureaus 
of the Navy Department having a civil establishment there, and 
it means many other things than a coaling station only. I do not 
believe, as was intimated by the chairman of this committee in 
his speech the other day, that in any part of this country there is 
a disposition to stop the increase of the American Navy. I do 
not believe anybody is in favor of a perpetual standstill policy; 
but there are millions of people who believe that our Navy to-day 
is sufficient for all necessities of to-day and who are not afraid of 
Germany or of England or of any other country, who believe 
that all that good sense and patriotism require is to maintain a 
gradual and moderate increase of our Navy, keeping up with the 
necessities of the country, but not running wild, not being stam- 
peded by baseless fear of war or by an abnormal desire to patrol 
the seas of the world as an international policeman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. t 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it developed in 
the hearings had by the Naval Affairs Committee that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy was extremely urgent that this appropriation 
should be made, not only the item to which the gentleman from 
North Carolina | Mr. WILLIAM W. Kircuty] has taken exception to, 
but other provisions in this bill which relate to the construction and 
maintenance of a navy-yard at Guantanamo, Cuba. Mr. Chair- 
man, the question having been put to the Secretary of the Navy, 
he made this statement in regard to Guantanamo: 


In regard to Guantanamo and Olongapo, I want to say in the beginning 
that no words of mine can overestimate the national im ce. of those two 
stations. I think I would rather see every on Ka m for public works 
in the bill go out than to fail on these two stations. 


He further said: 

As you know, pursuant to the provisions of the Platt amendment, so called, 
and the corresponding provision in the constitution of the Republic of Cuba, 
the two Governments agreed n the lease of two coaling and naval stations 
within Cuba. Tho number in the Platt amendment was not limited, but by 

ment the number has been confined to two, one of them at Bahia Honda, 
witich is some 60 miles west of Habana, on the northern coast of Cuba, and 
the other at Guantanamo, which is some 40 miles east of Santiago,on the 
southern coast of Cuba. 

In 5 of the recommendation made by the Secretary of 
the Navy, and the estimates of the Department, the Naval Affairs 
Committee, with very great care, and after a t deal of exami- 
nation and a great deal of patience, concluded, and the Secretary 


of the Navy not opposing the conclusion that was arrived at by 
the committee, that this less money might be actually need 
than, perhaps, at some time in the future; that, in order to keep 
expenses from reaching a limit that the country might think was 
grossly extravagant, the estimates made for Guantanamo were, I 
think, almost cut in two, certainly were decreased one-third. 

It is proposed by this Government to establish a naval station 
at Guantanamo. Its purpose must be apparent to everybody. 
It is the opinion of the Department and experts—and I do not see 
that we can do better than to accept the opinion of naval experts 
on such a subject—that there is no place on the southern seas 
that presents such strategic advantagesas is found in Guantanamo 
Bay. We were careful when agreements were made with Cuba, 
when the Platt amendments were accepted by the Republic of 
Cuba, to reserve, for certain reasons, the opportunity of construct- 
ing nayal stations on that island. 

As to Guantanamoas a place of very great strategic importance 
there is no division whatever among the naval experts. It is 
agreed all around that by reason of its fine location on the south- 
ern line of Cuba, by reason of the magnificent harbor that is 
found there, with almost a sufficient depth of water to enable 
ships to sail up to the land, there is no place that suggests itself 
so favorably to the rtment as suitably located to maintain a 
naval station. Mr. i , it being understood that within a 
few days from this time the treaty that is now pending—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Debate on this motion is concluded. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] 
may be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I do not want 
care pu consent. Has debate been concluded on this para- 
gra 

CHAIRMAN. Debate has been concluded on this motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. e e some things this morning that I 
think deserve far more than a passing notice. He spoke with his 
usual deliberation and his usual sound judgment in great part, 
but in one respect, at any rate, I think the gentleman put us 
Democrats here in an unfair attitude before the country. He 
called upon us to yote against this appropriation bill for the Amer- 
ican Navy. No gentleman in this House understands better the 
effect of such a vote. Such a vote, if successful, would mean 
this—that the battle ships and cruisers of the American Navy 
were to lie up at their wharves and rust and rot; that American 
sailors are to go unclad and unfed. Now, the gentleman says 
that the Democratic party has announced itself as a great 
party It is; and I agree with Mr. Jefferson, who said, 

enough to say that my passion is peace.“ 

But a charge upon that line comes with poor grace from a Re- 
publican, whose party has brought about the condition of things 
which has rendered this extravagance necessary, or at any rate 
possible. It was not the Democratic party that proposed to go 
**a-world-powering.”’ It was you gentlemen on that side of the 
Chamber, and you might just as well understand now as here- 
after that a country which goes a-world-powering”’ goes out into 
the world with a chip on its shoulder, and it had better be read 
for a row, because it is always inviting a row. [A bese, T 
Now, when the time comes to terminate the folly of going 
a-world-powering,“ if the Democracy shall be clothed with power, 
she will terminate it. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] 
need not doubt that fora moment. I am not only, like him, 
alarmed at these expenditures, but am, like him, willing to go 
further into them. 

Here is an army bill carrying seventy-five millions, a naval bill 
carrying ninety-six millions, a fortification bill carrying seven 
millions—one hundred and seventy-eight millions of money ex- 
pended per annum for war preparations - and what is the result 
of it? It is so starving home development that the very commit- 
tee of which the gentleman is chairman, the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, can not bring in a bill for river and harbor appro- 
priations; for the purpose not of expenditure, but of investment, 
in the interests of the people; for every dollar that is expended in 
home development brings back a return. The United States Gov- 
ernment can not build the public buildings that are needed, and 
sant Ma investments, because they save rent wherever they 
are x 

I say this much—T go this far with the gentleman—that when 
you propose upon this bill new and unnecessary expenditure in 
order to carry further and beyond the ships already 3 for, 
contracted for, or for which provision is made by law, then we 
can stand with him, some of us, and some of us can not, just as 


am 
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that will be the case on that side of the Chamber, and why? Be- 
cause, after all, this is not and can not be a party question. It 
becomes a question for each Representative to decide in his own 
mind as to whether he thinks a particular battle ship, a particu- 
lar cruiser, a particular naval station, started for the first time 
in this bill and not requiring merely clothing and food and equip- 
ment for those taking care of an existing situation, is necessary 
or is unnecessary. That is a question of business, of common 
sense, for each Member to decide. Now, I am glad to hear a voice 
raised on that side, which means logically, whatever it may have 
meant to mean otherwise means, when carried to its last logical 
analysis, this—that some of you are beginning to awaken to the 
idea that the more money which is spent in world-powering 
World-powering' with chips upon our shoulders as bullies in 
the arena of the nations—the less money there is left to make us 
really strong and great and powerful and rich at home. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. i , as a substi- 
tute for my previous motion I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, it is not in 
order for the gentleman to make that motion at this time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then I ask unanimous con- 
sent to occupy five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent to occupy five minutes more. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is 
not a dollar that you put into a vain—aye, vainglori 
Roman or modern land-grabbing national policy that does not 
subtract a dollar somewhere from a schoolhouse, from a good 
road, from the comfort of home, or from river im ent or 
harbor deepening. or from a public building in the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to add that the most defensible of 
all these appropriations are the appropriationsforanavy. Idonot 
see why this country needs more than 25.000 to 35.000 soldiers at 
the most. I do not see why she needs all this money being ap- 
propriated for fortifications. I believe that the advice which was 
given by the oracle to Themistocles and the other Athenians 
who asked it in the ancient days was good for them, and with a 
change of language is good for us. The reply of the oracle was 
that the best fortification Of Athens was wooden walls,” and 
when they went back they construed that to mean ships—at that 
day built out of wood; and of all the money that you are going to 
spend for military preparation and military defense the money 
best spent is that spent in steel and iron ships—iron walls. [Ap- 
plause.] Instead of waiting until the enemy lands to devastate 
your shores and to kill you or be killed by you, you should, so far 
as possible, sink him at sea. 

Speaking for myself, I shall be glad to cooperate with the gen- 
tleman on the other side in cutting down the Army of the United 
States to 25,000 or 30,000 men, that are needed for the most part 
for police supervision. by the way. Iwould be glad if the money 
taken from that sort of expenditure and from fortification could 
be put into the work of home development and some of it into 
naval defense. hi 

Naval defense, not offense. Why, Mr. Chairman, we have had 
some experience lately that ought to teach us a lesson in the 
way of making us feel more safe about ourselves. We have here 
a great continental isolation, 3,000 miles of ocean on one side and 
twice as many upon the other. What was the experience of 
Great Britain in the last Boer war? She found that even with the 
great leviathans of the deep she could hardly transport more than 
one regiment of men at one time in one ship. with their arms, 
provisions, and accouterments. What was the consequence? One 
of the most powerful and wealthy nations, considering its popula- 
tion and area, upon the face of this globe found it almost impos- 
sible to carry troops enough to guard communication from the 
seacoast, rail communication and otherwise, and p itself upon 

-an actual fighting parity, man for man and gun for gum, in the 
field with a little republic in the center of Africa. 

It will be very hard indeed for any nation in this world, trans- 
porting her troops in ships, a regiment at a time, to land 
the American coast a number of men that could not be starved to 
death in very short order, or bodily surrounded and overcome by 
the National Guard and militia of the neighborhood, if even our 
regular forces could not be gotten up. And then, if, furthermore, 
the enemy are to run the gantlet of an American Navy at sea, 
though not of ** world-power ” and world-conquering proportions, 
but simply of American 5 for home defense, they would 
find it a yet more difficult job. 

And do you think they do not know that as well as we know it? 
They know it vastly better. 

But you have entered upon this world-power”’ arena. You 
have twisted the British lion’s tail; you have, through the news- 


papers and otherwise, insulted Germany; you have engaged in 
this rapid-transit business in , and the whole world sits 
quiet. Why? Because they know war with the United States 
would be unprofitable from every sort of standpoint. 

Gentleman ought not to try to put the Democratic party in the 
attitude of inconsistency because it has said it is in favor of be- 
coming a war power by setting a great example to the world, 
rather than going around armed asa bully inviting attack, and still 
does not vote down an appropriation bill to clothe and feed Ameri- 
can sailors or to keep ships already in commission afloat and to go 
on with the contracts we already have made. [Loud applause on 
the Democratic side.] j 


[Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. irman., I certainly did not make my- 
self clear to the gentleman from Mississippi if he has gathered 


from what I said any intimation that I favored allowing battle 
ships now under way to remain incomplete or to abandon the 
maintenance of the Navy. I did say that I should vote against 
this bill, and I expect to do so if opportunity offers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. You asked us if we would not 
join you now in the consideration of that platform. 

Mr. BURTON. Yes, sir. But what it seems to me was clear 
8 g 8 5 this, that a material modification ought to be made 
in this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ithinkso,too. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. BURTON. t the further construction of battle shins 
should be abandoned until we are done with those already in 
course of building, and I really can not see how the minority is 
doing its duty to this House and to the country without taking a 
stand in that direction. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman permit an 
interruption right there? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Four years ago the minority 
filed views against the then pending naval bill. and. so far as I 
know, it is the only time that such a thing has been done. We 
fought all these things over, we called attention to these increases 
and extravagances. We received no . as I recollect, from 
that side of the House at all. If we had then had the influence of 
the gentleman aiding us, we might haveaccomplished more. We 
have in every Congress since then protested against these increases. 
We have given the gentleman and his friends an opporiunity here 
Or BURTON. ‘The gent ngth 

T. TON. e gentleman is mazing a rather le 
statement. Iam e to be informed “4 

Mr, WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The minority have taken the 
position, as I understand it—certainly those for whom I could 
spak ear t taken the position—that the gentleman has advocated 

ere à 

Mr. BURTON. Iam glad to be informed that at one time a 
minority report was filed. I was not aware of that fact, but if 
there is a sincere desire to carry out and make part of the policy 
of this country the provision of the Kansas City platform, why 
be satisfied with filing one minority report? Is it not the duty 
of the minority to maintain that contest. to be strenuous about it 
to the end, with each bill, not to stop and refer to the RECORD of 
four years ago, but to continue it from that time to this? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN 


Will the tleman 
another interruption? 725 8 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from North Carolina? 
Mr. BURTON. Certainly. I would prefer not to have it too 


long. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Does the gentleman wish to 
state to this House that the only way to oppose a bill or to under- 
take to reduce its extravagancesis to file a minority report? Why, 
of course we fight the bill out here. Nobody is in favor of ap- 
propriating nothing for the Navy. We are all in favor of a 
gradual increase and of a faithful maintenance of what we have, 
but it is not required of us, I think, to file minority views every 
time, because it is a matter of judgment upon each item in the 
bill. We do not oppose the making of a proper appropriation. 

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman state how many votes have 
been mustered on his side at any time in favor of a reduction? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I can not state the number, 
but I can state that a large majority of our side have been in 
favor of it on every occasion when a test vote has been taken, in 


m Poh ei 
BURTON. Will the gentleman state 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. And I should like to ask the 
mtleman, how many votes haye you mustered on your side in 
avor of your views? 
Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman state on what occasions 
these votes were taken that he refers to? 
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Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. There has been a test upon 
every occasion, as I recollect, in the last five years, and one test 
here this afternoon. 

Mr. BURTON. Is it not true that the leader of the minority 
on this committee, the leading representative of the Democratic 
party on this committee, favored this bill in toto? He, of course, 
can answer for himself. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The gentleman who represents 
the minority on this committee can answer for himself, but what 
I have stated is that the majority of the Democratic membership 
of this House have heretofore taken the position that the minority, 
with whom I have cooperated, have taken. 

Mr. BURTON. I think, Mr. i 

Mr. RIXEY. I should just like to state 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. Ishould like to state to my friend that when this 
matter was in committee there was a motion to eliminate the bat- 
tle ship and the armored cruisers, upon the ground that the naval 
establishment recommended one battle ship, one armored cruiser, 
and three protected cruisers, and stated in their recommendation 
that they were to be considered in the order of their importance 
in the inverse order—that is, the three protected cruisers first, 
then the armored cruiser, and then the battle ship, and a majority 
of the minority members of the committee thought that the battle 
ship and the armored cruiser might be left out of this bill. 

. BURTON: However, is it not true that they favored an 
increase of the Navy by building additional ships at this time? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Aississi issippi. Not to the same extent as the 
majority. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


ired, 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. IJ ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Chairman, that the time of the gentleman from Ohio be extended 
five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wish to amend the request 

tleman be allowed ten minutes additional. 
The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio be ex- 
tended ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURTON. This may be taken as true—— 

Mr, RIXEY. Do you want an answer to your question? 

Mr. BURTON. Ishould like to be uninterrupted for a mo- 
ment. The enlargement of the Navy has proceeded with the ap- 

oval of the majority of the minority, and the minority have at 

east been unfortunate in the impression created in the country, 
that this bill with its incidents, with the increases involved, has 
been framed in accordance with the substantially unanimous 
judgment of this House. Now, the gentleman from Mississippi 
makes some remarks in re: to— 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will my friend allow a single suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Missouri? 

Mr. BURTON. Ido. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iheartily approve the position that the gen- 
tleman is so ay championing; but I want to inform him also 
that he is mistaken in supposing that this position which he is 
now controverting has been unanimous or even had the support 
of the majority of the minority either in the committee orin the 


ouse. . 

Mr. BURTON. Then, what is the attitude of the minority? 
Here is the plain platform of 1900, on which the minority do not 
agree. One of the most unequivocal and clearest provisions in 
the platform. How could that minority if it ever wished to seek 
the approval of the citizens of the country who oppose the en- 

ement of the Navy claim that they e effective opposition 
to it? Here is the p of the platform. He who runs may 
read. It is as clear as anything there; and this confession is 
made: We do not agree in supporting that plank of the platform. 
If that be the case, how does the country know that you will 
a if ever it should happen that you should get into power? 
ere these mere epee to be observed and regarded by you or 
utterly disregarded, as you should choose? 
Mr. VANDIVER. If the gentleman will allow me, I merely 


suggest—— : ie . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri, if he desires 
to interrupt. will address the Chair. 

Mr. BURTON. Ishall have to decline. 

Now, mention has been made of the omission to pass a river 
and harbor bill at this session. It is probable that the responsi- 
bility for that rests very leer with the committee, and, of 
course, if there is any blame it will rest uponits chairman. Iam 
perfect'y willing to take that responsibility. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Ido not want yon to think 
that I think so. 

Mr. BURTON. Thirty-eight millions of dollars are now lying 
in the Treasury available for river and harbor improvements, 
nearly twice as great an amount as was ever expended in a single 
year. The sundry civil bill will carry probably an additional 
amount of $8,000.000, making in all $46,000,000. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

a CHAIRMAN. Does-the gentleman from Ohio yield to his 
co e? 

Mr. BURTON. 5 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is the gentleman also able to state the 
amount of money that will be carried in the sundry civil bill for 
the purposes 5 buildings? 

Mr. BURTON. That Iam not posted upon. I can not state 
that. I have no doubt it is a large amount. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a fact that it will be much larger 
an ovo carried by any public-building bill except that of last 
year 

Mr. BURTON. I should presume so, but I am not accurately 
informed upon that question. 

That makes $46,000,000 to be 3 the coming year, more 
than twice as much as was expended in any single year since the 
beginning of river and harbor improvements. What does that 
show? t it would be futile to pass a river and harbor bill 
with this situation. If there is any lack of promptness in the 
prosecution of that class of public work, the blame rests with the 
machinery of the executive department, which carries out the 
will of Congress. It is our intention to bring in a bill carrying 
an amount sufficient to maintain the work not expressly provided 
for. Thus if any reproach can rest upon this side of the House, 
or upon anybody, I am willing to take the reproach myself, be- 
cause, as it seems to me, it was a sensible thing to do under the 
circumstan 


ces. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of sears Se Mr. Chairman, I do not want 
to be misunderstood there. I hope the gentleman does not think 
I am blaming him? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly not. : 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am blaming the system an 
the necessity for it. 

Mr. BURTON. I think the system is wrong. The work, as 

rosecuted by the engineers engaged—not from their fault, but 

88 of the insufficient number of them proceeds tardily. 
It should also be said that the delays in preparing the plans and 
the time required by the Attorney-General's Department in con- 
demning necessary property are factors in the situation. 

Now, something has been said about our being a world power. 

I do not see what blame can rest upon the Republican party in 
that respect. We took possession of the Philippines because we 
supposed our intervention over there was just as necessary as in 
Cuba. Whatever the decision may be, one thing is certain, 
whether it was well for the United States or not, it was well for 
the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands that we should take pos- 
session, and the Republican party proposes to administer that 
trust and maintain order and advance civilization if it can pos- 
sibly be done. [Applause.] I do not want to be understood asa 
nonresistant. A great deal has been said in favor of withdrawal 
from the Philippines. Suppose in the face of brigandage and re- 
bellion there the flag that went proudly into Manila Harbor should 
come down. Suppose the American Army and Navy should do 
what they have never done in W way without a fight 
in the face of a foe, and our troops away. The leaders of the 
y that brought it about might as well call on the rocks and 
to fall on them to hide them from the condemnation the 
would receive from the people of this country and from the world. 
Of that much we may be sure. 


. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from Georgia? i 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I desire to ask the gentleman this question: 
Does the gentleman from Ohio now contend that there is a state 
of war and brigandage in the Philippines now? 

Mr. BURTON. I do contend this, that without an efficient 
constabulary there would be outbreaks, though great results have 
been . ad by our control there. 

Mr. HARDWICK. One further question. 

Mr. BURTON. I hardly see how this applies to the line of ar- 
gument to which I have been addressing myself. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I do not want to draw the gentleman from 
the line of his argument, but the gentleman was discussing the 
question of withdrawing or not withdrawing from the Philippine 
Islands, or whether or not we were under fire there. The gentle- 
man, then, is in favor, as I understand it, of withdrawing from 
there as soon as the islands are pacified? 
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Mr. BURTON. Whether there is a firing line there or not it 
would be a surrender; it would be a withdrawal that would have 
in it the elements of cowardice. That is what I meant to say. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Why so, if resistance has ceased? 

Mr. BURTON. Because we took possession there for a pur- 

e, and that purpose would be abandoned entirely if we should 


eave. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield tothe gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly I yield to the gentleman from Tli- 
nois, and I desire to thank the gentleman from Illinois for giving 
me time, because he knew I was going to against this bill. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether or not 
he thinks that we ought to have a fleet in the Orient large enough 
and strong enough to protect the Philippines? 

Mr. BURTON. Why, I presume I should say yes. What is 
the reason, though. that we need any more battle ships to protect 
the Philippines? Who is raising any cry against us? Who is 
threatening to attack the x pin LAS at all? 

Mr. F In reply to that let me answer him in the words of 
Admiral Dewey: 

Tasked General Young the other day, when we were on the t board, 
“In case we should have a war“ torbid— how lo: the Army 


stay in the Philippines after the Navy left?" He said, “Six weeks; possibly 
two months.” 
Mr. BURTON. Why, Mr. Chairman, that goes on the assump- 


tion we are going to have a war, that we will be involved in a 
quarrel. Now, a quarrel if it arose with reference to the Philip- 
pines would require a naval force in excess, if there is a united 
movement against us, of any you are even proposing to build. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be considered 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I was at some loss to determine whether the gentleman 
from Ohio in quoting the Democratic platform on the subject on 
the Navy. did so with an approval—— 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. i , will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURTON. I may say that there was an implied ap 
of the sentiment there; but I think the gentleman will that 
I asked the question as to what had been done by the party in 


pursuance thereof. 

Mr. LACEY. I think the Democratic side of this Chamber 
misunderstood my friend as indorsing their platform and speak- 
ing for if with approval. I hope they did. I was at some little 
loss to understand the position he took. But in order that in the 
Recorb the statement of the Republican party on this question 
may be clearly set out, I desire to read what that party says on 
this subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before the gentleman does 
that, will he let me ask him a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In so far as that particular 
sentiment read by the gentleman from Ohio is concerned, do you 
not indorse the Democratic platform? 

5 5 LACEY. I am going to give you what I believe on that 
subject. 

. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to know, as frr as 
that particular sentiment is concerned, if the gentleman does not 
think that is sound? 

Mr. LACEY.. What does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Missen issippi. To the one that the gentle- 
man from Ohio read. I will read it to you again. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to have the gentleman read it, be- 
cause I would like to have the two go side by side. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (reading) 

We are in favor of extending the Republic’s infi 
but believe that influence id be extanded not 93988 Ana tat 
through the persuasive power of a high and honorable example. 

Now, if the gentleman objects to that he would object to the 
Lord's Prayer in the Democratic platform. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LACEY. The gentlemen on the other side, and the leader 
of the Democratic side in particular, indorses the sentiment as 
being restrictive of the expansion of the American Navy. So far 
as the moral question is involved, extending American power by 
peaceful means is concerned, there is no conflict between the two 

litical parties. But the issue here to-day is whether the Amer- 
ican Navy shall be expanded or not. The argument was made 
that if you expand the Navy you increase the danger of war; that 
if you havea navy you must have war in order to utilize the navy. 

Now, on the contrary, the Navy is preventive of war. The 


very walls that the gentleman from Mississippi describes as de- 
fensive of Athens are defensive to-day, except that they are steel 
instead of wood, and the position of the Republican party is well 
stated in the platform, which I will read: 

ENLARGEMENT OF THE NAVY. 


The peace and security of the Republic, and the maintenance of its right- 
ful influence among the nations of the earth demand a naval power com- 
mensurate with its position and responsibility. We therefore favor the 
continued enlargement of the Navy and a complete system of harbor and 
seacoast defenses. 


Now, this supplements the doctrine of our Democratic friends. 
You add the two together and you have something substantial; 
take off the enlargement of the Navy to meet the conditions we 
are confronted with, and you have simply got the Lord’s Prayer 
for the purposes of defending the United States of America 
3 on the Republican side], and that has never proved 

ective. 

The battle ship is the great ocean pees to keep the peace on 
the high seas. It is the defense of our seacoast, and our Demo- 


cratic opponents will not dare raise their voices against voting a 
liberal appropriation for the American Navy. y will take 
posed is more 


shelter, if at all, on the ground that the amount 
than is needed. The question after all, on both sides of this House, 
is as to what would be a just and reasonable amount of increase 
under existing conditions. 

ba baie ace . The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Lacey], I think, stated the meat of this proposi- 
tion. Suppose one side of this House is in favor of a large in- 
crease in the Navy, each Member of it might well differ as to 
what specific increase should be had each year. One man might - 
be in favor of one battle ship a year, another of two battle shi 
a year, and another of a dozen battle ships a year; and in addi- 
tion to the battle ships one might be in favor of one armored 
cruiser each year, and another of two armored cruisers, and an- 
other of a dozen. If the other side of the House is in favor of a 
smaller increase each year, 3 differ as to what that in- 
crease should be. One might be in favor of one battle ship, an- 
other of two battle ships; or one might be in favor of one cruiser, 
another of two cruisers, another might be in favor of one battle 
ship and a cruiser, and another might favor two of each. 

I think if anyone should take the pains to go backand examine 
the history of the increase of the Navy for the last six or seven 
years he would find that while both sides were in favor of an in- 
crease of the Navy, while neither side was in favor of standing 
pat” on it, yet he would find that the Republican party has been 
in favor of enormous increase, entailing vastly increased and. in 
my asant, extravagant expenses on the people, and that this 

ide has been in favor of a more economical, a more moderate in- 
crease. I belong to that class of Democrats who believe that we 
ought to increase the Navy, but increase it gradually and mod- 
erately. I, myself, would not object to having a stated pro- 
gramme providing for a certain number of battle ships anda 
certain number of armored cruisers, to be constructed during a 
certain period cf years. I am not in favor of a“ stand pat policy 
and di ing to the world that we will no longer increase the 

a 


Navy. 
Wh Congress has in the last few years, in a single session, 
bills authorizing the construction of ships that would cost, 
when put upon the seas, $50,000,000. Thirty millions of dollars 
in another year, and this bill will entail a future expenditure of 
$30,000,000 for ships. Suppose we cut that in two and authorize in 
this bill ships to cost $15,000,000, and hereafter for several years 
authorize $15,000,000 worth, would not that be a constant and 
steady increase, and would it not meet the demands of this great 
country, and would it not appeal to the patriotism and the eco- 
nomical sense of the American people? After the passage òf this 
bill, which carries more than $30,000,000 toward paying for and 
equipping ships already underconstruction, we will then haveupon 
us obligations to be hereafter paid of more than 880,000, 000 to 
5 85 aag equip the ships y authorized and those carried by 


I have never believed in making this country a great offensive 
nation to override and intimidate the other civilized powers of the 
world. I believe in having a navy capable of taking care of our 
interests when war comes, and I believe in providing absolutely 
for our defense in time of peace. 

I would take, if it were in my power, part of the amount neces- 
sary for the big ships authorized in this particular bill and build 
torpedo boats, these submarine boats, and I would build a suf- 
ficient number of them to put them in every important ‘harbor of 
the United States. While we may not have the means, and while 
the people may not be willing and should not be taxed to build 
enough battle ships to go out and destroy the fleets of England, 
still we can economically build sufficient torpedo boats to keep the 
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navies of the world off our shores. We can do that reasonably 
and economically. For one-half the cost of the ships authorized 
in this bill we could build enough submarines to protect every 
important harbor in the United States. For the price of one bat- 
tle ship we can build 33 submarine boats. No officers of 


any navy in the world would dare take a ship into a harbor pro- 
tected by submarine boats. Admiral Dewey stated before our com- 
mittee in the Fifty-sixth Congress that if the Spanish Government 
had had two submarine boats in Manila Harbor, and he and his 
men had known it, the strain would have been too much for 
human nerve, and they never would have entered that harbor; 
and thus it would be. 

No man would risk the lives and no man would risk his own repu- 
tation in history by taking a battle ship freighted with 600 or a 
thousand men into a harbor where these submarine monsters lay 
concealed. Again, I believe that sort of defense to be the cheap- 
est and most effective that human ingenuity can provide for our 
harbors. I also believe that if it had not been for great corporate 
interests desiring large ships which require vast tons of steel and 
armor which they sell, the sentiment of the country would have 
been more in favor of defending our coast by the smaller boats, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I unani- 
mous consent to be allowed to continue for two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended for two minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. . KITCHIN. Another thing, Mr. Chairman, 
when you build these submarine boats for defense and put them 
in your harbors, your great battle ships can go out after the enemy 
ant will not have to hug our shores to defend us. When you 
build smaller boats, these torpedo carriers, you liberate your bat- 
tle ships. The building of the smaller craft eliminates the neces- 
sity of having so many larger and more expensive battle ships. 
I know a navy requires large expense. I know we have to keep 
up our navy-yards. We must continue the construction of ships 
and must preserve what we already have. But I believe that 
with an expenditure of one-half of what we are expending in new 
construction we can provide a more effective navy for defense 
against any possible enemy by appropriating a large portion of it 
to the proper means of defense. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
stated the: spirit which has actuated me in my service on this Na- 
val Committee. It has not been my fortune to be on the subcom- 
mittee that practically prepared this bill. I have heard many of 
the hearings. I have gone through these bills carefully session 
after session of Congress. 

I know there is not a man in this House that would feel more 
humiliated by an American defeat than myself; I know there is 
not a man in America that would rather see the American Navy 
overcome all possible rivals than myself; but there are two things 
to consider—the necessity of what we are doing, measured by the 
amount of danger from the outside, and the great people who have 
to pay these enormous expenses. We appropriate $96,000,000 by 
this bill. That means $7 out of the Treasury for every head of a 
family in the United States—$7 to each family. Where will it 
end? If you are going to establish great naval stations in the 
Philippines and in Cuba, and constantly and increasingly add to 
the Mary and its expense rr such exorbitant strides, where will it 
end? Ten years ago the Navy cost $25,000,000; now near $100,- 
000,000 What will it be ten ears from now? The thing to do 
is to moderate the increase. [Applause.] 
oy the hammer fell. ] 

he CHAIRMAN, The debate on this amendment is ex- 


Mr, Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ments will be considered as withdrawn. The gentleman from 
West Virginia moves to strike out the last word. 

Mr. DA N. Mr. irman, it seems to me that the position 
taken by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] here to-day is a 
most remarkable one. In violation of his own party’s platforms, 
as I will show later on, he has announced his opposition and deter- 
mination to vote against this bill providing for the naval service 
and a reasonable increase of its matériel. He has gone further, 
and made a direct appeal to the minority side to join him against 
his own party in this opposition. I congratulate the able and 
distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] upon 
his answer to this appeal, and his clear statement of Democratic 
position touching this question. : 

It is not, as he has said, a partisan question, and nothing in the 
Democratic platform, as I read it, can be construed into opposi- 
tion to the upbuilding of the Navy. A platform of this kind is 
significant not only for its direct declarations, but also frequently 
for its omission of direct declarations. In this case the omission 


of the last Democratic platform of any declaration against the 
policy of mere building is, under the peculiar ci ces, very 
significan 

One clause of it does denounce what is called militarism.” It 
distinctly opposes the existence of a large standing army and in- 
sists that a small army with the home guard is cient for the 
country's defense at home. That declaration is, however, signifi- 
cant in the fact that nota word of it can be construed to relate to 
the United States Navy and toits upbuilding. Therefore, as Isaid 
on Saturday last, this is a question upon which it seems both par- 
ties can stand—a careful, thorough upbnilding of the Navy for 
national peace, national honor, and national defense. 

So far as I know, the gentleman from Ohio must stand on an- 
other and a different platform from that of either of the parties; 
and I insist that it is a platform that has nothing in it; that is, 
neither flesh nor fowl nor good red herring.” It is not an Ameri- 
can platform; and it is not the platform of the Republican party, 
which we have a right to stand upon and which has been reiter- 
ated time and again in the conventions of our party for the last 
twenty years. 

In order to make this clear I want to read some of these plat- 
forms to see how far the gentleman in his appeal to the minority 
has been seeking to place hi pene platform of the minor- 
ity and against the declarations of his own party. 

In 1884 the platform of the Republican party demanded this: 

We demand the restoration of our Navy to its old-time strength and effi- 
ciency, that it may in any sea protect the rights of American citizens and 
the interests of American commerce. 

In 1888 the Republican party proclaimed this: 

We earnestly recommend that prompt action be taken by Congress in the 
enactment of such legislation as will best secure the rehabilitation of our 


American merchant marine, and we protest against the by Congress 
of a free-ship bill as calculated to work injustice to labor the 


wages of those en in preparing materials such as t - 

8 a cur tne, We: demands — — for tho n aa 

of our Navy. 

rhs 1892 the same party in its party platform made this declara- 
on: 

We favor the extension of our foreign commerce, the restoration of our 
mercantile marine by home-built ships, and the creation of a nayy for the 
protection of our national interests and the honor of our flag. 

And in 1896, when we elected that great American statesman 
from the gentleman’s own State of Ohio whose memory every 
Republican reveres to-day, and when we swept this country from 
one end to the other, we stood upon this platform, and the gen- 
tleman himself was sent to this House upon this platform: 

The peace and security of the Republic and the maintenance of its rightful 
influence among the nations of the earth demand a naval power commensu- 
rate with its position and enepar E We therefore favor the continued 
vont bara of the Navy and a complete system of harbor and seaport de- 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. DAYTON. Iask for five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayron] for five min- 
utes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, we have heretofore stood in 
this House and seen those who were near and dear to us in party 
principles get away from their moorings and cross to the other 
side. If the gentleman from Ohio must go from us, we will 
deeply regret it. But where can he go for a platform on this 
question? He can not stand on the Republican platform, nor can 
he stand on the Democratic platform touching the upbuilding of 
the United States Navy. e significant clause in the latter's 
platform denouncing militarism and the omission of any refer- 
ence to the Navy show that they favor or are at least not adverse 
to the upbuilding of the naval service, while the gentleman 
stands in distinct oppona; as I haye shown by party declara- 
tion, to hga B gpu eon which he was elected to this floor. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, it is time for us to think about these 
party declarations. It is time for us sometimes to remember 
that we have reason to be proud of the record of our party when 
we have gone to the country u 3 and there 
is no victory that we have achieved that has ever brought us 
more lasting success and poe good to the country than that 
of 1896 when we elected William McKinley upon the ringing 
declaration, amongst others, that we should uphold the American 
AR and continue to uphold it. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, we are always glad to welcome 
recruits, but I for one am not willing that a new recruit shall un- 
dertake to lecture me as to my duty. [Laughter and applause. ] 
I have nothing to do with the effort on the part of the gentleman 
from West Virginia . Dayton] to read the gentleman from 
Ohio out of the Republican party. The position of a majority of 
the minority members of the Committee on Naval ‘Affairs with 
regard to the increase of the Navy was that we should not an- 
nounce that we would neyer build another ship, but it was that 
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we are now building faster than any nation in the world, with the 
exception of Great Britain, and it was unnecessary to authorize 
more battle ships at this time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That we haye more under 
contract. - 

Mr. RIXEY. We now have completed twelve battle ships. 
We have under contract twelve more, so that when the battle 
ships under contract shall have been completed, our Navy will be 
then twice the size that it is to-day. In the statement which is 
furnished by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and which I be- 
lieve to be accurate, I find that Great Britain is building ships to 
the amount of 351,000 tons, the United States 322,000, France 
only 180,000, Russia 142,000, Germany 118,000. We are building 
nearly three times as fast as Germany; and when the ships al- 
ready authorized are completed, we will have far outstripped 
Germany in the number of battle ships and their tonnage. 

The position of the Democratic party is that while we owe 
$82,000,000 upon these ships already contracted for, and while the 
ships contracted for will double our Navy, it is not necessary at 
this time to authorize ships to cost $30,000,000. In view of the 
statement made by the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations that we might expect a deficit, why not let the building 
this year stand until another year and save 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Like rivers and harbors. 
Mr. RIXEY. They tell us that they have not the money for 


any internal improvements. Save $30,000,000 here; it will not | his 


cripple the Navy, it will not affect its efficiency, and you will 


so far asthe record goes. [Laughter and applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last five 
words. I desire to call the attention of members of the commit- 
tee to the question of the tonnage of our ships which we are now 
building. Owing to the fact that there have been numerous de- 
lays in the construction of our ships, it would appear that we are 
building a great many ships at the present time. If the contracts 
had been lived up to, more than half the tonnage to-day which is 
in process of construction would be built: So it is nota fair state- 
ment to take that icular diagram here which shows that we 
are building largely at the present time unless you take along 
with it the other statement, and that is this: Take, for instance, 
a period of years, since January 1, 1898, during the last five or 
six years,and how much tonnage have we added to the American 
Navy? Great Britain has added 641,000 tons; France has added 
218,000 tons; Russia has added 160,000 tons; Germany, 190,000 
tons; Japan, 153,000 tons, but the United States only 117,000 tons 
during the last six years. Now, take that statement and couple 
the other with it when you take into consideration the question 
of how much we have built and how much we are building to-day. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to discuss this question any 
further at this time, and I call for a vote upon the pending mo- 
tion, which I believe is to strike out the paragraph on page 15, 


“ depots for coal.“ 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Before the gentleman takes 
seat—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog- 


have the money. Admiral Taylor testified before the committee— | nized 


and his statement is in print—that by 1907 we would still lack 797 
officers for our Navy as at present authorized. If this is true, 
and it is true, why go on and authorize ships to be built for which 
we have not the officers? The position of the Democratic party 
is not that this pee ps bill must be voted inst, and we 
reject the advice of the Republican Member [Mr. Burton], who 
advises us to take that position. Weare for a reasonable support 
of any navy that is necessary for the exigencies of the time. For 
myself I believe that we are to-day the second naval power in the 
world. Our ships are new, whilst many of the battle ships and 
armored cruisers of the Old World are so old that they ought to be 
relegated to the second or the third line of defense. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment will be considered 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 


last four words. 

I was greatly affected by the Sabet appeal made by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. WrLL1ams], the leader of the mi- 
nority on this floor, when he made such a pathetic appeal in re- 
gard to the nditures of the public moneys, or rather the non- 
expenditure of the public moneys, by the Republican party in the 
present Congress. He said that these war bills were soabsorbing 
of the public revenues that we could not build public bhildings, 
Iinfer that a great many people 1 office are at present dis- 
tributing the mails in the open air. He said that we could not 
dig harbors and rivers, and a sad condition was depicted by him, 
so that sadness came over me. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] came to my rescue and 
relieved my mind somewhat when he stated that it was proposed 
in the coming sundry civil bill to appropriate double the amount 
of money for the improvement of riversand harbors that had been 
expended by the last Democratic Congress. That relieved my 
mind on the river and harbor question. But still I feared that 
the public buildings were being neglected, and I instituted a 
search. I have found very much to relieve my anxiety. I find 
that in the forthcoming sundry civil bill there will be appropri- 
ated $10,545,883.79 for public buildings now under construction 
and those already authorized by acts of Congress approved by the 
President and upon which no money has hitherto been expended. 
Upward of ten million and a half dollars! This in time of practi- 

war, as I now learn; this when the money in the Areuy is 
3 absorbed by the war bills about which we have hi so 
much. 

I thought I would look and see what was a reasonable expendi- 
ture under a Democratic Administration in time of profound peace, 
so I went back to the long session of the Fifty-third Congress, and 


over ep the upward of ten million and a half proposed to be | prefigurin 


expended for public buildings at this session of Con I found 
that the Fifty-third Congress, the last Democratic Cones that 
we have had and probably the last we will have [laughter], ina 
time of profound peace, when they had to borrow the money ata 
high rate of interest, expended $1,126,500 for public buildings. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Ten times as much. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. About nine times as much in the present 
expenditures; and that is about the ratio of all that is great and 
good in administration existing to-day between the two parties 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BASSETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
line. I understand that the pending amendment is to strike out, 
on page 15, the lines beginning with 7; and I understand further 
that this appropriation which is proposed to be stricken out ap- 
plies to the coaling station at Guantanamo Harbor. It is to the 
need of this coaling station that I propose to address myself, as I 
intend to vote against the amendment. And as I presume I will 
be somewhat alone on this side, I wish to explain briefly my rea- 
sons. In my judgment a coaling station at this point on the 
southern side of the island of Cuba, controlling as it does the 
Caribbean Sea,is a most important part of the home coast de- 
fense, and is entirely different from the proposition to place 
defenses in the Philippines or in distant parts of the world. 

If one will examine on a map the routes of travel from our large 
cities, like Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, to South Amer- 
ican ports and between Atlantic seaboard towns and the proposed 
Panama Canal, he will see that ships do not go between Cuba and 
Florida, but pass the eastern end of the island of Cuba. We need 
ee Gres ex for our war ships near this route. The mainland 
is much too faraway. Thestrategic importance of the Caribbean 
Sea demands such stations. 2 

As developments at the Isthmus go on during the next decade 
that route past the eastern end of Cuba will become more and 
more important, and the proper defense of this route and the 
control of the Caribbean Sea become part of the coast defenses of 
the United States and not part of a foreign enterprise. Stations 
and fortifications half around the world are no portion of our 
home defense. They will be sources of t expense, and in war 
with a great power a weakness rather a help, But coaling 
stations as outposts for coast defense are right, and such is the 
location at Guantanamo Bay. 

The CHAIR . The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 
Penn a Bomen of ig we angen rade ao and transportation of 
grap. books, and models, 3 i 
Un -yards; postage on letters sent a 
AM Eeh under E 
sible to classify, $35,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Just to illustrate that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] is not quite as accurate in figuring at the time as in 

g things, he tells us that we are going to make more 
public building appropriations upon some appropriation bill and 
more river and harbor appropriations on some other general a 
propriation bill than we would have got if we had a public build- 
ane a and a river and harbor bill. 

ell, now, there are some things that mathematics can prove 
to me eyen read in the confident and hasty manner in which 
the gentleman reads them, or rather prepared in the hasty man- 
ner and read in the confident manner in which he uses them, but 
it would be very hard to convince me by any kind of figuros that 
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we are going to get the river and harbor appropriations we need 
and ought to have this year when the River and Harbor Commit- 
tee will not act; and it is very hard to convince me that we are 
going to get as many public buildings as we ought to have when 

ou are afraid for the Public Buildings Committee to act and 
tine in a report for new legislation to the House. 

Now, Mr. 8 I know that the great harbor of New York 
is waiting for much-needed improvements; I know that New 
Orleans is waiting; I know that Baltimore is waiting; I know that 
the great Mississippi Valley, the central artery of our commerce 
and trade, overflowed and partially devastated last year, is waiting; 
I know that representatives of all those interests have been here 
knocking at committee doors and have gotten ‘‘ merely hearings, 
and nothing more,” and I know that these representatives of 
suffering interests would not be here unless they were here for 
something. I know that the word has out to the country 
that home developments must be starved this year to some extent, 
because there is a threatened deficit in the Treasury. By the 
way, I want to say right here, Mr. Chairman, that nothing scares 
me to death as much as a threatened deficit. You have got your 
deficit, and we will win our great conflict in the next Presidential 
election just about in time to go in with a deficit, and then you 
will come along and swear it took place “in anticipation of a 
Democratic victory.” 5 on the Democratic side.] You 
have confessed beforehand you are going to have it, and you will 
swear then we produced it. 

I expect to see half of that side of the House up saying, “At 
the time the deficit began to declare itself the deficit, Madame 
Deficit and Monsieur Deficit had news of a Democratic victory in 
advance,” and that you knew beforehand that the deficit had the 
news, and that you are prepared to substantiate the solidity of 
the information upon the part of the deficit.” I know what you 
have been talking. I know that you have been saying that you 
would pass the general appropriation bills and get away from 
here without any other legislation, except perhaps a service pen- 
sion to tax the South, just as soon as you possibly could, and the 

tleman from Ohio and I both know—we are bound to know 
that for this year river and harbor improvements and a great 
many other useful things are being decreased in their appropria- 
tions, and public works and home development are suffering be- 
cause of the vast amount of money that has been made necessary 
to carry on the Government under the present régime with this 
“ world-power”’ policy. 

The C MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Without objection, the pro forma amendment is withdrawn. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

n Bureau of Yards and Docks: For contingent that ma 
dee 8 and stations, $40,000. inntian iin z 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move to substitute $20,000 
for the $40.000 herein provided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 19, in line 16, strike out “forty " and insert twenty.“ 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, in support of that I 
wish to call the attention of this committee to the fact that this 
bill provides for contingent fundsin the various bureaus amount- 
ing to $631,358, as follows: Navy proper, $65,000; Bureau of Navi- 
gation, $30,358; Bureau of Equipment, $35,000; Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, $40,000; Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, $50,000; 
Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, $250,000; Superintendent of 
Naval Academy, $1,000; Marine Corps, $160,000. 

That is over $600,000, Mr. Chairman, in contingent funds pro- 
vided in various bureaus in this bill, which are practically ex- 
pended without any supervision—practically left to the judgment 
and discretion of the various chiefs and heads of these bureaus. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, a short time ago I introduced a resolution of 
inquiry as to the number of horses and carriages maintained at 
public expense being used by various officials, and it was also pro- 
vided that it should be stated from what funds these expenses 
were paid. Itdeveloped upon one of the replies—a reply made by 
the Navy Department—that two horses at least had been bought 
and charged to the contingent fund of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, and, so far as I was able to find out, the only excuse for 
charging it to this particular fund was the fact that the horses 
had docked tails. I think these various contingent funds should 
bewatched. They cause great leaks. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, there is no increase in this appro- 
priation this year. It is the same as last year, and it is urgently 
recommended not only by the bureau chiefs, but by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. I therefore call for a vote. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 8 A 

Navy-yard, Pensacola, Fla.: For one © al ; one messenger, 

a uding Sunda: one electrici at $1,400; one 
2¢ fi Dor diem, 425% che foreman laborer at Bi per diem, ili one 


stenographer, writer, and te ph o tor, at $3.04 
— — in all, $7,511.68. 15 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KTCHIN. Mr. Chairman. I move to strike 
ont the last word. I desired to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Foss] a question a few minutes ago when his time was declared 
by the Chairm an to be out. I understood the gentleman to state 
that we had constructed in the last five years 117,000 tons of war 
vessels. Now, the question that I wanted to ask the gentleman 
I will put in the form of a statement. In the last five appropria- 
tion bills we have authorized an increase of the Navy to an 
amount of 316,000 tons. While the amount that we have con- 
structed in five years, as an increase of the Navy is 117,000 tons, 
yet we have authorized in the last five years 816,000 tons. I with- 
draw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last two or three words. Mr. Chairman, I do that at this time 
mary to call attention to the fact that the appropriation for the 
civil establishment at Pensacola has increased from $1,932 to 
87.500 this year. 

Saturday the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. DAYTON] 
referred to some remarks I made on the naval appropriation bill, 
and stated that in order to test my ore and sincerity he 
was willing to join me in advocating the sale of the navy-yard at 
New York. I asked him if he was willing to turn over all the 
work being done by the Government yards to the private plants, 
and he said he was not. Yet, Mr. Chairman, it appears from the 
hearings before the Committee on Naval Affairs this year that 
the only place on the Atlantic seacoast controlled by the Govern- 
ment at which a first-class battle ship can be docked is at the New 
York Navy-Yard. If this navy-yard were to be disposed of at 
this time, the only places that a first-class battle ship could be 
docked would be at Cramps’ yard and at Newport News Ship- 
building Company's plant. 

Linsist that the gentleman’s statement, if made in good faith 
and the proposed sale were effected, it would be of material benefit 
to the private shipbuilding plants. I assume, however, that his 
statement was merely a part of a great deal of cheap buncombe 
that is indulged in by some gentlemen. He states that the value 
of the yard at New York—the land alone—is some $25,000,000. It 
is not so easy, even if desirable, to find a purchaser for land of 
that character as the gentleman assumes. According to the hear- 
ings before the gentleman’s committee, that yard did at least 75 
per cent more repair work than was done by any other yard. 

I recall the time when the gentleman from West Virginia had 
an opportunity to join with me in attempting to di and to 
prevent the undue growth of some of the insignificant navy- 
yards of this country. I recollect in the first session of the 15 8 0 
seventh Congress, When the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
DAYTON] was a conferee on the naval appropriation bill. The 


| conferees at that time brought in a report agreeing to two items 


in the bill which had been placed there by the Senate—one item 
was for the removal of Hendersons Point, at the Portsmouth 
Navy-Yard, which would cost, when complete, $749,000; the other 
provided for buildings at the Charlestown Navy- Yard which, when 
complete, would cost $918,000. 

The chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors [Mr. 
Burton] at that time stated that, from information at hand, 
even after removal of Hendersons Point, at Portsmouth yard, at 
an expense of $750,000, the facilities for merchant vessels would 
be seriously affected, and that, in his opinion, it would not at all 
help a battle ship to enter the navy-yard. 

I have looked carefully into the Recorp at the time that dis- 
cussion was up in the House, and the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Dayton] did not then seem to be inspired with the 
same patriotic desire to stop the increase of these insignificant 
nayvy-yards. He kept silent in his seat at that time. He now, in 
his patriotic enthusiasm, is willing to dispose of the most efficient, 
the best equipped, and the only navy-yard on the Atlantic coast 
where it is possible to dock a first-class battle ship; and I insist 
that if the gentleman was sincere in that statement that the only 
object he possibly could have would be to send the work done 
there upon naval vessels into the private plants upon the Atlantic 
coast. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The C MAN. The pro forma amendment, without objec- 
tion, will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval station, Guam: One clerk, $1,600; 1foreman machinist, $1,600; 1 mes- 
senger and janitor, $600; in all, $3,800. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its 
reading clerk, announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3317) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to grant right of way 
for pipe lines through Indian lands, had asked a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
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and had appointed Mr. Stewart, Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, and 
Mr. Dvsois as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word for the p of asking a question. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois if these employees at Guam are the 
employees that are to be taken care of under the contingent ap- 
propriation earlier in the bill, on pages 3 and 4? 

r. FOSS. These are employees under the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And they are additional employees and 
those that will be taken care of in the earlier appropriation? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk to read 
the next section, and then I will move that the committee rise, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In all, civil establishment, Bureau of Yards and Docks, $148,790.92, and no 
other fund appropriated by this act shall be used in payment for such 
service. 


_Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 


rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12220, the 
naval appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


STEAMER BEAUMONT, 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time for filing the minority views on the bill (H. R. 4570) 
` to provide an American for the steamer Beaumont 
extended until 5 next. 

The SPEAKER. entleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent to have the time for filing the views of the minority from 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries on House bill 
4570 extended to Friday morning next. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hear none. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropri- 
ate committee, as indicated below 

S. 3607. An act making appropriations for the removal of the 
quarantine station at San Diego, Cal., and to acquire a new site, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
rted that this day they ted to the B of the United 
tates, for his approval, the N 

H. R. 3584. An act to authorize 
blocks in the District of Columbia; 

ee R. 11823. An act to authorize the Director of the Census to 

te with the secretary of state of the State of Michigan and 
officials of other States in taking the census of manufac- 


e 3 of lots or 


TD 
tain a dam, and so forth, e, February 8, 1901; 

H. R. 3172. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
B 8 3572. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
; . An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. R. 3435. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
i . An act granting an increase of pension to John 
3407. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Hester E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 


H. R. 4325. 
: . An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Jabez 
An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Theresa 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
H. k. 8729. An act granting an increase of pension to Gustus 


be | S. Remick; 


An act granting an increase of pension to David 
. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
An act granting an increase of pension to A. Marion 

H. R. 6005. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
a 1 5 5531. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin 

H . 6071. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 


Null; 

H. R. 6947. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Cooper; 

ae R. 7439. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 


I 6562. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
ompson 
H. . 5 An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
H. R. 4457. An act granting an increase of ion to Mary E. 
Meldrum; 1 0 i 
H. R. 4887. 
N. Thorpe; 
H. R. 4328. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


H. R. 4629. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Pond; 
H. R. 4031, 


R. Wasso 

R R. 4915. 
W. Hibbert; 

H. R. 4937. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 
An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 

. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolph 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
6061. An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
5 . An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
p13 R. 138, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
ET R. 198. An act granting an increase of pension to Emmett 


le; 
H. R. 165, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Adelsperger; 
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ot 1497. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana 

a R. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Dexter T. 
e: 

5 1483. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 


H. R. 1294, An act granting an increase of pension to William 


McBrien: 
H. R. 1156. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


5 

937. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark A. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 
27. An act granting an increase of pension to James K. 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 


© sr SU MOE REDE AA DASARE penne 3 NT 
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H. R. 681, An act granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 


Kersteter; 
H. R. 660. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 


Sines: 
H. R. 610. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Alexander: 


H. R. 561. An act granting an increase of pension to Eri 
1 y; 


Mitc 

H. 5 1850. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Cannon; 

H. R. 1906. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Blanchard: 

H. R. 2016. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


- 249. An act granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 


Gardner 
H. R. k. 2111. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 


Towsle 
H. i, ROL. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
McDonald 
H. R. 2553. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
neta 
R. 2822. An act granting an increase of pension to Louiza 


pit 
H. K. 2016. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Howard; 


1. R. 8187. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
. 
. R. 6442. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
aas 


H. R. 5534. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
Shaw Lovejoy; 
H. R. 8207. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Johnson: 
R. 7086. An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 


H. Wiek 
H. R. 7557. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
9 
R. 5299. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Wheeler; 
H. R. 6091. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


Brown; 
H. R. 7447. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


iley; 

H. E. 8080. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Johnson; 

I. R. 8842. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 


E. Da vis 

H. R. 6023. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Wi ; 

HR. 7799. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


O. Rice; 

H.R Tga An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Sring R. ‘oo. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
A. Wilbu 

H. R. 6020. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
P. Conner; 

H. R. 8717. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Edwa: 


rds; 
H. R. 6547. An act granting a pension to John Holzer; 
H. R. 134. An act granting a pension to Wilhelmina Miller; 
H. R. 195. An act granting a pension to Michael Landy; 
H. R. 219. An act granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton; 


. 529. An act granting a pension to Emma H. Higley; 
754. An act granting a pension to John M. Lawton; 
2040. An act granting a pension to James Anderson; 
. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas; 
. An act granting a pension to Dudley R, W. Wil- 


bt 


Fr 
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. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock; 

. An act granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders; 

. An act granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias; 
. An act granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash; 

. An act granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst: 

. An act granting a pension to James F. Wheeler; 

. An act granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith; 

. An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker; 

. An act granting a pension to Anna M. Maier; 
An act granting a pension to Georgie S. Barbour; 
An act granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bul- 


. An act granting a pension to Mary McCall; 

. An act granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler; 

. An act granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty; 

. An act granting a pension to Catharine M. McClana- 
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An act ot Berets to Barney L. oa EM 
An act for ‘ihe ei f Serenus Kilbourne; and 

. An act granting an increase of pension to David P. 
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d. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
By unanimous consent, reference of House resolution 218 was 


changed from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. : 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Then, on motion of Mr. Foss (at 5 o’clock and 9 minutes p. m.), 
the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m, 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
manoa was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture submitting an estimate of appropriation for greenhouses of 

the Department—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 

to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND RESO- 
LUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
~ eee and e to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6480) to control 


grazing in forest reserves, rted the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a hy ab ( 8 s 5 5 said bill and report 
were referred to the 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3534) granting an 
increase of pension to John 8. Parker, reported the same without 
| amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1071); which said bill 

and report were referred to the Private Calenda T, 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3415) granting an 
increase of pension to Manluff W. Reynolds, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1072); which 
said bill and re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3267) granting art 
increase of pension to Mary V. Carson, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1078); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 562) granting an 
increase of pension to Emeline F. Emmons. reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1074); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2491) granting a 
the same with amendment, 


sion to Larkin Maynard, reported 
5 by a report (No. 1075); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1519) granting a pension to Thomas P. 
Moore, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No, 1076); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9390) 
granting an increase of pension to Dr. S. L. Tyner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1077); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. D , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9726) granting a 
pension to John McEliece, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1078); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private C ~ 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10264) genting 
an increase of pension to Louis C. Amberg, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1079); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLO 


bill and report were 

He also, from. the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11428) for the relief of Augustus Fel- 
lows, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 1081); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ivate Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11141) granting 
an increase of pension to John B. Keller, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1082); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2490) granting a 
pension to John Maynard, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a Tepos (No. 1088); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12073) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza J. Gardner, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1084); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9756) 
granting an increase of pension to Jesse T. Bennett, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1083); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11845) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Dayid C. McVicker, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1086); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9576) 
granting an increase of pension to Eli M. McElwain, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1087); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9815) pets 
an increase of pension to Ephraim O. Gilbert, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1088); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10919) granting 
an increase of pension to Susan E. Oliver, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1089); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10209) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Delaney, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied. by a report (No. 1090); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill cf the House (H. R. 10901) granting 
an increase of pension to John Quinn, re the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1091); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10847) 


ion to James O. Knowles, reported 
the same without amen t, accompanied by a report (No. 
9 2 said bill and report were refe to. the Private 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2649) granting an 
increase of pension to William 8. Burch, re the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1093); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Collins, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied bya report (No. 1094); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2278) granting an 
increase of pension to Harriet H. Howlett, rted the same with- 
out amendment, e by a report (No. 1095); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2490) granting a pension to Naomi Green, 

rted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1096); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1884) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John W. Paul, reported the same 
without amendment, 8 by a report (No. 1097); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1944) granting an 
increase of pension to John S. Stanger, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1098); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3488) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. McIntire, re the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by areport (No. 1099); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Morgan, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1100); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11068) 
granting an increase of pension to Joshua D. Griffith, reported 
the same with amendment, accom by a report (No. 1101); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. GIBSON, from the ittee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12352) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Cooper, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No: 1102); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11557) granting a pension to Alfred D. 
Barton, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1103); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 805) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. McConkey, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1104); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 268) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Annie B. Johnson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1105); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3569) granting an increase of pension to John 
A. Chamberlain, repo: the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1106); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2179) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Harkison, reported the same without amendmont, ac- 
companied by a eee (No. 1107); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. : 

_He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2043) nting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Williams, repo the same withont amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1108); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


granting an increase of 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1530) granting an 
increase of pension to Theron T. Lamphere, rted the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1109); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1616) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Donovan, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1110); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew Woodworth, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1111); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1554) granting ao increase of pension to John 
D. Pickard, rted the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1112); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3527) granting an 
increase of pension to Jerningham Boone, reported the same with- 
out amendment; accompanied by a report (No. 1118); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 354) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Clara B. Griswold, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1114); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He , from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. Pe ene an increase of pension to 
Nathan P. Bowman, re the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1115); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3798) granting an increase of pension to 
Linus S. Ludington, repo; the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1116); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3373) granting a pension to Eliza Williams, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1117); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1591) granting an 
increase of pension to James Hahn, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1118); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 935) granting a pension to Mary S. Clark, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1119); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1272) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Rollins, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1120); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3645) granting an 
increase of pension to Francis Hall, rted the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1121); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He , from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3085) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Lane, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1122); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3423) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph H. Ottey, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1123); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3291) ting an increase of pension to 
John Olson Bakken, alias John Olson, rted the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1124); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3452) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Male, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No. 1125); which said bill and report were re- 
‘erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2999) granting an 
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increase of pension to Malvina C. Buzzell, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1126); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hyde, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
aie by a report (No. 1127); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2940) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Liddle, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied bya oe (No. 1128); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2445) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Waters, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1129); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2429) granting an increase of pension to 
John Dow, reported the same without amendment, accompani 
by a report (No. 1130); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6956) 
granting an increase of pension to Ellis House, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1181); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committtee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2198) granting a 
pension to Thomas Irvin, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1132); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1627) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alonzo R. Kibbe, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1183); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1678) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rudolph Reinhart, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1134); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 900) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. Smith, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1135); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1170) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis L. Bean, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1136); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 693) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. De Rocher, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1137); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 156) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
riet L. Ford, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1138); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. DA Pee an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin H. Smalley, ree the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1139); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 153) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam W. Turk, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1140); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2969) granting a pension to Henry Dority, 
ie Sab: the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1141); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3397) nting an increase of pension to 
George B. Christy, reported the same without amendment, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 1142); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9082) 
an increase of pension to Chester F. Kimball, reported 


ting 
e same 
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1143); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2966) granting a pen- 
sion to William Conover, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1144); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2662) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Carrow, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1145); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ting an 
pe i p the same 
without amendment, Secom ey by a report (No. 1146); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2838) granting a pen- 
sion to Louisa Lyon, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1147); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were disc d from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 


thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12701) ting a pension to Sarah E. Hatch— 
Committee on Invalid ions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 12706) 
Committee on Invalid 
Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
85 Ar following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: ; 

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 12762) relative to the natu- 
ralization laws of the United States—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 12763) to amend section 
17 of the act of Congress approved June 6, 1902, entitled An act 
to increase the limit of cost of certain public buildings, to author- 
ize the purchase of sites for public buildings, to authorize the 
erection and completion of public buildings, and for other pur- 

**to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 12764) to make final disposition 
of the affairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12765) to amend sec- 
tion 45 of an act entitled An act to reduce revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes,” approved October 1, 
1890—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R: 12766) to establish a perma- 
nent military camp ground in Somerset County, in the State of 
New Jersey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A bill (H. R. 12767) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
1887, and to further prevent the payment of commissions or re- 
bates on freight—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 12768) to 
carry into effect the provisions of a convention signed at Wash- 
ington, July 24, 1899, between the United States and France, un- 
der authority of ‘‘An act to provide revenue for the Government 
and to encourage the industries df the United States,“ approved 
July 24, 1897, and transmitted to the Senate of the United States 
by the President, at Washington, December 6, 1899—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 12769) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to procure a copy in bronze of David d’An- 

ers’s plaster head o ayette, now at Mount Vernon—io the 
mmittee on the Library. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 12770) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Gen. William Campbell—to the 
Committee on the Library. E 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 12771) to increase the 
limit of ccst for the erection of a Pe building at Atlantic, 
Iowa—to the Committee on Public Buildi and Grounds, 

By Mr. SLAYDEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 12772) to restore 
certain officers of the United States Army to their proper places 
on their respective lineal lists—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 12773) to repeal the act to estab- 


ting a pension to C. Otis Johnson— 
Pecans discharged, and referred to the 


lish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 12774) authorizing the State 
= prea to fix its western boundary—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 12775) to amend the cus- 
toms drawback law—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. MCLAIN: A bill (H. R. 12776) to provide for a survey 
of Natchez Harbor, on Mississippi River, at Natchez, Miss.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 114) to ex- 
tend the time for construction of the Akron, Sterling and North- 
ern Railroad, in the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 115) extend- 
ing the time before which the coastwise laws of the United States 
can be put into effect either as between the islands of the Philip- 
p Archipelago or as between the Philippine Islands and the 

nited States to July 1, 1906—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 116) asking the 
President of the United States to make such investigations to 
elicit facts in reference to the restrictions put upon sale of 
American tobacco—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A resolution (H. Res. 227) 
ig popao the Secretary of War to inform the House whether 
and to what extent the right of free speech and of free political 
action prevail in the Philippine Islands since the cessation of hos- 
tilities—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A resolution (H. Res. 228) authorizing the 
Committee on Accounts to provide for payment to certain ele- 
vator conductors—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A resolution (H. Res. 229) to amend the 


rules of the House—to the Committee on Rules, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of. 

2e following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

“ig tree ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 12777) for the relief of Walter 
W. Harris—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOWERS: A bill (H. R. 12778) granting a pension to 
William H. Meek—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 12779) granting a pension 
to Henrietta R. eee the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDW. : A bill (H. R. 12780) granting a pension 
to James G. Rumbolz—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 12781) granting an increase 
of pension to George Richard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 12782) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12783) granting a pension to Harlon Scarlett 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 12784) granting an increase of 
paan to Thomas W. Waugh—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 12785) to correct the military 
record of James Nolen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12786) to correct the military record of Ar- 
thur A. Snyder—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12787) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Van Scoyoc—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12788) granting an increase of pension: to 
Burdine Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12789) granting a pension to Christian Wag- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12790) granting a pension to Millicent Le. 
Valley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: A bill (H. R. 12791) to amend the record of 
John J. Troxell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12792) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Struve—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12793) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12794) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Payy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12795) granting an increase of pension to John 
L. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 12796) for the relief of John 
B. Beavers—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12797) for the relief of John B. Beayers—to 
err . R 12758 pensi East 

a bi =: >} ) granting a ion to William 

to the Committee on Invalid N 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12799) granting a pension to Elizabeth Clay— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 12800) granting a pension to 
Robert L. Franks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 12801) granting an increase of 
pension to H. B. Meyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 12802) for the relief of Albert D. 
Dunlap—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 12803) granting certain lands to 
ne ar of Durango, Colo.—to the Committee on the Public 
nds. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 12804) granting an 
oes! of pension to Smith B. Mills—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12805) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret J. Snook—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12806) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Horrall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pe lvania: A bill (H. R. 12807) 
granting an increase of pension to John B. Penrose—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12808) grant- 
ing a pension to Harriet S. Ripley—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12809) granting a pension to Amanda M. 
Webb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12810) granting a pension to Octavia J. 
Trull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 12811) for the relief of James 
Fears—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 12812) granting a pension 
to Solomon F. Wekr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12813) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Poole—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12814) for the relief of Adam Eichner—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 12815) for the relief of B. J. 
Lujan—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 12816) for the relief of 
George E. Dodd—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12817) granting 
a pension to Kate D. Marlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12818) granting a pension to N. M. Brock- 
way—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 12819) granting a pension 
to William D. Jordan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12820) granting an increase of pension to 
Isabella Bryson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12821) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Burdo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12822) granting an increase of pension to 
Obediah A. Bigley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12823) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hodges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12824) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 12825) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Merrill Heffron—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 12826) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles I. Pierce—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 12827) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Agnes Flynn—to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: A bill (H. R. 12828) ory te pension to 
Josephine Hoffman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: A bill (H. R. 12829) granting an increase of 
cee to Johanna J. Naughton—to the Committee on Inyalid 

nsions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12830) providing for the reinstate- 
ment in and retirement from the Navy of Frank A. R. George— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of Western Association of Shoe 
Wholesalers, praying for legislation granting additional powers 
to the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, memorial of the North Dakota Retail Hardware Associa- 
tion, against legislation for the establishment of a parcels-post— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the women’s clubs of Illinois, favoring the 
passage of a bill for a national forest reserve in the White Moun- 
tains, in New Hampshire—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of members of the Ministerial Alliance of Kan- 
kakee, Ill., urging passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of members of the Presbyterian 
Church, and of Charles E. McKinley and 19 others, of New Wil- 
mington, Pa., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of George E. Matthews and 12 
other voters of Buffalo, N. Y., opposing the eight-hour bill—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of George E. Matthews and 12 other voters, op- 
posing the anticonspiracy and anti-injunction bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Typothetœ of Buffalo. N. Y., opposing the 
5 and the anticonspiracy bills - to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 
es LS ALLEN: 5 of F. N. pow and others, of Port- 

md, Me., owners of motor carriages, favoring the passage of 
the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Walter W. Harris, asking for one month’s 
extra fey as corporal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petitions of Dora Terrell, heir at law of 
Andrew J. Huston; J. A. McDonald, heir of James McDonald; 
Woddens M. Walker, heir of Thaddeus Walker, and R. J. May- 
field, praying for reference of claims to the Court of Claims un- 
der the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: Resolution of Chicago Board of Trade, fa- 
voring passage of bill H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. BOWIE: Petitions of the legal representatives of the 
estate of William Ozley and of Thomas B. Parker, for reference 
of claim to Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRICK (by request): Petition of A. L. Prescott and 33 
other voters of Goshen, Ind., favoring the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Petition of Wisconsin Live 
Stock Breeders’ Association, in favor of increasing the allowance 
of agricultural experiment stations of the different States—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Western Association of Shoe Wholesalers, 
favoring more power to Interstate Commerce Commission—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce; 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Petition of James H. Meritt, for refer- 
ence of claim to Cogrt of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of W. Dyktra and others, of Mon- 
roe; J. A. McLane and others, of Rockham; J. E. Walker and 
others, of Davis; C. W. Albright, of Iroquois; D. H. Lofters, of 
De Sonett, and R. H. Williams, of Brookings, S. Dak., opposing 
= pee po bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office S Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolution of the Western Association of 
Shoe Wholesalers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of East Lincoln Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union and F. M. Esterbrook and 24 other voters of Lincoln, Nebr., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of wives, sisters, and daughters 
of soldiers, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. s 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petitions of Robert C. Reed and of heirs of 
Cynthia Daniel, for reference of claims to the Court of Claims un- 
der the Bowman Act—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the legal representatives of the estate of 
Leonard F. Daniel, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. $ 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Western Associa- 
tion of Shoe Wholesalers, in regard to discrimination in tariff 
rates of transportation—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Kansas State Temperance Union, in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of the Brotherhood of Boiler Makers 
and Iron-ship Builders of America, in favor of bills S. 2259 and 
2263 and H. R. 12222 and 7056—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Mrs. W. E. Stanley, State regent, Daughters 
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of the American Revolution, of Kansas, for the passage of a na- 
tional flag law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 6332, 

nting a pension to Rachel Davis—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of members of the State Soldiers’ 
Home, Fort Dodge. Kans.,in favor of bill H. R. 7873—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Muddy Creek Grange, No. 1437, of Kansas. 
in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Daughters of the American Revolution of Kan- 
sas, in favor of a national-flag law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas State Temperance Union, in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of 117 citizens of Evart, Mich., 
favoring bill H. R. 4072—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of William B. Rutherford and 
petition of John W. Bean, for reference of claims to Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS: Petitions of Walton M. Briggs and 42 
others, James O. Rhodes and 18 others, and Charles F. Coy and 
many others, all of New York City, in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of National German-American Al- 
liance, opposing Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Kane, Pa., urging the passage of a bill to pre- 
vent nullification of State liquor laws—to the Committee on Alco- 
holic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Western Association of Shoe 
Wholesalers, opposing passage of the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Wilson Colwell Post, No. 38, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, favoring passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of I. N. Barnes, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., oppos- 
ing passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EVANS: Resolutions of Colonel William G. Murry Post, 
No. 39, of Hollidaysburg; Fred. G. Ward Post, No. 468, of Altoona; 
Sergeant Thomas McCloskey Post, No. 314, of Gallitzin; Colonel 
D. M. Jones Post, No. 172, of Tyrone; Major William Watson 
Post. No. 332, of Bedford; Sanford F. Beyer Post, No. 426, of Belle- 
wood, and Lieutenant S. C. Potts Post, No. 62, of Altoona, all in 
the State of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion of New York, favoring the reduction of the tax on alcohol to 
70 cents a gallon—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, resolutions of the German-American Alliance, opposing 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the assembly of the State of New York, 
fayoring the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Petition of Rev. R. W. Watts and 59 others 
of the Tenth Congressional district of Virginia, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GILBERT: Petition of merchants of Stamford, Ky., 
opposing the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to John L, Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Resolutions of the senate of the State of 
New York, favoring the passage of the bill to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Life-Saving Service—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion, for an appropriation for the improvement of the Harlem 
9 0 and Bronx Kills —to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

Also, petition of the American Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, favoring the passage of a bill for the estab- 
lishment of a board for the protection of children and animals— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. i 

Also, resolutions of the United Commercial Travelers, New 
York Council, asking amendment to bankruptcy act so as to in- 
clude traveling and city salesmen as prefe: creditors—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Indorsement of John E. Bendix Post. No. 
402, Grand Army of the Republic, 3 of New York, of 
the service-pension bill of the national pension committee of the 
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Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Petition of Lucian Post, No. 410, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Lucian, III., favoring passage of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Frank Reed Post, No. 409, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Tuscola, Ill., favoring a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Wilson Circle of Ladies of the Grand Army 
of the Republic. of Peoria, IIl.; Dunham Post, No. 141, of De- 
catur; Walter Blanchard Post, No. 886, of Naperville; E. G. 
Trask Post. No. 388, of Chatsworth; G. W. Sanders Post, No. 393, 
of Arcola; Barnes Post, No. 395, of Kingston; George W. Hewitt 
Post, No. 898, of Franklin Grove; John O. Duer Post, No. 399, of 
Hanover; E. L. Gooding Post, No. 401, of Lockport; Mother 
Bickerdike Post, No. 402, of Edinburg; Mattoon Post, No. 404, of 
Mattoon, and R. M. A. Hawk Post, No. 406, of Savanna, all in 
Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to William East; also testimony in support of bill granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Clay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolutions of tobacco growers of Switzerland County, 
Ind., in favor of bill to amend the revenne laws relating to to- 
bacco sold by farmers and others—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petitions to accompany bills for relief of John B. Beayers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolution of Mason Post, No. 16, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Vermont, in favor of the passage of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of R. P. Lord and 42 others, of Barre, Vt., in 
favor of the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of Isaac B. Frye and 27 other voters of 
Mountain Falls, Va., urging passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of Albert D. 8 0 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petitions of Woman's Temperance Union 
of Hebron. Nebr., and the Society of Christian Endeavor of Mar- 
quette, Nebr., urging the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. ` 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
14191, by Mr. Norton, from the Ohio Wine Association—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany each of the following bills: H. R. 
5572, granting a pension to Mary A. Harrison; H. R. 10053, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles A. Reeser; H. R. 10054, 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob M. Zartman; H. R. 
10056, granting an increase of pen to Henry Thoman: H. R. 
10057, granting a pension to John Richardson; H. R. 10695, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jefferson Martin; H. R. 10696, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frederick Clink, and H. R. 11912, . 
granting an increase of pension to Henry Balskey—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Boilers and Iron Ship Builders’ 
Union, for the passage of bills H. R. 16, 189, and 7056—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the United Mine Workers of Foster, Iowa, 
in favor of anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Also, resolution of the Western Association of Shoe Whole- 
salers, favoring increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petitions of George M: Prentice and 14 
others, and Rey. F. M. Estes and 28 others, of Holyoke, Mass., in 
favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of the representatives of the estate 
of Harriet F. Isaac, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Petition of Horrace Cum- 
mins and others, citizens of Eagle Lake, Minn., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petitions of Second United Presbyterian 
Church and 44 voters, and of James M. se weg Hart 11 voters, of 
Jersey City, N. J., favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WALLACE: Petitions of Isham H. Mark, heir of 
William Mark, for reference of claim to the Court of Claims, and 
of J. C. Kerr, heir of Taliaperro S. B. Kerr, for reference of claim 
to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee 
oa War Claims. 
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By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of Theodore J. Hanyeburg and 
46 other business firms, of Washburn, Md., opposing the parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill for 
increase of pension of Harvey Miller—to the Committee on In- 
valid pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase pension of 
James L. Harroll—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of W. J. Dillman, chairman of 
the of supervisors, of Sacramento, Cal., relative to bridges 
and dam on Mokelumne River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
San Francisco, favoring service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Whipple Post, No. 49, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Eureka, ., favoring pensioning soldiers who 
served in the war of the rebellion at 812 per month—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Manufacturers and Producers’ Association of 
California, opposing bill S. 3937, known as ‘the Foraker bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Manufacturers and Producers’ Association 
of California, relative to customs—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: Petitions of George R. 
Bird Post, No. 169, of Norwood; General Sylvanis Thayer Post, 
No. 87, of Braintree; St. John Chamber Post, No. 72, of Stoughton; 
Timothy Ingraham Post, ‘No. 121, of Hyde Park; Franklin Post, 
No. 60, of Franklin; C. C. Phillips Post, No. 14, of 8 
George H. Maintien Post, No. 133, of Plainsville, and E. B. Put- 
nam Post, of Chelsea, all in Massachusetts, Grand Army of the 
Republic. favoring a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. A q 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of Phillipsburg, Kans., in 
favor of the parcels-post bill to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. REID: Petitions of Mary Lefevre, Manerva J. Spake, 
and J. C. Turner, heir of William S. Turner and Anne Turner, 
for reference of claims to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

-By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petitions of Joseph A. 
Hardwick; Nancy Taylor, heir of Nancy Dilworth, and Frank B. 
Buels, heir of Dempsey D. Buels, for reference of claims to the 
Court of Claims under the Bowman Act—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Limestone County, Ala., favoring 
223 of the Brownlow good -roads bill—to the Committee on 


Agriculture. 
By Mr. ROBB: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief 
of James Fears, of Centerville, Mo.—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of C. S. Jackson, op- 
posing parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
: t-Roads 


By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of George E. Dodd, of Mis- 
souri, for extra pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rev. B. F. Logan, of Cole Camp, Mo., urging 
pene of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. : 

Also, petition of Orrin Hamlin and 34 other voters, S. E. Briggs 
and 44 other voters, and D. P. Anderson and 84 other voters, all of 
Versailles, Mo. urging passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of James A. Gordon and 
15 other citizens of Cabin Hill, N. Y., urging passage of the Hep- 
burn bill—to.the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of Turk Post, No. 
221, Grand Army of the Republic, of Dayton, Pa., favoring passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Little Post, No. 237, Grand Army of the Re- 
paie, eee of Pennsylvania, favoring a service-pension 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Spring Church, Armstrong County, 
Pa., favoring passage of the whlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Resolutions of the Northeastern District 
Union, Christian Endeavor, of Florida, in favor of the Hepburn- 
Doliiver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry: citizens of Florida, asking for an ap- 
propriation to dredge Little Sarasota Bay, Venice ,and the 
opening of Caseys Pass—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Central Labor Union of Hart- 

Conn., in o ition to the bill to create a national arbitra- 
tion tribunal—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Hartford Central Labor Union, of Hart- 
ford, Conn., favoring increasing the capacity of the Naval Gun 
Factory—to the Committee on Naval Afairs y 


By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Resolutions of the assembly 
of the State of New York, favorable to the passage of the Brown- 
low good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the National League of Commission Mer- 
chants, relating to freights—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Board of Trade held at Washington, 
D. C., for the material increase of American shipping in the for- 
eign trade—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York, for the improvement of Point Judith, R. I.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New York, 
approving bill H. R. 7056—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the United German Societies of New York, 
opposing the Hepburn-Dolliver bill to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

ales resolution of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United Commer- 
cial Travelers, urging e of an amendment to the bankruptcy 
bill—to the Committee on the Jndiciary. 

Also, memorial of the National Rural Letter Carriers’ Associa- 
tion, for an increase in salary—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of A. B. Webber and 19 others, of 
Bedford, Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. ~ 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: Petition of heirs of Michael K. White, 
for reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEBB: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 12529, grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah Green—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers.to accompany bill H. R. 12528, granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen M. Davis—to the Committees on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Ep ads to accompany bill H. R.11344—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12680—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: Petitions of legal heirs of the es- 
tate of ‘William T. Daniel, for reference of claim to Court of 
Claims under the Bowman Act,and of Robert J. A. Stringer, for 
reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


SENATE. 


TUESDAY, February 28, 1904. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Kran, and by unanimons con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journal 
will stand approved, 

í PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT tempore 1 e memorials of the 
Rheinpfaelzer Sick Relief Society, of Pittsburg; of the St. Joseph's 
German Catholic Beneficial Society, of Scranton; of the Bonifa- 
cius Brotherhood, of Reading; of the St. Bernard’s Beneficial 
Society, of Shamokin, and of the Fourteen Saints Beneficial Asso- 
ciation, of Altoona, all in the State of Pennsylvania; of the Clif- 
ton Heights Gesang Verein, of Cincinnati, and of Manlius Lodge, 
No. 23, of Cleveland, in the State of Ohio; of the Vershults 
Drivers’ Association, of Brooklyn, and of the Oerel Pleasure Club, 
of New York City, in the State of New York; of the Helvetia 
Society, of Medford, and of the St. Bonifacius Benevolent Society, 
of Medford, in the State of Wisconsin; of the Norddeutscher 
Verein, of San Francisco, Cal., and of the Eintracht Verein, of 


Portland, Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- - 


tion to the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
. PENROSE. I present a preamble and resolutions unani- 
mously adopted by the board of directors of the Philadelphia 
Bourse, relating to arbitration between the United States and 
foreign nations, particularly with Great Britain. The paper is 
brief, and I ask to have it read and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were read, and re- 

ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 
Re arbitration treaties between the United States and foreign nations, par- 
ticularly with Great Britain. Preamble and resolutions unanimously 
by the board of directors of the Philadelphia Bourse, February 


h 


Whereas in the intercourse of nations, as in that of individuals, differences 
3 disputes, and controversies are bound from time to time to arise; 
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Whereas those methods of settlement of such questions as will least dis- 
turb the commercial and industrial welfare of the disputing nations are most 
highly to be recommended and indorsed; and 

ereas by the establishment in 1899 of the Permanent Court of Arbitra- 
tion at The Hague, to which the United States wasa party, a means has been 
edad pe e settlement of such questions as may be referred to the 
court; an 

Whereas the principle of arbitration is more in harmony with the doctrine 
rd gine aa ty than is war with all itsattendant horrors and burdens: There- 

‘ore, 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Philadelphia Bourse the welfare of the 
citizens of the United States would be mate: y increased by the conclusion 
of treaties with the other nations of the world, and particularly with Great 
Britain, which shall vide for the reference of all international questions 
which shall have fa’ of settlement through the usual means to the Per- 
manent Court of Arbitration at The Hague, or to such other tribunal of arbi- 
tration as may be deemed advisable. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the President of 
J). KVV 
and House o presentatives, with the hope that su 3 may y 
taken as will result in the desired action. 

True copy. Attest: 

[SEAL.] EMIL P. ALBRECHT, Secretary. 


Mr. BURROWS. I present a preamble and resolutions adopted 
by the Detroit Board of Commerce, relative to the recognition of 
the Republic of Panama. I ask that the resolutions be printed 
in the RECORD, as they are brief, and that they be refe: to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 3 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 11 


The action of the National Administration in acerediting the Government 
recently established upon the Isthmus of Panama has been subjected to un- 
deserved criticism, upon the accusation that United States officials incited 
the revolt and that our Government showed unseemly haste in recognizing 

the newly formed Republic. _ ; 
It is not reasonable to predicate the revolution in Panama upon any out- 
side influences. The relations between Colombia and that State furnish 
royocations sufficient to incite revolt. The central Government at Bogota 
heavy burdens of taxation upon Panama without the consent of that 


establishment of a national forest reserve in the White Mountains 
of New Hampshire; which was referred to the Committee on 
Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute Society 
of Calhoun County, Mich., and a petition of the congregation of 
the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Kalamazoo, Mich., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Fox Typewriter Company, 
of Grand Rapids, Mich., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called anti-injunction bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Diamond Crystal Salt 
Company, of St. Clair, Mich., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Brightwood Park 
Citizens’ Association, of the District of Columbia, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the operation of street rail- 
ways in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of Phil. K. Faulk Regi- 
ment, No. 18, Union Veterans’ Union, Division of South Dakota. of 
Yankton, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Current Events Club, of 
Rapid City, S. Dak., praying for the passage of the so-called 
pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Manu- 
factures. 

He also presented a petition of Grand Lodge, Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and Iron Shipbuilders, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to develop the American merchant marine, and also 
to regulate the shipping trade between the ports of the United 


State and without giving it adequate representation in the confederated L- den U Y 
Senate, at the same time ex the revenue not for needed administra- | States and ports or places in the Philippine Islands, etc.; which 
tivo work in rhe territory whore it is raised, but in other parts of the Con- | Was referred to the Committee on Commerce 

eration. was or man 0 pression w. a cause sys 5 - 
of irritation for years. Our 8 its own avowals and by other Mr. LONG 5 ap tition of Lawrence Circle, No. 75, 
unimpeachable testimony, isacquitted of the charge of incitingtherevolution, | Department of Kansas, es of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
but it could not fail to be aware that such an event was impending, for its | Jic, of Lawrence, Kans., praying for the enactment of a service- 


for 
prospect was seen and discussed by the gou journals of this and other 
countries. It would have been unpardonable negligence for our officials not 
to be aware of its approach or prepared for the emergency. 

Itisa ized rule of international law that a state shall not be 
nized as 1 until it has shown its ability to maintain its independ- 
ence.” But it is also an accepted doctrine that there are exceptions to this 
rule when treaty rights or national interests and safety or interest of col- 
lective civilization are involved. Under all these exceptions the United 
States was, beyond question or peradventure, justified i the 
Panama Government as the only alternative to a condition of rder that 
would have put in actual peril American rights and interests, and would 


are Joopa a work that was of great importance to the whole commer- 

world. 

This country was the first to pence nine the new Republic, and very prop- 
tthe 


erly, because it was more immediately concerned than any other. 
administrative action was judiciously taken is confirmed by the fact that 
the new Government was E by the great nations of the 
earth, including Great Britain, y, France, Austria-Hungary, and 


Italy. 

When the ublic of Panama declared its independence our Government 
was confronted with a new situation in respect to the greas improvement 
which the whole commercial world expects it to make—the construction of a 
canal across the Isthmus. On the one hand,” as stated in a communication 
from Secretary Hay, “stood the Government of Colombia, invoking in the 
name of the treaty of 1846 the aid of this Government in its efforts to sup- 

ress the revolution; on the other hand stood the Repu of Panama, that 
faa come into being in order that the t design of that treaty might not 
be forever frustrated, but might be Ned. e Isthmus was threatened 
with desolation by another civil war. The interests of the whole civilized 
world wereinvolved. The Republic of Panama stood for these interests; the 
Colombian Government o them. It recognized the independence of 
the Republic of Panama, upon its judgment and action in the emergency 
the powers of the world have set the seal of their approval.” 

In view of these facts it is a priate that beo de citizens, and espe- 
cially such organizationsas the Detroit Board of Commerce, should express 
their un — ed indorsement of the course of our Government. 

Be it therefore 

Resolved, That the action of the United States Government in recognizing 
the Sl aa of Panama is deserving of unqualified support and com- 
mendation. 

Resol That it is for the best interests of this country and of the whole 
commercial world that the pending treaty with the Republic of Panama be 
speedily ratified, and that the construction of the interoceanic canal be im- 


mediately un and advanced to completion as rapidly as practicable. 
Resolved, t copies of these resolutions be transmitted to the President 
esentatives of Michigan. 


of the United States and to the Senators and pee 
. J. MURPHY, President, 
By E. M. RITCHIE, Secretary. 
Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Detroit Council, No. 9, 
United Commercial Travelers, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the present bankruptcy law; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also presented a petition of the common council of Detroit, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
N ent of a pneumatic-tube postal service at that city; 


3 was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
oaas. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Adrian, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 


pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Haviland and 
Downs, in the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Phillips County, Parsons, Viola, 
Woodston, Osborne County, Gray County, Conway Springs, and 
Cedarvale, of the Kansas State Temperance Union of Topeka; 
of the Walnut Creek Quarterly Meeting of Friends of North- 
branch, and of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Chetopa, allin the State of Kansas, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BALL presented a petition of Newcastle Grange, No. 87, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Newcastle County, Del., praying for the. 
passage of the so-called Brownlow good-roads bill; which was re- 

erred to thé Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented memorials of sundry citi- 
zens of New York City and Brooklyn, in the State of New York, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti-injunction 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the executive committee of the 
National German-American Alliance of New York City, remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- 
terstate transportion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 
to the Committee on the J 3 

He also presented petitions of F. Haven Ross, of Cato; of Charles 
Roller & Sons, of Buffalo, and of Charles A. Wolgast. of Mar- 
tinsville, all in the State of New York, praying for the passage of 
the so-called Brownlow good-roads pill: which were referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Rochester, 
New York City, and Brooklyn, all in the State of New York, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. KEARNS presented a petition of George R. Maxwell Post, 
No. 5, Department of Utah, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of Camden, N. J., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the construction of 
a light-house on the Outer Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North 
Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Missionary Society 
of Oakland, Cal., praying for an investigation of the charges 
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made and filed 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 


Hon. REED Soor. a Senator from the 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2204) granting an increase of pension to 
Addison B. Stone, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to Whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 106) 
amending public resolution No. 8, Fifty-sixth Congress, second 
session, approved February 23, 1901, providing for the print- 
ing annually of the report.on field operations:of the Division of 


Soils, Department of Agriculture.“ asked to be discharged from Slad 


its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Printing; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4224) to correct the naval rec- 
ord of Alfred Burgess, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. $ 

Mr. M ER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
marge ayn 3 reports 5 — 

A bill (H. R. 807) granting an increase of pension to i 
F. Benefiel; and 

A bill (H. R. 3011) granting an increase of pension to Phillip 
Duttenhaver. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on: Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3781) relating to the payment and disposition of pen- 
sion money due to inmates of the Government Hospital for the 


8; 

A bill (H. R. 4456). granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Burton; 

A bill. (H. R. 1317) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. McIntire; 

A bill (H. R. 2995) granting a pension to Mary Korth; 
1 (H. R. 3769) granting an increase of pension to Clinton 

Casey: 

A bill (H. R. 4391) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Schwemler; ; 

A bill (H. R. 6951) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


G. Corr; . 

A hill (H. R. 7436) granting an increase of pension to James. 
Smith: 

A bill (H. R. 10192) granting a pension to Martha Mullins; 

A bill (H. R. 10991) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarland; 


mpson; 

A bill (H. R. 3936) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Frazier: r 

A till (H. R. 6602) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Hackett; 

A bill (H. R. 1566) granting an increase of pension to Ellis T. 
Peirce: : 

A bill (H. R. 8284) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
G. Woods; 

‘A bill (H. R. 2470) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
S. Packard; A ; 

A bill (H. R. 4151) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Foland; 

A bill (H. R. 4198) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Lake; 

A bill (H. R. 4392) granting a pension to Abbie E. Webster; 

A bill 3 9125) granting an increase of pension to William 
S. King; an 

A hill (H. R. 1287) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 


= McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4702) granting an increase of pension to John T. 


Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 9710) granting an-increase of pension to Henry 
Frazier; ` 

A bill (H. R. 10682) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Arnold; and : 8 

A bill (H. R. 1485) grauting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Ferguson. 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the Committee on 


Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2947) granting an 


increase of pension to William F. Thompson, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. OVERMAN), from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with-- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 877) granting a pension to Ann M. Driggars; and 

A bill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
—— severally without amendment, and submitted reports 
thereon: 

RE (H. R.4630) granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus 
0 ins: 
A bill (H. R. 4314) granting an increase of pension to John F. 


8; 
A bill (H. R. 4750) granting a pension to William J. Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 4540) granting a pension to Amanda Skimmer; and 
A bill (H. R. 5045) granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 
ore. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. 
F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the President 
had on the 20th instant approved and signed the act (S. 1490) to 
authorize the sale of a part of what is known as the Red Lake In- 

| dian Reservation, in the State of Minnesota. 


RELATIONS WITH COLOMBIA—PANAMA CANAL, 


* 

Mr. CULLOM. As is, Lthink, known to all members of the Sen- 
ate, to-day we shall be called upon to vote, under the agreement, 
on the canal treaty. There is considerable discussion yet desired 
upon the treaty before we go into executive session. The result 
will be that if we delay by first disposing of the morning business 
we shall be quite late in the night in getting through with the 


treaty. 

I hope that every Senator who has reports to make or other 
morning business to transact will defer until-we dispose of the 
treaty to-day, and to-morrow morning, if not earlier, we shall all 
have an opportunity of presenting routine business. 

Lask that the resolution known asthe Bacon resolution be now 


laid before the Senate, so that those desirous of speaking—as I. 


understand several Senators wish to speak for a few moments 
may haye that opportunity, and then. we will go into executive 
session. 


There being no objection; the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the resolution submitted by Mr. Bacox on the 12th ultimo, as 
modified by him on the 8th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully informed that the Senate 
a ae pe fh — 5 . — 8 he its 5 of a treat 
— determined and adjusted all direnean — the United 
Republic of Colombia, with the intent of removing any cause 

ore ex- 


| Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to say a very few words. 

| Without: any special order of the Senate, and by what may be 

| termed a general tacit agreement, there has been by Senators a 
discussion in the open Senate of the pending Panama treaty, and 
Senators have on the one side and the other stated the reasons 
why they will vote. for or against the ratification of the treaty. 
As this is my last opportunity, [desire to avail myself of the privi- 
lege which has thus been exercised by Senators to state how I 
shall vote upon the treaty and to give my reason for it, for I have 
but one reason. 

T shall not enter into a discussion of any of the questions in- 
volved, and my only reason in now making any statement is that 
I do not desire to be misconstrued or misunderstood on account 
of the vote which I shall cast. Idesire thatitshall be understood 
what I intend by my vote, and I still more desire that there shall 
not be implied by that vote anything I do not intend shall be im- 


It is not necessary at this time, Mr. President, that I should 
state what are my views or my opinions relative to recent occur- 
rences upon the Isthmus of Panama further than to say that so 
far as those occurrences embrace actions which are alleged on the 
part of the United States, I entirely disapprove of them. 

It is a very much mooted question, and has been for many years, 
whether a Senator in casting his vote upon any measure should 
be guided by the wishes of the people of his State or whether he 
should be controlled by hisown judgment. are very strong 
arguments which have been urged upon either sice of this ques- 
tion.. There are those who think that.a Senator should be so 
guided, and there are others who contend that: he should not be; 
and, as I said, very strong ents can be adduced and have 
been adduced in support of ei the one or the other proposition. 

Of course one necessarily has to consider a question of that kind 
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in the course of his Senatorial service; and it has been a matter 
of thought to me in the past. As the consequence of the reflec- 


tion which I have given to it I have heretofore come to the con- | the 


clusion, which I still entertain, that itis the duty of a Senator 
to be guided by the wish of the people of his State when their 
wish is indicated in a manner not to leave him in doubt as to 
what it is. In my capacity as a Senator I stand as a representa- 
tive, and I conceive it to be my duty as such, generally i 
where no constitutional question is involved, to vote in accord- 
ance with the known wish of the people of my State upon any 
questiòn of such importance, or where there has been such inter- 
est aroused in it as to elicit from the people an expression which 
leaves no doubt as to their wish. 

And, Mr. President, I think that this is very much more so in 
a case where the measure is one of large scope and where it nat- 
urally involves in a vast degree the material interests of the people. 

In this particular case I desire to say that, regardless of my 
own personal views in the matter, after the most careful inquiry 
by my colleague [Mr. CLAY] and myself, and through sources of 
information coming to us voluntarily, there is no doubt left upon 
our minds that it is the wish of a large majority of the ale of 
Georgia that we should vote for this treaty, and, in com ce 
with that wish and in pursuance of the duty which I conceive de- 
volves upon me under such circumstances, I shall do so. 

I want to say, however, Mr. President, that while I believe, in 
fact, while I am quite confident, that the majority of the people 
of my State desire that I shall vote for this treaty, I do not under- 
stand by any means that they approve of the recent occurrences 
on the Isthmus of Panama, so far as they involve any of the al- 
leged actions of the United States in aiding the accomplishment 
of the reyolution. I believe quite the contrary of that. 

But, Mr. President, the people of Georgia and of the whole South 
have been striving for this canal for fifty years, and they are nat- 
urally impatient of anything which they think will cause any 
additional delay in the beginning and prosecution of the work of 
building an isthmian canal. 

They are of opinion that whatever injury has been done to Co- 
lombia by the dismemberment of the territory of Colombia can 
not be remedied by a rejection of the treaty; and they believe that 
the only practical effect of a rejection of the treaty is to cause a 
still poet delay in the beginning of the construction of the 
canal, 

Now, sir, I know that a great deal can be said and is said 
contrary to the correctness of that proposition. Without stop- 
ping to discuss it, I only state it for the purpose of giving, as I 
understand, the position of those who, while they favor the rat- 
ification of the treaty, do not approve of ill actions by the 
United States in connection with the revolution upon the Isthmus 
of Panama, If the people of Georgia thought that the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty involved an approval of the alleged illegal 
actions of the United States in connection with the revolution, as 
earnestly as they wish the building of the canal they would be 
op to the ratification of the treaty. 

think it proper I should further state that, while the ee of 
my State think that whatever wrong has been done to Colombia 
by the dismemberment of her territory can not be remedied by 
the rejection of this treaty, they are very decidedly of the opinion 
that it is the duty of the United States Government to endeavor to 
agree with Colombia upon a peaceful settlement of all claims 
and all differences which have grown out of the occurrences 
connected with the recent revolution in Panama; and I believe, 
sir, that that view is shared not only by the le of Georgia, 
but generally by the conservative people in the United States. 
Ihave myself been very much impressed with the strength of 
that yiew. I have been very much in sympathy with it, and I 
have very srongly desired to contribute what I could to the ac- 
complishment of that end. 

As is known to the Senate, I have introduced a resolution, and 
a modified resolution, and I have offered an amendment to the 
treaty, all looking to this end. I desire, in order that these sev- 
eral propositions may appear in sequence in the RECORD, now to 
read them to the Senate, The original resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be respectfully informed that the Senate 
favor and advise the negotiation, with a view to its ratification, of à treat 
with the Republic of Colombia, to the end that there may be peacef on 
satisfactorily determined and — all differences between the United 
States and the Republic of Colombia growing out of the recent revolution in 
Panama and the consequent secession of Panama from Colombia, and the 
alleged aid and assistance by the land and naval power of the United States 
in the successful accomplishment of said revolution and sécession, through 
the alleged forcible prevention by said land or naval forces of the assertion 
and maintenance by Colombia of her sovereignty and oy in Panama; 
and that full and complete compensation may, be made by the United States 
to the Republic of Colombia for the loss of her jw Soe property 

nama, so fur as the same may be shown to be dus to any actof the 
United States ti h the land or naval forces of the same. 

Resolved further, That the President be respectfully informed that if it 

should prove to be impracticable for the United States and the mblic of 


Colombia to agree through a convention u the question of the sai: 
Fesponsibility on the part of the United States, of upon the question of 0 


rights in 


to its ratification, of a treaty with the Republic of Colombia submitting to 
ent Court of Arbitration at Hague or to some other tribunal 
to be agreed upon, for and tion, all 


impartial arbitrament peaceful determina: 
questions between the United ene, the Republic of Colombia growing 


The modified resolution, which I will read to the Senate, in- 
tended to take the place of the original resolution, is as follows: 
Resolved, That the President be 


and advise the 88 th a view to its ratification, of a treaty with the 

blic of Colombia, to the end that there may be peacefully satisfac- 

torily determined and adjusted all differences between the United States and 

the blic of Colombia, with the intent of remo any cause of irritation 

the Une Sate snd Gobi aati af nyt hare ee 

e an i rt tion 
of the Colombian of the canal at Panama. 


While the original resolution is satisfactory to myself, I have 
modified it in this way simply to meet some criticisms as to phrase- 
ology babar have been made by Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber, 

In addition to this change of phraseology, it will be noted that 
in the modified resolution the provision in the original resolution 
looking to a submission of the controversy to The Hague tribunal 
has been eliminated. I would be unwilling that it shonld be 
thought I had abandoned the contention that a submission to The 
Hague tribunal is a proper proceeding in case there should be a 
failure in the effort at peaceful t, but, as a reference to 
arbitration is a secondary preceeding Onis to be had when there 
is a failure at peaceful ent, that provision may very well 


be med for the present, until it is seen whether e can be 
suc ful ent. 
And then, I have offered to the treaty an amendment which 


has been made public, and which 1 will now read. The amend- 
ment which I have offered is to the first article of the treaty. 
The first article is one which guarantees to Panama the sover- 
eignty of Panama, and to that I propose an amendment in th 

way of an addition, which is in these words: g 


Amend Article I by adding the following at the close thereof: 

“In consideration of the ty on Reperi of the United States of the 
independence of the ible of Panama, and in further consideration of the 
importance to both the United States and the icof Panama, that 
shall be peaceful and cordial relations between Governments and 
ple, respectively, and the Government and people of Colombia, it is 3 
cc 
men ni ‘or tes and for the Re- 

ublic of Panama, and in their names, shall be 
Repatiic of Colombia and by ees their 
e 


y alleged and 
claimed by the ie of Colombia in, tan over the terri: embraced 
in the Republic of ma. and on account of any and all con ons hereto- 
fore granted by the Republic of Colombia to the New Panama Canal Com- 
pany and to the Panama Railroad Company, or claimed or held by either of 
said companies, and on account of any and all claims an 
to the of the ‘New Panata Canal Company and of the Panama Rail- 
road Company or shares or other interest in the same; and 
pensation rca, Groves claims of the Republic of Colombia against 
either the United States or the Republic of 


on account of the recent 

revolution in ma and the secession of Panama from the Republic of Co- 
lombia, or any matter or connected therewith. And it is fur- 
her a: that the United States shall guarantee to the Government of 


t 
Colombia the payment in full of the sum of money which shall be 


upon for the said considerations.” 


Under the restrictions which have been observed, although 
there has been no order passed upon the subject, I do not thinkit 
proper that Ishould discuss the provisions of this proposed amend- 
ment in the open session, and I will reserve it for the considera- 
tion of the Senate in executive session. 

I will repeat, however, that I think the approval of the resolu- 
tions which I have offered in the Senate, and the amendment 
proposed to the treaty which I have just read, is shared not 
only by the people of Georgia, but by the thoughtful and con- 
servative people of the United States, and I believe that as time 
passes the truth of that statement will become more apparent to 
the Senate and to the people. 

It is not the desire, sir, of the thoughtful and conservative people 
of the United States that Colombia shall be torn and rent by the 
domestic revolution and anarchy which will certainly follow if 
the Government of Colombia lies down in supine submission and 
does not attempt to seek any redress for alleged wrongs, which, 
whether they exist or not, are believed by the people of Colombia 
to exist. Nor is it the wish of the conservative and thoughtful 
poopie of the United States that the Government of Colombia, in 

e effort to avoid that domestic disorder and anarchy, and in the 
effort to redress the wrongs its people believe they have suffered, 
shall engage in a war with the United States, however confident 
we may be of our perfect capacity to deal with that war without 
any material sacrifice on the part of the United States, 

do not desire to trespass further upon the time of the Senate. 
In order that my vote shall not be misunderstood or misconstrued, 
that it may not be taken to imply that which I do not wish it to 
imply, I deemed oF a ed to make these few remarks. 

Mr. BERRY, „President, I have no intention of making a 


agreed 
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ech. I did not think until this morning that I would say any- 
thing. I simply desire to say now, however, that if I believed the 
defeat of this treaty would restore the conditions which existed 
in Colombia prior to the secession of Panama I would vote against 
it. But we all know that it will not restore that condition. We 
know that the Republic of Panama has been atts 1 by the 


incipal governments of the world, that it is backed by the United 
tates, and so long as it is sustained by this Government it will 
remain a republic. If it be such a republic it has the same rights 
and the same power to make treaties asany other country. There- 
fore, the defeat of the treaty would not change that condition. 
If I believed, Mr. President, that the defeat of the treaty would 
compel the PresiJent to construct the canal at Nicaragua, as was 
his spen duty to do last fall when it became certain that a treaty 
could not be made with Colombia, I would vote against it. But 
we all know that he will not build it at Nicaragua., He has said 
so in a public message delivered to both Houses. We all know 
that a majority of the Senate, and a majority of the Senate prob- 
ably for some time yet to come, would never consent to build the 
canal at Nicaragua, where I believe it ought to have been built, 
where the law said the President should build it if he failed in a 
treaty with Colombia. But the defeat of this treaty would not 
bring that abont. 

If I believed that a vote for this treaty could be rightfully con- 
strued as an indorsement of the action of the President of the 
United States, then I would vote against it. 

But. Mr. President, it seems to me when a fact is established, 
when it is permanent, when it is fixed, that because we make a 
treaty with what is regarded as an independent nation we become 
responsible for all the acts which brought that nation into exist- 
ence is not tenable ground. 

The same thing that was done in Panama was almost precisely 
done in Hawaii. The President of the United States used the 
Army of the United States to change the government in Hawaii. 
And yet Hawaii has become one of the Territories of this coun- 
try, and we deal with it as we deal with any other Territory, 
though many of us believed that the manner in which we ac- 
quired it was not honorable to this Government and ought never 
to have taken place. I can see nodifference in that case and this. 
Both are on the same line. 

I do not approve of what the President did. I think the coun- 
try believes to-day that he used the marines down there to prevent 
Colombia from asserting her authority in a way that he was not 
authorized to do, and that his acts can not be justified. I believe 
in the first speech made by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] and not in the last one. But, as I said, itis accomplished. 
It has been done. 

I have no particular sympathy with Colombia, although I think 
she has been badly treated. I am frank to say that it is a matter 
of little co uence to me whether they have two so-called re- 
publics or a dozen out of that territory. It is not that that 
influences me. Perhaps on account of my early education my 
natural sympathies would go out to the other party—to the party 
that seceded and was engaged in revolution, I think if-1 had 
sympathy between either it would be with them. 

ButI do not approve.the act of the President of the United 
States, and while no doubt the President stated the truth when 
he stated that he had not encouraged the revolution, I believe 
that the parties here who were working in the interests of the 
revolution had assurances from the State Department here that 
the naval forces would be used precisely as they were used. That 
I do not think any man can approve. t when an act has been 
done, is ,and settled, I can not see how a treaty with the Re- 
public of Panama can be considered as approval. 

But perhaps after all, Mr. President, the most persuasive reason 
for me to vote for the treaty is that which I think controls most 
Senators here, though it is sometimes considered a weakness to 
admit it, and that is I believe four-fifths of the people of the State 
from which Icome want me to vote for it. Ithink that they want 
the canal. I think that while they do not approve of what was 
done, they think it is done and past and that it can not be reme- 
died by a defeat of the treaty. They believe that the defeat of 
this treaty will not secure a canal at Nicaragua. They belieye 
that if it is defeated it will simply delay for some years the con- 
struction of any canal, a subject in which they have such an in- 
tense interest. 

The people of the Sonthern States for years have believed—I 
sometimes fear that their hopes will not be realized—that the bnild- 
ing of an isthmian canal will have a tendency to largely increase 
the price of cotton, which is their great product. They believe 
that it will reduce very largely the freight rates in order to trans- 

rt it to the eastern country, which is their market. They be- 

ieve that it will have a tendency to build up the southern ports 
and be of peculiar advantage to the South. 

That is what they believe about it, and they are impatient at 
any delay which prevents the beginning of the construction of the 
canal, They preferred, as I think, that the canal should have 


been built at Nicaragua, but if they can not get it at Nicaragua 
they want it at Panama. a = 

I voted for the Colombian treaty to build the canal at Panama 
although I had voted against the Spooner amendment, and voted 
in favor of the Nicaragua route. Afterwards, when that be- 
came impossible, I voted, as I said, for the treaty with Colombia. 

This treaty with Panama is more fayorable to the United 
States. It is made with a nation which has back of it much 
aie r power than Colombia had when we made that treaty 
with her. F 

The people of the South want this canal. I believe in the old- 
fashioned doctrine that it is the duty of a Senator, on a matter of 
mere public policy, to either carry out the wishes of his people or 
to resign and let them send some one here who will carry them 
out. I believe in that, and I have always believed in it. 

I do not mean to say, Mr. President, that I believe in obeying 
the will of the people when they would have a Senator violate the 
oath he had taken to support the Constitution, I do not believe 
in obeying them when it involves the question of a Senator's 
honor, or the honor of the Government, or the honor of the State 
which he represents. In all cases of that kind I would not hesi- 
tate to vote contrary to their wishes. 

Take, for instance, the Paris treaty and the act of this Govern- 
ment in reference to the Philippines. There is no power on this 
earth that could have made me vote for it or to support it, directly 
or indirectly, because I believed that that act of this Government 
was a crime, a disgrace, and a shame, and that it will fix a stain 
upon this Government from which it will never recover. 

But this is wholly different. As I said, the people of the South 
want it, and whatever the people of the South want, I want. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now, if no further remarks are to be made in 
open session, I will move an executive session. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say a word or two before we go into 
executive session. 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate more than a moment, or a few moments at least. I have 
discussed this question at considerable length heretofore, and I 
am not going over the old ground. 

Yesterday the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
told us that we were about to realize the dream of the centuries; 
we are to have a water communication between the Atlantic and 
the Pacific. It has never been anything else but a dream until 
the present time at least. The project of building this canal or a 
canal in some section of that country is older than the settlements 
in the United States. 

And yet, Mr. President, we are about to build a canal upon a 
line that has never been examined and never surveyed as an 
enterprise of this kind demands; and to this hour, when we are 
about to vote millions and millions of money, some of the best 
engineers of the world declare that it is an impossible scheme. 
I do not believe that myself, Mr. President. I believe it is a pos- 
sible scheme, but I do believe what I have asserted here again 
and again in the last twenty years, that no man living can say 
what that scheme will cost. 

I have said, Mr. President, and I wish to repeat, that I have 
been opposed to a canal of this character. I have not believed 
and I do not now believe that, if the canal is constructed as pro- 
posed, it will be of any considerable value to us as a nation or to 
the people of the world commercially. I do not believe that in 
these days of great ships and great enterprises you can persuade 
the commerce of the world to climb a hill and then climb down 


again. : 

Mr. President, there has been haste. We are told that we want 
to begin to dig. If twenty years ago you had built this canal 
upon any proposition then pro to the human race, it would 
bea worthless ditch to-day, you had built it since we have 
been voting in the Senate for propositions of that kind, it would 
be worthless to the commerce of the world. 

Mr. President, in my judgment this canal will not be built as 
now proposed, for I believe the good judgment and common sense 
of the American le will, by the time we have reached a prac- 
tical development of this a ee canal, discover that such a 
canal will not meet the demands of the commerce of the world. 
While, I repeat, no man living can tell what it will cost, whether 
the cost be great or small, the American people, having com- 
menced the work, will undoubtedly complete it; not in eight 
years. not in the day of most of us who sit here, but in time to 
give the commerce of the world a canal such as ought to be built, 
if one is to be built at all. 

I believe—and I have given attention to this question for very 
nearly a quarter of acentury—that we have greatly overrated the 
advan and blessings which are to flow from the construc- 
tion of this canal, whether it be a lock canal or a tide-water canal, 

I do not care to go into the question of the wisdom of the con- 
struction of this 3 either as a tide- water canal or a 
lock canal; but I rose to say that, in my judgment, when this 
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treaty is ratified. as it will probably be to-day, and when the rati- 
fications are exchanged, it will become: a law of the United States, 
and it will be my duty as one of the representatives of the States 
and it will be the duty of all of 5 rovide for the execu- 
tion of the project contained in that law. It will need, Mr. Presi- 
dent, am appropriation; it will need some details in ‘the way of 
care ‘of its construction which are not contained, in my judgment, 
in the existing law, even if that Iaw could be made applicable, 
We shall need, im the present condition of our finances, to borrow 
the money to complete this enterprise. 

We cam not afferd to take that money out of the ordinary reve- 
nues of the Government, for apparently there will be this year 
and the next and the next following, unless: we change our reye- 
nue laws. æ deficit, and not æ surplus. We shail have to issue 
bonds. We have a law providing for $130,000,000'of bonds. If 
that were a law whieh could be executed, I do not believe any 
Senator who is in favor of the canal, or any Senator who is op- 
posed to it, believes thut is an adequate provision for building the 


canal, 

In the first place, the bonds provided for are not such bonds as, 
in my judgment, the Government of the United States ought to 
issue. If we issue bonds for this purpose they should be of the 
same character as every other bond that we issue; they should 
not be issued as canal bonds, but should be issued as bonds of the 
United States. 

ĮI think there should be, promptly following the ratification of 
this treaty, legislation, first, making an appropriation to pay Pan- 
ama, and, next, to pay the French Panama Canal Company. Then 
there should be a provision for the bonds neeessary to: complete 
this canal. If w' fail to appropriate enough, E suppose: later Con- 
gress: will still have the power to add more 

I want to enter upon the record, Mr. President, a justification 
of my vote. Three times I have voted against projects of this 
kind. There is not a Senator on this floor to- day who would vote 
for one of them if to-day it were here for his approval or disap- 
proyal. No project which I have eyer voted for wonld to- day meet 
the present demands; no project which we have ever voted for here 
would be satisfactory to any in t engineer in the present 
condition of the shipping of the wor I believe that the present 
project is as much the age and behind existing demands 
as I Believe was the first project, which I voted against, I should 

ten or twelve years ago 
, STEWART. T should like to inquire of the Senator from: 
Colorado if he has any exact idea as to what this project is to be, 
ee eee ed ea 

Mr: TELLER. If the Senator from Nevada had been in the 
Chamber when I began he would know I have not; nor, without 
any reflection upon him, has the Senator; nor does any other man 
living know what this project is to be. 

Mr. STEWART. I can only hope it will be a sea-level canal. 

Mr. TELLER. There area great many engineers who declare i 
that it cam not be made a sea-level! canal, and, as I before stated, 
every prophecy that has been made as to this canal has lacked 
that exactness of knowledge which renders: pro 


said to be the best en 
could be built for 1200 000,000 big enough and deep en 
ecommodate t the commerce of the world—a sea-level 
Mr. President, the French spent two hundred and sixty-odd 
million dollars, and the canal is not now more than one-fourth 
built, whether it be called a sea-level canal or whether it be a 
Toek canal. 

Mr. President, I know it will be said, and said truthfully, that 
the French was conceived in in- 


puilt for $127,000, 000, they knew it could not; but they aid 1 not 
dare to say to the commercial world that it would cost five: hun- 
dred or six hundred million dollars to complete: this eanal, — 
so, under the lead of one whO was recognized as the greatest en 

neer of his time and of the world, they declared that $127,000.00 
would complete the work. When they used this $127,000,000 
they called for more, until they took from the French people two 
hundred and sixty-odd millions of money and sunk it im this 
diteh—for which we are to pay $40,000,000nominally for the canal, 
but. in 

canal and $0, 000,000 to the lobbyists: who 
Congress in that particular. 


Mr. President, I know that there was an element here, a senti | a 
mental element, that did much to earry the votes of this Senate 


for that canal upon the theory that we were giving back to the 

unfortunate Frenchmen a part, at least, of their investment. I 
for one voted for this canal with the declaration on the floor that 
I voted for it in the hope that some day it might be made a sea- 
level canal, and not because I believed as between a loek canal om 
the Nicarazna route and the eanal at Panama that this was the 
better. No sea-level canal could ever be built on any other route, 


dgment, in reality, we shall pay 820.0005000 for the: | 
220.000 secured the action of || 


unless it were the one lying just below, which I think is very 
nearly, if not quite, am impossible route: ‘but T believed them, and 


80 „that I had hoped if the canal was ever built we would 
build it as a sea-level canal. 

Mr. President, I think the first thing to be done after we shall 
have ratified this treaty—I do not expect to move in it, because it 
is for the friends. of this measure to take to make it a profit- 
able and successful enterprise, and not for those who do not be- 
lieve in it—the first thing is to do what has never been done to 
this hour, and that is to: ascertain what it will cost to build a 
sea-level canal and to ascertain whether there are obstacles- in- 
surmountable and impossible: of overcoming in that proposed 
waterway across the continent. 

I have my own notion, Mr. President, of what ought to be 
done and as to how it may be done. That, however, is not of any 
value here; but if I did not believe it was a possible thing to 
build a canal across the Isthmus, Eshould not ask that this Canal 
Commission of ours be instructed to do what they have not yet 
done, namely. to ascertain what the canat will cost and whether 
= 3 true that there are obstacles in that region which can not be 


“I Tnow that the Commission say in their report—which I have 
read with great care from time to time that t there are 
no obstacles there; they have said that they thought they had got 
at the facts. From whom did they get the facts, Mr. President? 
From the French engineers, many of whom were convicted and 
some of whom suffered imprisonment for their vicious conduct in 
relation to this canal. Their information was utterly unworthy 
the attention of any body of engineers in the world. 

I know the difficulties to be surmounted; I know the dead! 
climate spoken of by the Senator from: Mississippi Dir. Monry]; 
and I have spoken of it before, Mr. President, because within: my 
. —.— and amongst my acquaintances were men some of whonr 
had beer engaged im the construction of the railroad built across 


the Isthmus at the expense of innumerable lives. 
We shall suffer in money, Mr. President; we shall suffer in the 
from which the French suffered’, it will be beeanse we shall adopt 
a different and because we shall determine when we 
eee I do not now, nor does any man 
ig pred e the American continent know. 
Mr, President, E 
R when this treaty becomes the law of 
to execute that law honestly and efficiently, as becomes 
an American Senator. 
success of the canal, because I know that the obstacles are great, 
T myself do not propose by any vote that Ishall give or any words 
ecution of a project which may possibly prove to bea great bless- 
—E it may prove tobe such—but the execution 

I can hope to see accomplished. . 

Mr. NS. Mr. President 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the Senator proceeds, I desire to make 
1 Tunerstand will not be: long, go into executive: session on the 
question of the treaty itself. 
Mr. SCOTT: 


loss of life; and if we do not suffer from scandals. such as those 
go to work TS it anat that we shall know all the pore facts 
consider it my duty as a member of this 

rey Because I do not believe in the ultimate 
that I shall utter to attempt to hinder, obstruct, or delay the ex- 
and completion of which I do not believe, in the nature of things, 
t we shall, as soon as he coneludes his remarks, which 

Will the Senator from North Carolina yield to 


me te some morning business? 
Mr. LOM. The morning business has: been deferred until 
we get through with the treaty. I hope the Senator will not-in- 


sist on presenting it now. 
Mr. E want to say that if the Senator from Ilinois 
does not object, I shall object to an 
sented until we get through with t 
SCOTT. Lwasnot awareof the desire of the Senator from 


the Senate re 


in Panama: that the Colombian 
militaryand naval officers , at Panama had been 
to cast their Iot with the Isthmians when the revolution should 
come; that the Panama Canal Company and Railroad Company, 
powerful factors in ee were actually fomenting secession, 
and that three other of ombia—namely 


' Cauca, the most erry State of Colombia, Antioquia, we 


2248 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 23, 


Bolivar—were in sympathy with the Panamaians and, to a more 
or less extent, themselves ripe for a revolution. 

All these and other circumstances, tending to show widespread 
di content in the various Departments of Colombia and the de- 
moralization of its army and navy, were well known and sup- 
ported, as I thought, the contention that the insurrection in Pan- 
ama was not upon the initiative of this country, but of the 
ple of Panama and the adjacent Departments of Colombia. That 
this reyolution followed as a result of the defeat by the Colom- 
bian Congress of the Panama treaty, I have but little doubt. 
That it would have succeeded without our interference I can not 
say, but I do rejoice that this country is no longer under treaty 
obligations to Colombia to support her in maintaining a rule of 
despotism over these wretched people. That is what we have 
been doing for fifty years, and to my mind it is the most regret- 
tible feature of this whole business. 

In my former speech upon this subject, I criticised the Admin- 
istration for interfering before it had recognized the independence 
of Panama, with the rightful efforts of Colombia to suppress the 
insurrection and enforce obedience to her authority upon the 
Isthmus. I criticised the recognition of the independence of Pan- 
ama by the President as hasty and in disregard of international 
law and precedent. But, Mr. President, notwithstanding my dis- 
sent from the action of the Administration in these particulars 
when the President, in the exercise of his undoubted right under 
the Constitution and the uniform practice, recognized the inde- 

ndence of Panama and the other at nations of the world 
joined in that recognition, I realized the fact, whether rightfully 
or wrongfully accomplished, Panama was an independent nation, 
and we must deal Merton as ge or not = all, leaving these and 
ther questions to be t with as separate propositions. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will my friend from North Carolina yield to 
me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT — tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr, SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. When the Government of Panama was recog- 
nized as anindependent government, did it not become the United 
States to remain neutral, as between two foreign nations, and did 
we not put ourselves in hostility to one of them? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, when the Government of Pan- 
ama was recognized as an independent government, then all the 
rights and duties arising out of the treaty of 1846 at once attached 
both to us and to Panama, and from the minute of recognition it 
became our duty to protect the sores of Panama, as it had 
been our duty to protect the sovereignty of Colombia, over the Isth- 

ition. 

Mr. D. ill the Senator allow me to ask him another 
question? : 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. We were under obligation to protect the soy- 
ereignty of Colombia. How could we ignore that? 

Mr. SPOONER. As long as she had the sovereignty. 

Mr. DANIEL. Our engagement was to defend and protect her 

sovereignty over the Isthmus of Panama, and not to aid another 

to take it away from her. That is the way our former 
Preldents and Secretaries of State defined it. That was the doc- 
trine in the time of Lincoln and Grant. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Up to the minute of recognition our duty was 
to maintain the sovereignty of Colombia over the Isthmus under 
the treaty; after the recognition, eo instanti, that duty was trans- 
ferred from Colombia to Panama. That I understand to be the 
law applicable to the facts of this particular case. 

Mr. President, the position I have just defined for myself I 
think is and has been substantially the position of most if not all 
of the Senators on this side of the Chamber who intend to vote 
for the treaty. Under these circumstances I was surprised to 
read in the Washington Post of this morning the deliverance of 
the late Secretary of War, Mr. Root, at Chicago last night. I 
will read a brief extract from that speech. It is as follows: 


The conduct of the United States Government in recognizing the in- 
dependence of Panama, in making the treaty, and in exercising police 
power over territory traversed by the Panama and the partly con- 
structed canal during the period of revolution, has been severely criticised 
by some of our own citizens, who_have said in substance that in this busi- 
ness our Government has violated the rules of international law, has been 

ing and unfair, and has, by the exercise of brute force, trampled down 
fhe hts of a weaker nation in violation of those principles of justice which 
should control the conduct of nations as of men. 

In considering these charges we may well thrust aside as carrying no weight 
of authority the expressions of those who, while they condemn theconduct of 
our Government, are in favor of the oy © They curiously reverse the divine 
rule. and scem to hate the sinner while they love the sin. 

We need not pay very much heed either to that class of temperamental 
snd perennial faulifinders whom we have and always will have with us, as 
an incident of free institutions, who are agen every government of which 
ey — not personally form a part and in Whose eyes everything done by 
others is wrong. . 


mus before the reco: 


Undoubtadly, Mr. President, to use the phraseology of Mr. 


Root, sin has been committed in this business, and one of the chief 


sinners is the ex-Secretary of War himself, for there is reason to 
believe that he is largely responsible for the reprehensible action 
of this Government in these matters. Nearly every Senator upon 
this side of the Chamber, if not every one, whether he intends to 
vote for the treaty or against it, believes that mong has been done 
to Colombia and that reparation should be made for that wrong, 
and they intend to insist that reparation shall be made. But, Mr. 
President, those of us who expect to vote for the treaty do not in- 
tend by that act to condone the sins of the Administration; and I 
want to say to Senators on the other side of this Chamber that if 
I understand the sentiments of Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber who intend to vote for the treaty, they would vote with prac- 
tical unanimity against itand it would be defeated if they thought, 
as the ex-Secretary of War declares he thinks, that by voting for 
this treaty they would condone, indorse, or acquiesce in the 
wrongful action of the Administration toward Colombia. 

Mr. President, ours is a government of divided powers. The 
States have certain powers and the Federal Government has cer- 
tain powers. Within its own sphere the powers of each are ex- 
clusive and supreme. Both in the State government and in the 
Federal Government these powers are subdivided and distributed 
into legislative, judicial, and executive functions. It is a funda- 
mental principle of our system that these departments of govern- 
ment 8 be kept separate and apart, and, excepting rare in- 
stances, where their duties are in a measure by express provision 
coordinate, neither is permitted to trench upon the other, and each 
is bound by the action of the other taken in the lawful exercise of 
its functions. In the judiciary department the Supreme Court is 
the 8 of ultimate power; its interpretation of the laws 
enacted by Congress is final. The only remedy the legislative 
branch of the Government and even the ple have in case of 
what seems to it and them to be a wron interpretation is new 
legislation upon the subject. This court alone determines the 
constitutionality of all legislative enactment. If it shall decide 
wrongfully, the only effective remedy would be by amendment to 
the Constitution. 

In other words, within its sphere its power is exclusive and its 
decisions are final and binding, not only upon the judiciary de- 
partment, but upon every other department of the Government 
and upon the people of the country as well. Long years before 
the war, when the question of slavery and the status of the ne 
under the Constitution had become an acute question in thi 
country, the famous Dred Scott case, which involved questions 
about which there was the sharpest political and moral conflict 
and division, was submitted to the Supreme Court for settlement. 
The decision of the court in that case was one which met with 
almost universal disapproval in certain parts of the country; in- 
deed, no decision ever rendered by that court has met with such 
general disapproval in these sections of the country as did that 
decision. It was denounced in the severest and bitterest and 
most unm terms, and yet that decision had to be accepted 
and acted upon. It had been decided by the tribunal invested by 
the Constitution with the power of final adjudication. There was 
no appeal fromit. Nothing but war could reverse it, and it re- 
mained the law of the land and was accepted and acted upon as 
such until it was overthrown and changed by the arbitrament of 
the sword. 

Not long ago the question of the status of the Philippines and 
the Filipinos under the Constitution was a burning question. 
Were these people subjects, or were they citizens? Could we hold 
that country under the „but not under the Constitution? 
Whether these people and this country should be dealt with by 
Congress in the way the Republican party insisted upon dealin 
with them and it, or in the way the Democratic prr insis 
upon dealing with them and it, depended upon the decision of the 
Supreme Court as to the status of these people and this country 
under the Constitution. If the Supreme Court decided one way, 
then we could continue to rule them as subjects and not as citi- 
zens and to hold this territory under the flag but not under the 
Constitution. If it decided the other way, it would be necessary 
to change the whole system of laws and theory of government 
which the Republican party had planned and to treat them as 
citizens under the Constitution as well as under the flag. The 
decision was favorable to the Republican contention; but if it had 
been different, as much as it would have disconcerted the plans 
of that it would have been compelled to accept it and either 
retain the Philippines and accord to them the privileges and im- 
avoe of the Constitution or have relinquished all control over 

em. 

Now, under the Constitution and the practice of this Govern- 
ment in dealing with foreign nations, in receiving foreign minis- 
ters, and in accrediting ministers and ambassadors from this to 
foreign countries, the recognition of belligerency or independence 
of a foreign 8 is an Executive function, vested in the 
President as the Chief Executive of the nation; and when, in the 
exercise of that function, he recognizes the belligerency or inde- 
pendence of a foreign country, whether that recognition be right- 
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ful or wrongful, whether in accordance with precedent or not, 
whether in accordance with the feelings and sentiments of the 

ple or not, whether it meets with the approval of the legisla- 
Re and judicial . of the Government or not, it is 
binding upon both of those departments and upon the people as 
w 


Mr. President, in support of this position, I call the attention 
of the Senate to the following statement of Mr. Wharton, a great 
writer upon international law, found in Wharton’s International 
Law, second edition, page 551: 


The numberof instances in which the Executive has 
foreign power without consulting Congress (because not anti 
nences which such consultation 8 has been very t. No 
objection has been made by Congress in any of these instances. e legisla- 
tive power has thus for one hundred years impliedly confirmed the view 
that the right to recognize a new NA government belonged to the Execu- 
tive; and if it is correct doctrine that the same power can not be exercised 
for the same purposes by two different branches of the Government, this im- 
pied 3 is 5 of the whole present controversy. (4th Cong., 
sess., 8. Doc. 


Also to the following extract from the Commentaries of Judge 
Storey upon the Constitution, sections 55 and 56 and 55-87: 


But a much more delicate occasion is when a civil war breaks out in a 
nation, and two nations are formed, or two parie in the same nation, each 
9 sovereignty of the whole, and the contest remains as yet unde- 
cided, flagrante bello. * * The exercise of this prerogative of acknowl- 
edging new nations or ministers is, therefore, under such circumstances, an 
executive function of Ne delicacy, which requires the utmost caution and 
deliberation. * * * such recognition is made it is conclusive upon the 
nation, unless, indeed, it can be reversed by an act of Con Si Liptay aang 
it. If,on the other hand, such recognition has been refused by the Executive, 
it is said that Congress may, notwithstanding, 1 acknowledge the 
sovereignty of the nation or party (citing Rawle). These, however, are 

ropositions which have hitherto remained as abstract statements under the 
Constitution, and therefore can be ropounded, not as absolutely true, but as 
still open to discussion if they should ever arise in the course of our forei, 
diplomacy. The Constitution has expressly invested the Executive wi 
power to receive ambassadors and other ministers. It has not expressly 
cepa Congress with the power either to repudiate or acknowledge 
em. 

That a power so extensive in its reach over our foreign relations could not 
properly al conferred on any other than the executive d ent will ad- 
mit of little doubt. That it should be paargi confided to that depart- 
ment without any participation of the Senate in the functions (that body be- 
ing jointly in with the treaty-making power) is not so obvious. 
Probably the circumstance that in all foreign governments the power was 
exclusively confided to the executive department, and the utter impractica- 
bility of keeping the Senate constantly in session, and the suddenness of the 
emergencies which Hips require the action of the Government, conduced 
to the establi ent of the authority in its present form. It is not, indeed. a 
power likely to be abused, though it is p t with consequences often in- 
volving the question of peace or war. in our short experience the reyo- 
lutions in France and the reyolutions in South America have already placed 
us in situations to feel its critical characterand the necessity of ha atthe 
head of the Government an Executive of sober judgment, enlightened views, 
and firm and exalted patriotism. 


Also, to the following extract from Mr. Pomeroy, found in 
Pomeroy’s Constitutional Law, pages 669, 670, and 672: 


All foreign relations are thus confided exclusively to the President or to 
him in connection with the Senate. * * * 

Of the unlimited extent and transcendent importance of this function thus 
confided to the Executive, either alone or in connection with the Senate, there 


be no doubt. 
Sen may pass resolves in relation to questions of an international char. 


acter, but these can only have a certain moral weight; they have no legal 
effect; they can not bind the Executive. The necessity for this is evident; 
negotiations generally require a certain degree of secrecy; one mind and 
will must always be more efficient in such matters than a large deliberative 


assembly. „ * + 

The President can not declare war; Congressalone possesses this attribute. 
But the President may, without any possibility of hindrance from the 
lature, so conduct the toreign intercourse, the a negotiations with 
other governments, as to force a war, as to compel another nation to take the 


initiative; and this step once taken, the challenge can not be 

T also desire to call the attention of the Senate to the decision 

of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Williams 

inst Suffolk Insurance Company, reported in 13 Peters. In 
this case the court uses the following emphatic language in de- 
fining the powers of the Executive in the matter of recognition 
of foreign governments and the binding effect of such recogni- 
tion upon the people and the coordinate departments of the Goy- 
ernment: 

And there can be no doubt that when the executive branch of the Govern- 
ment, which is with our foreign relations, in its correspondence 
with a foreign nation assume a fact in regard to the sovereignty of any island 
or country, it is conclusive on the judicial department. And in this view it 
is not material to inquire, nor is it the province of the court to determine, 
whether the Executive be wright or wrong. It is enough to know that in the 
exercise of his constitational functions he decided the question. Having 
done this under the responsibilities which belong to him, itis obligatory on 
the people and the Government of the Union. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON: Do I understand the Senator from North 
Carolina to read that decision on the point that the Executive has 
the exclusive authority to recognize foreign governments? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Tread that, sir, to show that where the Ex- 
ecutive does, in the exercise of his authority, recognize a foreign 
government, the courts are bound by it, and every other depart- 


ized a new 
pating conse- 


ment of the Government is bound by it, until it is overturned by 
affirmative action. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from North Carolina of 
course does not mean to say that that decision holds that the leg- 
islative branch of the Government is bound by the Executive act. 

On the contrary, I invite his attention to the fact that the deci- 
sion simply holds, which is the universal rule, thatin a political 
matter the courts are bound by the act of the Executive or the 
other coordinate branches of the Government having jurisdiction 
of such matters under the Constitution. But it is a very differ- 
ent propondo, if the Senator will pardon me, to say that the 
courts feel bound by the acts of the Executive in such instances 
and saying that the legislative branch of the Government would 
be bound by it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Idonot of course mean to say that the legis- 
lative department of the Government would be bound by an act 
of the Executive in the exercise of a coordinate function, a func- 
tion as to which another department enjoys coordinate power 
with him or as to which it has the power of review. 

I cited that case for the purpose of showing that the recogni- 
tion of belligerency and independence in the first instance is ex- 
clusively an executive act. It may be, as Judge Story with 
doubts and misgivings suggests, that Congress could repudiate 
that act. It may be that Congress could make that act ineffect- 
ive to a certain extent by refusing to pay the salary of a minister 
dispatched to that country from this Government; but that would 
not militate inst the proposition that recognition is exclu- 
sively an executive act. Even if possess the power of 
repudiation, there is now no proposition to do that. To defeat 
this treaty will not have that effect. If we defeat this treaty. the 
status will not be changed. We will still have a minister in Pan- 
ama, and Panama will still have a minister here. 

Mr. President, on yesterday there was a deliverance in this 
Chamber by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
recognized by all as one of the greatest constitutional lawyers in 
this country. No man’s opinion upon a legal question is entitled 
to more weight than his. It is, in the main, in accord with the 
position I have just taken and with the authorities I have read, 
and I wish again to call the attention of the Senate to his weighty 
words and to incorporate them as a part of my remarks: 


Mr. President, the time for the vote is so near and the members ot the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and other Senators—especially the Senator from 
Wisconsin—have discussed the — so thoroughly that I do not like to 
or intoan argument now. I will, however, say a word or two upon two 
questions. 


First, I wish to speak of the that the President has been overhasty 
in the ition of the new Republic. That is a matter solely for his dis- 
cretion, The power of of a foreign government, Fether ol its 


rate existence or of its de facto government, must in ordinary cases be 
within the exclusive discretion of the President, and his action must be ab- 
solutely 8 upon all other departments of the Government. That mat- 
ter was debated when some zealous friends of ours were urging Congress to 
recognize 8 the insurgent government which was then literally in the saddle 
in 
Those gentlemen, some of them at any rate, admit their mistake now. 
This power, though so important, is not an express power. It is a derived 
power coming from the President's power and duty to appoint and receive 
am ors, other public ministers, and consuls, and his power and duty to 
see that the laws, including treaties—which are laws—he faithfully executed. 
It is im ble that the exercise of this 8 should wait for the assem- 
pa of Congress in those cases that arise in vacation or should be delayed 
until the lawmaking power, consisting of three separate and independent 
authorities, can agree and can act. Ihave thought that cases may be con- 
ceived where such a duty and authority may exist in the lawmaking power. 
It may be desirable sometimes to enacta law which will determine action 
of all persons under the authority of our Government, deciding who is the 
lawful government of a foreign country. But that question does not arise 


now. 
mind that for e American, whether in Congress or 


So it is clear to m 
out, the question, t is the lawful Government at Panama? has 


? been 

settled by the President. N. 0 i 
the wis Re treaty bea BSD oy and for: the N N 
if the Executive think one way and we another, and the House of Rep- 
resentatives perhaps differs from both of us, there can never be a lawful 
Sonal criss wale tort ovorgibicg we fanaa tee O cI eat eer 
concerned must be in chaos. E * * 

Mr. President, in my judgment, there is but one question before 
the Senate at this time, and that is whether this is a meritorions 
treaty—a treaty which the Senate, in the interest of the country 
and of the disc of its duties to the world, ought to ratify. 
The other 8 the question of right and wrong in connec- 
tion with the revolution in and recognition of the independence 
of Panama, are separate and distinct questions and should be 
dealt with separately and distinctly. It may be that they ought 
to have been dealt with before the ratification of the treaty. I 
had hoped they would be. I had hoped that the resolution of 
the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] looking to negotia- - 
tions with Colombia for adjustment of all differences between it 
and us growing out of these transactions would be acted upon 
before the trea Was dis of. Whenever that resolution 
comes to a vote I think it will have the unanimots corsent of 
this side of the Chamber. I don’t know what fate it may meet 
from the other side of the Chamber. 

It may be that that side of the Chamber would prefer to deal 
with these questions upon its own initiative, but I Fay believe 
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ee this Chamber and in the country, not 

confined to the Democratic party, that measures should be taken 
I to the rightful adjustment of differences between us and 
Colombia growing out of the acts of the Administration in con- 
nection with the revolution in Panama. Whether action is taken 
before the ratification of the treaty or afterwards, I have an abid- 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 
i to the con- 


sideration of executive business. 
seven minutes spent im executive session the doors were reopened. 
REPUBLIC OF PANAMA.. 

Mr. MORGAN. Idesire to make an inquiry of the Chair. I 
wish to inquire whether ahy response has come from the Presi- 
dent of the United States to a resolution of the Senate recently 
adopted asking for information as to the constitution and form 
ot tne PRESIDENT The Chair has no inf 

pro tempore. i no information 
that any reply has been received. 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. MALLORY (for Mr. Tantarerro) introduced a bill 
(S. 4503) to provide for sittings of the cireuit ma district 8 
of the southern district of Florida in the city of F 
said district; which was read 8 title, and referred ta 
the Committee on the J 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4504) for the relief of 
Smith R, Mershon; which wasread twice by its title, and referred 
te the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4505) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to increase the efficiency of the permanent 
military establishment of the United States;’” which. was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 


Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 4506) to provide for the con- 
struction of a free rg aa connecting the waters of the Dela- 
ware and ys as a means of military and naval de- 
fense, and for commercial purposes; which was read twice by its 
FFC on Commerce. 
Mr. KEARNS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions 
itil (S- 4002) granting an increase of pansion to Francis G. 
VVV 


‘A bill (S. 4800) granting a pension to Marcelina S. Groff; 
A bill (S. 4510) granting am increase of pension to Aaron $. 


Post; 
A bill 3700000 Me een E 


vA ill (S. 4512) granting an increase of pension to Hial E. 
lie 

Se ee enen gen ger fo groside for the | tie 
tem: ry, the pro- 
„ canal works. and for other purposes; whieh was 
read twice by its title, and referred to to the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic . 

JERRY S. FISH, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 

ee ae 2 tatives to the bill (S. 1330) grant- 
a on to Jerry 

acer page and insert: 


of the Interior 


— E and he is hereby, authorized and 
lace on the — 


pension roll, sub to the msand limitations 
hag hyn peewee „Fish, hel ee 

Wathen 8 —— first lieutenant Company B. Twelfth Regiment W. 

Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the — hin 


Mr. MeCUMBER. Imovethatthe Senate concur in theamend- 
ment: of the House of tatives. 
The motion was to. 


GREEN B. YAW). 
The PRESIDENT pro tem laid before the 
amendments of the House of tatives to the bill d 2 606 


a ion to Green B. Lawn; which were, in line 4, 
* roll,” toinsert subject to the i limitations of the 
nsion laws; in line-5 to strike out of Graceville, Ela.;“ and 
line 7, after Infantry,“ to insert war with Spain.” 
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Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate concur in tha 
amendments of the House of Representatives. s 
The motion was agreed to. 
. AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. PROCTOR. I gave notice a week ago that I would call up 


the agricultural te ai ge bill at the earliest possible time, 
It is not a lengthy I move that the Senate proceed to its 
consideration. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as.in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded. to consider the bill (H. R. 11825) makin 
appropriations. for the Department of Agriculture for the — 
year ending June 30, dee eee fae from the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry with amendments. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Lask that the first formal reading of the bill 
be dispensed with, that it be read for amendments, and that the 

committee amendments first receive consideration. 

“the PRI PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 

asks unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be 
dispensed with, that it be read for amendments, and that the com- 
mittee amendments first receive consideration. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and that order is made, 
to read the bill, 
mt of the Committee on Agriculture and see: 
estry was, under the head of Department of Agriculture,” 
page 2, Iine 1, after the word “dollars,” to insert one law Cee 
* — * so as to read: 
Seeretary: For compensation of Secretary of Agriculture, 
t Secretary of chief clerk, who skall 
fi Aasistant of the Decastment —— ei, one law 1 e — 


to. 
was, on page 2. line 20. to increase the 
ropriation for the lures of one electrician in the office: of 
eee of A from i to 81,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 6, to increase the total 
appropriation for maintenance of the office of the Secretary of 

a Son $71,300 to $73,900. 


total appropriation for office of the 
$73,860. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

amendment was, under the head of “Weather Bu- 


Salaries, Weather Bureau: * * * One Vag mee fie erat who 
shall have charge of the river and flood service, $2,000, etx. = 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 3, after the word 
one,“ to strike out “ district forecaster” and insert chief of 
climate and crop division,” and in line 5, before the word dol- 
lars, to insert five hundred: so as to read: 


e erop division, at. for du! in the of 
Washington or Dieu Matn A UDG RAAG oaths n Oe — 


Mr. LODGE, I have no objection to the change of description, 
* I want to ask why the salary is proposed to be raised? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iwill state that the chairman straggledearn- 
estly to keep down any increases in this Bureau. but the service 
has inereased ee new stations have been established 
Pip every year; last year; and the chief insisted that 

inerease was necessary to retain the services of this man. He 
han beaut Be te eee ee pan and has been offered? a 
eee elsewhere wus the statement of Chief 
Moore of the Bureau. 


Mr. LODGE. I suppose it is almost impossible for the Gov- 
Eaa to connate aiaa tk with those on the outside. What 
led me to ask the question was that I had understood that in 
other cases, on the legislative bill, the Committee on Appropria- 

had determined that salaries: were not to be advanced gener- 

ally this year. It seemed to me that we ought to have some very 

reason before entering on it in any department. If we do 

itin one case, I do not see why we should not do it in others 
deserving.. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreein 
to the amendment reported by the Committee om Agriculture an 
Forestry. 

The amendment was.agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 4, line 
10, before the word clerks,“ to strike ont four“ and insert 
“ five; and in line 11. before. the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
8 seven thousand two hundred” and insert “nine thousand;” 80 
as to 


Ops chis? ak ENS four chiefs of vod cass & Po ot $8,000; ane Iibra- 
rian and five clerks of class: 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 4, line 15, before the word 
“ clerks,” to strike out *‘ twenty-four ” and insert twenty-five;’’ 
in line 16, before the word do „to strike out twenty-eight 
thousand eight hundred“ and insert thirty thousand;’’ in the 
same line, before the word ‘‘ clerks,” to strike out “‘ fifteen ” and 
insert ‘‘ sixteen,” and in line 17, before the word“ thousand,” to 
strike out ‘‘ fifteen ” and insert sixteen;“ so as to read: 

3 clerks of class 1, $30,000; sixteen clerks, at $1,000 each, $16,000, 
e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 11, after the word 
“ messengers,” to insert messenger boys;“ in line 13, after the 
word“ messengers,” to insert messenger boys;“ and in line 15, 
after the word five,“ to insert ‘‘ messengers;’’ so as to read: 


Thirteen messenge: 3 boys, < Hep beck, sis ach: PAU; — 

ESSE! r or labore’ a essen ge: 
— — or Ebern at $150 each, eto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 5, Iine 20, to increase the to- 
tal appropriation for salaries, Weather Bureau, from $176,440 to 
$180,940. : 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 1, to increase the to- 
tal appropriation for maintenance of the Weather Bureau from 
$1,333,740 to $1,338,240. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry,” on page 11, line 25, to increase the appropriation 
for carrying out the provisions of the act approved May 29, 1884 
establishing the Bureau of Animal Industry, and the act approved 
August 30, 1890, providing for an inspection of meats and ani- 
mals, etc., from $1,200,000 to $1,250,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 2, to insert: 

For experiments in animal breeding in cooperation with State agricultural 

Mr. LODGE. On the amendment which has just been stated 
I should like to ask the chairman if it is not something entirely 
new. It seems to me that it is entering the Government on some- 
thing very new. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is substantially new. There was a very 
strong application from the noncorn-producing States for a meas- 
ure of this kind. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] are very much inter- 
ested in it, and I see neither of them here for the moment. 

It appeared before the committee that the cattle from those 
8 States were not fattened there; that it was 
impossible to transport corn there, and that foreign countries 
produce beef better than ours on the whole, as I believe they do— 
the English beef—with no corn at all. The amendment is for 
experiments in the breeding of animals suited especially to the 
noncorn- 5 peg 

Mr. B re ill not the Senator from Vermont say that 
he thinks the Government goes as far in that direction asit ought 
to oein it admits to this country animals for Pas poe 
without any duty? The Government has a right to go that far, 
I grant you, but it looks to me as if it had gone as far as it ought 
to go when it relieves the importation of such stock from duty. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Tho law is very strict about the importation 
pf animals free of duty for breeding parposes, and confines it to 
well-known breeds that are registered, pure blooded. No breed 
of cattle of any account has been originated in this country, that 

I know of. e have been depending upon foreign breeds. It 
Was believed by those who appeared before the committee, and 
there was a very strong delegation before the committee, that a 
breed might be developed which would be very valuable. I could 
read the statements of some of those who appeared before the com- 
mittee, but perhaps it is not necessary. e Senator from Colo- 
rado is now in his seat, and can state the case better than I can. 

Mr. BAILEY. Even if it were true that we have developed no 
breed, we have brought to a high state of perfection more than 
one breed. It is not correct, however, to say that we have not 
developed a breed. I think the harness horse may well be said 
to be an American breed. 

Mr. PROCTOR, Trotting horses. I will admit that. 

Mr. BAILEY. And without any governmental assistance or 
encouragement. I believe the highest price ever paid for short- 
horned cattle was paid in this country, also. They were said to 
have been the most excellent lot of animals ever offered at public 
sale, and the first ten or fifteen averaged over 510,000. And all 
that was done without any further assistance or encouragement 
than the admission of breeding animals free of duty. 

I think when we establish experimental stations and admit 
animals free of duty we have gone as far in enco ing those 
things as the Government ought to go. Butof course this amend- 
ment will stay in. A point of order would take it out if the 
Senate wanted it to go out, 


Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator that T propose to make 
Eed. 


the point of order as soon as I can be reco 
Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Texas seems to miss a 
point here. Thisis to develop a breed of animals that can get 
along without corn. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it is unfortunately worded. I might be 
willing to see the Government make an appropriation to deter- 
mine if they could not fatten cattle without corn. We do now 
fatten them in the South, in the cotton-growing districts, on 
cotton-seed meal. If the people of the West can find a product 
which will fit their cattle for the markets of this or other coun- 
tries, I might be willing to see an appropriation made for that 
purpose, for the Government has already entered upon that 
policy. a 

Mr. WARREN. May J interrupt the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. The purpose is to determine whether we can 
not develop a better b: or breeds of cattle and better modes of 
feeding, so that in the arid regions and in the far West, where we 
do not raise corn, we may fatten at least so many of our own 
beeves as are needed for near home or local consumption. We 
now raise the cattle, but we have to send them to the great corn- 

it Seri to prepare them for the eastern markets, and then 

or the beef we want for our own table we have to buy the same 
cattle at Omaha, Kansas City, St. Joseph, or Chicago and ship 
them back on hoof or in dressed beef in order to get good fat beef, 
especially in parts of the country where the range is no longer 
fresh. This amendment comprehends that part of the question 
as well as the matter of preparing stock for general beef shipment. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is not an unmixed evil that the various sec- 
tions of the country fit into each other in that way. If the good 
people in the West are able to fatten their cattle, it becomes a 
8 then, what is to become of the corn growers in Iowa and 

ois and the other great corn-growing States. A very large 
part of the crop grown by the soil and industry of those people 
pu to this very purpose. They grow the cattle on the Sipas 

ds of the western ranges, ship them to the Iowa, Illinois, an 

Indiana farmers, and their corn is fed to those cattle, thus mak- 
ing it the industry of one section to raise them where they can 
raise them cheaply and the industry of another section to fatten 
them for the market. And just exactly why the people of Iowa 
and Illinois and Indiana ought to be taxed for the purpose of en- 
abling their friends in the West to avoid having to buy their corn 
to feed their cattle is not plain to a layman’s mind. 

Still I am willing to see the Government, by a mere naked ap- 
propues, make every kind of useful Sa tear ye with a view 
to cheapening the food products of the people of thiscountry. In 
the way of sorting I have no doubt the Government has experi- 
ment stations in the West where these experiments may be con- 
ducted. But establishing a breeding farm to raise crossbred 
animals goes a good deal farther than we have heretofore been 
asked to go; and if the Government can engage in that business, 
a storehouse, a bank, a factory, and all these other things will 
follow. I believe that the farmers of the country generally could 
well be left to apply such knowledge as the Government supplies 
them with, and if it can conduct experiments in the articles to be 
fed to these animals and furnish that information to the farmers 
the rest, I think, may safely be left to the farmers. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think we would know more 
about this matter if we would look into the statement made by the 
Secretary of Agriculture before the committee. I do not know 
whether or not it has been printed. The Secretary came before 
the committee, and while I am not a member of the committee I 
went down to hear what he said upon this subject, because there 
were two very intelligent gentlemen from Colorado, one a prac- 
tical farmer and another a professor in our agricultural college, 
who were here urging an appropriation of this sort. The Goy- 
ernment has established in every State an agricultural station. 
Whether or not that was a wise thing to do, that is the policy we 
entered upon many years ago, and that is, I suppose, what we 
will maintain. 

Mr. SPOONER. It produces good results. 

Mr. TELLER. And, as the Senator from Wisconsin says, it 
produces good results. Nearly all of the States have added to 
these Government appropriations, so that the States and the Goy- 
ernment are acting in conjunction in reference to this matter. 

Now, the Secretary stated that he wanted to try not to create 
a new breed, but to determine what is the best breed for each sec- 
tion of the country. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then it seems to me the amendment could be 
made acceptable to everybody by striking out the words animal 
breeding and inserting “‘ animal feeding; so as to read: 

For experiments in animal feeding. 

I myself should have no objection to that. 

Mr. TELLER. Just for the moment I do not care to be par- 
ticular about the form of it. That is a matter of very little con- 
sequence, provided it carries out the purpose of the Secretary, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 23, 


The Secretary said that if he got this appropriation he would 
make the experiment at four stations, taking one in the East, one 
in the South, one in the northern part of the country, where the 
cattle are practically perhaps of the same type, but where there 
are a great many variations of that type, and one in the West. 

We have in the West what we call the range cattle. They are 
largely the product of the use of well-bred bulls upon the native 


cows. As has been stated, we ship our stock y to the East— 
to Nebraska, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, and other corn-raising 
States—and nobody needs to be afraid that we will not continue 
to ship a very big percentage of all we raise to those sections. 
We have been shipping our cattle there and having them slaugh- 
tered in Chicago and buying the beef in our western cities, which 
makes it a very expensive thing to our people. We get a very 
small sum for the cattle and pay a very high price for the beef. 

A gentleman who came before the committee, who has been 
one of the most successful agriculturists in the country, in the 
mountains at an elevation of over 6,000 feet above the sea, who 
has been successful in ucing fine cattle, fine sheep, and fine 
horses, and who has money at it, who spent a 8 Europe 
studying this question, is deeply interested in it. He is a member 
of the board of trustees of our agricultural college. He is one of 
the gentlemen who went before the committee and made a state- 
ment, 

Now, it appears to me, from what I gathered from him and from 
the Secretary, that the real pur is to see if they can select the 
best type for each section of the country—to determine what is 
the best breed for the North, and what is the best for the South, 
and what is the best breed for us in our western country, where 
if we feed any corn we must import it. We raise wheat and bar- 
ley, and a peculiar forage for that country called ‘‘ alfalfa.” It is 
raised somewhat, perhaps, in Texas. 

Mr. COCKR And in Missouri, too. i 

Mr. TELLER. But. as far as I know, it is not raised in any 


quantity, east of the Mississippi River, although I believe it is be- | said. 


ing tried with some prospect of success as far east as the State of 
New York. That is a crop which is very great and valuable in 
our part of the country, cutting it three times a year, and getting 
of the hay from 1 to 2 tons an acre at each cutting. It isa cheap 
food, but it is not a fattening food. You can not gren on it 
alone cattle for the market so that they will go to great cen- 
ters like Chicago and Omaha and get a first-class price. 

It occurred to this gentleman, who saw the feeding in Europe 
where practically no corn is fed to cattle, that if we would feed 
wheat and barley and perhaps oats and grain of that kind in some 
combination which might be prepared, we could do what they 
are doing in Europe to a limited extent, and only to a limited ex- 
tent, because we raise more cattle than we can fatten, and for the 
home product at least we might get a cheaper if not a better feed. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not understand from the Secretary 
that he proposes to go into what the Senator from Texas calls the 
breeding of stock. It is not necessary that he should do that in 
our part of the country, for we have been buying the very high- 
est-priced stock, not only in this country, but we have been im- 

rting that kind of cattle from Europe to our western range. 
Le will not do to put them out upon the range, but by crossbreed- 
ing we might get a stock that it will do to put on the range, and 
we will get a stock, perhaps, that is better for our peculiar condi- 
tions out there than that of the very high-bred and high-priced 
stock of Europe. : ; 

It does not seem to me that we are entering upon any innova- 
ion. Weare only enabling the Secretary of Agriculture to do 
what he has already been doing, but we enable him to do it, not 
in one place, but in several places. Weare doing what the Goy- 
ernment station in Colorado has been trying to do, what the agri- 
cultural college of Colorado has been trying to do, and what, I 
have no doubt, other sections of the country have been trying 
to do. 

Mr. President, the amount is not great when yon come to divide 
it into four different sections of the country. I think myself it 
is an experiment that could be well tried under the direction of 
the Secretary of Agriculture. Iam not given much to eulogies, 
but I have been here fora long time; I have had some connection, 
more or less, with all the Secretaries of Agriculture we have had, 
and I have been an agriculturist. Ever since I have been old 
enough and able to own a farm, I have owned it—several of them 
for that matter—and I have taken great interest in these sub- 
jects, and I say that all the other Secretaries of Agriculture we 
ever had, putting them together, have not been as valuable, in 
my judgment, to this country as the present Secretary of Agri- 
culture. ` 


Mr. STEWART and others. I say so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. So we all say. š 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Colorado. I suppose, with all 
his commendation here, understands that while he is an agricul- 
turist some of the rest of us are farmers, and he knows the differ- 
ence between an agriculturist and a farmer. 


Mr. TELLER. I do, Mr. President. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator please let us understand the 
difference? 

Mr. TELLER. The farmers of this coun 
part of it, are the men who make money on their farms. The 
agriculturist, according to my notion and experience, is a man 
who farms for the love of it and not to make money, and he rarely 
ever makes any money. That is about the difference, 

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator will permit me,I will give 
another definition current in our part of the 3 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator asked if what the Secre said 
before the committee had been printed. It was not printed, but 
my stenographer took notes of it, and I will read a dozen 
lines. Secretary Wilson said: 
wok te geome asa ewe have produced a 
market for corn has induced our people 
canta reg pater rary We bring fine breedsof cattle, 
hogs to the United States, and keep them everywhere. Weshould 
localiti e different sections of the country vary in conditions. They 

ìs in Europe without corn. They make good meats in the 
But the animal to mak principal 


eit that is the 
r notion, the ematie expe tation for a 
series of years with regard to whata will be the most table for all 
our varying conditions. We would like to help each of the different sections 
do the very best it can with its conditions. 
There were several gentlemen before the committee. I do not 
need to refer to what they said. However, one of them said: 


Great Britain and Canada feed very little corn, and they produce a better 
quality of meats than we do. Fae 


Professor Carlyle, another witness, said: 
The trouble is we have not the stock to begin with. 
I thought the Senator might wish to know what the Secretary 


„at least in my 


horse and a lard hog. 
in the world. The necessity of a 
to createa lard hog, and we havethe 

horses, and 


ties. 


Mr. TELLER. Iam sorry that the Secretary’s statement be- 
fore the committee was not printed and presented to the Senate. . 
I am sure that if the Senate heard of it, everyone would be in 
favor of this small appropriation, for it is small when it is divided 
into four sections of the country. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say a word on another point. It 
was alluded to before the committee, and I wish to say something 
about it myself. We have no of cavalry horse in the 
United States. I believe it be itted that our cavalry 
horses are not of any particular class, and that we have no 
of horse which might be called a cavalry horse; it is a horse either 
too light or too heavy, We can raise in the western country a 
ko of medium — 5 oreen moe calls for for 
ca purposes, with more and strength in p rtion 
to his weight than can be raised in any other part of the United 
ecco He has a better hoof than any other horse I have ever 

own. 

I have had some experience with those native horses raised in 
the western country. I have bought a common horse that has 
cost $65 or $70 and never had a shoe on; I have ridden it over the 
country at the rate of 75 miles aday without any detriment to the 
horse. That can not be done anywhere in the eastern country. 
No horse is raised here in the East that you can do that with. I 
have seen horses that cost $300 or $400 apiece brought to our part 
of the country that could not compare with those native horses in 
endurance and service of that character. 

Now, the Secretary can try a little of this appropriation on the 
stock of horses we can raise in that country. Certainly the Gov- 
ernment has an interest in it as much as the people of the West or 
of any other section of the country. I donot think we dosomuch 
for the farmer, and certainly you have not done so much for the 
farmer of the West that you need be afraid of a small appropria- 
tion, inasmuch as we are not establishing any new principle or 
departing on any new lines. You are doing just what we have 
been doing, and it is only to amplify and increase what the Sec- 
retary has been doing and what we ought to do that we ask this 
appropriation, andit seems to me that we ought to have it without 
any controversy. 

r. LODGE. Mr. President, I think there is but one opinion 
anywhere as to the most admirable work that has been done by 
the Secretary of Agriculture and the very great service he has 
rendered to American agriculture. I know we all feel that any 
money we placed in his hands would be most wisely and judi- 
ciously expended. 

My objection to this provision arises from the fact that it is a 
new policy, the entering on a new course of expenditure. Itisa 
small appropriation with a limitless future. If we begin to ex- 
periment in breeding farm animals there is no reason why we 
should stop there. It will goon year by year. There is no rea- 
son that could be alleged why we should not improve the blood 
of race horses or make experiments abroad as to the best cattle 
and the best horses for use in this country, We now admit 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2253 


blooded stock free. It seems to me that this is a small beginnin 
of a very large enterprise. It is to my mind also clearly out o 
order. It is general legislation; it has not been estimated for; 
and I make the point of order against it. 

Mr. TILL Mr. President. 

oe PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. WARREN. It has been estimated for. 
es. LODGE. I make the point of order that it is general leg- 

tion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I hope you will submit the 
question of order to the Senate, just as you did another important 
matter the other day, and not bring in the rule to hammer to death 
a very meritorious scheme, in my judgment. 

I have listened to the various arguments which haye been made 
by my fellow-Senators here in regard to this matter, and I want 
to give a little personal experience and observation. I believe I 
have some right to talk about agriculture, as that is about the only 
thing I ever made a living at. 

Mr. PATTERSON. And lecturing? : 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I do not make any living at lecturing; 
that is a side issue, which comes from notoriety or other sources, 
and it is an addition to my salary here. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that under 
this amendment we can begin, under the present efficient and able 
3 of Agriculture, what I would regard as a very valuable 
work. 

I intend to offer an amendment to the paragraph, if the Chair 
does not decide that he is going to stand by the rule and not sub- 
mit it to the Senate. I propose to make it read: 

iments in animal breedingin c tion with State 
ien unl the importation of new reed: $50,000. seer eine 

Now, gentlemen, just listen to me one momenton that subject. 
In the decade from 1850 to 1860, and possibly a few years prior to 
that date, some of the wealthy men in my State, men of great 
learning and knowledge, spent immense sums of money in the 
search for new breeds of cattle and sheep, and for grasses and 
other things adapted to our climate. We have in that country 
now a grass imported by Governor Means from somewhere—I do 
not know where—which is a terrible pest to a cotton plantation, 
but a splendid forage crop and hay producer and a good grazing 
grass. It is known as Means grass now. 

Another one of our goyernors—he was a governor some time in 
his life—imported some 5 somewhere in Africa called 
the African Broadtail sheep, but it is given up by everyone fa- 
miliar with that breed of sheep, They have run out and (ome 
The negroes and dogs and poverty and one thing or another have 
caused them practically to disappear. That was something very 
desirable, and the lack would not continue if we could help it. 
But I know of nobody down there or anywhere else in the South 
who is able now to go to the habitat in Asia, or wherever these 
ginally bred, and go to the of thousands of 


sheep were origi 
dollars to bring them here. ere were Introduced also from 


India by one of those men I have spoken of a breed of cattle called 
the in, and it was proven by experiment and actual test 
that the oxen of that se ald pull more and stand more hard 


usage than any breed of cattle that were ever known of in that 


country. 

Now if we will just turn our attention, our economical mind, 
in the direction of saving money somewhere else and not under- 
take to hamper the present Secretary of Agriculture, in his fine 
common-sense view of his duties and his practical knowledge of 
agriculture and of its needs, under the bugaboo that he is going 
to go into this, that, and the other thing, and that this is pater- 
nalism, we can accomplish a great deal with this $50,000 by sim- 


ply providing that he may be allowed, in addition to this experi- | 87 


ment in feeding and in breeding the present breeds. to create by 
crossing a breed of horses and a breed of cattle adapted to the 
yaoa . ass of our country, and we will have accomplished a 
eat de 
ont iny friend from Massachusetts will take the trouble to read 
any treatise on sheep, he will know that in the little island of 
England, only 50,000 square miles, there are six or seven distinct 
breeds of sheep which owe their characteristics and their value 
solely to the locality from which they come—the Southdowns, the 
Leicestershires, the Suffolks, Blackfaces, and soon. I do not re- 
call the other names distinctly. Iam a little rusty on my agri- 
culture; and I have not lectured at a fair for a good while, I will 
say to my friend from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON]; but there are 
in England to-day breeds of sheep which, as I said, are worthless 
in certain parts of the island, while they are the supreme essence 
of superiority in other parts, just simply because the climate and 
the grass and the soil and other things make a difference in the 
feed upon which the sheep live. 
Now, I understand my friend from Colorado here [Mr. TELLER 

is anxious to have something to do with trying to have a breed o 
cattle come in the West which will grow fat enough to turn into 


beef at home and not have to be sent to Illinois or Iowa or some- 
where east to be fattened sufficiently to let them furnish grease 
enough to cook them, having to pay the railroad charges both 
ways. Ihonestly think that Senators could economize better some- 
where else rather than take this out. 

It we had a theorist or a man at the head of the Agricultural 
Department over here who was lacking in common sense and was 
aspendthrift, I would say, Do not let us bother with giving him 
any more money;” but this is a valuable opportunity to obtain 
some of the breeds which exist elsewhere and which are not here, 
and which I know to have existed in my State, as the African 
Broadtail sheep, the Brahmin cattle, that I recall, and doubtless 
others. These can be imported by the Government and bred here, 
and we can begin to distribute their progeny, and the benefits that 
are to accrue would be very palpable, very evident in a few years. 

I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will withdraw the point 
of order and let the committee amendment go through with the 
amendment which I offer—after the word “stations,” in line 4, 
insert the words and the importation of new breeds — in order 
that the Secretary of Agriculture may utilize his great common 
sense and the facilities of this great Government to introduce into 
this country those cattle, sheep, and other animals which willadd 
to the opportunity of your poor farmer to get some recompense 
for his labor. 

I want to sayright now to my friend from Colorado that he did 
not give the right definition a little while ago to the agriculturist 
and the farmer. The farmer is a man who makes a living with 
his hands, and the agriculturist is a man who makes a living with 
his rast and there are too many agriculturists in the Senate, I 
am afraid. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I observe that the scope of this 
amendment has begunto grow already. The Senator from South 
Carolina wants to add the importation of new breeds.“ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Otherwise I do not care anything about it. 

Mr. LODGE. I believe I have the floor. I merely wish to 
state that I was correct in saying that this was not estimated for. 
It is not in the Book of Estimates. Of course, there is a letter 
from the Secretary, but that is not an estimate. Itis not esti- 
mated for; it is not reported from any standing committee; it is 
a new item; it is not to carry out any existing legislation. Fun- 
derstood the Chair. however, to sustain the point of order. 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The Chair did. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I wish to say, in regard to the estimate 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I call attention to the fact that that point of 
e bill. 


order can be made n against every item of 
There is no general legislation in relation to this expenditure. 
Every graph 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I made the point 
that it is not estimated for; that itis not reported from a stand- 
ing committee; that it is a new item and is not in pursuance of 
any existing law. . 

Mr. PROCTOR. I wish to state, in regard to the estimate 

Mr. PATTERSON. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
what Senate rule is violated simply because it has not been esti- 
mated for or has not been before a standing committee? I do not 
understand that that prohibits the placing of an item upon a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I think. if the Senator will read Rule XVI—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. I called the attention of the Secretary of 
Agriculture to the fact that there was no estimate for this item, 
and he said one would be forwarded me. He afterwards told 
me by telephone that it had been forwarded. I have not received 
it. It takes several days, and we had a holiday. I have no doubt 
it is on the way. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will turn to the last part of para- 
h 1 of Rule XVI, it reads 
. PATTERSON. On what page? 

Mr. LODGE. On page 16. It reads: 

No amendments shall be received to any general appropriation bill the 
ra geri ptt hype 
the provision of some existing lw. j 7 

I make the point that the amendment does not carry out the 
provision of any existing law; that it is a new item of appropria- 
tion, and that it is not in pursuance of an estimate of the head of 
one of the Departments, which is included in the same rule. Ido 
not think there can be any question about the rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What went with that rule the other day, when 
the St. Louis ition question was here? ? 

Mr. LODGE. Thatis another rule. That is the question of 
relevancy, which is submitted under clause 3 of Rule XVI. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is nota bit of difference. If the Sen- 
ate thinks it relevant and desirable the Senate can say so; and I 
wish the Senator would give us the opportunity. 

Mr. LODGE. I donot make the point that it is irrelevant. It 
111 I make the point of order, as I 
have stated it. It is not estimated for and it is a new item, all 
of which are forbidden by Rule XVI. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Does it not come from the Committee on Ag 
riculture and Forestry? I understood that it came from a stand- 
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mmittee. 

r. LODGE. It does not make any difference; it is a new item 
added without an estimate, and is not in pursuance of existing 
law. But the Chair has already ruled upon it, and I do not care 
to discuss the ruling. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I desire only a moment. I 
have no desire to discuss a question already decided, but I should 
have been glad of a word, at least, on the point of order before it 
was decided. 

If I am correct, the amount estimated for under this paragraph 
has not been exceeded, in fact, is yet some $50,000 below the esti- 
mate. Furthermore, if I understand the language, the use of 
this amount of money for the ist ones roposed is clearly within 
the authority of the first paragraph. I am not the author of the 

of the amendment, and it may be understood to mean 
something that the committee did not intend, but placing it in as 
it is, is really a limit as to how much shall be expended in that 
particular direction. 

For instance, near the top of page 12, under this appropriation, 
among other things, is said: 
FFF 
best, in the collection of information concerning live stock, dairy, and other 
animal products. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Wyoming allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WARREN. Certainly. = 

Mr. LODGE. Did I understand him to say that the total is not 
increased? 

Mr. WARREN. The total is not increased. 

Mr. LODGE. It is increased from $200,000 to $300,000. 

Mr. WARREN. No; you are mistaken. The estimate made 
by the yo ae is still $50,000 above the amount appropriated. 

Mr. LODGE. This is a new item. 

Mr. WARREN. I think it is not a new item. That is where 
the Senator and I differ. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not think that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has read all of Rule XVI. 

Mr. LODGE. I have read the whole of it a great many times. 

Mr. PATTERSON. What I meant was that I do not think the 
Senator read it upon this occasion to the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not. It does not all bear on the question 
before the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The rule, as I understand the status of 
this amendment, removes it altogether from the objection made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. Let us see. Commencing 
in the middle of the rule, where the Senator did, it reads: 

ived to an: rala iation bill the 
prioro eger eie — 8 alr 1 in the 
bill, or to add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out 
7 of soma ee icy that erosions, or unions tho eS be 
previgusly pamo P Te a standing or —— committee of the Senate 

Mr. SPOONER. “Or”— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes; the rule continues: 
or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of the De- 

rtments. 

. President, this is clearly an amendment moved by one of 
the regular committees of this Senate, to wit, the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. s 

r. SPOONER. If it is estimated for. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If it is estimated for. Then there are two 
clauses in this rule which withdraw this item from the objection 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts. I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts whether this item is or is not proposed by one of 
the standing committees of the Senate? i 

Mr. LODGE. Thisrule as to an amendment being moved bya 
standing or select committee means a standing or select commit- 
tee other than the . committee. That is perfectly 
clear from the next clause of the rule. : 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not at all. The language is, unless the 
same be moved by direction of a standing or select committee.“ 

Mr. LODGE. 11 the Senator will read the next clause of the 
rule, he will see it requires a reference to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. E 

. PATTERSON. Certainly it does; but at the same time it 
provides for an amendment, no matter to what extent the item 
may be increased, provided it has been recommended by any 
standing or select committee of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Committee on Agriculture had recom- 
mended this provision to the Senate asa rate bill or resolu- 
tion, and had put it on the Calendar, that might have brought it 
in order; I 55 not ent Soh vas ua ee D been; but aston 
tent of the rule is y clear en pl 
the item would nes to be moved by direction of a standing or 
select committee of the Senate and be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. ~ 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. Ifthe Senator from Colorado will it me, 
I would ask the Senator from Massachusetts, was not that rule as 


it is now interpreted by him the rule before the appropriation 
bills were distributed? The Appropriations Committee has noth- 
ing to do with the agricultural appropriation bill. The estimates 
are sent to the Committee on Agriculture, the bill is considered 
by that committee, and the Appropriations Committee does not 
touch it or see it. 

Mr. LODGE. The Committee on Agriculture is substituted 
for the Committee on Appropriations, and the amendment has 
got to come from a standing or select committee other than the 
appropriating committee. That is the purpose of the rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How could anyone else introduce an amend- 
ment to the agricultural appropriation bill more fitly and appro- 
priately than the committee itself? 

Mr. LODGE. I think that it was the original practice of the 
Senate—and I am sure the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who 
has had large experience, will confirm me in regard to that propo- 
sition—that the amendment must be proposed by other than the 
appropriating committee. 

r. PA RSO N. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Colorado 
will allow the Chair, the | hag eae Committee could at any 
time make anything under the sun in order which was germane 
to a bill which had been reported, and so could the Committee on 
Agriculture make anything in order, if the construction of the 
Senator from Colorado is the right construction of the rule. The 
Chair has no manner of doubt about this amendment being out 
of order, although the Chair is perfectly willing to submit it, if 
it is desirable, to the Senate. 

Several SENATORS. No, no. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, there is some force in what 
the Chair says. but the rule never has been changed since the dis- 
tribution of the 5 bills in the Senate. When this rule 
was adopted, the Committee on Appropriations had all of the ap- 
propriation bills, and the Committee on Appropriations had noth- 
ing whatever but appropriation bills. No subject was committed 
to that committee except appropriations. Now, the Committee on 
Agriculture is not simply an appropriation committee as to appro- 
priations for the Agricul Department, but it is a standing 
committee of the Senate on agriculture. It deals with all the 
bills introduced here referring to agricultural subjects. 

It may be a casus omissus. It may be, and I think it is, true 
that the rule ought to have been changed after the distribution 
of these appro riation bills, which I think never should have oc- 
curred, and which I think has cost the country a vast amount of 
money and has not added at all to the efficiency or economy of 
appropriations. I think it was a mistake, but the rule never has 
been changed. 

The only appropriation bill that is referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture is the agricultural appropriation bill. That is only 
one item of the business of that committee. The committee deals 
with a vast number of bills which are not approp aon bills. Is 
it not true, therefore, that it is both, as to the agricultural appro- 
priations, an appropriation committee and a standing committee 
of the Senate on the general subject? No other committee could 
entertain an amendment of this kind. If the appropriation bills 
had not been distributed, then the Committee on Agriculture 
would have reported the proposition for reference to the Appro- 
priations Committee. Now, can the Chair supply by a ruling the 
defect which results from the distribution of the appropriation 
bills without i ort of this rule to that changed situation? 

Mr. HALE. ill the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if he does not see that the 
province of appropriating money in an appropriation bill is en- 
tirely distinct from the general scope of the duties of a committee 
in any other relation? 

When certain bills were taken from the of ay eer Com- 
mittee and distributed to other committees, those committees be- 
came for that end appropriating committees or appropriations 
committees. They have two functions—the general function of 
the committee in dealing with subjects intrusted to them that 
are generic and proper for them, and they are substituted for the 
Committee on Appropriations on appropriation bills to this extent. 

Now, as the Chair has indicated, if all that is necessary is for 
the Committee on Agriculture—because it is a standing commit- 
tee—to report a clause in an appropriation bill, they can make 
anything in order. If this provision had been introduced into 
the Senate and had been referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture or to any other committee, and had been reported back as 
an amendment to the appropriation bill, then, even if the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture did that, I should not be certain that it 
might not come under the general head upon which it is sought 
now to hold this provision upon the bill. But nothing appears 
to show that that has been done. 
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The Committee on Agriculture, without this having been re- 
ferred as an amendment and without its having been sent as an 
amendment by the Senate to the agricultural appropriation bill, 
has, so far as I can see, independently, without any such refer- 
ence, and without the Senate passing upon it and referring it as 
an amendment, bodily put it in. If that committee can do that, by 
the same lino of reasoning the Appropriations Committee, being 
a standing committee of the Senate—it is clearly that—can 5 
anything upon any appropriation bill and take it out of that ex- 
cluding clause, which is so important in the running of appropria- 
tion bills in this body. 

It seems to me thee distinction is clear; that the Chair is right; 
and that it not being a matter of relevancy, of being ge yee 
5 it is a pure matter for the ruling of th 

air 

Sometimes it has been contended that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, as a standing committee, can can aE Sa anything on an 
appropriation bill; but I, as an old member ropriations 
Committee, have never advanced that ground and haye never 
maintained it. 

The truth is, as a matter of good policy and good legislation, 
the authority and power of any appropriating committee, whether 
it be the Committee on Appropriations or Agriculture or vical, 
Affairs or Naval Affairs, of being broadened and widen: 
ought to be hedged in and restricted and kept down, for the 
ope Sees is Serene to put 5 pan an appropriation bill. 


Mr, SPOONER. Is the iey from Maine through? 
Mr. HALE. Iask the Senator’s pardon. I have put rather a 
long question and, I fear, taxed the Senator’s patience. 
r. SPOONER. The trouble with the Senator’s proposition is 
that he is asking the Chair to take a li „ think, with the 
rules; he is asking the Chair to do what th te cught to have 


done, or 727 
E. The Chair has ruled twice already. 

Me SPOONER. I do not accept the rebuke of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not intend any 5 15 I simply called 
attention to the fact that the Chair had ru 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Chair also said Shas he would submit 
the question to the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Chair will call me to order if I am pro- 
ceeding out of order, 

The PRESIDENT 
Senator from Wisconsin to order. He is too glad to hear him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permi 
5 him to read part of 5 
8 1 5 perhaps give him some additional light as to 

50 0 
Mr. S NER. It 2 not give me any additional light what- 
ever as to the present situation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The second clause clearly intends to apply to 
amendments which are submitted by ion of a standing com- 
mittee. 

` Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And that is what I understood to be the con- 
tention of the Senator from Wisconsin—that this amendment 
was submitted by direction of a standing committee. And the 
second clause says that an amendment submitted by direction of 
0 Ree eee to the Committee on 


Appro 

Ar. So NBR. Yes; but the Senator only illustrates 

Mr. ALDRICH. So if the Senator wants to follow the rules 
strictly and not ask the Chair to depart from them, he will have 
to take that clause into consideration, it seems to me, as well as 
the last of clause 1. 

Mr. S NER. I thank the Senator from Rhode Island for 
emphasizing what I was saying. That was the old rule; that was 
when there was a Committee on Appropriations whose function 
was solely to deal with appropriation bills; that was when the 
Committee on Agriculture could report an amendment, to be re- 
2 to the Committee on Appropriations; but that situation no 


onger exists. 

Mr. ALD RICH. But will the Senator from Wisconsin agree 
with me that the plain purpose of this clause and the rule, taken 
together, is that no new items of appropriation shall be inserted 
in an appropriation bill without the concurrence of two standing 
committees of the Senate? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ah, but, Mr. President, the trouble is (and 
I think it is a complication) that when the Senate—I 5 in 
my judgment, mistakenly—took away from 1 
Committee certain 3 bills and distri 
other committees of body they failed to change the rule, — Fos 
they can not now ask the Chair to change the rule or to adapt it 
to the new situation. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
to ask a question for information? 


pro tempore, The Chair declines to im. 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin, the chairman of the Committee on Rules, whether it 
would not be now permissible and practical to refer an amend- 


wipes the Committee on Agriculture as the standing committee 
n agriculture, and for that committee to report that amendment 
oie Senate, to be referred, under this rule, to the Committee on ` 
Agriculture as a committee on appropriations? 
. SPOONER. Oneday—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. One day before the consideration of the 
amendment. I ask that in good faith, under this rule. 

Ma SPOONER. Of course the Senator asks it in good faith; 
but for the Committee on Agriculture to solemnly adopt a propo- 
sition and report it to the Senate as one which, in its opinion 
should be incorporated in the agricultural appropriation bill, and 
for the Senate to refer it back to the Committee on Agriculture 
in order to give that committee jurisdiction to incorporate it in 
the bill, is working in a circle. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Itis. 

Mr. SPOONER. It involves an absurdity. 

Palas a But would it not still make the rule as it is 
e ve 

Mr. SPOONER. But, Mr. President, the trouble with it all is 
that the Committee on Agriculture now deals with the agricul- 
tural igh i bill and is at the same time a standing com- 
mittee of this bod i 
area GALLING: Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator’s contention on that 
er is well taken—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam very greatly gratified by that assurance. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to direct the attention of the Sena- 
tor, who is chairman of the Committee on Rules, to the first 
clause of paragraph 8,on which, I think, the point of order ought 
to have rested. It provides that— 

No amendment which penean general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation 

I want to ask the Senator if it is not manifest that this new 
item inserted by the Committee on Agriculture does not come un- 
der that restriction in clause 3 of Rule XVI? 

Mr. BACON. I do not think that is the meaning of general 
legislation *’ at all. 

r. BEVERIDGE. That was not the point of the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
+ | Lope] made that point, but he coupled with other matters 
that I think were not as t as that poin: 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The ruling was Toes a that point. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; the first ruling was 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like, if the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin will gratify me to that extent, to have him answer the ques- 
tion I have propounded in all seriousness, whether or not, in his 
a this new provision is not obnoxious to that rule? 

SPOONER. Ialways wish to be frank. Iam not certain 

Paiki itis or not. This is the agricultural appropriation bill. 
58 a large appropriation to be et by the Agricultural 
Mr. TILLMAN, For one year only. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is based on estimates. and this item is esti- 
mated for by the Agricultural Department. I am not at all 
certain—— 

Mr. BACON. I want to say to the Senator 
ge SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to finish my sen- 

nce 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not at all certain that this item would 
fall within the definition of new legislation. If that is to be the 
rule, under the circumstances which surround this bill, there will 
not be much, if anythin, 


rrai of items that are reported by the different committees, 
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and for which appropriations are carried on different bills, which, 
if any Senator made the point. would go out. 

My idea about general legislation—and I sup 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, who is a 
anything that is not private legislation is general legislation. 
When we declare, either in a separate bill by itself, or in an 

-appropriation bill, that the Secretary of Agriculture shall have 

wer to import breeds of cattle or horses, which he now can not 

73 that is general legislation; it applies only to one subject, but 
it is general legislation. 

Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; but I am speaking in the time of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. WARREN. If I may be permitted; whatever may be the 
view taken by the Chair or by the Senators as to the application 
of the paragraph of the rule which has been referred to, the fact 
remains that the amendment under discussion provides for exactly 
the same kind of appropriation as is used in providing for or 
adding to something that has already been commenced. It is 
precisely such a case as if a building were under progress, and an 
appropriation was made to enlarge it, by adding to its construc- 
tion. So far as I know, at the eastern and western colleges, at 
the experimental stations; they have in a very small way com- 
menced the breeding of live stock. 

Mr. BAILEY. They are doing it, then, without authority. 

Mr. WARREN. Iam stating the facts. 

Mr. HALE. State agricultural institutions are not in charge 
of the General Government. We endowed them by great appro- 
priations of land. I remember it was very well said when that 
was done that that would be the end of it; but we endowed them, 
and then they passed under the jurisdiction and domination of 
the States. We have had no more to do with them since, or 
ought not to have anything more to do with their experiments 
than we have with an experiment in a private laboratory or col- 
lege laboratory at Cambridge or New Haven or Brunswick, inmy 
own State. Therefore. I am clear in my own mind that this 
amendment is subject to the point of order that it is general leg- 
islation. 

Suppose it had been introduced as a separate bill giving this 
power that never before was exercised by a Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, would the Senator from Wisconsin have any doubt that that 
would be general legislation? Legislation on particular subjects, 
although confined to one subject, does not go into the statutes as 
private legislation, but goes into that realm of the statutes that is 
public legislation. This would be the same. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not at all sure whether this is or is not 
general legislation. My mind was directed entirely to the other 


proposition. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wisconsin 
will permit me, I have a very distinct impression that the act of 
Congress creating the Bureau of Animal Industry would make 
this item thoroughly in accord with and in execution of existing 
legislation. The very object of that act was toimprove the breed- 
ing of cattle and the care of stock. Iamsatisfied, from reading 
this agricultural appropriation bill, that practically the whole 
body of it consists in providing for these experiments. If the 
Senate takes that position it will simply surrender to the House 
the exclusive function of writing the oy Serie pas appropriation 
bills. There are not ten lines of this that do not refer to 
these experiments in stock and and other things. 

Mr. TILLMAN. This bill is full of amendments to the present 
Jaw, made by the other Honse. x 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There is no general legislation upon the 
subject. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. ane 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To save time, the Chair is in- 
clined to submit this question to the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I think that while the objection 
may be made under the second clause, there is no ground upon 
which itcan be rly made upon the third clause. This is not 
general legislation in the meaning of that term as construed by 
the courts. Nothing can be general legislation which is in the 
shape of an amendment upon the same subject as the bill. 

The question as to what is general legislation and what is spe- 
cific legislation has been repeatedly decided by the courts, and 
without going into it, for I have not the books here and can not 
call from memory the attention of the Senate to where the de- 
cisions are to be found, I will say that I am quite sure an inves- 
tigation will show that the courts have decided that there is a 
broad line of distinction between general and specific legislation, 
and this particular amendment being, as it is, some- 


it is the idea 
lawyer—is that 


p k 
thing which relates to the subject-matter of the bill, can not pos- 
sibly fall under the head or designation of general legislation. 
Mr. HALE. Now, let me ask the Senator a question. Sup- 
pose in an appropriation bill that provides for the salaries of the 
nine Supreme judges—there is the subject-matter upon an ap- 


from Maine are entirely to be differentiated from this pro 


propriation bill—the Committee on Appropriations reports a sal- 
gt kig an additional judge. Wecan make an additional judge? 

r. BACON. Yes; but there is where the general legislation 
would come in—in the making of a judge. 

Mr. HALE. I know, but it is on a bill relating to the judges. 

Mr. BACON. . I know. 

Mr. HALE. It is on an appropriation bill 

Mr. BACON. If it was a bill 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator's contention is true, that anything 
which is ye on an appropriation bill which relates to the subject- 
matter of the appropriation bill is not general legislation, then we 
have embarked upon the widest and broadest track that I have 
ever known to be suggested in the United States Senate. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Maine will permit me to 
state my proposition before he rejoins, I will endeavor to adapt it 
to the poruon question he has asked. 

The Senator has asked whether if we had before us a bill fixing 
the salaries of judges and on that bill we proposed to create a new 
judge and fix the salary, it would or would not be general legis- 
lation. Undoubtedly it would be, because the subject-matter 
Ta not be, as the Senator from Maine suggested, the making 
of judges. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will let me proceed sufficiently 
to express my idea. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 3 

Mr. BACON. The subject-matter would not be the question 
of the creation of judges, but the subject-matter would be the 
question of salaries. Now,if we had before us a bill in which we 
were endeavoring to exercise the constitutional power to create 
inferior courts and make judges thereof, and there should be on 
such a bill an amendment to create an additional judge, that 
would not be general legislation in the sense of this rule, but it 
would be a legitimate amendment to that particular subject- 


matter. 

Mr. HALE. Now, right on this point, let me put the Senator 
another proposition. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me ask the Senator from Georgia a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Maine will allow me to 
answer one proposition before he puts another, with his permis- 
sion. I will yield, if he desires it. however. Go ahead. 

Mr. HALE. I was going a little further. Does the Senator 
think that on an nt e bill appropriating money for the 
salaries of judges—the salaries of judges, not the number of judges, 
which are fixed by general law and general legislation—we could 
increase the salaries of judges which are fixed by general law? 
That is certainly pertinent. j : 

Mr. BACON. ere would come in the question whether it 
was objectionable under the second clause, and not whether the 
ee would come under the objection of being general leg- 
islation. 

“Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator think it would be general 
legislation to increase the salaries of the judges? 
r. BACON. Ido not think it would be. 

Mr. HALE. Then Ido not agree with the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. That would come in under the second clause, 
but not under the one as to general legislati n. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The two illustrations made by the Senator 
ition, 
because the additional judge or judges created would hold for 
life: It would be a permanent provision of law. It is the same with 
respect to the appropriation for their salaries. This appropria- 
tion dies at the end of the Congress or the year. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is temporary. 

Mr. HALE. I do not take so much stock in my first suggestion 
as I do in the second one, and that does seem to me to be very 
pertinent. 

Mr. BACON. As to the amendment? 

Mr. HALE. As to a provision where we are appropriating for 
salaries that are fixed by general law, as in the case of the judges 
of the Supreme Court. Now, to say that upon an appropriation 
bill we can change that general law and increase the salaries of 
the judges because it is not general legislation is, if the Senator 

ill allow me, as it seems to me, an absurd conclusion. 

Mr. BACON. I am very much obliged to the Senator. 
only sorry to have to differ from him. 

I do not think there can be any possible maintenance of the 
proposition that it is objectionable as general legislation. When 
you come back to the proposition—because here is really where 
the crucial point is—whether, under the second clause, as an 
amendment the rule has been complied with, I wish only to make 
one suggestion in addition to what has been said by Senators. 


Iam 
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The fact has already been called to the attention of the Senate 
that that rule was made at a time when all appropriations were 
in charge of one committee, which committee had no general 
charge of any other general bill, and therefore committees which 
had charge of bills relating to their particular jurisdiction passed 
upon the question as one which was of importance to that sub- 
ject-matter, and under the rule it went to the general Appropria- 
tions Committee, which had the decision of the question, so far as 
recommendations to the Senate would go, as to what appropria- 
tions should be made. 

The pone to which I desire to call the attention of the Senate is 
this: Under the changed rule either it must be held that the Agri- 
cultural Committee, now having the icultural bill, has the 
right to present an amendment, and when it does so it comes 
within the rule, or else the rule is nugatory as it now stands, and 
itis 1 that there could be a recommendation by the Agri- 
cultural Committee which could be enacted into law by going to 
the Appropriations Committee. Why? Because the general Ap- 
propriations Committee of the Senate has no jurisdiction of the 
agricultural bill. It has nothing to do with it. The Agricultural 
Committee has exclusive charge of the question of appropriations 
for the Agricultural Department, and therefore that committee 
must act in the dual capacity of a general committee on the sub- 
ject of agriculture and a general committee on the subject of the 
appropriation of money for the Agricultural Department, or else 
the power of amendment by recommendation of the Committee 
on „ is entirely lost and gone until this rule shall be 
amended. 

I think, Mr. President, that that is a plain proposition; and I 
do think, if there is any doubt about the question, that this isa 
matter of such importance that the appropriation ought to be 
made, The Agricultural Department accomplished a great 
work in its investigations, in the experiments it has made as to 
all branches of agriculture. Here is one upon which it has here- 
tofore never made investigation. It is one which affects every 
section of this country and a most important industry; and to 
say because now the Appropriations Committee and the Agri- 
culture Committee have as to this bill been consolidated this 
rule should be entirely abrogated it seems to me is going too 
far. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it seems to me that there was a 
way in which to make this amendment in order, but that way has 
not been pursued. If the Senator from Wyoming, the Senator 
from Colorado, or any Senator interested in this matter had in- 
troduced it as an amendment and it had been referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture, I do not think the Committee on Agri- 
culture would have been disabled from reporting it back simply 
because it happened also to report the bill to which it was pro- 
posed as an amendment. The purpose, I take it, of allowing an 
amendment which had been recommended by a standing or select 
committee of the Senate was not merely to have the judgment of 
the two committees. Undoubtedly that was a goodreason. That 
reason, however, disappeared when the two functions were united 
in the same committee. But it also had another purpose. A com- 
mittee of the Senate has no power over any measure until it has 
been referred to that committee. I believe that no committee of 
the Senate could originate any matter, bill, or amendment until 
the bill or amendment had been referred to it by the Senate. In 
other words, if the Senate refers to a committee a bill, then that 
committee has jurisdiction of the bill and can report amendments 
which are permissible under the rule. 

But there was no reference of this item. This measure was 
not introduced into the Senate. It was not referred to a standing 
or a select committee of the Senate. If it had been, and the 
Committee on Agriculture had reported it back with the recom- 
mendation that it be adopted as an amendment to the general 
appropriation bill reported by that committee itself, then it would 
haye been in order under the rule. Otherwise, my judgment is 
that it is not. 

But, Mr. President, it is a waste of time and breath to argue a 
question of order which has been submitted to the Senate. We 
had an experience on that a few days ago when my distinguished 
friend the Senator from Maine sppropristed on the urgent defi- 
ciency bill $4,600,000, and I made the point of order against that 
sum, reenforced by the statements of those high in authority, that 
the Treasury was not well able to spare it. But by a vote that 
was so overwhelming that I did not want to call for the yeas and 
nays the amendment was retained. 

I protest against this as I did against that iene I 
think it a species of paternalism to be loaning the money to a 
private corporation for the purpose of exhibiting the products of 
the country. Here we have a proposition to establish a stock 
farm in connection with an experiment station. We have gone 
as far as we ought to goin the feeding of animals. Every State 
in the Union has established at its agricultural or mechanical 
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college an experiment station of that kind. We have in my own 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to enlarge his 
illustration a little? 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam always glad to be informed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The experiment stations provided for under 
the Hatch bill, which were given in each State $15,000, do a t 


deal more than merely experiment in feeding. I am one of the 
directors or trustees or something of the station in my State. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me do the Senator the honor to say that he 
is the founder of it—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well. 

Mr. BAILEY. For I believe it was established under his ad- 
ministration as governor, was it not? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That was the college, for the establishment 
of which some people gave me credit; but I am speaking of the 
stations founded first by Mr. Morrill. He was the originator of 
the idea of sucheducation. Later on Mr. Hatch was the father of 
an act giving $15,000 to each State for the purpose of experiments. 

I want to say that at that station we are experimenting with a 

eat many things besides feeding. We have bought three or 

our or five of the best breeds of cattle and some sheep, and we 
are enlarging and trying to give our peonia the benefit of those 
object lessons in the use of improved breeds and better blood and 
mixtures of blood, which are necessary in order to advance the 
interests of agriculture in our State, and the bill expressly pro- 
vides for it. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from South Carolina adds nothing 
to my knowledge by that statement. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Doe 555 Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from 

aine 

Mr. TILLMAN. 8 

Mr. HALE. When the Senator says, We are doing it,” 
whom does he mean? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Imean theState of South Carolina, and every 
other State in the Union, including the one which the Senator has 
the honor to represent and represents so ably, has an experiment 
station at which this very thing is being carried on right now. 

Mr. HALE. By the State? 

Mr. TILLMAN. By the State, with Federal money. 

Mr. BAILEY. I perfectly understand that; but it isnecessary 
to buy in order to feed, and wherever there is an appropriation 
authorizing an experiment in feeding an animal, it must, by the 
Mad! force of the term, imply the authority to buy before they can 


These stations haye performed a very useful work, but, Mr. 
President, we talk in this body about the propriety of appropri- 
ating money for the benefit of this and the benefit of that class or 
industry, as if we were wholly oblivious of the fact that the Goy- 
ernment must take this money from the taxpayers before it can 
give it back to them. If the special pleas which from day to day 
are made for the 9 of public moneys are all to be 
heeded, then where is the limit to the taxation that shall meet 
them? We seem to have forgotten the essential fact in political 
economy that the Government has nothing to give except what it 
first takes from the pockets of its people, and when we appeal for 
a gift here, or if you prefer to it an appropriation here, for 
another and new enterprise and you enter upon a still further un- 
explored region, where, I 7 7597 to Senators, shall we fix the limit 
of taxation? The people of this country to- day 

Mr. SPOONER. You ought not to draw the line on the farmer. 

Mr. BAILEY. So far as lam concerned, I know no class. Iam 
probably as much interested in the farmer, though not quite so 
profuse in my protestations in his behalf, as any Senator here, and 
vastly more interested in the improvement of live stock. I spend 
all my leisure time, take all my vacation and my recreation, in 
trying to improve the breed of horses, cattle, and sheep. 

I have seen what is, in my judgment, the greatest breed of horses 
in the world established almost now to a type without even so 
much of governmental aid as relief from the tariff duty. I have 
seen the intelligent farmers of the United States continue with 
their own intelligence and their own means until they have bred 
a purely American horse which challenges comparison with the 
world to-day. 

The American trotting horse is purely an American product. 
Only the foundation, probably, which our Virginia ancestors 
brought here in the shape of the remarkable thoroughbreds im- 
ported in the early days of the Republic enter at all into this 
marvelous piece of horseflesh, and that has been accomplished 
without the aid of the Government in any particular. I have 
seen the American farmer breed and perfect the Shorthorn cow 
until nowhere in the world to-day can it be surpassed. Not even 
in England, its original home, nor in Scotland, its later home, can 
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the American Shorthorn brute be surpassed. They haye done 
this, too, without coming to the Government for aid. 

If our farmers by their intelligence and skill have accomplished 
all this, let us not now teach them that they must stop their ex- 

iments to let the Government experiment for them. I believe 
teaching men independence of the Government rather than 
d dence on it. 
r. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the Senator from Texas should carry his 
proposition to its logical conclusion, would he not abolish the 
Agricultural Department? 

r. BAILEY. No; I would not go that far. 

Mr. PATTERSON.. That is the logical outcome, because the 
Government is spending the money of the people for the purpose 
of developing foods, fruits, fibers, and everything that enters into 
the domestic and commercial life of the country, every one of 
which might be developed by the skill and enterprise and indus- 

of individuals. 
r. BAILEY. And could better be developed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, that is a question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Notin my judgment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The logical result of the contention of the 
Senator from Texas is that that Department and other kindred 
Departments of the Government should be abolished, and that no 
money should be appropriated for such 3 because it first 
comes from the pockets of the people before the people can get 
the benefit of the experiments. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am free to say that if I had my way I would 
have only a Department of State, a Judiciary Department, a Post- 
Office Department, a Treasury Department, a War Department, 
and a 1 

If I had a Senator when the Interior Department was cre- 
ated, I should have voted against it as the great Senator from 
South Carolina, Mr. Calhoun, voted inst it, and he prophesied 
then that it would become the fruitful source of paternalism and 
meddlesome interference with the local affairs of the States. If 
I had been here when the Agricultural 8 was created, 
Ishould have voted against it, for from t Department have 
come a hundred injurious interferences with the people of this 
country. This very bill contains a provision which authorizes 
the Secretary of Agriculture to excludeimports from this country 
whenever he believes that there is som g wrong with them. 

Mr. President, we are fast becoming a government of bureaus. 
The tendency has been that way for thirty years. Congress no 
longer does anything; it authorizes the President or some of his 
Cabinet officers to do it for us. No matter what it is necessary 
for us to do, we never attend to the details here; we simply re- 
lieve ourselves by either conferring the power on the President or 
on some of the Cabinet officers, 

Mr. SPOONER. We confer the power upon other people to 
execute it. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; we confer authority and leave other people 
practically tomakelaws. We,asit were, make the frame, and they 
fillit up. It has gone from bad to worse. In one Congress we 
have the Goan Stig bill; in the next one we have a eave 
bill, and now we have a proposition to authorize the tary 
of Agriculture, upon certain examinations, to forbid the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to deliver imported goods to the consignee. 

I speak it in no spirit of reflection on these Departments, but it 
is human nature that every man seeks to enlarge his power. Every 
man seeks to increase the importance of the bureau over which 
he presides, and if he can make a Cabinet office out of the bureau 
he 5 clothed with that much more importance and authority. 

If this were a question simply of giving the money, I believe I 
would rather give it to the farmers than to give it to any other 
class of people, because they get less of what the Government 
gives, but I protest against the idea, iterated and reiterated almost 
daily in this Chamber, that the Government must do something 
for anybody. The Government ought simply to do justice by 
eyerybody and leave the people to manage their own affairs and 
to make their own experiments. } 

Of course, while this is my opinion, I am not simple-minded 
enough to believe that aiy else shares it with me. I perfectly 
understand that in this day and generation we all are for those 
things that appeal to our section. A man tries to protect the Treas- 
ury until he needs to protect it 1 his own constituents; then. 
unfortunately, he is changed. One of the brightest as well as one 
of the most bitter things ever spoken by one of the wittiest men 
who ever served in the House of Representatives was said of a 
great and useful member of that body, who was known as the 
Watchdog of the Treasury.“ On one occasion, when an appro- 
priation was coming very near to his home, he was unusually silent 
about it, or rather he was active in its behalf, and this wit con- 


Taea her ene by exclaiming, “A watchdog never barks at the 
ome folks!” 

Mr, HOAR. May Ibe allowed, as a contribution to that history, 
to say that it was said in the year 1869 or 1870, when I first en- 
tered the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. Butit wassaid afterwards, under circumstances 
exactly as I relate them. I do not say that it was original. I 
would hardly want to dignify it as a matter of history. It belongs 
to the 12655 5 literature of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the thing was said in regard to the late 
E. B. Washburne, of Ilinois, whose brother, Cadwallader Wash- 
burn, got a bill through, and somebody, to whose measure Mr. E. B. 
had objected, inquired of the Speaker whether there had not been 
an objection from the Representative from Ilinois. TheSpeaker 
said, No,“ when he observed that the watchdog does not bark 
when one of the family goes by.” 

Mr. B Y. That might have been the suggestion of what 
I have related, though it was not exactly the same. 

But, Mr. President, it does not occur to me that the farmers of 
this country are asking the Government to establish for them this 
new departure, for it is a new departure. In other countries they 
conduct these governmental breeding farms. They do in France; 
they do in Russia; and I believe they doin Germany, though they 
do not in Great Britain. But here, for the first time, we are now 
asked to convert a mere experiment of feeding into the business 
of a breeding operation; and if we go on to that point I confess my 
inability to see any line where the Government ought to cease 
its operation and the operation of the individual citizen ought 


to begin. 

If this provision read for 1 in animal feeding I 
should not object, because the Government has already entered 
upon that. The Government has already gone so far in that di- 
rection that there is small hope it may ever be induced to turn 
back. But surely on an appropriation outof the public Treasury 
to demonstrate to the pee of the United States the excellence 
of different kinds of applied to different kinds of animals, 
we ought to halt, and we ought to leave the people to conduct 
hereafter, as they have so successfully conducted it heretofore, 
their own experiments in breeding the live stock of this country. 

If our live stock were inferior to the live stock of other coun- 
tries there would be an argument appealing to some, but not to 
me. But, the age of the country considered, no nation of the 
earth can match our live stock in excellence, and let us allow the 
progress to continue as it has been achieved by the intelligence, 
the thrift, the industry of the live-stock growers and the farmers 
of the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this rule, to which in my opinion 
the amendment is obnoxious on 5 is the only rule we 
have which protects us in any degree from general legislation and 
from all sorts of legislation on appropriation bills. The protec- 
tion which it gives is perhaps rather meager at best. It certainly 
is almost nothing when it is referred to the Senate for decision. 

I do not want tosee that rule injured any further, Mr. President. 
I do not want to see the precedent established which a direct vote 
that the amendment is in order would establish, and therefore I 
withdraw the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts withdraws the point of order. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts was wise in withdrawing the point of order. We ought, 
so far as we can, to maintain some force in Rule XVI. If we over- 
ride it time and again by the vote of the Senate it ceases to have 
a force as a parliamentary law. 

t has been said in the course of this debate that this is a pro- 
vision for only one year. If Senators will read the amendment 
they will see that it of necessity runs into the future, and far 
into the future. You can not experiment in animal breeding, 
with or without cooperation with a State institution, b; baying 
sheep, cattle, or horses and bringing them here, as it u 
said it is desirable to do under this amendment, and begin the 
process of making fine breeds under one year. You can not re- 
port any result to the country under three or four or five years. 

I venture the forecast that next year we shall be asked to give 
$100,000, and that the year after it will be more; that a bureau 
for the ing of animals and increasing the quality and the 
value of live stock will be 3 in the agricultural appro- 

riation bills, and it will be said, as it has been said here, that it 

desirable to do it because it is for a portion of our citizens who 

are farm dwellers. My State is full of small farmers but good 
farmers; but they do not 

Mr. TILL . Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would let me go on for a mo- 
ment. But they do not importune me into what is, as the Sena- 
tor from Texas said, a pure piece of paternalism. > 

_If we set up experiments in the breeding of animals with ref- 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2259 


~ erence to agricultural products, I do not see why we should not 
into riments in manufactures. Can anyone tell me why 
we do this we should not experiment about the kind of shoes 
that it is best for the farmer to wear, about the sort of vehicles 
it is best for him to drive in over the roads, or the clothes that 
he puts upon his back or the backs of his children, and all things 
that enter into his life? 

As the Senator from Texas has said, it is paternalism, the in- 
vocation to the General Government to do the things that here- 
tofore have been done by the individual or, at the farthest, by 
the State. And posterity will find, Mr. President, as the Senator 
from Texas has said, that there is no limit which can be drawn 
by the human imagination that will not be exceeded when we 
embark upon that scheme, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

2 PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 

ield? 
Te. HALE. I wish the Senator would wait a moment, and 
then I will be through. 

Mr. HOAR. I wanted to ask the Senator a question before he 


got through. 

Mr. HALE, We are appealed to for good roads, for rural free 
mail delivery, and all the other things. It is said we must do that 
Leash dete the people, as though the mission of the Govern- 
ment is to take into its hands all the things that illustrate and 
enter into the everyday life of the people because an appropria- 
tion of money will help them. 

I had some thought of making a point of order on the provision 
upon page 21, where there is lodged in the Secretary of Agricul- 
=e e power to prevent and stop importations, but I do not 

ow— 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask the Senator if that is not an absolutely 
different proposition from this one? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it is different, of course, but the same thing 
will be said for it that is said for this 8 When that is 
reached I shall, with some considerable feeling of hopelessness 
and inadequacy, look to see it submitted to the Senate, and the 
Senate is quite likely to declare that it is a good thing and, it will 
be said, in the hands of a good Secretary, and he is a good Secre- 
tary, that it will do no harm, and that it will result in a better 
examination and scrutiny about food products. It may be that 
I shall venture to make the point of order, but, as I said, I shall 
not do it in a very hopeful way. Ido not expect that anything 
we may do can stop the provisions, whatever they may be, upon 
the agricultural appropriation bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. . President, the Senator from Maine has 
alluded somewhat to the increase of this appropriation. The Sena- 
tor will very soon have in his charge a bill, and pa a little 
comparison of the increases in appropriations might well be made. 
He will have in his charge a bill the increases on which, for 
this year over last year, are more than double the entire agricul- 

appropriation bill, and they are ois . times as much as 
the increases the committee have proposed on this bill. I have a 
table of increases of the agricultural . bill for several 
years 5275 7 I printed it in the report. 

Mr. E. I made no point about the amount of money. 
That is not of the slightest consequence. I make no point on 
that. It is not worth consideration. The naval appropriation 
bill, which the Senator, I suppose, refers to, will contain an ap- 
A ar of nearly $20,000,000; and now, on the mili 3 Ə 
of the Government, we are spending larger sums of money — 
I will not say our grandfathers, but larger than our fathers ever 
dreamed was possible. The Senator can read his minutes, but I will 
admit beforehand that the naval appropriation bill will in amount 
surpass anything ever expected to be appropriated. I do not 
raise on this matter the . of the amount of money that is 
involved. That is not of any account. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I agree in much that the Sen- 
ator has said in regard to the paternal character of legislation. 
But this is a peculiar Department, stretching all over the courtry, 
and it must necessarily engage in experimentation largely. Indi- 
viduals can not carry on the necessary experiments for the de- 
velopment of our agriculture. That industry is the basis of our 
prosperity. Not all the experiments will be su , but many 
of them have been successful, a single one of which would more 
than repay to the country, some of them many times more, the 
entire expense of the appropriation. 

Now, I for one have not favored a large increase. Last year we 
reported an increase of three hundred and forty-odd thousand dol- 
lars, and we saved $130,000—less than 40 per cent of it—in the con- 
ference. For one, I do not wish to go before the farmers of this 
country as a Republican with too narrow appropriations on this 
measure. I think as we reported them they are very moderate 
indeed. We have reported about $360,000 additional, and it is, of 
that not all of the items will be enacted into law. 


course, safe to sa 
Mr. TILL . Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


HALE] has been 
scope of this bill, how tar it goes and how much farther it is go- 
ing to go. I want to call his attention to the fact that the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, of which he speaks, is already in existence, 
and if he will look on line 6 of this very same page 14 he will find 
that the aggregate appropriations for that Bureau in this bill are 

387,880. Now, that isa large sum of money. But let us see 
what are some of the results of it. 

If the Senator will turn back to page 11, he will find that this 
Bureau has the regulations for the safe transport and humane 
treatment of export cattle from the United States to foreign coun- 
tries;’’ it has the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses 
and products thereof which are the subjects of interstate and for- 
eign commerce,” and then here comes something which comes 
closer home to him: 

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to more effectually suppress and 
prevent the spread of contagious and infectious diseases of live stock. 

I recall (it has not been vey long ago) when we had a woeful 
complaint from New England about the foot-and-mouth disease 
in cattle, which threatened destruction, desolation, I will not say 
to the measly stock interests of that country, but in comparison 
with the West it was measly. Yet Congress voted the $500,000 
necessary to stamp out that contagious, infectious, deadly disease 
there among the farms of New England. I think the Senator 
ought not to beso hard on the balance of us who have agriculture 
mainly, as we in the South have, and in the West, who are look- 
ing for just a little help from Uncle Sam in the way of aiding us 
to solve the problems which confront us, and he should be willi g 
to give usa little light, a little assistance, a little paternalism, i 
need be. We have had a good deal of paternalism of one kind 
1 n and I think New England has had a little more than 

er 0. 

Mr. HALE. The matter the Senator refers to, if he will allow 
me, I remember very well. It was a matter that was cognate to 
legislation that we have about a thousand things, where there is 
something immediate, which spreads consternation, disaster, loss 
of property and life, and we do intervene. It did not come from 
the State of Maine; it came 
Repl zee It was mainly in Massachusetts, as I recall 

e fact. 

Mr. HALE. It came from other States. But what was mainly 
behind that was the pressure upon the Secretary of Agriculture 
from the West to prevent that disease from being sent by ship- 
ment of trains so that it would break out in Western States. That 
was the strong reason and argument for the interposition of Con- 
gress, that it must be put down where it was before it magnified 
and amplified and went to the four corners of the earth, so far as 
this country It was not a local matter. 

Mr. TILL I am not treating it as a local matter. It is 
one of the duties of this great Bureau of Animal Industry, to 
which I call the Senator’s attention, and I merely, wanted to re- 
mind him that his own immediate neighborhood had been bene- 
fited by the scientific supervision and work of this very Bureau 
which he is—I will not say abusing, because the Senator does not 
abuse anybody; he does not indulge in that kind of thing; his ar- 
guments and reasoning are always very strong and forcible. I 
realize, as he says, that there is danger of extravagance; but do 
not let us draw the line on the hard-working farmers of the coun- 
0 be so liberal with other industries. f 

. BAILEY. Mr. President, before the Senator from South 
Carolina resumes his seat, do I understand him to say that he re- 
rds this appropriation to experiment in breeding cattle as on all 
ours with an appropriation to stamp outa disease that would not 
confine itself to any State, and therefore no State could be ex- 


ing very eloquently and forcibly about the 


pected to incur the expense of protecting the neighboring States? 
Mr. TILLMAN. the Senator wants an answer 
Mr. BAILEY. Yes 


Mr. TILLMAN. I will say that anything which relates to in- 
spection and growth and fostering care and supervision of our 
great stock industry meets my approyal, and when we spend 
money on one phase of it, we ought to x 8 money on any and 
all phases of it which promise good results. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam as guilty of objection as the Senator from 
Maine, and I am: hardly willing to allow this to be presented as 
the same. The difference is that the one proposes to improve the 
Popen, we will say, of the live-stock industry. I would say, 

et the live-stock industry improve its own prosperity. But the 
other was a proposition to protect innocent owners of cattle from 
the dangerous infection of cattle coming from other sections. 
This foot-and-mouth disease travels fast and is destructive. It 
could hardly be expected that the State of Massachusetts would 
incur the aapon of protecting the cattle owners in IIlinois, In- 
diana, and Texas and South Carolina from that disease. 

There was an important instance in which the Government was 
undoubtedly justifia bly intervening to protect the people of some 


States from injury by interstate commerce coming from other 
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States. I myself as cheerfully voted for the appropriation to ex- 
terminate the foot-and-mouth disease as I ever voted for a public 
iture in my life. 

. HALE. I just said, if the Senator will allow me, that the 
pressure for that measure came upon the Secretary of Agriculture 
first, and through him to Congress, from the great West, which 
was filled with apprehension of this infection. It did not come 
from New England, but it came from the country broadly, at large, 
am that was the basis upon which the appropriation was put at 

t time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is quite right. 

Mr. BAILEY. And, very sensibly, what was protecting the 
whole country ought not to have fallen upon any single Stats. It 
came clearly within the Government’s power over interstate com- 
merce. I voted for that very cheerfully, and I would vote for that 
again. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, it was more largely 
in the regulation of foreign commerce, and that was chiefly 
inspired by persons in the West who raise cattle and sheep for 
exportation and whose exports were being retina n abroad on the 
ground that disease existed amongst the cattle here. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will allow me, I Iam not 
understood here as complaining of that expenditure of money. I 
am only pointing that out as one of the valuable labors which the 
Secretary of Agriculture. through one of his bureaus, has been 
instrumental in performing. I want to give money to that and 
to all other good works that are based on common sense and the 
advancement of the interests of the neers of this country. 
That is what I stand here for, And this breeding idea is a very 
valuable one if carried ont in a sensible way, as I have no doubt 
the present Secretary of Agriculture will carry it out. 

Mr. BAILEY. Idid not exactly understand that the Senator 
from South Carolina was complaining at that particular expendi- 
ture, but rather that he was complaining at us who complain at 
this for not likewise having complained at that, and I simply took 
issue with him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator set me the example. He has just 
been complaining of the Chair for not looking at the rule with the 
same eyesight the other day as that with which he wanted him to 
look at it to-day. You must look at it mutatis mutandis, and al- 
low other pie to have some views as well as yourself. 

Mr. B . Oh, no. Icomplained the other day when the 
Chair did not enforce the rule in my favor, and I complained to- 
day when it was the other way. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I think you have been against it both times. 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe that the Chair was right to-day. Of 
course I mean no criticism of the Chair; but if I had had the 
honor to be the presiding officer, I would have enforced that rule 
against the St, Louis Exposition item; and if I had had the honor 
to be the presiding officer, I would have held this item to be out 
of order. I make no complaint because the presiding officer, anx- 
ious to administer the rules of the Senate according to the will of 
the Senate, submitted the question to the Senate in both cases. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, this matter has been ean 
fully discussed. I have tried to take a little time myself. If this 
amendment can be acted upon, it will bring the bill to a stopping 
place, and I will then make a motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is one other committee 
amendment to the portion of the bill which has been under dis- 
cussion, changi g e total. 

Mr. PROCTO . Yes; that should be acted upon before we 
adjourn, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry was, on page 14, line 5, to increase the total appropriation 
for maintenance of the Bureau of Animal Industry from $1,287,880 
to $1,387,850, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Febru- 
ary 24, 1904, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 23, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Frank K. Hill to be a lieutenant-commander in the Navy 
from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Lieut. Commander Charles 
Laird, promoted. 

Gunner Frank L. Hoagland to be a chief gunner in the Navy 
from the 2d day of February, 1903, having completed ten years’ 
service in his present grade. 


Carpenter Wilbur F. Stevenson to be a chief carpenter in the 
Navy from the 27th day of July, 1902, having completed ten years’ 
service in his grade. 

PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

George Elfers, of New York, to be a second assistant engineer 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, with the rank 
of third lieutenant, to succeed E. W. Davis, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 23, 1904. 
CONSUL. 
Fred D. Fisher, of Oregon, to be consul of the United States at 
Tamsui, Formosa, 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Elijah H. 1 5 a citizen of Tennessee, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy from the 13th day of February, 1904, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Lieut. Commander Alexander Sharp, jr., to be a commander 
lee from the 4th day of February, 1904. 
gn 


Roe W. Vincent to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the 
Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, 


Commander James K. Cogswell to be a captain in the Navy 


from the 4th day of February, 1904. 
Comman 


đer William H. Everett to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of February, 1904. 
Ensign James B. Gilmer to be a lieutenant (junior građe) in 
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904. 
Lieut. Commander Nathaniel R. Usher to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904. 
Lieut. (Junior Grade) Louis C. Richardson to be a lientenant 
in the Navy from the 24th day of October, 1903. 
PROMOTION IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
Capt. Ben H. Fuller, United States Marine Corps, to bea major 
in said corps from the 27th day of December, 1903. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ARKANSAS. 
James R. Gibson to be postmaster at Hope, in the county of 
Hempstead and State of Arkansas. 5 ty 
INDIANA. 
Charles Laramore to be postmaster at Knox, in the county of 
Starke and State of Indiana. £ 
KANSAS. 
M. M. Lee to be postmaster at St. Marys, in the county of 
Pottawatomie and State of Kansas. 
KENTUCKY. 
Charles G. Robinson to be postmaster at Earlington, in the 
county of Hopkins and State of Kentucky. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Thomas F. Hill to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, 
William L. Nickerson to be aster at Chatham, in the 
county of Barnstable and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN. 
Eugene T. Slayton to be ter at Lapeer, in the county of 
8 and State of Michigan. 3 1 5 z 
MINNESOTA. 
John Atz to be postmaster at Hancock, in the county of Stevens 
and State of Minnesota. 
NEW JERSEY. 
George F. Breder to be postmaster at Egg Harbor City, in the 
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. 
NEW YORK. é 
William C. Collins to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Cortland and State of New York. 
Clarence L. King to be postmaster at Tupper Lake, in the 
county of Franklin and State of New York. 


Frank F. Simpson to be postmaster at Highland, in the coun 
of Ulster and State of New York, z 


TREATY WITH PANAMA, 


During the executive session the injunction of secrecy was re- 
moved from the vote on the resolution of the Senate advising and 
consenting to the ratification of a convention between the United 
States and the Republic of Panama for the construction of a ship 
canal to connect the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, 
signed on November 18, 1903, and from the vote on any proposed 
amendment thereto. 

On motion by Mr. Bacoy, to amend Article I by adding the 
following at the close s 


In consideration of the on the part of the United States of the 
independence of the Repub. C 
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importance to both the United States and the Republic of Panama, 3 
W 1 


shall be tions between their Governments an 


the q 
claimed by the ome of Colombia in, to, and over the territory embraced 
in the Republic of Panama, and on account of any and all concessions herc- 
tofore granted by the Republic of Colombia to the New Panama. Canal Com- 
pany, and to the Panama Company, or claimed or held by either of 
said companies, and on accountof any and Sire claims and alleged rights in or 
to the 8 of the New Panama Canal y and of the Panama Rail- 
or shares or other interest in the same; and also in full com- 
88 or oe all alleged claims of the N of Colombia against 
va of Panama on 5 of the recent revolution in Panama a 


blic of Colombia; or any alleged ma 
ter or thing DN therewith, And it is further agreed that the Daiwa 
States sha. yment in full 


3 to the Government of Colombi t the 
ol the sum of money which shall be agreed upon for the mad pahi ra peiri 

On the question to agree thereto, it was determined in the nega- 
tive—yeas.24, nays 49. 

Those who voted i in mee affirmative are: 

Messrs. Bacon, Bate, Berry, Blackburn, Clarke: of Arkansas, 
Clay, Cockrell, Dubois, Latimer. McCreary, Mallory, Money, 
Morgan, Newlands, Patterson, Pettus, Taliaferro, Teller, Tillman. 

Those who voted in the negative are: 

Messrs. Alger, Allee, Allison, Ankeny, Spins Beveridge, Burn: 
ham, Burrows, Clapp; Clark. of eee oe W,. Dietrich, Dil- 
lingham, Dolliver, Dryden, E, oraker, Frye, Fulton, 
Gallinger. Gamble, Gibson, Hale, Hansbrough, Heyburn, Hoar, 
Hopkins, Kean, Kearns, Kittredge, Lodge, McComas, McCumber 
McEnery,. Millard,, Mitchell, Nelson, Penrose,. 5 Platt of 
Connecticut, Platt of New York, Proctor, Scott, Smoo t, Spooner, 
Warren, Wetmore: 

During the rollicall pairs were announced, as follows: 

Mr. Martin, in the affirmative, with Mr. Oullom, in the negative. 
‘A Mr, McLaurin, i in the affirmative, with Mr. Hawley, in the nega- 

ve. 

Mr. Overman, in the affirmative, with Mr. Quay, in the negative. 

On the question to agree to the resolution advising and consent- 
ing to the ratification of the convention, 

It was determined in the affirmative, >, two-thirds of the Senators 
present concurring therein—yeas 66, nays 14, 

Those who voted in the affirmative are: 

Messrs. Aldrich, Alger, Allee, Allison, Ankeny, Bacon, Ball 


— Elkins, Fairbanks, Foraker, 

ton, Gallinger. Gamble, Gibson, 
Hale, A cornice lie len Honr. Hopkins, Kearns, Ki 
tredge, Latimer, Lodge, Long, McComas, McCreary, MeCurnber, 
McEnery, Mallory; Mitchell, Mone Nelson, Penrose, 
Perkins, Platt of ee en Platt of ew York, Proetor, 

Scott. Simmons, Smoot, Spooner, Stewart, Taliaferro, 

arren, and Wetmore—6é.. 

Those who voted in the negative are: 

Messrs.. Bailey, Bate, Blackburn, Carmack, Culbersen, Daniel, 
Dubois, Go: Morgan, Newlands, Patterson, Pettus, Teller, 


one 
and Tillman—14 

During the: roll call pairs were annonnced as follows: 

Messrs. Quay and Clark of Montana, in the affirmative, with 
Mr. Overman, in the negative. 

Messrs. Foster of Washington and Hawley, in the affirmative, 
with Mr. McLaurin, in the negative. 

Messrs: Burton and Stone, in the affirmative; with Mr. Martin, 
in the negative. 


HOUSE. OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
" TUESDAY, February 23; 1904. 


ea House met at 12 Oclock m. 
yer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Coupxx, D. D. 
The surta of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 


CORRECTION, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, yesterday I was: ill 
and unable to attend the session of the House. I find in the re- 
pee of the vote Menee Ia 

Illinois. [Mr. against reading the 

Farewell 2 ot Washingto gton. Thad no such pair, and if I 
had been here I should have voted to read it. It should be regu- 
larly read-every day in the United States, at every fireside and in 
every schoolhouse in the United States. Of course there was not 
injustice intended by anyone to anyone, but I want this explana- 
tion to go in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, The Journal will stand corrected. 


A gee as paired with the gentleman yard 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


By direction of the Committee on ater Tae Mo- 
CLEARY of Minnesota reported the bill (H. R. 12833) making ap- 
propriations to provide for N of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the year ending June 30, 1905, and 
for other purposes, which: was ordered printed, and referred to 
the eager Whole House aa the state of the Union. 


anu ippi. Speaker, I reserve all 
points of o 


The SPEAKER. The monpa from Mississippi reserves alli 
points of order on the bill. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve iteelf 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the: further consideration of the bill H. R. 12220, the naval 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the naval appropriation: bill, with Mr. FOSTER: of 
Vermont in the chair. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Navyeyard: New. York, N, Y: Paving: t 
fan er System. extonciots, $1000; clectrio an eai extensions, Saul tools 
0 an 
ground conduits, $30,000; sewers —̃ — —.— cranes, he aun under- 


additions, $4,500; locomotive and car shed. et iow system, 
extension, $10, 000; latrines, additional, $4,000; onions, ShU Runa 10, $2,500; 
nite and concret dock. to continne, ros see prison on cob. dock, $50,000; 


all, navy-yard, New York, N. Y., $371,500. 


Mr. FITZGERALD: Mr. Chairman, I offer the following, 
. which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have 


re Clerk read as follows: 
Page line 9, insert-after the di dollars“ “ dry. A 
28, line — wor rs” the words dry: docks, ex: 


Mr. FITZGERALD.. Mr. Chairman, this is one of the items: 
submitted as necessary at the navy- ict at. New York: for the. 
coming year. The purpose of it is to provide for extraordinary: 

which may perhaps be necessary during the coming fiscal. 
ear, It is not intended t this money shall be expended unless: 

y reason: of some accident which would require it. From the: 


„Die- | report of the Bureau of Yards-and:Docks the following appears 


in reference to this item: 
Drydock No. 3 at this navy: 
time to prevent leaks from fromieveloping, Thisdoak likea ikoalitonbecerrn . 
eee to the action of the water 
which underneath and Ps — dock and woes 1 9 —.— 
its way and 2 sinto m Leak 3 . 
cause em 80 ©: ve. thatit.) te 
proper s ask a special Hona for the been 
In the before the Naral Committee it appeared that 


this dock is in constant use and that by reason of injury sustained 
by the dock at the time of the docking of the Massachusetts it 
Was necessary to expend. 84,000 or $5,000 to put it in condition. 
The dock is necessary in the Work of the yard, and unless some 
fund is available to meet. and make irs as 
loss will be occasioned.. 5 I desire to 


3 — T 
and. this sum was allowed? at. — 5 Tork 
82. 078, 0 natat and $371,000 allowed. 

Eliminating from the estimates submitted for the New York: 
the sum of $1,500,000 asked for the purpose of improving: 
the water front there, the sum asked for other improvements is: 
$575,000. Of this amount, the committee allows $371,000. 

It is a somewhat significant fact, too, that in relation to one of 
the navy-yards of the country, although no estimates whatever 
have been submitted to the committee, as appears from its report, 
e committee has seen fit to allow 8271, 000 for improvements 

Personally I have no interest whatever in this appropriation. 
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It is asked for by the Department in order that when leaks hap- 
pen in this dock they may at once be repaired with the money 
available under this appropriation, and thereby greater expendi- 
ture be saved. 

This appropriation is asked, as I have stated, u 
that a stitch in time will save nine.” It appears from the hear- 
ings of the Committee on Naval Affairs that the amount of repair 
work at the New York yard during the past year exceeded that 
done at any other yard by at least 75 percent. This is the onl 

ard possessed by the Government upon the Atlantic coast whic 
ie acilities for docking first-class battle ships. It is the only 
yard where fleets can be sent to be overhauled and prepared for 
efficient action, either in time of peace or in war. And I submit, 
while this money is not asked to be positively expended, but merel 
for use in case of great emergency, in order to avoid larger expend- 
itures if the occasion arises, that it is the part of wisdom for this 
committee to place this sum at the pona of the Department. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman from 
New York I desire to say that if we should appropriate in this 
bill for all the estimates urged by the Department the bill would 
carry $106,000,000. The committee has had to go over all these 
estimates in a very careful and systematic way and has provided 
in this bill for those appropriations that are the most urgent for 
the coming year. 

Now, in regard to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York, I desire to state that Admiral Endicott, Chief of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks, appearing before the committee, 
made the statement that this particular appropriation was not 
imperative. I read from his own language: 


And I shall adapt myself to your pleasure about allowing it. 


Now, we had to draw a distinction between some of these esti- 
mates. Where the demand was most urgent we put the amount 
in the bill; and those estimates that were not urgent we left out, 
realizing, of course, that next year and year after, if it should be- 
come necessary, we can appropriate at that time. 

Now, the gentleman says we have cut down largely the sums 
for navy-yards. It is a fact that we have done so, but that is 
very easily explained. There was an estimate here for a million 
and a half of dollars for the rearrangement of the piers in the 
New York yard. A number of naval officers connected with the 
yard were appointed to make examination, and they recommended 
that improvement. That involved the building of four piers. It 
involved the cutting off from the cob dock of the New York yard 
6 acres of land—nearly one-half of the present landed area of 
that navy-yard—when we know, when everybody knows, that 
the great trouble at the New York yard to-day is that we have 
not enough land there. It not only involved that, but it also in- 
volved the destruction of the Whitney Basin, for the dredging 
out of which we had appropriated thousands of dollars. It cut 
that out entirely. The committee said, ‘‘ Before we will go into 
this proposition we will wait another year, because a million and 
a half dollars means only the beginning; it does not provide for 
all the cost of this rearrangement of that yard.” 

So far as the New York yard is concerned, let me say to the 
gentleman from New York that he will find, if he looks back over 
the years, that we have appropriated more for the New York yard 
than for half a dozen other yards B 155 together—$90,000,000, I 
think, in all since 1825 for the New York yard. 

Now, the New York yard has been an important yard—why? 
Because we have not had any other yards in sufficient shape to 
repair some of the ships. We have been rebuilding the Boston 

ard; we have been ie pect Ba the League Island yard; we have 

en building up the Norfolk yard, and while we have been build- 

ing up these yardi the New York yard has been doing most of 
the repair work. 

I believe it ought to be the policy of the Department from now 
on to distribute this repair work. Where so much money is be- 
ing appropriated out of the public Treasury for repairs of our 
ships, tae it is good policy that the work should be distributed 
over the country, that all this work should not go into a single 
nayy-yard. 

e Ohara, I can not help thinking, in view of the ch of 
the gentleman from New York the other day, that he belongs to 
that class of naval enthusiasts who believe in putting all the Navy 
on the land and none of it upon the sea. Iwill tell him that I be- 
lieve in such an expenditure of naval appropriations as will pro- 
vide for putting every dollar we appropriate for naval purposes, 
so far as we can, upon the sea and as little of it as ble upon 
the land. 

Mr. LIND rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minois 
[Mr. Foss] has expired. i 

Mr. LIND. I ask unanimous consent to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Foss] a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. there objection? The Chair hears none. 


n the theory 


7 Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a ques- 
on? 

Mr. FOSS. I yield. 

Mr. LIND. In view of the statement just made, I would ask 
the chairman of the committtee how it is that an appropriation of 
upward of $200,000 was made for a navy-yard in excess of any 
recommendation or estimate, an appropriation not even asked for 

‘4 


5 geared (Mr. FITZGERALD] stated 
that this bill carried an item o apres’ of $200,000 for a navy- 
ard sno that was not asked for or estimated by the Navy 
partment, 
Mr. FOSS. I should like to have the gentleman designate that 


item. 

Mr. LIND. I will ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] to do so. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Why, if the gentleman will turn to page 
8 of his own report he will findit. I assumed that he knew what 
was in his report, and in the bill, too. 

Mr. FOSS. Ido. 

Mr. LIND. The question has not been answered, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. FOSS. I ask the gentleman to point out the item on page 
8 of ny report. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman can find it if he looks 
under the items where it shows the amounts appropriated last 
year, the amounts estimated for this year, and the amounts ap- 
a pdt for this year. 

r. FOSS. Iwill ask the gentleman to point out that item. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Ifthe gentleman can not find it I will 
not help him, because he knows better than I do what it is. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know what is in the gentleman’s head. 

Mr. MAHON. Nothing. 

Mr. LIND. Do you know what is in your own bill? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; I do know what is in the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Then, if the gentleman 

Mr. FOSS. If the gentleman will point out the specific item to 
which he refers, I should like to have him do it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Illinois will read the last line on page 8 he will find what I refer to. 

Mr. FOSS. The last line on page 8, Naval station, New Or- 
leans, La.’’ Is that the item? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; that is the item. 

Mr. LIND. Now, I will ask the gentleman from Ilinois if it is 
a fact 

Mr. FOSS. I will ask the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
1 , the leader of the minority of the committee, to explain 

at item. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, it is true that the 
item referred to does not figure in the Department’s estimate, be- 
cause origi the estimate made by the Chief of the Bureau of 
Yards an involves the amount of $530,500. se consid- 
eration of that A on the part of the Secretary of the Navy 
he concluded t it was rather excessive, in view of the many 
other objects pe Nona provision, and referred it to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs for its action. 

You will find, Mr. Chairman, in the hearings before that com- 
mittee that the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, Rear- 
Admiral Endicott, with the sanction of the Secretary of the Navy, 
presented a supplemental estimate embracing the amounts in part 
which were subsequently incorporated in the bill and repo: by 
the committee, which was also materially reduced in the interests 
of economy. 

The navy-yard in the city of New Orleans is in process of con- 
struction; a considerable amount has already been ee. 
and much work performed. A steel floating dock, itted to 
be the very best in the world, and capable of docking the largest 
battle ships of the Navy, as well as the heaviest freight carriers, 
has been placed there and is doing good work. 

The report of the Navy Department shows that already twenty- 
seven merchant ships have been docked there during the past 
year and some few war ships. It is admitted that a na val station 
at New Orleans, the outlet of the great Mississippi River, is a 
military as wellasa commercial necessity, and the Secretary of the 
Navy in failing to incorporate in his estimates any recommen- 
dation for an appropriation for that yard had no idea and no in- 
tention, so he assured me, of ao it, but he said he felt 
assured that the committee was amply able to deal with the sub- 
ject, after having secured further information of the progress of 
the work and the necessities of the establishment. 

The bead cht aero herein incorporated are very moderate. 
They are by no means what could properly be appropriated for 
the speedy completion of the station, but they are ample to con- 
ane the work of construction for the next fiscal year in a reason- 
able way. 


1904. 


It is needless for me, Mr. Chairman, to enter upon the question 
as to the necessity for that naval station. Years ago commission 
after commission was appointed to investigate and report upon 
the best site on the shores of the Gulf of Mexico for such a sta- 
tion. The city of New Orleans was determined upon. The naval 
station was appropriated for. It was initiated in the Fifty-third 
Congress, and appropriations were made for the purchase of 
additional Iand required. Since that time there have been mod- 
erate but steady appropriations made in every Congress for its 
advancement and availability to perform all necessary work. It is 
universally admitted that the station at New Orleans, command- 
ing the mouth of the great Mississippi River, is one of the most 
important in the entire naval establishment. The committee has 
unanimously incorporated this provision in the bill after careful 
investigation. If it were stricken out it certainly would be a 
vital blow to one of the most useful and necessary Government 
establishments in the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I was very much interested 
in endeavoring to hear what the gentleman said. I am not sure 
but that the committee did exceed the estimate of the Secretary 
here. I think it exceeded $500,000. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Five hundred and twenty thou- 
sand five hundred and fifty dollars was the estimate originally 
submitted to the Secretary. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. These estimates were reduced 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. He took no action on them, but 

ressed willingness to submit it to the action of the committee. 

. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I believe the committee added 

to the estimate of the Secretary of the Navy as to certain yards. 

Increases were made exceeding the recommendation made by the 

Secretary of the Navy, although the estimates of the Bureau of 
Yards.and Docks amounted to more by over $500,000. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Such I believe to be the case. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion, as I haye been unable thus far to get an answer from the 
chairman of the committee. I will ask the gentleman —— 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I am not sure I can answer. 

Mr. LIND (continuing). Whether this is a fair illustration of 
the method of constructing your bill, and the principles that 
guided you in perfecting it? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Now, while it is true thatin 
some instances, this being one, the estimates did exceed the rec- 
ommendation of the Secretary of the Navy, estimates made by 
the different bureaus of the naval establishment amounted to 
more than $155,000,000. The Secretary of the Navy reduced 
these estimates. We had a number of hearings by the bureau 
chiefs, and it might have been under the circumstances which 
appeared, and this may haye been one of them, where the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Navy was slightly exceeded. 
But in no case, let me assure you, has the estimate of the bureau 
been exceeded. The estimate of the Secretary of the Navy may 
have been exceeded. But in this instance the estimate of the 
bureau chief was reduced more than 33 per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 28, line 13, after the word dollars,“ insert “improvement of water 
front, $1,500,000." 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it is with no hope that 
this amendment will be adopted that it is offered. Itis merely 
to present to the committee some things in connection with the 
New York yard which have not yet been said. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] and the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] seem to imagine that they can 
cause me some embarrassment by asserting that I favor build- 
ing up a land navy rather than building up à sea navy. I-wish to 
say, Mr. Chairman, that the mere fact that I am opposed to the 
pro, e which I know has been formulated by the 
ment for the sea force may be unpopular will inno way deter me 
from opposing its recommendation. 

This item is recommended by a board appointed by direction of 
the Secretary of the Navy. It is for the purpose of making avail- 
able the navy-yard at New York for the proper handling of fleets 
and great ships. Gentlemen of the committee cavil continually 
at proposed improvements in the New York yard. They say that 
the people of Brooklyn came to Congress ten or a dozen yearsago, 
and succeeded in getting Congress to consent to the sale of some 
navy lands for the sum of about $2,000,000—$1,908,666; and now 
that it is p to buy lands which would be valuable and use- 
ful for the purposes of the yard there for practically the same 
amount these same gentlemen say that they come here for the 
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purpose of purges useless lands upon the Department. Iam 
as familiar with the lands sold by the Government to the city of 
Brooklyn, which was a portion of that yard there, as any man in 
this House. The land sold was used asa public dump. It was a 
public nuisance and a menace to the health of the people of 
Brooklyn. ‘The city of Brooklyn purchased from the Government 
a part of what was known as the nayal hospital land in 1901 for 

700,000. They purchased a part of what was known as the navy- 
yard land proper for $1,208,666. The intention at that time was 
that the Government should utilize the $2,000,000 realized from 
the sale of the lands upon the east side of the nayy-yard in order 
to purchase land upon the west side, whereitis properly improved, 
sewered, lighted, and with sufficient water front and depth of 
water to be useful to the yard. 

Part of the programme was carried out; the other part has 
never been carried out. In regard to this proposed improvement 
which is incorporated in this amendment, in the hearings before 
the committee Admiral Endicott was asked: 

W: i investigate this proposed improvement 
rected to raport * the 8 of The N pret re 

Admiral Enpicorr. No; I think not. 

Then comes this question: 

The commandant wanted it and he i ? 

Admiral e Yes, oe Appana re esed] 


Mr. Chairman, that is a remarkable assertion for the head of a 
bureau of the Navy Department to make. In the last session of 
the Fifty-seventh Congress the Senate adopted a resolution which 
directed the Secretary of the Navy to— 

t as soon as possible what improvements are necessary on the water 
8 Ver, na vy- yard at Brooklyn for the proper berthing of battle ships 
an 5 

The Secretary of the Navy referred the matter to the com- 
mandant of the Brooklyn yard and directed him to appoint a 
beard, and this board recommended this plan. This plan is 
known as the Bowles plan. It has been under consideration in 
the Navy Department for four or five years. It was originated 
by former Rear-Admiral Bowles, the head of the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair, and, I can say safely, and without fear of 
contradiction, one of the best-equipped men who ever served the 
Government in the Navy Department, and a great loss was suf- 
fered by the Department when he left it. 

Admiral Bowles made a thorough study of the i vements 
required at the Brooklyn Navy-Tard while he wasstationed there, 
and this plan is the one that he finally favored and urged. The 
only man who opposa this plan was Admiral Endicott, the Chief 
of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. He had a plan of his own. 
Admiral Bowles’s plan was to cut away a portion of the so-called 
„Cob Dock,” which is an island built upon a shoal in front of 
the yard, and contains now merely a few insignificant buildings. 
His plan was to cut away the dock and to build ont into the river 
a number of piers, so that there would be adequate pier room and 
slip room. Admiral Endicott proposed to cut into the mainland; 
to take the land which was being utilized for other purposes and 
needed for other and make slips in that way. He was 
the only officer of all those who have considered the proposed im- 
provements for this yard who opposed the Bowles plan; and Ad- 
miral Endicott says that he finally consented, because so many 
men desired to have it done. 

I 5 5 ia that I know that the anyer er 
position is no e the necessary improvements at that ` 
Personally, Iam indifferent to what the committee does, but in 
having an efficient and properly equi nayal station, which 
can be of service and benefit to the ernment in the work 
of repairing its vessels, I am interested. If this yard were lo- 
cated at some other point, if it were equipped as it is now, I 
would advocate just as strongly these proposed improvements, 
There is much said by gentlemen who are members of the com- 
mittee about dispensing and doing away with unnecessary yards, 
and yet my experience has been that those who sing the loudest 
in that strain are those least disposed to join in any movement to 
dispense with the out-of-the-way yards,” as Admiral Bowles 
was accustomed to term them, and they are those who are most 
inclined to cripple the most efficient yard the Government now has. 

The following is the letter of the Secretary of the Navy and the 
report of the board appointed by him: 

[Senate Document No. 165, Fifty-seventh Congress, second session.] 
WATER FRONT, NAVY-YARD, BROOKLYN, N. Y. 
Letter from the of the Navy, itting a fare 

by the board appointed by the el Ode marge the 5 ni Yous 

to consider recommend what improvements are necessary on the 

water front at the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. V., for the berthing of battle 
and fleets. February 23,193. Referred to the Committes on Naval 
airs, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 81, 1908. 
om t have the honor to acknowledge the following resolution of the 


“IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
“February 16, 1908. 
“ Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy is directed to rt to the 
Senate as soon as practicable what improvements are necessary in the water 
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front in the navy-yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., for the proper berthing of battle 
ships and fleets, 

“Attest: “CHARLES G. BENNETT, Secretary.” 

In view of the short time remaining before the expiration of the present 
Co it has been impossible for me to give such personal attention as 
would be desirable to the question raised by this resolution. Upon the re- 
ceipt of the resolution it was referred to the commandant of the nayy-yard, 
New York, who appointed a board composed of officers on duty as heads of 
departments at that yard. This board has made the report,a copy of which 
I transmit without tcp or disapproval, owing io the lack of opportunity 
for careful examination. The re 2 however, is transmitted as entitled to 
the rape consideration which it would receive in the 

ery respectfully, 
W. H. Moopy, Secretary. 


The PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 
United States Senate, 


Navy-YArp, New York, February 19, 1903. 
SIR: 1. The board appointed by your order of the 18th instant to consider, 
as soon as practicable, what improvements are necessary on the water front 


ent. 


at the Bary rard: ays oy be . Y., for the be of battle ships and fleets, 

respec y submits the following report, with reference to the aceompany- 

* of the yard, showing the ppo and proposed water-front lines: 
The present water front on the na 


— side up to the beginning of 
en five vessels, and this 
ble to the re 
of the y: 

large vessel, and when construction of dry dock No. 4 shall begin an- 
other berth for a large vessel will be withdrawn from use. It is manifest 
that the berthing space in this part of the yard is the most valuable and its 


pes ty for to more necessary at any other part for the fitting out and 
0 


vessels. 

. The south side of the Cob Dock has berths for two large vessels; Whit- 
ney Basin for five large vessels; the northwest part of Cob Dock, including 
the new coal pier (No. 2 on plan), berths for four large vessels. No part of 
this berthing space is conveniently situated for repairs of vessels, and the 
cost of such repairs will be from 15 to 25 per cent more than if the vessels 
were berthed at the navy-yard side. 

4. The removal of that part of Cob Dock shown in blue hatching on the 
accompanying pian would take away the berthing space for four ves- 
sels, but it would permit the building piers marked B, C, D, E, and 
the plan, and the extension of the sea wall, as shown at “A,” berths 
for twelve large vessels instead of the existing five, and of the three 
remaining after the withdrawal of the two referred to in connection with 
the battle ship and dry dock No. 4. 

5. The removal, in part, of the Cob Dock, and building of piers, as described 
in the last ph, is the essential part of the improvement for ships fit- 
ting out and under repairs and req berthing near the shops and store- 
houses. The piers marked 1 and 2—1 built in and 2 built entirely—and 


the proposed piers 3. 4, and 5 are parts of the project for increase of 
be: They would not interfere with, but would supplement piers A“ to 
“F.” The berths at the numbered piers will be needed, but are secondary in 


importance to those noted by letters. 

6. That part of the yard about the wharf at “A” is adjacent to the great 
storehouses and the principal point of heavy receipts and shipments. It 
should be enlarged by the purchase or condemnation of the adjacent district 
in Brooklyn bounded by Hudson avenue tothe present angle of the navy-yard 
wall, northwest boundary. The purchase recommended is not, however, es- 
sential to the improvement in the water front required for of battle 
ships and fleets, but has particular regard to the e part of the yard. 
72777 cies the etial ebtoving point toe tos ere 
water nt, e chief shipping or the en avy. 

7. The adoption of the plan herein require the rebuilding 


elsewhere of the buildings now on Cob nD for the use of recruits 


mitted: 
(a) Oost of 3 of Cob Dock, as indicated, to feet below mean 
rr a 
(b) Increasing depth of the part in front of Cob Dock and in Whit- 
ney Bas den spy to part of Cob Dock to be removed, to a 
uniform depth of 30 feet below mean low water 


110,000 
(e) Construction of piers B, O, D, E, and F, according to kind of 


structure ad $250,000 to $750.000, the lower es te bein 

for piers recently constructed in the No: 

River by the New York Dock ent. Mean -- 500,000 
d) Constructing 1,180 linear feet of wall at “A” (see plan 118,000 
00 Completing pier No. 1, but not to be extended beyond the present 000 

Ing s 

(f) Electric 1 or pues !:... A A E Er aude 15,000 
(g) Railroad track, E eS a ae 21,000 
th) Heavy crane track, 1,000 linear feet, to piers......-.....--.------. „000 


Ts 
(i) Alterations of water system, including 6,700 linear feet of water 


i 
ew 
0 Construction of piers 3, 4, and 


The items down to and including j are the ones essential to the pro, 
plan of op Ree and the total cost of these items, as estimated above, 
eT vil Engineer R. C. Holl day, United States Navy, being absent, Civil 
Engineer L. F. Bellinger, United States Navy, was by the board for 
consultation as to estimates presented 
Very respectfully, 


above. 
P. F. HARRINGTON, 
Captain, United States Navy, Senior Member. 


S. SNOW. 
Captain, United States Navy. 
Ca, taa Urited States N 
at nt ates Navy. 
E RP. RODGERS, 12 
Commander, United States Navy. 


J. B. BRIGGS, 
Conan E States Navy. 


. L. CAPPS, 
Naval Constructor, United States Navy. 
From the small amount of time I have been able to devote to this subject, 
Iconcur in the general arrangement and plan recommended. Iam, however, 
unalterably opposed to the construction of any but the most substantial pier 
of nt construction, each pier so constructed that the heaviest 
of traveling crane cap be opera on each pier if desired. 


I estimate the cost of the recommended plan, on the basis of masonry piers, 
with tracks for heaviest cranes, items a to j, inclusive, of this report, at 
$1,500,000. : 

R. C. HOLLYDAY, 
Civil Engineer, United States Navy. 
The COMMAND. 


ANT, 
Navy-Yard, New York. x 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I thought when the gentleman 
spoke the other day 7 the increase of the Navy that when 
we got down to the New York Navy-Yard we would hear from 
him in advocacy of a large mditure toward building up that 
local yard at the expense of the building up of the Navy at sea. 
It has turned out just precisely as I indicated, or at that time in- 
timated, it would turn out. Now, I want to say to the gentlemen 
of this committee that there are some of us who have nota single 
interest in the world in naval stations or navy-yards who have sat 
upon that committee seeking to be fair to all the yards and yet 
have had the idea that it was highly important that we should 
have ships at sea, and that navy-yards were nothing but an adjunct 
to the sea navy; a necessity, it was true, but a necessity only in 
proportion to the number of ships to be repaired. I want to call 
attention to the fact that this New York Navy-Yard has been a 
source of trouble to the committee for a number of years. The 
gentleman has reminded us that because of the fact that there 
were docks at the navy-yard it was a menace to the health of 
Brooklyn and that therefore Congress was induced to sell a por- 
tion of this yard. 

I want to say to you that the proposition that the gentleman 
now advocates is to put in five or six slips in the yard at Brooklyn 
for this very same unhealthy, injurious purpose of docking these 


ships. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DAYTON. I will yield to the gentleman in just a moment. 
It is almost impossible to define where the gentleman stands—what 
he does want in reference to the navy-yard. Certain it is that 
the scheme he advocates and refers to was sent to our committee 
without indorsement by the Department, and we have not, upon 
his word or upon the word of a single officer of the Navy Depart- 
ment, incorporated it into this bill. It involves the destruction of 
several shops already in existence at that navy-yard, and it in- 
volves not only the destruction of those shops, but the rebuilding 
of similar shops at another point inthe yard. It involves the loss 
of about 6 acres of ground and the loss of the basin that we 
dredged out at an expense of thousands and hundreds of thou- 
8 of dollars. Now I will yield to the gentleman from New 

ork, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I waa ped wish to call the gentleman's at- 
tention to the fact that he evidently misunderstood a word that I 
used. I did not use the word dock; I used the words public 


dump.“ This land was used as a place for dumping refuse. 
A Mr. DAYTON. Used by the Navy Department as a public 
ump 


? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. No; it was not used by the Navy Depart- 
ment. It was 8 trespassers as a public dump. 

Mr. DAYTON. ell, I beg the gentleman’s pardon for mis- 
understanding the word which he used. I call attention to the 
fact that that was simply a matter of police regulation for the 
city of Brooklyn. If it allowed its health to be endangered by a 
use of that kind, it could have abated it, and it was a very poor 
excuse for us to dispose of land for a million or two dollars that 
is worth to-day ten or twelve million dollars. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman knows better than any 
other Member in this House that the local authorities have abso- 
lutely no right to enter on Government land and attempt to reg- 
ulate what is done there, not in the cause of public health or 


was baggy else. 

. DAYTON. I know just as well that no man, no citizen of 

Brooklyn who trespasses upon the Government land for the pur- 

pose of creating a nuisance of that kind, could do so without bei 

amenable to the United States statutes as well as to the 1 
lice regulations of the city. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. The local 
authorities have no jurisdiction. 

Mr. DAYTON. I yielded to the gentleman for the purpose of 
answering any question he might ask. That is a matter that 
he and I may erabout. If there is any courtesy I can extend 
to the gentleman by the way of answering any other question, I 
should be glad to do so, but I do not want him to take up all of 


oy Pag 
Lr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman can get all the time he 


esires. 
Mr. DAYTON. I do not want my time extended. I want to 
say to the gentleman this—in a nutshell: There is no intention on 
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the part of the Naval Committee to discriminate against this yard 
so long as it is a yard. There has never been any intention to 
discriminate against it. Now, one word in re to the ques- 
tion put by the gentleman on the other side, in reference to the 
way these additional supplemental estimates come in. 

eCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON, I will ask, Mr. Chairman, for two minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that he may proceed for two minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to him that every 
item in this bill has been gone over at least twice by the Naval 
Committee. It has been studied from Sf il ava of view. Addi- 
tional supplemental estimates came in and have been incorporated 
into the bill. It is so in regard to the items affecting the Louisiana 
Navy-Yard; it is so in regard to the Norfolk Navy-Yard. For 
instance, we have been condemning land at Norfolk. We have 
had a decision of the court since the original estimates were made, 
and the Secretary of the Navy, in the last hour, sent to the com- 
mittee a recommendation that we should put in this bill the sum 
of $400,000 in order to pay for the land that had been condemned 
by judicial proceeding, and the decision of which reached the 
Department after the original estimates had been sentin. That 
does not indicate in any way, shape, or form that this committee 
has not given the most careful, scrutinizing attention to every 
item that has entered into the bill. 

Mr. LIND, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for two 
minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- | 


imous consent that he may proceed for two minutes, Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the explanations 
by the gentleman from Louisiana pes MEYER] and likewise to 
the explanations by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. DAY- 
TON]. They would a satisfactory, and I should be satisfied 
but for the remarkable fact that the chairman of the committee, 
when I interrogated him, did not seem to know anything about 
this item, or, if he did know, he hesitated and refused to answer. 
It seemed to cause embarrassment, and he laughed and snickered, 
and apologized for the presence of the item in the bill, and re- 
ferred me to the leader of the minority on the committee. 

I asked the gian in good faith. I felt that I had a right as 
a Member of this House to be informed upon it. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. LIND. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I thought the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
MEYER] was more capable of making an explanation of that ap- 
propriation than I was, and I therefore yielded to him out of 
courtesy. 

Mr. LIND. But that was after it had been drawn out of the 
chairman, as by a corkscrew, that there was an item of that char- 
acter. He did not even deign to answer my question. He re- 
ferred me to the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD]. 
Then there had to be cross references to page and line before the 
chairman would answer. 

Mr. FOSS. May I say to the gentleman that I did not know 
what particular item the gentleman referred to and did not refer 
him to the remark made by the gentleman from New York; but 
as soon as I found out what item the gentleman was referring to, 
then, out of courtesy, I yielded to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER], who is more famil- 
iar with and better capable of explaining that item than I. 

Mr.LIND. Let me ask the chairman of the committee a ques- 
tion. Are the items in the bill which have not been recommended 
by the Secretary of the Navy so numerous that one must furnish 
a bill of particulars when one would inquire in regard to such an 
item? Is this the kind of information to appeal to the member- 
ship of this House? That is the question that I would ask. 

the CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, e Island, Pa.: To continue retaining wall about reserve 
basin, $60,000; grading and paving, to continue, $25.000; sewer system, exten- 

$1 railroad system, extensions, 
Delaware water front, to continue, $30,000; 
000; fire-pro- 
phere Pec ; one officers’ 
quarters, $3,000; extension of reserve basin, to continue dred; , $75,000; loco- 
motiye crane track, Nie to com- 
plete, $80,470; in all, navy-yard, 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, I do so solely with the intention of asking the chairman 


of the committee to erpita two or three items in this paragraph 


which would seem at first sight extravagant. In lines 20 and 21 
there appears: 

Electric plants, extensions, $100,000. 

In lines 2 and 3, page 29, there appears the following: 

Extension of reserve station, to continue dredging, $75,000. 

And in lines 4 and 5, page 29, appears the following: 

Storehouse for naval supplies, to complete, $30,470. 5 


Calling attention to the first item, Mr. Chairman, it would seem 
that $100,000 for the mere extension of an electric-light plant is a 
very large amount. I would inquire,also, what is the item refer- 
ring to the extension of the reserve station, to continue dredging, 
875.000, and as to whether or not this appropriation completes the 
work. also call attention to the item for the storehouse, $80,470, 
which would seem to be a large amount. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to refer the gentleman 
to the hearings before the committee, where Admiral Endicott, 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, appeared before the 
committee. As to the first item, Admiral Endicott said: 

We need all that money. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. You do not need it all. You had $75,000 last year. 

Admiral ENDICOTT. But the duty on this plant is increasing very much, 
and I think you will have to give usmore money. Steam Engineering is talk- 
ing about ta their power from us. I do not think we ought to figure too 
closely on these power plants. They are just the life of the yards, and the 
duty is increasing so much. Every new building that goes up requires more 
steam. electric light, and in the cases of some, more power: and it is all to be 
furnished from plant. I think this item is very important. 

Those are the words of Admiral Endicott, who is charged with 
the duty of estimating for appropriations necessary to carry on 
the work of this Bureau. It may besaid in reference to the new 
League Island yard that we have been building up that yard dur- 
ing the last few years. We have found it necessary todo so. We 
have built a great many new buildings there. The old buildin 
were built fifty and sixty years ago, and in view of that fact Ad- 
miral Endicott finds, I presume, the necessity for a large appro- 
priation for this particular item. 

Now, in reference to the extension of the reserve station and to 
continue dredging, $75,000, I would state that the estimate was 
$100,000 as recommended by the chief of the Bureau and we cut 
it to 875.000. Reading in referance to this, on page 312 of the 
hearings, the following is fonnd: 

CONS Slee anon next item is “extension of reserve station, to 
Admiral Enpicorr. The full amount of that item ought to stand. 
CCC Ets oe en chin UEDA WORK. 

9i 5 7 ou 

You can make it $75,000. I would not like o batai? iedod below an 


Now, as the gentleman knows, if he has ever been to League 


| Island, we have there a great reserve basin, a fresh-water basin, 


really the only great fresh-water basin in connection with our 


| yards; and it is there where we lay up our ships. In view of that 


2 
| 


fact, and in view of Admiral Endicott’s testimony and the hearing 
upon it, it struck the committee that they could not afford to cut 
down that item any more, so they cut it down 25 per cent. 

The CENAS . The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio may be 
extended. 

Mr. BURTON. Let that be the time of the gentleman from 


ois. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, That the time of the gentle- 
man from Illinois may be extended in order that he may be able 
to answer the questions propounded by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to extend the time of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois to such time as he may require to answer the questions pro- 
pounded. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. A 

Mr. BUTLER of P lvania. The Chairman will allow me 
to say that I think the item estimated for was to complete the 
building appropriated for two years ago. It has been appropriated 
for from time to time, and this appropriation is to complete the 


ee 
Mr. FOSS. I have the passage now, and I will read it: 

Storage house f 1 li t March 3,1901, to 640, - 
tract was made for this building November 1 192, to cost 210000, At tho 
end of the fiscal year 4} per cent of the work had been comple 

The amount now asked to complete the building is slightly in 
excess of the original estimated cost, owing to unexpected ex- 
penses incurred in connection with the construction of the build- 
ing. This last item is to complete the appropriation for this 
ey rao which has already been authorized under a previous act 
of Congress. 

Mr. BURTON. Willthe gentleman yield for a further question? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir. x 
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Mr. BURTON. What is the total cost of this electrical plant, 
counting this speren for extension? 


Mr. FOSS. I can not state to the gentleman what the total cost 
is. We have cia aaria every year for the last two or three 
years certain sums for the electrical plant, and as the work pro- 
gresses and the Bureau sees the necessity of further extension we 
appropriate for such extension. L 

BURTON. Is electrical power being substituted for steam 
power in that and other navy-yards? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir, it is; and I presume the time will come 
when the er at all our navy-yards will be wholly electrical. 

Mr. BURTON. Is there a steam electrical plant in all the 
navy-yards? 

Mr. FOSS. ‘There is. 

Mr. BURTON. Is the gentleman able to state the expense of 
any one of those plants? 

r. FOSS. Iam not able to state that now; but I can very 
easily find out the Sy by consulting the Department. 

Mr. BURTON. ell, Mr. Chairman, although it seems to me 
this item is extravagant, I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

5 Wi . C.: Buil Tor * ‘2 

a a Sang pepe 

for power plant, 


. lai 20; „to ex- 
— ol walls . . 600; 5 
extend. 


gra 
8 A nage, extend, $5,009; und y 
Sondun system, men SOO. dre eg, E een — — 
tension, $5,000; telephone and time s extensions, $2,000; pipe-fitters’ 
shop, $20,000; one locomotive crane, $10,000; one 150-ton platform scale, $3.75; 
bui for electric-power plant, extension, $97,983; in all, navy-yard, Wash- 
ington, $575,906. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend byinsert- 
ing after the word dollars,“ in line 2, page 30, the words for 
extension of gun factory, $200,000.” 

The Clerk read the amendment offered by Mr. Hrroncock. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I find that in the hearings 
before this committee Captain Pendleton, one of the Government 
experts, a man who has been in the service of rok, an factory for 
a great many years, gave certain testimony. I ask to extend 
this eee in my remarks, but will merely refer 
now to the substance of it. 

He stated, in the first place, that the capacity of the gun factories 
of America under private control was not sufficient to carry out 
the present 1 of gun manufacture for navy increase al- 
toate provided for. He stated, in the next place, that gun manu- 
facture in these private factories cost the 
money than the cost of manufacturing in Government factories. 
He said, further, that there were only two factories in the United 
States where large guns could be made, and he recommended an 
app oe of $500,000 for the gun factory in the Washington 

avy- $ 

I will read a part of his testimony: 

Mr. VREELAND. You mean that they can not produce enough in quantity 
or 


uali 
da —4 PENDLETON. In quantity. concern in the country that can 
do this kind of work has now all the work can do for some years, with 
the anpa already authorized. Now, we have plenty of time to get ready to 
expand and Ly for this ha 
Something has Bas done. Nothing was done last year. I want to state, in 


ding, to continue, 


F for work we had to contract for 
the 6 and 8 inch We had contracts with a flrm near West Point and 
another firm at South Boston. 


We = in both places always the same price—$3,800 apiece for the assem- 
— * every Finch gun, and i — the tools with which to do the 
wor : 

As soon as we were able to take the work ourselves they cost $1,300. (To 
the cost of all the work we do we add 40 percent to cover the shop expenses— 
that is, we take pee res of labor and materials and add 40 per cent, and that 
is the cost.) We built those guns ata cost of $1,800 each. 

Further on, referring to the acquisition of certain guns from 
private factories, Captain Pendleton testified: 

Before the ent made that contract they sent for me andasked me 


to make a liberal estimate of what it — to cost. I had every item gone 


over and a detailed te worked ont. The Department to contract 


FT... pry EO R E tee 
timate we puton work. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think that Admiral O'Neil stated yesterday that in buying 
$2,000,000 worth of guns they cost $2,500,000? 

$2,000,000, GUNS COST GOVERNMENT $2,500,000 UNDER CONTRACT. 

Contain PENDLETON. The cost is half a million dollars more than I esti- 
mated they would cost, and I went into every detail. 

So he continues in his testimony; and, so far as I have been 
able to learn, there was nothing before the committee to dispute 
the fact that the investment of $500,000 in the extension of this 

ent gun 2 would save to the Government perhaps 
40 cent of the cost of these guns as now made in private fac- 
es, a saving which would soon amount to millions of dollars. 

I should like to have the chairman of the committee tell us why 
it is that in the face of this fact no recommendation is made for 
the extension of this gun factory to put the Government in a 
position to make its own guns much cheaper than they can be 
made in the private factories, 


vernment far more | wi 


Mr. RIXEY: Will the gentleman state to the House what 
Captain Pendleton said in regard to the proportion of the guns 
which he intended to make if this Government gun factory should 
be provided for? 

r. HITCHCOCK. Iam not able to refer to that; perhaps the 
gentleman can. 

Mr. RIXEY. Ican. Captain Pendleton stated before the com- 
mittee that he proposed to make only about two-thirds of the 
guns. He further stated that he is now making two-thirds of 
them. Weasked him to explain why it was that he wanted this 
gun factory enlarged unless he intended todoallthe work. But 
he expressly disclaimed any intention of doing all the work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RIXEY, Iask that the time of the gentleman be extended 
five minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN, Isthere objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have no doubt the gentleman correctly 


states el aE 

Mr. R And I want to state to my friend that it was 
upon the statement of Captain Pendleton himself that the mi- 
nority members of the committee did not urge the appropriation 
for the enlargement of this factory. If Captain Pendleton had 
said to the committee that with this enlargement, with this $4,000,- 
000 which the plant would cost, he could then do allthe work and 
save this money to the Government, we would have favored the 
proposition to enlarge the factory; but he stated that he did not 
propose to do any more than two-thirds of the work, because he 
wanted to encourage the private factories in the country, 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not proposed in 
this amendment, and I think no one would propose such a radical 
step, to construct a gun factory to manufacture all the guns re- 
—— by the United States; but what we should do is to extend 

gun factory sufficiently to manufacture a larger portion of the 
guns that the United States requires and afford the United States 
at all times a refuge from the rapacious and extortionate demands 
of private factories when they bid on Government guns and con- 
spire to overcharge the Government. 

Mr. RIXEY. The Government does mannfacture now two- 
thirds of the ; 

Mr. COCK. Captain Pendleton lateronin this hearing 
used this language: 

Mr. VREELAND. Do not think th 

th all their facilities by 1907 will be able to 0 . the: . — 
ment's work which you are unable to do? 

Captain PENDLETON, No, I do not. Isay that if the present plants, both 
Governmen®and private, do not nobody can do the wor mptl 
to keep up with future demands. important thing is this: Why shoul 
we pay these private companies to increase their plants when the Govern- 
ment can do the work at 9) or 40 per cent cheaper than anybody else can do it? 
Why should we pay the interest, nes, and depreciation on their plants 
after we have paid for the plants, and then not own or control them? 

Lecho that query. Why should the Government not construct 
and enlarge its own plants? Why should the Government pay 
30 or 40 per cent more to private factories, when by enlarging its 
own plants, as its own e recommends, these guns that the 
Government requires can be made for 30 or 40 per cent less than 
the contract price? I should like to have the chairman of this 
Naval Affairs Committee say why it is that he recommends every- 
thing for the contractors and nothing for Government works to 
compete with the contractors? 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, this item was not recom- 
mended by the Navy Department. It hasnot been recommended 
by the Navy Board. It has not been recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. The head of what is called the Washington 
Gun Factory, who naturally desires to put himself at the head of 
as large a plant as possible, appeared before our committee and 
secured permission to present his views. 

Now, the gentleman from Nebraska inquires why the Govern- 
ment does not build all of its guns. Iwould say to him that there 
is no proposition, even by the gentleman who appeared before our 
committee, that the Government shall build all of its guns. Itis 
an impossibility for the Government of the United States to build 
the great guns which it uses for its coastdefenses and for arming 
its battle ships. There is no proposition that the Government 
should do anything more than what is called assembling ” these 
guns, anything more than to finish the guns here in the Govern- 
ment Gun Factory at Washington, and in the military gun factory 
at Watervliet, N. Y. This expenditure which the gentleman 

would be the entering wedge for building a great gun 

ry here in Washington, which in the end, he admits, would 

cost four or five or six million dollars. Mr. Chairman, I am one 
of those who believe that where fair trade conditions exist the 
Government of the United States might better buy all the goods 


that it needs in all the 9 departments of the Government. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK, ill the gentleman permit an inquiry? 
Mr. VREELAND. Y 


es. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. Did not Captain Pendleton testify that 
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$500,000 would make a sufficient extension at the present time to 
enable the Government to produce these guns for its own use 30 
or 40 per cent cheaper than the manufacturers were producing 
them? And why should we not do this and save all these millions 
that we pay to the private factories? 

Mr. VREELAND. If the gentleman will only think a minute, 
this is for a commencement, and this money would run it over 
until another year, when he could come before the committee 
again, say that the Government had already started into this 
work, and that it should be kept on, and ask you for still greater 
appropriations to continue the work. Competition in the manu- 
facture of guns has increased during the last few years. At least 
two great steel plants in this country have equipped themselves 
for the purpose of building and furnishing these guns to the 
Government. 

Isaid a moment ago, Mr. Chairman, that I was one of those 
who believe that the Government of the United States, where fair 
trade competition exists, might better buy all the supplies that it 
needs in all the great departments of the Government. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has hardly 
answered my question. I asked him whether it was not testified 
before the Committee on Naval Affairs by Admiral O'Neil that 
the Government in buying $2,000,000 worth of guns was forced to 
pay $2,500,000 for them? 

Mr. VREELAND. Well, the committee heard these matters. 
They fully considered the point raised 12 him. The members of 
the committee inquired into what basis he had for that informa- 
tion that he could build guns cheaper than we now buy them. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman yield to an interruption? 

Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I have been informed, and I have reason to be- 
lieve it is true, that the contractors, the steel works that take 
‘Government contracts to cast the guns, do 60 per cent of the en- 
tire work upon that gun. 

Mr. FOSS. Nearer 80 per cent. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Nearer 80 percent. The Government does from 
20 to 80 per cent,and yet 60 per cent of the entire price of the cost 
of that gun is represented by the work that the Government does 
and only 30 or 40 per cent of the work represented by the work of 
the steel company who contracts for the gun, I am informed, and 
I would like to know if it is true, andif it is, how can the gen- 
tleman get away from the proposition? Youcan go down here 
to the Public Printer to have a speech printed that you delivered 
yesterday, and he will charge $8 a thousand for that speech, while 
you can go to another printer, outside of the Government, and 
get a thousand copies for $2.50 or $3 a thousand. If you will find 
one Department of the Government of the United States where 
they have done work cheaper than the private individual or cor- 
poration. then point it out. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I would like either one of the gentlemen 
on the other side to answer this question . 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VREELAND, Yes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Whether there was a word of testimony 
disputing Captain Pendleton or the Admiral of the United States 
Navy when they testified that these guns were being produced 20 
to 40 per cent cheaper than we are now paying? 

Mr. VREELAND. Iwould say to the gentleman that the com- 
mittee did not feel interested enough in the subject at that time 
to go into the testimony. There is no testimony before the com- 
mittee. There was simply a statement by the captain of the gun 
foundry here at Washington. There were a few questions di- 
rected to the captain. He had a very incomplete knowledge of 
the cost to the Government of these guns. It developed that 
there was a great amount of money invested in the plants that 
manufacture these guns. It turned out, for example, that no 
attention was paid to the hundred thousand dollars which was 
paid to men for leave of absence now by the Department each 
year as an item of cost. All these items which are paid are nec- 
essarily a part of the cost, and should be charged in an account 
as to the cost of these guns. I would say to the gentleman that 
after hearing the captain’s testimony, having the desire to equip 
the Navy of the United States with the best possible guns as 
cheaply as can be done, the committee did not feel interested 
enough to start in with an expenditure which would amount to 
five or six million dollars in experiments whereby the Govern- 
ment should try to build the guns it now buys. [Cries of 
“Vote!” 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I will state 
that I was not present at the heating before the committee on 
this item, but I have read Captain Pendleton’s testimony, and 
from my experience with other matters I am satisfied that it will 
be in the interest of economy to enlarge the Government Gun 
Factory and enable our own officials to finish more guns. Every 
member of the committee will remember that in the case of smoke- 
less powder by making our powder—and we make a part of it, 


we buy a part of it—we get it 40 per cent cheaper than when we 
buy it, as I recollect the testimony. Every gentleman in the 
country knows that before we began to agitate for a Government 
armor-plate factory that the armor-plate makers—— 

Mr. VREELAND. May I ask the igang a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. In one minute. That the 
armor-plate makers charged us $545 a ton, and when it was signi- 
fied to them that we would like to hear something from them on 
prices, they refused to give us any other proposition; but after 
the agitation for an armor-plate factory came up we succeeded 
in getting that armor plate for $100 a ton less, and we have 
thereby, in the last four years, saved the Government $3,000,000 
by the mere agitation for an armor-plate factory. Captain Pen- 
dleton says here, in speaking of guns: 

We paid in both places always the same price, $3,300 apiece, for the assem- 
bling of every Finch gun, and we furniehed 1 all the tools with which to dothe 
work. As soon as we were able to take the work ourselves they cost $1,300. 

A saving of $2,000 apiece in guns. Now, what is the question 
of the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. VREELAND. The gentleman makes the assertion that 
there is very much po for instance, in the manufacture of 
smokeless powder. I would ask the gentleman whether he takes 
into account the money invested in that plant and all of the 
things that go to make up a great manufacturing plant? 

Mr. WIL W. KITCHIN. I would say to the gentleman 
that in the hearing Admiral O'Neil, I believe it was, gave all the 
facts and gave all the figures and gave the history of his experi- 
ence with the gunpowder factory and stated his conclusions in 
figures in the hearing, and the gentleman by looking them up 
can find them himself in a few minutes and find just what has 
been our experience with powder. 

Mr. VREELAND. I would ask if there has been a recom- 
mendation made by the gentleman as to building factories? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. What is that? 

Mr. VREELAND. Is there any recommendation made by the 
Admiral as to building a factory? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The Admiral was strongly in 
favor of enlarging it last year, and I presume he is this year. I 
did not hear his testimony this year and havenotreadit. Iknow 
there was a proposition coming from this side of the House to in- 
crease that powder factory last year; but Captain Pendleton's 
testimony is fresh as to guns; the gentleman from Nebraska has 
just called attention to it, and he says that $500,000 can equip this 
A He says that as things are now he can not finish the 
guns that are needed for battle ships and cruisers already au- 
thorized until 1907. So the probability is that unless we increase 
the plant the work of the Government will get further and fur- 
ther behind from year to year in the Ordnance Department. 

Mr. VREELAND. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
would be willing to make an expenditure of four or five million 
dollars of his own money based on Captain Pendleton’s testimony? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. CHIN. The gentleman must take me 
to be a multimillionaire. I am not, and have not four or five 
million dollars to invest in it, but I should think if I could get 
into one of the armor-plate trusts or some other great trust which 
sells all the great supplies to the Government, I would be soon 
able to make such an investment. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] No, it is a clear business proposition, Mr. Chairman, in 
the interest of economy, in the interest of getting our guns 
cheaper. The Government turns out the best product. I believe 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska ought to be 
adopted. While it will entail some increased expense now, Ca 
tain Pendleton’s testimony shows in the long run that even within 
a very few years it will save vastly more for the Government 
than the cost of the factory. 

ase the hammer aot 

he CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on this amendment. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves to 
strike ont the last word. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I intend to support the commit- 
tee on this proposition. No one in this House has a record clearer 
than I have for providing for the protection of the Government 
against the armor-plate trust. It is as plain as daylight, says Sec- 
retary Moody, that there is a trust, that the Bethlehem and Car- 
negie companies are in a combination, and that it dictates prices 
on armor plate to the Government. 

If it appeared that the amendment of the gentleman had the ef- 
fect to protect the Government against this trust, I would support 
it with pleasure and would have advocated it in committee. But 
the fact is that 85 eve Pendleton, who proposed the enlargement 
of the factory, told the committee that he did not propose to take 
from that trust one particle of the work that itnow has. I will 
read you from the hearings. I interrogated him especially on 
that point. - 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman—— 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
the gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. REXEY. I will. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Of course the gentleman does not claim, 
even if he construes Captain Pendleton’s words as he does, that 
Captain Pendleton would mark out the policy of the United States. 
If this Congress orders the construction of a Government gun 
factory, certainly there would be a power in this Government to 
manufacture sin that 5 
Mr. RIXEY. The answer to that is that Captain Pendleton is 
the mover of this project, and he outlines what he expects to do 
with it. This is what he says: 

FS Rrxey. How many guns will be required for the ships already author- 


CAN DO TWO-THIRDS OF WORK AT GUN FACTORY. 


Captain PENDLETON. [have not gone into the number. I have only gone 

into the question of what there is authorized. Wecan do two-thirds of the 

ei tg hg Sea —.— — — increase factory so that 
È EY. You want an appro n your so 

you can do the other third? 3 


QUESTION. 


Captain PENDLETON; No, that is not it. The 
thorized. 


ion is this, that we 
have this much work already au 


questi 
I do not think that the Congress 
is going to stop with what graph: already authorized; that there is some- 
thing come in addition: that the demand is going to continue, and if we 
are going to be behind in 1907 we are going to be behind and further 
behind every year after that time. 

Mr. Rrxer. I understand that under the present conditions you can take 
care of two-thirds of the work already authorized? 

Captain PENDLETON. Yes, sir. 

Nr. Rrxey. You say you can, under present conditions, take care of two- 
thirds, and that you do not propose to tuke care of the other third if you get 
the additional appropriation. Is that true? : 

Captain PENDLETON. I do not think we will be able to take care of the 
other third; no. My idea is this, that the plants in existence should be util- 
ized—I mean the private plants—and encouraged and assisted in ev: way 
that we can assist them to. do this work, because there isso much work that 
they can do, but the question is, who is Boing tomake the expansion? 

Mr. Rrxey. Right on that point, as Lunderstood you a moment ago, you 
said that you were in favorof giving to Midvale and em concerns the 

ishing of some of these 


Captain PENDLETON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. RIXEY. If you are. then those two „ the 
sag ern or some of the guns. Yousay you want to encourage them? 
Cap PENDLETON. Yes, sir. 


Mr. Rrxey. Then why do you want an addition to do all the work? 

Captain PENDLETON. We want them to do it. Wecan take care of two- 
thirds of the work between now and 197, but What work is going to be au- 
thorized in addition to that there is nobod care of. 


y who can take 5 
Mr. WADE. As I understand, there is a great amount of work provided for 
which will run you up to 1907? 


Captain PENDLETON, Yes, sir. The report of the board was that we could 
do two-thirds of the work. 

Mr. RIx xx. If you want this $4,000,000 to expand this plant, and that plant 
will take care of all the work, why do you not p to do 

Captain PENDLETON. I do not that that plant will then be able to do 
all the work. 
NO OBLIGATION TO GIVE WORK ro BETHLEHEM COMPANY UNLESS IT WILL 
DO WORK. UPON REASONABLE TERMS. 


Mr. Rrxey. Do you believe there is any obligation 
to give this work to the Bethlehem company, or any 
the com: will do it * reasonable terms? 

Captain. PENDLETON. No, sir. 

Mr. Rrxey. With an expenditure of $4,000,000, will you not be able to take 
care of all this work for the Government? 

Captain DLETON. No. We get surprised sometimes by the action of 
Congress in the authorization of ships. 


Captain Pendleton’s idea is that there is going to be so much 
authorization for new ships that it will be necessary to enlarge 
the gun factory at Washington Navy-Yard to do two-thirds of 
the work. He says he does not to take from the Bethle- 
hem and the Carnegie companies the proportion of this work 
which they now have. Isay I will su a proposition to en- 
large the gun factory when we have the assurance that this Gov- 
ernment will do its work there and save the vast amount we now 
pay to these companies. ; j 

t is true, as demònstrated by testimony, that this Government 
does this work from 30 to 40 per cent less than private factories. 
It was shown by Captain Pendleton that this was after allowing 
40 per cent for incidentals and things he could not enumerate: 

There is no question in my mind but that the Government 
ought to enlarge its factory. It ought to build an armor-plate 
factory, and ought to protect itself against the steel-trust_combi- 
nation, but I am not Willing to vote $4,000,000 unless this Govern- 
ment can be compelled to-do the work in its own factory. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska, The ex- 
perience has been that whenever the Government has entered 
into the work of supplying itself with materials required in the 
Army or the Navy for war purposes, it has greatly reduced the cost 
of such material. We have effected a saving of 40 per cent in 
the cost of smokeless powder. The testimony before the Naval 
Committee is that it cost 82.500, 000 to obtain from private manu- 
C 

hearings before mmittee on Na f- 
fairs that the Bethlehem Armor Plate Factory paid for itself im 
five years, and that those who own and control it have also re- 


the Government 
er company, unless 


ceived interest upon their money and a reasonable profit upon 
the amount invested. 

The only vessel that was ever built for the Government which 
is up to date in construction is the one now being built by the 
Newport News Shipbuilding Company in competition with the 
one being built at the pera e in New York. Yesterday the 
gentleman from Ilinois stated, if I recollect correctly, that there 
had been no battle ships added to the Navy, no first-class battle 
ships, since 1898. 

i — Se What is the gentleman’s statement? I did not 
ear it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understood the gentleman to say that 
there had been no first-class battle ships finished for the Govern- 
ment since 1898. My date may be wrong, but I want to get it 
correctly, 

Mr. FOSS. I do not think that is true. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will put the date in the Record which 
the gentleman used. 

Mr. FOSS. If I remember rightly, the Missouri has just gone 
into commission, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is that the only one? 

Mr. FOSS. Iam not sure about the Ohio. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will take the statement from the REC- 
ORD which the gentleman made. I have his statement here. I 
find that I am in error as to the statement made by the gentleman 
from Illinois. He said: If the contracts had been lived up to, 
more than half the tonnage to-day which is in the course of con- 
struction would be built.“ The reason that he gave was that the 
contractors had not lived up to their contract and delivered the 
vessels according to the terms of the contract. The report of 
the Secretary of the Navy shows that every single vessel now un- 
der contract for the Government is behind time, except the one 
vessel at Newport. News Ship Building Company being built in 
competition with the one at the Government yard at New York. 
The result of all our experience has been that these concerns, 
whose business is largely to furnish materials to the Government 
under contract, take advantage of the defenseless position of the 
Government and simply do as they please unless the Government 
is in position to take the work from them. 

I believe this extension of the gun factory is in the interest of 
economy. It may be that some gentleman will say that it is a 
movement to upbuild this land navy, about which they speak so 
much in ridicule; but it is unquestionably in the interest of the 
greatest economy and the most efficiency for best results. I trust 
ame = amendment of the: gentleman from Nebraska will be 

opted. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, right in con- 
nection with what the gentleman has said I desire to read from 

ge 72 of the hearings. This is from the testimony of Captain 

endleton: 

In 1897 we had no cartrid 
tridge cases $23 apiece. Gitomer sere: ome — — eaoh sald 
their price for the 6-inch case. Our experiences before, during, and subse- 

Spanish war caused us to build à cartridge-case shop, 3 
they are turned out by the thousand. The small cartrid for- 
merly cost the Government $1.30 and $1.40 apiece, — cost in our shop, 


We have spent $230, 
cost of the product has 


On page 66 the same witness says: 


pH to the 


cents. 
ona plant and in five rs the difference in the 
been $500,000. y 


They 
lowest contract they could make was for $9.75. We finished our Wld ad. 
dition to our other work, and made a saving of over $37,000. 

Mr, WADE. What was the actual cost to you on your estimate? 

_ Captain PENDLETON. Five dollars and 5 ut cents apiece. We es- 
F That $5.98 inclu 40 per cent which we 
he whole shop, and the equipment for that coppersmith which 

i all of —— did not cost $37,000. shop 2 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is closed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be withdrawn, 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRM The gentleman from Tennessee moves to 
strike out the last two words. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, during my entire 
history in this House I have supported every movement toward 
building a Government armor factory, a Government powder 
factory, and a Government gun factory to free the Government 
of the United States from the grasp of the trusts that were mak- 


ing these munitions of war. 
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I have shown time and time again in Congress by letters, offi- 
cial, that the t war powers of Europe have their government 
factories of this kind, and the reason they have them is this: They 
have private individuals to make part of these munitions of war 
so that they may, as it were, have their lamps trimmed and burn- 
ing in time of peace, and if their factories burn down the govern- 
ment in the meantime has established the government factory, 
so that the government factory can proceed to carry out the pri- 
vate contract. In addition to this, these official letters haye inva- 
riably stated to me that the reasons why these governments have 
their different government factories was to produce a healthy 
competition, so that part of the work is given to the private indi- 
viduals and part given to the government factories. Now, my 
friend from Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] seems to have abandoned a 
proposition he has always fought for and is about to oppose the 
measure offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. I know that 
he has stood here day in and day out for several days and nights 
and fought for this and similar propositions and for the very rea- 
son that I have stated. I can not understand why he has now 
abandoned his former position. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; if the gentleman wishes to 
ask me a question. 

Mr. RIXEY. I think I have been as consistent in my record 
as the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; you have up to this time. 

Mr. RIXEY. And if we had any assurance that this work 
would ba done by the Government, if we spend the $4,000,000 
asked, I would willingly have supported the proposition in the 
committee and here. But the very superintendent who was urg- 
ing it unon the committee stated that he did not propose to take 
one particle of this additional work to this ernier OM 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is he mightier Congress— 
mightier than the Government? 


Mr. RIXEY. He is the man who originated and was pressing | 


this provision: the Navy Department did not recommend it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What provision? 

Mr. RIXEY. The proposition to enlarge the Government Gun 
Factory at Washington. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman believe 
that the Government ought to have its own factory—thatit ought 
to be independent? 

Mr. RIXEY. My view about the matter is just this: That the 
Gun Factory at the Washington Navy-Yard, if we limit our in- 
crease of the Navy to what it ought to be, can do all the work. 

“Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But they are not going to stop the 
increase of the Navy at a proper limit. They are going to keep 
on building these war dogs until we have dogs enough to go down 
before breakfast any day and wherever we find an island that we 
think suitable for our colonial purpose bring it within the juris- 
diction of the United States. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] knows very well that 
we have in a great measure disenthralled the Government of the 
United States from this armor-plate trust by threatening to bnild 
a Government factory. We have disenthralled the Government 
of the United States by building a powder factory, and the last 
recommendation of Mr. Long as Secretary of the Navy was that 
we give more money to enlarge the Goverment powder factory, 
and Congress gave it. We hear it stated here that we are now 
making powder 40 per cent cheaper than we could get anybody 
else to make it. No one disputes this successfully. 

Now, we want the Gun Factory at Washington enlarged; at 
least this amendment proposes to do that. My friend from Vir- 
ginia, I see, is opposed to that proposition. He says that he 
would be in favor of it if the Government would have guns made 
there. Why, sir, can not Congress order them made there? Is 
not the gentleman from Virginia a part of Co: Are not 
“we, the people,” here, within the limitations of the Constitu- 
tion, clothed with the right to compel these Federal institutions 
to do what Congress wants them to do? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask the indulgence of the com- 
mittee for a few minutes longer, as I have been interrupted. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee shall have five minutes longer? 

Mr. MAHON, Yes; forty minutes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; I donot want “forty min- 
utes.” and I do not want a minute and a half of my friend’s in- 
terruption if he is going to talk in that way. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield again 
for an interruption? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RIXEY. The gentleman seems to harp upon the statement 
that he can not understand my position. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I regret that I do not. 

Mr. RIXEY. I thought that I stated it several times very em- 
peal. As I view it, the annual increase in ships for our 

avy ought to be kept down to a lower limit than has been fol- 
lowed for the past five years. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are we going to do that? 

Mr. RIXEY. We are in favor 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Who are in favor? 

Mr. RIXEY. Iam, for one—— 

555 GAINEs of Tennessee. I am, too, but is Congress in favor 
of i 

Mr. RIXEY. And I think the gentleman from Tennessee is, 
for another. Ithink that one battle ship and one armored cruiser 
ought to be enough to be built annually by this Government. I 
take it that the gun factory at the Washington Navy-Yard can 
take care of the guns for at least one battle ship and one armored 
cruiser every year. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman is speaking of what 
the Government has already authorized—what is authorized by 
existing law. But here we are authorizing the building of more 
5 ap and more guns will have to be made for those ships, 

erefore the gun factory here at Washington will have to be 
enlarged to make the guns and to arrange for the ships that we 
are proposing to authorize. That is what I am talking about. I 
want to save money to the Government. 

I ask why is it nota thing for the Government to have a 
gun factory, anyway, fully equipped? Isay,and I hope my good 
friend will agree with me, that we ought to have a gun factory 
big enough to do all of our work, whether the Government in fact 
does it all or only a part. Congress can fix this and control Cap- 
tain Pendleton, too, 

Let Congress order these guns to be made there, because we can 
make them 40 per cent cheaper, and we can make them better, as 
we have made gunpowder better, Mr. Chairman. 

When we had competition in this armor-plate matter, when 
the Bethlehem concern and the Carnegie concern competed for 
the Russian contract, what did Russia By for American armor 
plate? She got it for $249.70a ton. That was, however, when 
the Carnegie and Bethlehem concerns competed for this contract. 
They fought each other in this contract, but they united, and 
they put up the price on the American Government to about $670 
per ton, and when Congress threatened here in the Fifty-fifth and 
Fifty-sixth Congresses to build a Government factory to make 
armor eve then they reduced their rates down in the neighbor- 
hood of $450 or $500 a ton. So you can see, gentlemen, how much 
even a threat does. > 

One more oponen and I have done, Mr. Chairman. When 
a private individual makes these implements of war for the Gov- 
ernment, there is no criminal penalty, as I understand it, if that 
concern does not make it right. If there is a dereliction of duty, 
if there is negligence, there is no penalty imposed; but let these 
guns be made at a Government factory, where there will be 
splendid naval officers to supervise it, and what do you have? If 
anything goes wrong, the oficer in charge is court-martialed and 
otherwise punished. 

So we do not have anything go wrong there, Mr. Chairman, but 
we have had things go radically wrong when outside individuals 
have undertaken to make our Government armor plate. Why 
3 armor plate here that had blowholes in a part of 
it, but the makers were not punished. We pulled that armor 
plate off the sides of our ships. Nobody was punished, but let a 
man of the Navy be guilty of imposing that sort of work on the 
Government and he is punished, because he is under both the 
rules and regulations of the Navy. Hence I say itis right and 
proper, because of that, and as a matter of economy, that the 

rovernment of the United States should equip itself with a mag- 
nificent gun factory, and enlarge our powder factory, and build 
our armor-plate factory. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcncock]. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I call for a division. 

The question being taken, the committee divided, and there 
Wwere—ayes 43, noes 73. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Chairman, E offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina offers 
an amendment, which will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after line 4, 30, as follows: 

“Navy-yard, Charleston, S, C.: Machine shop for steam en ing. to com- 
ed n ee foe, dieam engineering; to corpieto: Sly seme 
equipment building, to complete, $62,500; ship-fitters’ shop, for — 
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and repair, to comple foundry, for construction repair, 
complete, $55,000; R g. O., 828.300. = 

Mr. LEGARE. I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, with 
considerable confidence, feeling as I do that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in ignoring the Charleston Navy-Yard had no inten- 
tion of being unjust or unfair to the people of my district. To 
the contrary, I feel the committee has been actuated only by a 
desire to do that which in its opinion was to the best interests of 
the Government. I shall have no trouble, however, in convinc- 
ing the Members of this House, the gentlemen of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs included, that a great wrong would be pe 
trated and a great injustice be done should this bill be in 
its present shape and without this amendment, and that not only 
would irreparable injury be wrought to my people, who are a 
part of this great Government, but to the Government itself. 

I say that there has been a mistake or a misunderstanding con- 
cerning this matter, for upon due inquiry and investigation I find 
that in some way the gentlemen in charge of the original bill were 
impressed with the idea, first, that sufficient funds had already 
been appropriated in previous bills to carry on this work, and that 
this would be a new and unnecessary expenditure; second, that 
the Navy Department were not the originators of the plan to build 
a navy-yard at Charleston, had never controlledit, and werein no 
way responsible for its completion or maintenance, and, third, 
that Charleston was not the proper place for a nayy-yard anyhow, 
and while it is not my purpose to make a speech in any sense of 
the word, I do wish to as briefly as possible remove this false im- 
pression by simply making a plain, concise explanation of the en- 
tire matter and ask your earnest cooperation in the passage of this 
amendment. In the first place, then, sirs, permit me to say to you, 
in explanation of the amounts already appropriated for the yard, 
that the same was made by Congress for specific purposes and is 
for the completion of separate and distinct contracts from those 
mentioned in my amendment. For instance: 

The act of March 3, 1903, made appropriations as follows: 


Power house and fuel storage, for construction and repair, to com- 


Machine shop, for steam 

Power house, for steam en; 
What I am asking for to-day is an Fa i ieee to continue 

and complete contracts already execu y the Government and 


_for which the Government is responsible. I have not taken the 


entire estimate as furnished by the Navy ecg 
amounts in all to $951,500, and includes a number of estimates 
for new contracts, and in order to meet this situation iny 
and squarely, I have eliminated each and every new item, an 

stand here to-day asking you for only such amounts as are neces- 
sary to continue and complete work already contracted for. 
These contracts have been executed by our Government, and con- 
tractors from all over the land have moved there with men and 
material and machinery at great osp and have already com- 
pleted a large part of the work. Unless this appropriation is 
forthcoming, they will be camped to shut down, because under 
the terms of their contracts they receive a certain percentage of 
their pay as the work progresses. Over $600.000 worth of these 
contracts must be completed before the end of the year, as follows: 


Date of com- 
pletion. 


Amount. 


Water system anaren nerasnen 
Satie ae 1k recast balling 

ing No. uipment building \ 
Building No. 9, steam engineering buildings 200,001.00 | Dec. 4,1904 
Machine shop No. 3, for construction and repair ....| 115, 486. 
Joiner shop, for construction and repair (No, 5) 90, 061.00 


You can readily see, therefore, the hardship that would result 
from your failure to appropriate this money af once. I mean 
hardship to the contractors and the great number of men em- 
ployed by them. Already they have been wiring me to know 
what provision has been made in the bill for a continuance of 
their contracts and have begun to shut down work. I wish to 
read the following from one of my home papers: 


TO STOP WORK AT THE NAVY-YARD—MUCH PROGRESS HAS LATELY BEEN 
SCORED, AND MATTERS ARE IN EXCELLENT SHAPE—CONGRESS CERTAIN TO 
APPROPRIATE AMPLE FUNDS TO CONTINUE, AND SUSPENSION WILL BE 
ONLY TEMPORARY. 


A number of the employees at the Charleston Navy-Yard have received 
notice of the proposed suspension of the work next week on account of the 
lack of funds, 

+ 


* * * * = 
The notice of the eae Sen of the men was received in the past few days, 
The first men to be laid off will be the field force, draftsmen, and inspectors, 
who are directly in the employ of the Government. With no force to give 
the lines and 3 ie the 9 ae on 9 8 Sores 
Government to ins rogress Ə wor o be seen 

. ̃ — distant when the actual mechanical force would also be 


laid off, but aside from the sequence the construction of the buildings will be 
stopped on account of the expenditure of the appropriation. 
* * 


The suspension of work for any extended time will prove serious to the 


sere een oe Sopi ees who have located at the navy- d its eff 
wil the felt in the city as well. KL hod Sons = 


The suspension of work may prove very damaging to the dock espe- 
cially which is under a aat f a ba y 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

Mr. LEGARE. Certainly. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is the nature of the work of these 
contracts the gentleman speaks of; what does it relate to? 

Mr. LEGARE. It relates to“ machinę shop for steam engi- 
neering,” to complete; power house for steam engineering,” to 
complete; “stone and concrete dry dock,” to continue, and the 
like. Permit me also to say, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And these contracts were made pursuant 
to statute in force at the time they were made? 

Mr. LEGARE. Les, sir. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And now no provision is made in this bill, 
as I understand, either for the completion of the contracts or set- 
tlement with the contractors for any damage? 

Mr. LEGARE. Thatisit. You have stated the case, sir, ex- 
actly as I have endeayored to present it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has e 

Mr. FOSS. Iask that the gentleman’s time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from South Carolina 
be extended. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. LEGARE. I thank the gentleman from Illinois. 

So much, then, for the necessity of this appropriation. What 
of the Navy Department's responsibility for this navy-yard? 
On the 25th day of last January the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. 
Moody, made the following statements before the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

The Navy Department has no ‘bility whatever for the Charles- 
ton Navy-Yard. It never recommended it; it never desired it. The esti- 
mates were made in response to a resolution of the Senate to estimate for 
buildings required for a first-class navy-yard. 

* * * * * * + 

But the Department has had no control whatever over its establishment, 
over the character of the that should be there, how much money shoul! 
be spent there, what buildings should be put there. The Department hss 
never been consulted. 

Now, it is not my p to attack this statement; in fact, I 
hesitate as to whether I should even discuss the same, emanating 
as it did from so high an authority. But, actuated as I am bya 
sense of duty to those whom I represent and holding as I do the 
verified facts in my hand, I must at least be allowed to say that 
the Secretary was mistaken. He 2 55 The Navy Department 
never recommended the Charleston Nayy-Yard.” I hold in my 
hand a copy of the first letter written upon this subject. It was 
written by the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks to Mr. 
Moody’s predecessor, Secretary Long. It containsa recommenda- 
tion that the navy-yard be removed from Port Royal to Charles- 
ton. Secretary Long on the same day wrote to the Senate trans- 
mitting this letter and commending the matter to its favorable 
consideration.’ 

I wish to read these two letters because it shows absolutely and 
conclusively that the matter originated with the Navy Depart- 
ment. They are aş follows: 

[Letter to Secretary Long.) 
BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS, NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
ington, D. C., May 7, 1900. 

Sin: Referring to naval appropriation bill H. R. 10450, reported to the Sen- 
ate on the 8d instant, the Bureau desires to draw attention to the provisions 
for public works at the naval station, Port Royal, S. C., page 30, line 20 et 
. Itwill be observed thatthe bill authorizes the rebuilding in concrete 5 

h e Ə 


000. 
and chattels, including the 
VVV 
uring the ear 743.63. 
‘mayor 4 Charleston, 8. O. ted the 
Berar of transferring the naval station to that city from Port Boya 
stating among other things the facilities for transportation to the interior, 
the proximity of a large commercial city, the convenience of obtaining at all 
times skilled labor of all Port Roral Wufle t of fresh water, etc., advan- 
which are lacking at Port While the transfer would undoubt- 
y result in the loss of a great deal of money which has been expended at 


Port Royal, the proposition to expend the appropriations which are now 


1904. 


under consideration makes the present the proper time to consider the ques- 
tion of making a change, if one is ever to be made. . 
will involve a very heavy expenditure in the immediate future, 
without increasing the facilities 


or efficiency of the station to a sa’ 


iations = kerry tae not taking into ideration the 

appropr: grega’ ` into consi re- 
building of the N This gives some idea of what the officers at the station 
deem necessary,and what would be required in the near future, exclusive of 
the dock, to put the station in efficient condition. It istrue that there is 
deeper water at the entrance of Port Ro: than at the entrance to 


Sound 
Charleston Harbor, but the controlling depth a the present time is the same | prac 


in both, 21 feet at mean low water, but at thisrules for a di 
of only 700 feet between the sea and the city, while at Port Royal it occurs. at 
A a a hi aha large total distance, unless a very tortuous course 
OlLOW' 
To make the Port Bora station accessible for the largest vessels of the 
Navy at all times of the 


‘bor, 

work would be solely for the naval station, while at Charleston such inter- 

2 eeper and ee navigation to the sea, and such im- 

benefit the commercial world through 

from the inroads of the sea 

occur, notably in 1893, when the 

ppp meng yr, epee aes in depth, the waves reaching 8 to 

4feet higher. In 1898 the War Department formulated a new 2 for the 

improvement of the navigation into the Charleston Harbor desi to at- 

of tin bar bor, which 8 

rbor, which i rs re ent e, an y 

the act of March 3, 1899, sarin gel toward further ory sie of 

the 5 8 to this project. This will give a depth of 31 feet at 
mean water. 

In view of all the circumstances stated, especially the continued improve- 
ment and deepeningof navigation at Charleston, the Burea: that 
the matter be brought to the attention of the Senate Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs for such consideration as may be deemed proper, and, 
favorable consideration, that theappointment of a board of officers be author- 
ized to examine into the conditions existing at Port | and the various 
pecan involved in the proposition to remove the station to Charleston 


‘bor. 
Ve MORDECAI T. ENDICOTT, 
ry respectfully, > E 
To the SECRETARY OF 8 Navy, 
avy 


Upon receipt of this letter Secretary Long immedia wrote 
the 8 Committee on Naval Affairs as follows: nile 
. eee 


Str: Referring to the naval a: riation bill, H. R. 10450, 
your cotmmithae $0 the Senate on The ad instant, and particularly 
vision for 8 works S. C. 
Al et ., the Departme 
Chief of the Bureau of Yardsand Docks, setting forth the conditions 
at the station named and the advisability of considering at 
time the transfer of the sta’ to * 

It is very im t that the question be given serious consideration now 
if itis ever to be considered at all. It is by the bill to expend on 
the dry dock alone a sum more than equal to the value of the whole sta- 
Som he to follow the recommendations of the commandant of the station 
would require an ture of more than twice its value. 

The considerations presented by the Chief of the Bureau are so cogent that 
the Department commends the matter to your favorable consideration and 
for such action as you may deem 

Very y, Joun D. Lona, 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


So much for the responsibility of its origin. Now, then, as to 
the statement “‘the Department has had no control whatever over 
its establishment” and, further, “the Department has never 
been consulted.” Acting upon the recommendations and the ad- 
vice contained in these letters, the Senate one month later, June 
7, 1900, pee the naval bill with the following provision con- 
tained therein: 

Faval station, Port Royal, S. C.: Toward rebuilding the dry dock, to cost 
Ber ae to rebuild or ene 5 oth, aa he 

1 onse, 
e B arabe ha PAI eran 


5 , who 
is hereby authorized and to forthwith appoint a board of naval 
officers whose duty it shall be to examine into the ex of changing 
said station to some 9 in the State of South Carolina at or near the city 
of Char „and if the Secretary on such examination shall decide that 
such change is expedient and desirable, heis authorized to expend the mone 
hereinbefore a: isted upon such new naval station and a dock therefor 
having 90 feet of water on the sili at mean high tide; and for the par- 
chase of site for same he is authorized to expend out of said appropriation 
a sum not to exceed 8100, 000. 


I call your attention particularly to the words is left in the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy,” and a little farther on 
in the bill where it says, ‘‘if the on such examination 
shall decide that such change is desirable and expedient,” then 
and in such case beis authorized to expend the money on this 
new site at or near Charleston. This board, consi of seven 
able and efficient officers of the Navy, was duly appointed, and 
after a careful and painstaking examination lasting six months 
decided it was to the best interests of the Government to have its 
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navy-yard at Charleston. There can be no question, then, as to 
Secretary Moody's being mistaken in this matter. 

What about the necessity for the establishment and mainte- 
nance of thisnavy-yard and Charleston's fitness for it? I am con- 
fident that every fair-minded Member of this House will agree 
with me in saying that with seven navy-yards and stations north 
of Cape Hatteras itis but just and right that the South Atlantic 
coast be represented. The naval station at Port Royal has been 
tically abandoned as unsafe and unfit for use, and should 
Charleston be likewise abandoned the navy-yard at Pensacola will 
remain the only one on the Atlantic coast south of Hatteras, 

This bill carries $96,338,038.94. More than $6,000,000 of this 
amount is for the improvement of the various navy-yards of the 
country, and of this entire amonnt only about $100,000 goes to 
the South Atlantic coast. The Government has already expended 
more than a half million dollars on this work and is bound by 
contracts to the amount of nearly $2,000,000. The question, 
therefore, for your consideration is not one of expending money 
upon a new project or building up a new enterprise not yet 
started, but rather that of carrying out a sacred and solemn com- 
pact which the Government has entered into with various indi- 
viduals and corporations to complete work now well under way. 
These contracts are to be completed within a given time. and if 
Congress should fail to make this appropriation the work will 
stop, hundreds of men will be thrown out of employment, and 
the contractors will necessarily be crowding into the Court of 
Claims seeking redress and asking for damages for failure on the 
part of the Government to carry out its agreement with them. 

But there is another and further important and sacred compact 
which the Government has entered into to which I most ear- 
nestly call your attention. Itis the unwritten understanding and 
agreenfent had between the Government and the people whom I 
represent. When this matter was being discussed by the Navy 
Department and the le of the city of Charleston, there were 
* = the way hà i ire to be eases One ai 17 es 
was the furnishing of an adequate supply of pure water for 
use at the station. It was claimed that this was absolutely neces- 
raf and the city of Charleston, through its authorities, prom- 
ised the Government that if this station was removed to Charles- 
ton, they would secure the desired water. For several years the 
porne of my town, in order to carry out their promise, worked 

and earnestly in this direction, and finally succeeded in es- 
tablishing a waterworks plant at a cost of a million and a half 
dollars, and mr a few days ago this plant, which conveys water 
for a distance of 10 miles, was ppt in operation and is now reađy 
to furnish all the water i 

They have done more. site where the station is located 
was once a public park owned by the city of Charleston. This 
was a pleasure resort, and, in fact, one of the most beautiful 
parks in the South. The city, in order to secure this station, 
agreed to let the Government have their park upon its own terms 
and accepted the amount named. More than this, the State of 
South Carolina. at the earnest request of the people of the city of 
es ye apr Ein t being z ‘ea this land be 

on the per River, it being necessary that this 

owned and controlled by the United States. We have complied 
with every promise o to the Government, and it seems to me 
we have a right to expect as much in return. If the contractors 
in charge of this work are unfairly dealt with they have an 
tunity to seek redress in the courts, but if we are we 
have no redress. I appeal, then, gentlemen, to your spirit of fair- 
ness, to your idea of 5 75 and wrong, in this matter. 

It is proposed in this bill to spend nearly $2,000,000 on the navy- 
yards in the Philippine Islands and Cuba. 


Why go thousands of 

f ports pealing to to ly with Aana 
of your own are ap g comply with your con- 
tracts there? 15 ae 


The estimates for the Navy Department call for $105,000,000, in 
round numbers. You haye complied with these estimates to the 
extent of $96,000,000. What reason can be given for cutting us 
off entirely? Every single estimate for navy-yard improvements 
as furnished by the Department has been complied with in toto 
or in part save this one. In some instances you have given more 


yY | than the amount asked. 


Now, I understand that the sentiment seems to prevail among 
members of the committee, in fact it was intimated on the floor 
of this House the other day, that in all likelihood this appropria- 
tion would est be on in the Senate, and it was consequently left 
out of the in order that it might take its chances there. 
Now, sirs, I ask you, in all sincerity, if yon believe this, if you 
even think there is a possibility of its being put on by the Senate, 
Feat why not pursue the manly course and permit it to be voted 

‘or here? 

Why heap this indignity upon me? Why belittle me in sight 
of my people at home who are writing me and wiring me to know 
what provision has been made in this bill for their navy-yard? 


4 
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Just a little more, and I shall leave the matter for your just and 
conscientious opinion and decision. 

Some few years ago the Government expended a half million 
dollars for a navy-yard at Port Royal. This station has been al- 
most entirely abandoned; in fact, it is utterly useless; and this 
money has been practically wasted. Is it proposed that this new 
enterprise or navy-yard s likewise be abandoned; and if so, 
why? You have some seven navy-yards and stations north of 
Hatteras, and any fair-minded man must realize that sooner or 
later you must establish important naval stations on our southern 
coast, unless you propose to abandon that coast entirely in the 
event of war. 

We are certainly entitled to equal protection with the north- 
ern ports; justice requires it and necessity demandsit. TheSouth 
is fast becoming the center of the world’s industry. The clonds 
of prejudice and ignorance that have obscured its splendor for 
the past forty years are fast g away. A northern writer, 
after careful investigation and travel, has said that— 

The South is the bonanza of the future; that all the great and sudden 
portunities for wealth, or most of them, ‘have been developed in the North- 
western States and on the Pacific coast, but that here is a vast country, with the 
best climate in the world, with conditions of health absolutely unparalleled, 
vast forests still untouched, with numerous veins of coal and iron that have 
not yet known anything beyond their original conditions, with a soil that 
under proper cultivation for little capital can support a tremendous popula- 
tion, with conditions in the atm ere for comfortable living, winter and 
summer, which exist nowhere else in the country, 

I come to you from the South, sirs, and tell you that this is true; 
that the South has more favorable conditions for unlimited activ- 
ity, unlimited energy and enterprise, and unlimited success than 
any other country on the face of the globe. England, for ex- 
ample, one of the foremost and most successful nations of the 
world, is compelled to oy upon other countries for material for 
her manufactures, for food for her people, and for markets for her 
products. We of the South are able to feed our own poopie and 
supply all the wantsof England. We have an unbounded wealth 
in cotton, iron, coal, phosphate, timber, and tobacco, and I ask 
you, sirs, What country of the known world can boast of more 


than four of these? 
The industry, thrift, energy, and wealth of the South have been 
the greatest factors in building up our commerce and converting 


our country into a world power. Have we not the right, then, to 
come to you and ask protection at your hands, you who are the 
dominant faction of this House? 

All the old scars have been effaced; bitterness has passed away. 
We are one people, one great country, and I come to you to-day 
representing the people from a section of the country as true and 
as patriotic as yours, and in their behalf I demand of your con- 
sciences and your intelligence that they receive proper representa- 
tion in these matters. 

We have one of the greatest harbors on the Atlantic. You 
might search the whole coast and not find a spot so well adapted 
and suitable in every respect for a naval station, situated about 
the middle of the south Atlantic coast, a good harbor of magnifi- 
cent proportions, đeep water, and accessible for vessels of the 
largest size and heaviest draft. It is in a sheltered location, con- 
venient for navigation, and also in a fayorable position with re- 
spect to the principal lines of defense. It is secure from water 
attack by reason of its position and natural surroundings; in fact, 
it is absolutely defensible against any enemy. Its land defenses 
on Sullivans Island have been practically completed, and there is 
no fear of destruction or capture, or eyen material damage, from 
any possible enemy. ; 

Charleston is 7 or 8 miles from the ocean, and the naval station 
6 miles above Charleston, and thus the longest range guns could 
do no harm. 

We have one of the best lighted and best buoyed harbors in the 
United States, easy of access by night as well as by day. We 
have a channel 600 feet wide with more than 26.feet of water at 
mean low tide; there being a rise of 5 feet in the tide, we have 
more than 31 feet of water at high tide. Just a few days ago a 
vessel entered our port in the nighttime with a draft of 26 feet 4 
inches. The largest war vessels when heavily laden draw only 
27 feet. There are no more able and efficient pilots in this or 
any other country than the members of the Charlestor Pilots’ 
Association. So much for the water facilities. 

Our land facilities are equally as convenient and adaptable for 
naval-station purposes. Charleston hasan energetic, progressive, 
and enterprising population in the neighborhood of 60,000, and 
has as its tributary as magnificent and rich a country as the sun 
ever shoneupon. We have three railroads running into the town, 
an abundant supply of labor, and a healthy climate that is suit- 
able for outdoor as well as indoor work. While other navy- 
yards of the country are frozen over for months at a time, our 
climate pema of labor every day in the year. And we haye 
furnished a magnificent supply of pure, fresh water for the use of 
this navy-yard. 

What more can be desired, or asked, or demanded? Ido not 


hesitate, sirs, to stand here and say to you we have a port suit- 
able in every possible way for this work—yea, a port preeminent 
not only in the South, but along the entire Atlantic and Gulf 
coasts, and I appeal to your sense of justice and right when I ask 
that you permit the Government of the United States to comply 
with its solemn compact with the contractors in charge of this 
work and with the people of this port by voting for my amend- 
ment. [Loud app lause. ] $ 

Mr, FOSS. . Chairman, I desire to state the facts in refer- 
ence to this matter, and it is my intention to give the facts and 
reasons why the committee did not see fit to put any appropria- 
tion in this bill. I may say that I think the committee were 
unanimous in regard to it. I know this, that the motion did not 
come from this side of the committee. 

Mr. LEGARE. _Will the gentleman yield to an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield tothe gentleman 
from South Carolina? 

Mr. FOSS. Ido. 

Mr. LEGARE. The gentleman says that the motion did not 
come from his side of the House. t is true. But the mem- 
ber of the committee, the peneman from Iowa, who did make 
the motion, being away, I wired him and have his telegram in 
reply, saying that if the rest of the committee would concur, he 
would raise no objection to my amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, this was the situation before 
the committee. The House has never made an appropriation for 
this yard. It was put on in the Senate, and the appropriations for 
this yard have always been made in the Senate. It has been re- 
garded as a kind of Senatorial proposition. Now, we have appro- 
poeg for this yard to date $1 363.300. That much money we 

ve appropriated for the Charleston yard—$1,363.300, and not 
only that, but when we transferred the yard from Port Royal to 
Charleston we i Sl aaa all the money that was left unex- 
pended at the Port Royal yard, which, according to the statement 
of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts, so the clerk tells me, 
amounted to $340,103, making, then, the total appropriations that 
are available for this yard in round numbers a little over $1,700,- 
000. Now, let me see how much work has been done. These are 
the amounts of work wholly completed: Drainage system, $11,- 
957.95; one officers’ quarters, $7,463; railroad system, $30,286.33; 
wharf, $33,504; making, in all,a total amount of $83,222 on work 
wholly completed. 

Now, the amount of money actually paid out, including these 
works and also the price of the land, amounts to $264,422.24; so 
that we have, after paying for the works completed and the price 
of the land, in the neighborhood, roundly, of about $1,450,000 of 
appropriations already made which are to be expended for work 

y authorized. Now, what is the total amount of work al- 
ready authorized which has not yet been completed? The total 
amount under contract and under construction is $1,385,361.65— 
that is to say, according to this statement which I have from 
Admiral Endicott, we have already appropriated enough mone 
to pay for all the work which is under contract to-day, but not all 
of the work authorized. Now, Mr. Chairman, you and I know, 
and the Members of this House know, that we can only do about 
so much every year. It struck the committee that we had already 
appropriated — 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that he be granted five minutes more. Is there ob- 
jection? aa a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. It struck the committee that we had money enough 
appropriated to carry on the work of this yard for the coming 
fiscal year. We are appropriating only for this next fiscal year; 
we are not appropriating for the following fiscal year. We will 
be back here in a few months and make the necessary appropria- 
tions for the coming year. Now, I have no disposition in any 
way to cut down this yard at all. It has been authorized by Con- 
gress, but it seems to the committee, and the committee were 
unanimous upon it, that we ought not to appropriate any more 
at this time. Now, I will make that statement about it and leave 
it to the committee entirely to settle the question. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I movetostrike 
out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. It seems to me that since the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs has left this matter 
with the Committee of the Whole, which has charge of it now, we 
should not hesitate to adopt this amendment. as the plain facts 
stated by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. LEGARE] must 
convince everybody that we ought to put in this appropriation for 
the Charleston Navy-Yard. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] in asking the gentleman from South Carolina two or three 

i . 
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uestions made plain the situation of this yard. He made it plain 
t these contracts are authorized by law; that they were en- 
tered into by authority of Congress. Although this yard may 
have been considered a Senatorial proposition, the gentleman 
evidently meaning by that that it originated in the Senate, which 
is true, yet it is now a proposition of the people of the United 
States. It matters not whether the original act creating the 
Charleston Navy-Yard originated in this body or at the other end 
of the Capitol, it is now our proposition. - 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MUDD. I ask for information because I did not happen 
to be at the hearing when this matter was considered. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois, the chairman of the committee, I under- 
stood, stated that we had appropriated sufficient money for all 
the contracts that have been entered into. I would like to know 
what is the understanding of the gentleman from North Carolina 
as to that? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. My understanding is the 
money has not been appropriated to complete all the contracts 
that have been entered into. 

Mr. MUDD. I understood that; that is a matter I would like 
to have some light ee 

Mr. WILL . KITCHIN. Now, I may be in error upon 
that, but such is my understanding. 

Nr. FOSS. The fact, as I have stated it, is that we have 
already 1 enough money to complete the works which 
have already been contracted for. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Take the dry dock. 

Mr. FOSS. Not including the dry dock, because the gentleman 
knows that construction runs along for a number of years, 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. That is exactly it. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. MUDD. The question is, Have we appropriated money 
enough for the next fiscal year? 

- Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. My understanding is that we 
have not. I have not the De ent's statement at hand, but 
there are other projects there y authorized by law for which 
there has been no e As I understand the position 
of the gentleman from Illinois, he is willing for this matter to be 
considered now without prejudice. The fact that it has been 
omitted from the bill he does not desire to count against this 
proposition. 

Mr. LEGARE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from South Carolina? 

* Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. LEGARE. I stated, which the gentleman perhaps did not 
hear, that I went to Admiral Endicott’s office yesterday morning, 
and included in this amendment only such matters as have already 
been contracted for and for which he said there was not sufficient 
money to carry on the work, contracts that are to be completed 
this year. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. And from the gentleman’s 
statement I understood the Admiral was recommending only such 
matters as could not conveniently be avoided. It is true we have 
heretofore appropriated nearly one and three-quarter millions of 
dollars for that navy-yard, but everybody in the House knows 
that you can not make a navy-yard with $2,000,000. It has been 
stated here to-day that the Brooklyn Navy-Yard represents an 
investment of $19,000,000. The Norfolk yard Gh ees man 
millions, the Boston Navy-Vard many millions, the 3 
(N. H.) Navy-Yard many millions, the Mare Island yard many 
millions. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILL W. KITCHIN. Yes. e 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman state what 
the depth of water is at Charleston? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes; but let me say to the 
gentleman that when we have spent as much money there as we 
have in the Delaware River we will have as great a depth of water 
at Charleston as we now have at League Island. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Grosvenor). The time of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina and the time of the gentleman from 
South Carolina has nN Met ee 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. n, I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent, that he may proceed for five minutes more, 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. LEGARE. n the gentleman? 
Mr. WILLIAM W. CHIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 


Mr. LEGARE, Mr. Chairman, the depth of water on Charles- 
ton bar is 31 feet and a little over at high tide and 26 feet and a 
little more at low tide. Only last week a vessel came into port in 
distress in the night time drawing 26 feet 4 inches of water. The 
heaviest draft war vessel when loaded only draws 27 feet of water. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina for that information. I did not have 
it. I am not an expert on harbors. I believe that this amend- 
ment is a fair and just proposition. 

We all realize that it must be appropriated some time, and 
why not in such a manner as not to discontinue the progress of 
the work that is now contracted for? We do not hesitate to a 
propriate for Boston, for Portsmouth, N. H., for Brooklyn, N. V., 
for coaling stations in different parts of the country, the training 
station at Rhode Island, the navy-yard at Mare Island; and why 
should this 8 be made an exception? 

I am in favor of economy, yet I believe this proposition will 
appeal to the reason of every gentleman here. As I have said, I 
do not understand the chairman of the Naval Committee him- 
self to be opposed to this proposition; he is willing to submit it 
to the House without prejudice. I heartily favor the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, chairman of the committee, said that the 
provision for the Charleston yard was left out by practically 
unanimous consent, I would like to make a statement about this 
particular item. The proposition for the Charleston Navy-Yard 
has never been very popular with the House Naval Committee be- 
cause of the statement made before that committee that there 
was not sufficient depth of water there to justify a navy- yard, but 
from the statement now made by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. LEGARE] that information seems not to be correct and 
that there are deep-water facilities at that place. 

The Members not on the conference committee were, perhaps, 
influenced in our position by some statements of those who were 
in conference in dealing with the Senate on this proposition. The 
Charleston Navy-Yard did not originate with the House commit- 
tee, but on the Senate side, and when our conferees came back 
and reported that they had provided for the Charleston Navy- 
Yard and were asked why, they replied the proposition was forced - 
upon them. ‘ 

We had sympathy for them and were willing to stand by them 
temporarily. But, as the time for conference again apprcaches, 
I believe it would be as well for us to save them the trouble of 
having the proposition pitched down their throats again. In ad- 
dition to that, as suggested by a gentleman near me, it might 
be as well for us to assert ths right of the House. I want to say 
in all frankness to the membership of this House that I think the 
proposition has gone so far that we can not stop it now and say 
that that yard shall be abandoned. 

I will say that in my judgment there are too many yards on 
the Atlantic coast. We have them from New Orleans to Ports- 
mouth, N. H.; not at every few miles of the coast, but too close 
together to answer the needs of the Government; but I think that 
before we undertake to abandon any one yard the whole system 
ought to be considered. We ought to take the whole subject into 
consideration, from Portsmouth to New Orleans, and decide what 

ards, if any, should be abandoned. I do not believe that the 

aval Committee will feel that it has been turned down if this 
proposition is inserted. I believe that committee recognizes that 
the proposition will have to go in the bill, and it is well to receive 
it now. 

We can consider hereafter what yards should be abandoned. 
We have two yards on the New England coast within 50 miles of 
each other, carrying millions of dollars annually, conceded by 
every member of the House committee that one or the other 
ought to be abandoned and the property sold; yet there has been 
no action taken to carry that out. Under the circumstane:s I 
shall vote for the proposition of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. LEGARE]. I believe it is wise to make the provision 
and put it in this bill. I notice that in the amendment which he 
brings in here and has offered he provides for a less sum than that 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. ries item which 
he offers in his amendment has been recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy in the estimates which he sent to the Housa 
committee, and there can be no danger in adopting the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from South Carolina. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN . The debate on this proposition is exhausted. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
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man from South Carolina [Mr. LEGARE] tells us that there are 
contracts in existence on which the contractors can sue in the 
Court of Claims, there recovering their money in case we do not 
adopt his amendment. If that statement is correct, obviously 
there is no reason for this economy. There is no economy in it, 
if the gentleman from South Carolina is correct. On the other 
hand, the chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss] says that a suf- 
ficient sum has already been appropriated to take care of allim- 
rovements contracted for. In return, the gentleman from South 
lina adduces evidence from Admiral Endicott to show that 
his original statement was correct, and that sufficient money has 
not been appropriated and that, therefore, these contractors can 
sue in the Court of Claims and can recover there. Now,Ishould 
like to ask the chairman of the committee if, after the statement 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, he is still satisfied that 
sufficient money has been appropriated to cover these items and 
that, therefore, it will be impossible for those contractors to re- 
cover in the Court of Claims? Obviously, it is not worth while 
for this House to omit an item from this appropriation bill, if 
there is no economy in such a course. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, that was my statement—that I 
thought there was a sufficient amount of money already appro- 
riated. Now, if the contracts have been ee in the last 
y or so, that is something I do not know ee ing about, but, 
of course, gentlemen, it is simply a question. You can appropri- 
ate the money this year or you can appropriate it next. You can 
build just as fast as you like in building up a navy-yard. You 
can build it all in one year or all in two years. I have no doubt, 
I will say to my friend the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
LEGARE|, that the 8 e will be made next year if it is 
not made this year, but all we want to do is to appropriate just 
that measure of money which is necessary each year. I am not 
going to say it is not so, but it is barely possible that we do need 
a little more appropriation for that dry dock. I do not know 
just when the payments are to be made, but I do think that of 
ose items which the gentleman has put in here the item for 
55 work of the dry dock is the most important. I 
N e fair and ith the gentl 
ow, I wan y square wi e gentle- 
man. We are not trying to cutout this yard, or anything of that 
sort. We recognize the supreme power of Congress. mgress 
has established this yard. Of course it was initiated over in the 
Senate, but the House agreed to it on its conference report, and 
there is no disposition in any way to cut down this yard, but to 
ive only that measure of appropriation which is necessary to 
faila itup. Consequently I have made the statement that I have 
in all fairness to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. LE- 
GARE], and in all fairness to the Members of this House, without 
any prejudice one way or the other, and if you see fit to put in 
the appropriation, why. that is your action and not mine. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from South Carolina. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 85 E 
Naval station, Guantanamo, Cuba: pry daok $200,000; ging at Toro 
, $40, sea wall at Toro Key, $75, reservoir and water 
Boto clearing and grading, $2000; ital, $385,000 se aca 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the paragraph 
just read by striking out, in the first line, the word naval and 


1 the word coaling.“ 

Mr. i , if this amendment should prevail, I will follow 
it with an amendment to strike out the provision for the dry dock 
and for the dredging at that place. As I view it, all that this 
country needs at Guantanamo, Cuba, is a coaling station. I do 
not believe there is any necessity for establishing at that point a 
naval station, which would mean that every bureau would have 
its plant there, and that this station would be maintained at a 
great annual expenditure. a 

It is well known that we have turned over this island to the 
people of Cuba. We have naval stations at three or four points 
upon the South Atlantic coast; and it does seem to me to be 
utterly useless for us to establish a great. naval station upon the 
coast of Cuba, only a short distance away. Weought to have a 
coalingstation there. We coaled there during the war with Spain. 
But there is a vast difference when we come to consider the cost 
of establishing and maintaining a naval station and a coaling 
station, and if, as I think, a coaling station is all that is required 
at Guantanamo,-it should be limited to that. 

Mr. FOSS.. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Navy, in his 
hearing before the committee, used, in regard to Guantanamo 
and also Olongapo, this language: 

I want to say in the beginning that no words of mine can overestimate the 
national importance of these two stations, Ithink I would rather see every 
pi eco for public works in the bill go out than to fail on those two 

Under the Platt resolution, which, as gentlemen Will recall, was 
a part of the military appropriation bill for the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1902, we entered into certain agreements with Cuba. I 
read from article 7 of that agreement: 

That to enable the United Stat 
to protect the le thereof, as CTT 
SA eee ee lease to the 2 sary land necessary for 2 or 
dent of the United States. x Ai as ea ae poa 

In nce of that resolution, known as the Platt resolu- 
tion,” the President of the United States made an agreement with 
the President of Cuba, a copy of which I have here, in which two 
coaling or naval stations were set out, one at Guantanamo, on 
the southern coast of Cuba, and the other on the northern coast, 
at Olongapo. It is not proposed to do anything toward the de- 
velopment of the latter, but it is proposed in this bill to start in 
33 for the development of a small naval base at Guanta- 
namo. 

Last. year we made an appropriation in the naval a riation 
bill of $100,000 toward the development of that station. ‘This year 
there was carried in the deficiency bill an appropriation of $200.000 
for the same object. In the present bill we propose a modest ap- 
propriation of about $350,000. It is necessary and important that 
we should have a station at Guantanamo, on the south side of 
Cuba. We have a beautiful harbor there. It has been my pleas- 
ure to visit it, and there can not be a better location for our naval 
station—to defend our interests in the West Indies and at the 
same time to be a defense to the Panama Canal, which we are 
going to build, and right away, too. Not only that, but also a 

efense tothe Monroe doctrine. There is no better location, there is 
no more important strategic point than right there at Guantanamo, 

It is not proposed by the committee to build up a great naval 
station, but simply a small station where we can make a few nec- 
essary repairs—dock our ships and scrape off the barnacles, and 
preserve them in that way instead of bringing them home. 

Now, in view of the earnest recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Navy and the Department, I ask this committee to vote 
down the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia. A 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend by striking out the last word. I think that the vote upon 
this item will be a test vote as to whether we shall have simply a 
proper coaling station at this point or whether we shall have a 
naval station. As I discussed this proposition at some length yes- 
terday, I do not wish to occupy much time now. 

Gentlemen will recall that in another part of this bill—on page. 
15, I believe—there is an item of $600,000 to be used for coaling 
stations, a of which—how much I do not know, perhaps all, 
but certainly a portion. of it—to be used in establishing a coaling 
station at this very point, Guantanamo. Therefore we have a 
proper coaling station at that point already provided for, and it 
is unnecessary to retain this item in the bill if all we want there 
is a coaling station. Guantanamo is 40 miles east of Santiago. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does not the gentleman believe 
that our failure to make this appropriation would be construedas 
a relinquishment of our right there? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I do not think it would be con- 
pa as a relinquishment of our right to establish a coaling sta- 
tion there. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It would amount to a relinquish- 
ment of our right to establish a naval base there. 

Mr: BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Under the treaty. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Surely I have already stated 
that it would be a relinquishment of our purpose to establish a 
great naval station there, but it would: not be relinquishing our 
50 to establish a proper coaling station there or any other right 
we have. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not understand that we are 
going to establish any t naval station there. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. CHIN. Well, I do. The gentleman 
does not understand the proposition in full, in my judgment. The 
Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Moody, stated before the committee 
that the total cost of this establishment, according to the present 
plan, was estimated to be $12.083,965.40. Does not the gentleman 
from Michigan think that $12,000,000 would establish a great 
naval station there? 

Mr: WM. ALDEN SMITH. That may be the outside limit, 
but this present appropriation does not contemplate any very 
large expenditure. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. As I remarked yesterday, this 
would commit us to that proposition, and while the country will 
not understand it, while you will only be appropriating $385,000 
in this item, it will commit you toa final appropriation exceeding 
812.000.000, according to present estimates. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And if you do not make this ap- 
propriution, in my judgment, it will be construed as a relinquish- 
ment of our rights under the treaty, and an abandonment of the 
purpose and intention of the Platt amendment, by virtue of which 
we acquired yaluable rights in Cuba. 
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Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Then the gentleman has not 
read the former part of the bill, and he has not read the hearings; 
because, as I have stated, the $600,000 item on page 15 is stated 
by the chairman of this committee, in his report, to go in part, if 
not altogether, toward the establishment of a coaling station at 
this very place. Striking this item out will be an abandonment 


of no right we have in Cuba. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will my col- 
league allow a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Certainly. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 


yield tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. As Ihave already stated, Mr. 


, certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What is there in this bill that 
will compel the Secretary of the Navy to establish a coal heap at 
Guantanamo? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Nothing in the world except 
that honest, good faith that ought to actuate the conduct of every 
one in reference to an appropriation granted for an express pur- 
pose, The hearings show it, the report shows it, everything shows 
it; and if the Secretary did not establish a coaling station there 
under the $600,000 appropriation elsewhere authorized, he would 
not act in good faith to the American people. And so, as I said, 
the question upon that item is whether you will have a coaling 
station there, or whether you will have a larger and a greater 
thing, a nayal station there. In my judgment the necessities of 
the United States do not warrant the latter. 

We have a naval station at Pensacola, we have a naval station 
at New Orleans, we have a naval station at Key West, and one at 
Charleston; and, in my judgment, another great naval station in 
that part of the world is not required by the necessities of the 
country. If you establish a great naval station there, it will mean 
a large permanent annual appropriation for its maintenance. If 
you want to limit it toa mere coaling station, strike ont this item; 

ut if in your judgment it is best for the interests of the country, 
all things considered, to establish a great naval station there, then 
retain it. This estimate of $12,000,000 is the present estimate. 
In my judgment, if you start to develop a great naval station 
there you will never develop it at an expense of only $12,000,000, 
but suspect it will cost vastly more than that. For these reasons 
— 7 6 the proposition of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 

IXEY]. 

The MAN. The pro forma amendment will be consid- 
ered as withdrawn. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry]. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Rix) there were—ayes 58, noes 87. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


outbuildings, $50,000; marine officers’ quarters, $8,000; os entrance to 

basin—channel 400 by 35 feet deep, aboss 25,000 cubic ieas bee cents, $7,500; 
eS ee rae walls, 160,000 cubic 

floating dock, $48,000; water supply from brick- springs (capacity 50,000 

ons in ten hours), 11,000 feet Cinch gal -iron pipe, 47; cents per foot, 

; valves and fit $250; freight and transportation, ; distribution 

n the yard, $1,500; la p 200; 1 reservoir, 40 by 40 by 10 

feet, capacity 100,000 gallons, $5,000; one pier for use in 3 and Hye 

stores for immediate use, $100,000; toward coaling plant, $500, ; inall, $862,995. 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the whole of tha pengon: 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from Virginia moves to 
strike out the entire paragraph. 

J JONES of Virginia addressed the committee. See Ap- 
penix, = 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Chairman,I have not worried the | pe 


House with my ideas upon any part of the naval bill, but the dis- 
cussion has now come toa point where it seems to me that I may 
with propriety express my views. All the objections made upon 
the other side to the provisions in this naval bill seem to turn 
upon two points: First, that the bill is a very extravagant bill; 
second, that it isa bill which departs from the traditional policies 
of the Government and is to be used to build up a ey to ten 
somebody, and toembroil this nation in trouble with foreign pe 
ers. Mr. Chairman, both of those propositions areas remote from 
the truth as they well could be. The distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Burton] yesterday arose in this body and stated 
that he was opposed to this bill because he believed it— 

to be a departure from the fundamental principles and pe w 


hich are 
alike the bulwark and the honor of this ublic. It invo great extra va- 
gance; but that is, after all, a minor consideration. 


i | service, and will pay due 


up the American Navy. We can not afford a let-up in 


He then goes on and says: 

We in te th: 

Fid — 5 e growth of our naval establishment so well 

Then he refers to figures, and says that the expense to this coun- 
try on account of the maintenance of the American Navy has 
increased to a proportion where it ought to be stopped, and to an 
unreasonable degree. Now, what are the facts about that? 
Everybody knows that the expenses of this Government are in- 
creasing in every department. They are legitimately in 
and they will continue to legitimately increase, and they sho 
This country is no longer a country of small things. The amounts 
in the nayal bill haye increased, but has the ratio between these 
amounts and the value of the property of the country to be de- 
fended increased? No; it has d , and that is the point 
that determines whether the 5 is extravagant or not. 

Let me call the attention of the committee to the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy for the present year. There at the bottom 
of page 32 of the Secretary’s report is a tabulated statement show- 
ing that from 1801 to 1810, when the Government had just emerged 
from the domination of Great Britain and was in its swaddling 
clothes, the expenditures for naval purposes were 1} mills on the 
dollar of the property of the United States. From 1811 to 1820 
they were 2} on the dollar of. the property of the United 
States. From 1820 to 1830 they were ipmills. From 1830 to 1840 
they were 1} mills, and so on; and the average for the whole cen- 
tury, from 1800 to 1900, was 1; mills on the dollar of the property 
of this Sonn, The present bill necessitates only eighty-five one- 
hundredths of 1 mill upon the property of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that my colleague may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

5 Mr. Chairman, I shall not take over ten 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks that 
his time be extended ten minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman 
a question? 

r. BRANDEGEE. I 18 not to be interrupted, as I have 
only ten minutes. Now, Mr. Chairman, it appears that the naval 
expendjtures carried by this bill are now only about three-quar- 
ters of a mill on the dollar of the property of this country. And 
ue the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILIaAxM W. 

ITCHIN] stood up here yesterday and said it involved the taxing 
of $7 upon every family in the country. Nothing could be far- 
ther from the facts than that. I want to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], who claims that the in- 
crease of the American Navy is a departure from the fundamental 
and traditional policies of the Government, to the message of 
President Monroe in 1824, who said, speaking of the Navy: 

The Navy is the arm from which our Government will always derive most 
aid in the support of our * * + rights. Every power engaged in war will 
know the strength of our naval power, the number of our KA of each class, 
their condition. and the promptitude with which we may bring them into 
eration to that argument. 

Now, he knew what counts in time of trouble with foreign 
powers. President Monroe was not in favor of the Quaker policy 
of disarming because we had a high moral sentiment in this 
country, relying upon the same to exist in the Orient and in other 
countries of the world, and you gentlemen know it. 

Why do you not join with us and build up the American Navy? 
I apprehend there will be no dissensions upon this side of the 
Chamber upon that question. We are in the majority, Mr. Chair- 
man. We have installed a Republican Executive and a Republican 
Secretary of the Navy. They recommend to us these appropria- 
tions, The President of the United States says in his annual mes- 
sage to this session of Congress: 

I heartily congratulate the Congress upon the steady 8 8 

Work. 0 
stand still means to go back. i 
effective units of 220 Lenting toon ue W Nest. 1 Merle ties Na = 
partment and the officers of the Navy are doing well their part by provid- 
ing constant service at sea under conditions akin to those of actual warfare. 
Our oe and soreta, th high rea tonne the battle ships, cruis- 
ers, 1 — . ingot sip is ncy eet and squadron formations, 
ashore is indispensable, but the highest duty of a naval officer is to exercise 
command at sea. 

The establishment of a naval base in the Philippines ought not to be longer 
permed Such a base is desirable in time of peace; in eof war it would 

indispensable, and its lack would be ruinous. Without it our fleet would 
be helpless. Our naval rts are agreed that Subig Bay is the proper place 
for the Heelers The national interests 52 875 that the work of fortifica- 


tion and development of a naval station Bay be begun at an earl, 
date, for under the best conditions it is a work wh will consume muc: 


Now, Mr. Chairman, personally I regard this as the most im- 
portant feature of the whole bill. It makes no difference what 
the future policy of the United States shall be with relation to 
the holding of the Philippine Islands under this, that, or the other 


being steadily raised. The best work 
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form of 
them, and we need it more if we let them go. In any case we 


vernment. Weneed a naval station there if we hold 


need a dry dock there. I think gentlemen will with me, 
even the gentlemen who in one breath sound their deep affection 
for the American Navy and in the next vote against the appro- 
priations for its support. 

I think even they will agree with us on this side that it is hardly 
a courageous or politic thing to do to send our blue jackets 8,000 
miles from home over into the Philippine Islands, aboard our ships 
and under our flag, and then to say: If you get hit. if your boat 

ts punctured below the water line, sink. There is no dry dock 
for repairs.” And what good is a dock unless it is fortified 
and protected? Is that a patriotic policy? What is the price of 
a dry dock? This dry dock will probably cost a million and a 
quarter of dollars. A single battle ship costs $7,000,000 dollars, 
and this dock may save a whole fleet in time of war. It is prac- 
tically constructed now. There is no use taking it there unless 
we are pre to defend it. We need a fortified base. We 
have got to haveit. The joint board have recommended it, and 
in that connection I desire to read a portion of the report of the 
joint board, signed by Admiral Dewey, to this House. 

Dewey says: 


2 the ge cdned naval EBEK ce the 
e un 85 on 
. 10 bis wordas — E 


ent, then, needing only the 

to give it effect, to establish a naval base in Sabig 

y bo as fixed. The Navy Department has already in view 

the deposit of a store of coal at Olongapo—the site chosen for the naval 

station in Subig Bay—and the floating dry dock authorized by Congress at a 

cost (inclu tion) of about a million and a quarter dollars is 
actions, would be af th f thi miy lees disastro 

ms, WO at the mercy of the enemy, or—only us con- 

Heet to defend them, thereby 


(1) That without a fortified naval base < the Philippines the Asiatic fleet 
ean not keep open the lines of communication for supplies from the United 
States, or between the army posts within the hort pened without which 
a the military forces of the United States could not hold command of 


the n 
that i Bay is, suited for a naval base and 


(2) That_Manila is not, but 
station, and of all harbors in the it is the best for the purpose. 


(3) That the fortification of Subig Bay is essential to the security of a naval 
station located there. 

(4) That a fortified naval base at Subig Bay will contribute materially to 
the 


‘onse of Manila Ba 
The Secreta! calls attention to the neces- 


of War in his annual 

rojects for defense * 
necessary construction 
ve been transmit adds, “ there ought to be no delay 
tting all of these points in such a condition that at least they will not be 

defenseless against any sudden foray by a single lightly armed cruiser." 
Now, what is the objection to fortifying a naval base? Is it 
desirable to heap up stores of coal, of provisions, of ammunition, 
8,000 miles from home and then abandon them for the aid and 
comfort of the enemy? Is that good military strategy? The gen- 
tlemen have submitted their issues of “imperialism ” and “ mili- 
tarism and all that sort of rot to the American people. Judg- 
ment has been rendered. Whenever the United States goes out 
of the Philippine Islands, she will bata me front door with 
i , I trust the proposi- 


ha 
in 


the flying. [Applause.] Mr. 
8 ntleman from Virginia to strike this appropriation 
from the bill will be defeated. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate on this question is exhausted. 
The gentleman will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is it in order for me to resort 
to the usual subterfuge of moving to strike out the last word? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. The Chair will entertain a 
motion of that kind. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Then I make the motion. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania is rec- 


ized. 
iT BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Virginia [Mr. Jones] made the statement that in the 
last bill that passed this House, known as the “ urgent deficiency 
bill,“ there was an appropriation for a naval station at Manila. 

Am I right? 
Mr. JONES of Virginia. For extending the construction and 
ir shops at the naval station at Manila. 

. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Did the gentleman state the 

amount? 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. I did not. Isaid there was an ap- 
propriation. s 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylyania. In this bill there is the stu- 
pendous appropriation of twenty-eight hundred dollars for the 
purpose of putting a roof on a joiner shop at Cavite. This House 


Mr. JONES of Virginia rose. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I decline. I submitted to the 
gentleman once. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. But I permitted the gentleman to in- 
terrupt me at least once. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Very well. I beg the pardon 
of the gentleman from Virginia, and I will cheerfully answer his 


question. 
Mr. JONES of V: I want to ask the gentleman if it is 
the purpose of the Navy Department, as stated in the report of 


the Naval Committee, to abandon the station at Cavite for which 
we have appropriated in a former naval bill a large sum, and for 
which we make two other aan ee in this naval bill, in 
addition to the one in the urgent deficiency bill? Iask if itis the 
intention of the Government, of the Navy Department, to aban- 
don that property there? ` 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman. it is a pleasure 
to answer the gentleman's question. I know nothing whatever 
of the intention of the Administration or of the Department ex- 
8 55 as it is made manifest in the hearings before the committee, 

r. JONES of Virginia, That is the statement in your report. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I understand it to be the in- 
tention of the Department to abandon Cavite for two reasons. 
First, Cavite can not be successfully fortified; and second, there 
is not a sufficient depth of water at that point to enable us to float 
our great ships—two insurmountable objections. I am informed 
that it appeared in the hearings—a fact that I had f tten 
that a battle ship can not float within 2 miles of the naval station 
at Cavite. Furthermore, let me inform the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia that even the Spaniards, years before we met them at Ma- 
nila Bay, had concluded to abandon that station for the very 
reasons that I have already 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
question? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Then I ask why it was that the Naval 
Committee, of which the gentleman was a member in the last 
Congress—— 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Les. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Appropriated $349,000 for the estab- 
lishment of a naval station at a point where a man-of-war can not 
go within 2 miles of it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, it is a further 
pleasure to answer that question. We live from day to day. 
There is no nayal station at Olongapo at which a ship can be re- 
paired at this time. It is actually necessary, absolutely neces- 
sary, that there should be repairs made upon our ships even in 
these days of peace, and therefore the Appropriation Committee 
made them, I assume, for temporary only. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. The gentleman knows that we have 
just pas an item in this bill which appropriates $725,000 for a 
dry dock at Cavite. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania have his time extended for five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

ere was no objection. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I would like to answer the 
question of the gentleman from Virginia. The gentleman has 
two ears with which he can hear, and I will ask if he did not hear 
the chairman of the committee say, for he said it plainly and I 
assume the gentleman has been listening, that it is the intention 
of the Department to take that dry dock up to Subig Bay, 30 miles 
away. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. One word just there. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Wait one minute, please. 

The appropriation having originally been made for a dry dock 
at Cavite we continued the appropriation for this year for the 
dry dock at Cavite—simply a name; nothing more. It is a float- 


Si 
ill the gentleman permit one morg 


ing dock; it can be dragged from place to place. It will have 
to be from the point where it now is in Maryland across 
the Atlantic, through the canal, around to Manila. If it can ba 


dragged that far successfully, it can be dragged a few miles far- 
ther to Subig Bay. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. That is very true; but the law pro- 
vides that this dry dock shall be at Cavite. Now, I ask the gen- 
tleman how the Navy Department can carry it to Olongapo in 
Subig Bay when the law which provides for its construction pro- 
vides oper: that it shall be at Cavite in Manila Bay. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I did not hear 
all the gentleman has said; but lassume he objects to the character 
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of the appropriation because of the langnage in which it is made. 
It is trus that the appropriation is for a dry dock at Cavite. 
Nevertheless, this House has the power to direct otherwise. 
There is nothing in the statute that will compel this dry dock to 
be located at that particular point any more than a battle ship. 
That is simply the name of the mei dock. It isso named because 
it was intended to go inta the Philippines, and when we made the 
first appropriation for this floating dry dock it was not known 
that we should go to Subig Bay for a naval station. Everybody 
was strange in the Philippines. The Department had sent its 
best experts there for the p se of ascertaining the best possi- 
ble point, with reference to the condition of the water and the 
surroundings, for the construction of a great naval station, and 
until that conclusion conld be reached we made the appropria- 
tion for Cavite, the station which seemed then most available for 
the purposes of our Navy. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia.. Is the gentleman aware that the re- 
port of his own committee on page & states that this naval station 
which we have already established is in Subig Bay, in the Philip- 
pino Islands, when as a matter of fact it is in Manila Bay? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. If Ican have one minute to 
myself I should like to haveit. If the gentleman will excuse me, 
I do not care about talking in concert any longer. 

It has been concluded by the wisest men we have, the men who 
sail our ships and look after our naval pro that the best 
place for a naval station in the Philippines Is at Subig Bay. Fur- 
thermore, it has been by them as well as by the mili- 
tary officers of the Army that it is impossible to fortify Manila 
Bay. The harbor there has a mouth 4 or 5 miles wide. Along 
one side of this harbor is water of sufficient depth to enable 
great ea Ta sail close to the land. Consequently the guns de- 
fending this harbor, the ordnance in the fortifications, would be 
about 4 or 5 miles from the attacking ships; and, as Admiral 
Dewey said, the enemy could not be reached with certainty. 

On the other side it is not possible to fortify by reason of the 
chnracter of the land. Therefore, it has been concluded that we 
ought toabandon Cavite before more money isspent at emg oer 
and locate ourselves for all future time at Olongapo, on Subig 
Bay. The harbor there has a magnificent depth of water. Ships 
can be taken directly to the land. rmore, as an evidence 
that it is a good place to go, even the Spaniards, as I have said, 
concluded many years ago that this place and not Manila Bay was 
the proper place for such a station. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


[Mr. LIND addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, just a moment. 
I want to make one proposition. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BUTLER] stated a few moments ago that the reason 
why we were going to do this building at Olongapo was because 
we were going to abandon Cavite, and that the reason why they 
were going to abandon Cavite was because we could not get a 
man-of-war within 2 miles of Cavite. Will 7775 please tell me 
how the Spanish fleet got into Cavite harbor, if that is so, and how 
Dewey ever got his great ships there to sink those Spanish vessels? 
Why, Mr, Chairman, I had the distinguished honor not only to 
goin one of our small vessels over to Cavite, but I got off from 
that vessel and climbed up on top of the wreck of a Spanish ship 
sunk by Dewey within 300 yards of the Cavite shore. 

Mr. LOUD. When the statement is made that you can not get 
a battle ship within 2 miles of the shore there, it is true. The 
battle of Manila was not fought with battle ships; it was fought 
with cruisers of the smaller class. The largest vessel we had there 
was only a little over 5,000 tons. p 3 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How did the big Spanish ships get 
in there that were backed up in that very harbor? I do not mean 
to say that Iam correct about the question of the depth of the 
water, but that is a practical way of proving the depth. These 
wrecks were within two or three hundred yards of the shore, and 
Iclimbed out on top of them; and they were sunk there by Dewey's 
guns. How did Dewey’s vessels get there? How did the Spanish 
ships get in there? How did they move around during that bat- 
tle if the bay was shallow? 

Mr. LOUD. The Spanish ships that were within two or three 
hundred yards of the shore were only the small, minor ships, of 
only abont a thousand tons. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Iclimbed on top of the remains of 
the largest ship. How did the Spanish fleet manage to back up 
in there? They had large men-of-war. 

Mr. LOUD. They did not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And when I was there the naval 
officers were very anxious to have that place improved and sub- 
mitted plans, ete., and the cost tome and to other Members, I think. 

Mr. LOUD. The Spanish did not have a battleship or anything 
that looked: like it at and you ought to know that, 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Not after Dewey’s guns had got 
in their work. 

Mr. LOUD. Nor before that, either. 

Mr. GAINES of ‘Tennessee. The remains of those ships were 
there, near the shore. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Will the gentleman submit to 
a question? 

r. GAINES of Tennessee. If it is a single question, yes. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsy 


lvania. Were you there at the same 
time that the gentleman from Michigan was? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I did not have the distinguished 
honor nor the pleasure. I wish he had been there. If had 
been there when I was there, he would have seen what I am talk- 
ing about. Iwas there two summers ago. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
it seems to me as though we were g child’s pies of this 
question of spending money in the Philippine Islands. We are 
spending our money there, not the money collected from the Fil- 
ipinos, but we are taking our own money, which should be used 
in river and harbor improvements and public buildings and to 
pay the claims of the people that ee to have been paid long 
ago, and rk, pe first one thing and then another in the Phil- 
ippine Islands and then abandoning them and going elsewhere. 
I wonder who is furnishing the labor, steel, iron, and material for 
all these changes. Now, here is a great Spanish harbor where 
this fleet took refuge and backed up, as it were, and met Dewey 
with his great ships. 

Talk to me about not being able to get within 2 miles of Cavite! 
Why, Mr. Chairman, they must have filled up Manila Bay over 
there, if thatis the case. e McClellan went all around over that 
place, between Manila City and Cavite. One of our large men-of- 
war was anchored in the bay as I went over to Cavite. Manila ven 
is deep and angry. I do not know who has stated to this Nav 
Committee that you can not get within 2 miles of Cavite. Icannot 
believe it after having seen what I did. I think the statement is 
refuted m these physical facts. And it does seem to me like we 
should call a halt on spending so much money for permanent im- 
provements in the Philippine Islands and look after our own peo- 
ple’s wants whose arg we are lavishly sinking in these islands, 

[eas the hammer fell.] 

. VREELAND, 
last three words. 

I think it is fair that the committee should understand from 
the members of the Naval Committee, who have examined this 
subject and who have acted upon the recommendations of these 
officials of the Government charged with that duty, just what it 
is that we intend to do under the item now under consideration. 

Here is an item appropriating some $800,000 for coating sta- 
tions, for docks, for wharves, for preliminary work in the 
Philippine Islands. Notwithstanding the criticisms of my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] and other naval experts on that 
side of the House who have gone down to the sea in ships, I desire 
to say that the rng Meas anne of this Government, the War 
Department of this Government, all the trained experts employed 
by this Government to determine a proper place for a naval sta- 
tion in the Philippine Islands have, Without exception, unani- 
mously declared in favor of a naval station at Subig Bay. 

Nor will the Goyernment suffer much in loss, because the float- 
ing dry dock, the machinery for the coal docks, nearly all the-ex- 
pense that we have laid out at Manila, wo are informed by naval 
officers, can be readily moved to the new station at Subig Bay. 
We are simply voicing here the unanimous report of every naval 
officer and every expert who has examined the subject in favor of 
placing the naval station at Subig Bay. 

The question, then, is as raised by our friends on the other side. 
Shall we build a station at all in the Philippine Islands? They 
complain that we are unwilling to say what our purpose is there. 
They complain that they aro un ing to expend any money 
for a station at all until we tell whether we propose to perma- 
nently remain in the Philippine Islands, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me our Democratic friends 
can find an answer inthe platform of the last Democratic party 
and in the answer of the American people at the last national 
election, In 1900 the Democratic party in convention assembled 
declared that the question of retaining the cise baer shonld be 
the paramount issue before the American people. In so far as 
they could do it, they made it the paramount issue before the 
American people. They went before the people upon the ground 
that we should retreat from the Philippines; that we should 
either leave them a helpless wreck, or that we should trade them 
off to somo other nation for a jackknife, regardless of all tke ex- 
penditure of blood and money we had made, and retreat from 
those islands. 

They went before the American people npon that Popas 
I say to the gentlemen on the other side they received an answer 
from the American people that wo would stay in the Philippine 
Islands; that we would stay there so long as duty to humanity 


man, I move to strike out the 
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and the interests of the American people compelled us to stay 
there. [Loud a on the Republican ae! But, Mr. 

irman, even from their point of view, they should join with 
us in building a naval station in the Philippines. I have never 
heard it contended by any Democratic authority in any platform 
or upon the stump by Democrats or by the Democratic party that 
even if we decided to abandon the Philippine Islands, if we sail 
away and leave them, but that we should retain there a naval 
station, fully eqnipped for the vessels of the United States and 
the great commerce of the United States which is growing now 
in the East. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been glad to see the opinions brought out 
in this debate. I have been glad to see the Democratic party as 
a whole are willing to see, and that they stand up for the build- 
ing up of the American Navy, and that with us they have been 
unable to lift up their voice against it; and I protest here that 
those who haye do not represent the American people nor any 
section of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!“ 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes. It has 
been stated that the appropriation asked for is one that will lead 
up to large cost, making in all $9,000,000. I want to read from 
the hearing of Admiral Dewey before the committee, in which he 
testifies as follows: 

Mr. Branprorsr. Admiral, I think the last scheme submitted by the Gen- 
eral Board and by the Department tothe committee involved an expenditure 
of some $9,000,000, if it was completed and carried to ultimate perfection. 


Now, is it not 3 to put the rudiments of a coaling station there and 
have it properly defended—the coaling station and dry dock—for a much 
smaller sum than that? 


Admiral Dewey. I should think so. 

Mr. BRANDEGEK. So that ultimately, if we wanted to, we could extend it, 
but would still have a defensible post there, for a much smaller sum? 

Admiral Dewey. Yes; in my opinion it could bo done, as you say, for a 
much smaller sum. 2 

Mr. BRANDEGEE, So that with an appropriation of a million dollars, say, 
we could get a defensible and practicable base there without committing the 
country to an ultimate expenditure of $9,000,000, and if we decided to go no 
further with it we would still have something that could be defend: 
answer the present purpose? 

Admiral Bawxr, Ishouldsayso. Itnink that this $800,000 does not include 
the defense of the station. That is for the Army to look after, In addition 
to what we have there at present, 988 know there are five of those destroy- 
ers—torpedo- boat destroyers—on the way. They will be useful. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yea, sir. 

Mr. Burien. Do you anticipate, for present purposes, that it will be neces- 
2855 spend very much money to build accommodations for the workmen 
at Olongapo? 

Admiral DEWEY. No, sir. 

Now, as to Puig Bay. 3 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question just there, as to that $300,000. s 

Mr. LOUD. Notat present. Now, as to Subig Bay. In our 
hearings it came out that the coal ships which e coal to the 
Philippines can get nowhere near Cavite Station. They have to 
anchor out a mile or more from the shore. The coal is taken 
from those transports on cascoes, small lighters, and is conveyed 
to the shore at Cayite and there taken out upon the dock and 
placed in piles, and when the war ships want the coal the coal is 
taken out on the cascoes again and floated to the war ships and 
there put on board. Admiral Dewey said in answer to this ques- 
tion put by myself: 

Speaking on the subject 1 at Admiral, to the coal from the 
eoliters that come —.— the United aten they must Ramses first into cas- 
coes and then upon the docks, and it makes double handling? 

Admiral Dewey. Yes; both ways. 

Mr. Loup. And that makes it very complicated and multiplics the work? 

by the time 


Admiral Dewey. Yes, and it it very expensive. And 
the coal gets into the bunkers of our ships it is mostly dust. 


and 


possible to get war ships in there? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What did you say abont the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. LOUD. Admiral Dewey stated it was impossible to get 
colliers in there, and they had to anchor a mile or more ont, and 
the coal had to be taken by small boats to the shore and then 
back again, If that is so, how are you going to get battle ships 
in there if you can not get colliers in there? 

Mr. GAL of Tennessee. That is where the Spanish ships 
were. 

Mr. LOUD. Yes; but when the Spanish 
fle t. were resting on the bottom of Cavite Ba 
were out of water, their holds merely filled, 
water at high tide. A 

Just before the battle ended Admiral Denes sent the little 
Petrel (800 tons), the only ship he dared to send into the shoal 
water, to destroy the small ships close in to Cavite Station. 

The Olympia (5,870 tons, 214 feet draft) could not get in to 
Cavite Station, and the Olympia is but one-third the size of the 
battle ships under discussion. y 

The Castilla (3,342 tons) was the largest Spanish ship, and there 


ships, sunk by our 
5 their upper works 
è decks just under 
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was not water enough under her to allow the ship to sink further 
than her deck line. 

It is useless to maintain a naval station for our ships of all 
classes in these shallow waters at Cavite. Before any further ex- 
penditures are made there, for this and other reasons I believe 
this station should be transferred to Olongapo, in Subig Bay, 
vee there is an abundant depth of water for ships of deepest 

raft. 

On page 545 of same report Admiral Dewey said: 

I would have enough battle ships to have a good, strong floot here [United 
States], and one strong enough there also. It might save a war. 

Again, same page, 545, Admiral Dewey said: 

I think if we were to have forty-eight battle ships within the next twenty 
years, they [foreign nations] would let us alone. 

Again, page 547, he says: 

The possession of that fleet of ships would be a preventive of war. 

I believe Admiral Dewey's statement that a navy of reasonable 
strength “might save a war,” and that with such a navy foreign 
nations would let us alone,“ and that the possession of that 
fleet of ships would he a preventive of war’’ is right—not only 
because it is Admiral Dewey’s opinion, but because it is amply 
demonstrated by history. 

In the last half century there have been no naval wars in which 
nations haying strong navies have taken part. England, France, 
Germany, and Russia have not been looking for war because of 
their naval strength. It is rather the price they have paid for 

ace. Our own naval weakness has in the past subjected us to 
imposition and attack. Weare now respected for our strength; 
let us not be again despised for our weakness. A navy of reason- 
able power is, I believe, our best and only safeguard. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The 8 was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to con- 
solidate the several power plants in any or all of the several navy-yards and 
stations at each navy-yard and station under the Bureauof Yards and Docks 
for the generation and distribution of light, heat, and power for all the pur- 

of the Navy. To the above end all such plants may be transferred 

rom other bureaus to the Bureau of Yards and Docks, and all appropriations 

heretofore made for power houses and power plants for bureaus other than 

Yards and Docks are hereby reappropriated and made available under the 

pona of Yards eee eae fort 02 consolidations eee. for; and 

o further CREE Cat e purposes of this provision there is hereby a pri- 
ated the sum of $300,000, 4 * 32 


Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, under the provisions of this para- 
graph, on pages 35 and 36 of this bill, it is proposed to authorize 
the Secretary of the Navy to consolidate the power plants in the 
several navy-yards of the United States. ow, Mr. Chairman, 
this is a step in the right direction. It is estimated that we save 
ero one provision authorizing the consolidation of the power 
p ts alone $250,000 a year. Now, I shall send to the Clerk’s 

esk and ask that a substitute be adopted in lieu of this provision, 
giving the Secretary of the Navy general authority, whenever in 
his opinion he thinks it is necessary and economical to do so, to 
consolidate any and all of the bureaus at the navy-yards. I ask 
that the Clerk read the amendment I offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all of the parages h after the word “dollar,” in 

in line 5, page 98, and insert the follow- 
ing in lieu thereof: 

Tho Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to con- 
solidate any or all of the several plants. shops, and works of the several bu- 
reaus in the several navy-yards and stations at each navy-yard and station. 
To the above end all such plants, shops, and works may be naferred from 
one bureau to another, or all the several bureaus at the several navy-yards 
ey be consolidated into one central bureau at each nayy-yard and station, 
and all ec pt pean heretofore made for any bureau is hereby reappro- 
priated and made available for the consolidation of the bureaus herein pro- 
vided for." 

Mr. DAYTON. 
order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia re- 
serves the point of order, 

Mr. TATE. I think the point of order is too late, Mr. Chair- 
man, This is an amendment to a paragraph in this bill. No 
point oe orate was made on this paragraph in the bill when it 
was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order was 
made as quickly as could be after the amendment was read. 

Mr. TATE. But I understand, Mr. Chairman, the point of 
order is to my amendment, and not to the paragraph in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. TATE, Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment is 
to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to consolidate the several 
bureaus in our navy and stations. In most of our navy- 
yards the Bureau of Steam Engineering, the Bureau of Construc- 
tion, the Bureau of Ordnance, the Bureau of Equipment, and the 
Bureau of Yards and Docks each have a separate and complete 


Mr. Chairman, I want to reserve a point of 
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manuf establishment. What good business reason can 
there be given for the establishment under each of these bureaus 
of a power plant, a machine shop, a blacksmith shop, a foundry, 
a paint shop, etc.2 Why should we duplicate our power plants, 
machine shops, and other shops in each of these bureaus in our 
navy-yards? There can, in my opinion, Mr. Chairman, be no good 
reason for the enormous expense in duplicating these expensive 
plants and re when by consolidating them we would save to 
the people of this country annually not less than $5,000,000, and 
probably a much greater sum than this. Why not simplify this 
work by having one central power plant, one central machine 
et one central blacksmith 1 8 5 one central foundry, one cen- 
paint shop in each of our navy-yards? 

The purpose of my amendment is to authorize the to 
make this consolidation. The amendment of the committee only 
authorizes the consolidation of the power plant, and, as I have 
before stated, that alone is a saving of $250,000 a year. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, let us adopt this amendment and authorize the 
Secretary to consolidate the other plants and shops. This con- 
solidation is in the interest of economy, harmony, and good sery- 
ice. The present bureau system is cumbersome, 5 
and productive of friction among our officers. No private busi- 


ness concern would be carried on for one day under the present | la 


wasteful bureau system now in force in our navy-yards. Why, 
Mr, Chairman, under the present bureau system you will find 
that these shops are often engaged in the same e of work. 
You will find a foreman or inspector in one of these shops super- 
vising the making or manufacturing of a similar article to that 
being made at the same time in the shops of one or more of the 
other bureaus in the same navy-yards 


up 
tools, and supplies n to carry on all of these separate 
plants and shops in such of p numerous bureaus in our navy- 
Sir, this multiplicity of plants and shops should not longer 
tolerated by the representatives of the poopie, In this bureau 
tem we have too much division of authority, too many chiefs 
at seem to show more in in myer | the jurisdiction of 
their bureaus and in extending their authority than in the eco- 
nomical administration of our navy-yards. The p ition to 
consolidate the power plant isan admission that he should also 
consolidate the other pa and shops, and thereby save this un- 
necessary expense of duplication that is now costing this country 
in every one of our navy-yards at least 25 per cent and, in my 
opinion, one-third more than it would cost under the consolida- 
onI props by this amendment. [ap lause. | 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to disagree 
with my colleague on the Naval Affairs Committee, for whose 
judgment I have great respect, but I want to say to the members 
of the committee, without entering into a di ion of the facts, 
that there are two or three reasons 9 are not ready to take 
the step proposed by his amendment. the first place, there is a 
very distinct and decided opinion against the view expressed by 
him that there would be any saving to the Navy Department by 
a consolidation of the mechanical departments. There is a very 
distinct and decided opinion in the Navy Department and among 
the experts that such a combination would be against the supe- 
rior work we are now doing and against the efficiency of the 
shops; and there is also Mr. Chairman, a distinct and decided 
anes that such a consolidation at this time would be impracti- 
cable. 
Mr. TATE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 
Mr. DAYTON. Certainly. 
Mr. TATE. Is it not true that the Secretary of the Navy 
recommends a consolidation of the bureaus in his report? 
Mr. DAYTON. I think not. 
Mr. TATE. I will call the gentleman’s attention to the lan- 
guage of the report. 3 
Mr. DAYTON. The gentleman refers to Secretary Moody? 
Mr. TATE. Ido. He says: 
The proposals for changes may 


in the o 
sponsib: 


Mr. DAYTON. I want to ask my friend if he is correct about 
that being a recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy; if, on 
the contrary, he is not making a request of the committee to in- 
vestigate and determine these things? 

Mr. TATE. This is the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
November 23, 1903, and that is the language of the report. 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, but I ask the gentleman, because I have 
not the report here, is that a recommendation by the Secre! 
This is my recollection of it, that it is a request we shall in- 


vestigate and determine for ourselves these matters without his 
expressing his opinion about them, 


tary? | vestigation into 


Mr. TATE. If the gentleman asks me the direct question, I 


will answer it. The of the Navy, as I understand his 
ition, is in favor of consolidating these bureaus. He is in 
vor of consolidating this work at the navy- yards; he is in favor 
of economizing at the navy-yards in every way he can. Let mo 
ask the gentleman from West Virginia a question. If it is proper 
to give the Secretary of the Navy the discretion to consolidate the 
power plants at the navy- yards, why not enlarge that discretion 
and let him carry out the scheme of consolidation in whatever 
way he thinks will be for the benefit of the Government? 

Mr. DAYTON. I will answer the gentleman in this way: I 
do not understand the position of the Secretary of the Navy to be 
that which the gentleman has stated. I haveno question as to 
his sincerity his belief as to the Secretary's position 

Mr. TATE. It is not a question of my statement; it is a ques- 
tion of the statement in the report. 

Mr. DAYTON. If my colleague will allow me to close my 
statement, I do not understand that to be the position of the.Sec- 
retary of the Navy, but, outside of that, I understand the position 
of our navy-yards to depend very largely upon the experts who 
have control and who are responsible for the work in the yards. 
Both of these provisions, Mr. i , are contrary to existing 


W. 

The point of order which I reserved, and which I feel compelled 
to make absolutely, certainly goes to the amendment proposed ay 
my colleague on the committee. I want to say frankly that 
want this consolidation to extend to the power, heat, and light 
plants, in order that we may determine the vexed question of 
whether or not such consolidation to a further extent will be ad- 
visable, Certain it is that it will require the diture of a 
much larger sum than we have provided for in this bill to make 
any such consolidation to any material extent. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. HEPBURN). The time of the gentleman 
has expired. The Chair is to rule on the point of order, 
It has been held that a paragraph which changes existing law, 
being allowed by general consent to remain, may be perfected by 
any germane amendment. Ifa point of order had been made to 
the original paragraph, the point would have been sustained, but 

common consent it was retained in the bill. Therefore the 
air holds that this amendment, being germane, is not obnox- 
ious tothe rule. The point of order is overruled, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this motion is exhausted. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

=~ CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves to strike out the last 
word, 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the Secretary in his report recom- 
mended an investigation by the committee into certain matters. 
namely, alterations in the organization of navy-yards, which 
increase the power and responsibility thereover and for work pro- 
gressing thereunder; second, the consolidation of the bureaus in 
the Department; third, the creation of the general staff. But the 
Secretary nowhere that I can find recommends specifically the 
pro ere wo here before the committee, 

TA Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSS. I do. 

Mr. TATE. The gentleman will find on page 5 of the Secre- 
tary’s report the following language: 

The proposal for changes may be classified as follows: First, alterations in 
the organization of the hayy- yards, w. rease 
sponsibility thereover and — Work feist — 8 oe an ae 

Mr. FOSS. The Secre does state that language. 

Mr. TATE. Well, then, he proposes the change. 

Mr. FOSS, Oh, no; the Secretary does not propose the change. 
The Secretary says proposals haye been made, some by the gen- 
eral board, some, perchance, by the Bureau of Construction and 
aes Byte! gs the Navy TADA = he does not come out 
and say e proposes the change. He says proposals have 
been made to him, and as a result of he deposit seo that 
the committee investigate these different matters. 

on 3 cgi 0 3 x he 4 us to in- 
vestigate and ac m ro T understand you admit 
that that is his e Is that correct? 5 
Mr. FOSS. He asks us to investigate these proposals, these three 


5 

r. TATE. In point of fact, did not Secretary Long recom- 
mend this same provision or something similar, and in point of 
fact, does the gentleman not know that the Secretary favored this 


consolidation? 
Mr. FOSS. I know that Secre Long favored the consolida- 
tion of the bureaus, and I introdu the bill for the consolidation 


of bureaus, butI am not prepared now, without a thorough in- 
igati the question, to say that these bureaus shall be 
consolidated. 


Mr, TATE. One other question. 
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. FOSS. Ido. 

Mr. TATE. Do I understand the gentleman to be afraid to 
place this discretion in the Secre to act whenever he thinks 
proper upon this question? That is solely the purpose of my 
amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. So far as the Secretary has gone at the present 
time in his recommendation, as I understand it, which is disclosed 
by the hearings, is that he is in favor of a consolidation as far as 
it affects power, heat, and light plants, and that we have done. 

I do not understand that he has gone a single step further than 
that. Now, I will say to my friend 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this 
question: What possible objection can there be to vesting the 
power in the Secretary of the Navy at his discretion to consolidate 
these bureaus if he thinks it best to do so in the future? What 
objection can there be to giving him that discretion? I under- 
stand that is all the amendment pro . 5 . 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know that thes is any particular objec- 
tion one way or the other, except that before going into this mat- 
ter we should like to investigate it. Ithink the committee ought 
to investigate—we have not done so—to see whether this measure 
would be wise or not. é 

Mr. TATE. What would you investigate? Would you inves- 
tigate whether you were afraid to trust the Secretary of the Navy, 
or would you investigate the merits of the question itself? 

Mr. F Under our law to-day the Secretary of the Navy 
has the power to distribute the work among the different bureaus 
as he may deem proper. He can minimize one bureau and mag- 
nify another. But I donot think it would be wise to go to the 
extent that the gentleman urges at this time. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia Mr. TATE] a very important one. 
This matter has been investigated by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. During the past summer, under an appropriation carried 
in an appropriation bill of one year ago, the Naval Committee 
went to the different navy-yards on the Atlantic coast and heard 
the statements of the commandants and other officers of the yards; 
and I call attention to the fact that without exception the com- 
mandant of every yard said that there ought to be a consolidation 
of the different plants in the yards. nan’ 

I feel absolutely certain that the Secretary of the Navy is with 
us in this matter; but, as he stated in the hearings before the 
committee, he wants the authority of Congress. I say we ought 
to give it to him. If the Democratic party can trust the Secre- 
tary of the Navy with the discretion to consolidate the bureaus, 
surely the Republican party can trust him in this respect. 

We have to lodge this discretion somewhere. We on this side 
are willing to lodge it with the Secretary of the Navy. I think 
this discretion ought to be given him, so that in the interest of 
economy he may consolidate these bureaus if he sees fit to do so. 

What is the objection to this? It would bring about a read- 

ustment of positions and a general shake up on some lines per- 
ps. I would not only authorize but instruct the Secretary to 
consolidate the same kind of plants in the several navy-yards 
whenever, in his judgment, it would promote efficiency, dispatch, 
and economy in the Government work. 

I shall support with pleasure the amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia. It looks to efficient work in the navy-yards and it 
looks to economy. It will tend to reduce appropriations in the 
future for our many navy-yards. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” “Vote! ’’] 

The CHAIR The question is on the amendment of the 

mtleman from Georgia. 

Sir NORRIS. I call for the reading of the amendment. ; 

There being no objection, the amendment of Mr. TATE was again 


read. 

The question being taken, 

The CHAIRMAN said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. DAYTON. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 77, noes 83. 

Mr. TATE. I call for tellers. . 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. TATE and Mr. Foss were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee divided; and Mr. Foss (for the tellers) reported 
ayes 100, noes 100. k 

Mr. TATE. That does not agree with my count. I counted 98 
in the affirmative, and afterwards 3 others voted on that side, 

ing 101 in the affirmative. ; 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be some misun- 
derstanding aroen the 81 5 i = unanimous consent that 
the vote may be taken agai the tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN 3 from West Virginia re- 
quests that the vote be taken again. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The request should be first that the vote al- 
ready taken be vacated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 


ut the proposition as the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia stat 


it. Is there objection to the 
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request? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. The tellers will re- 
sume their places. i 

ane 3 again divided; and the tellers reported ayes 99, 
noes 105, 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Plans and specifications for public works: th 
and specifications for 8 — — and for eee 
section 3663, Revised Statutes, for public works, $45,000. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs a ques- 
tion about this paragraph, which I think must have crept into 
the bill by inadvertence, 

The gentleman from Illinois, of course, recollects that last year, 
at the suggestion of the Secre of the Navy, the large appro- 
priation, under increase of the Navy, for clerks, was done away 
with, and that this year, on the legislative bill, after conference 
with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], that was changed 
and a specific 8 was made for draftsmen, eto. Now, 
I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois if this really is not a 
mistake, if this is not reverting to the old practice, and is not 
changing what we agreed upon this year on the legislative bill? 

Mr. FOSS. In reply to the gentleman I would state that when 
the Secretary of the Navy was before the committee I asked him 
this question: 

The CHATRMAN. I understand in the legislative bill there are certain re- 


forms instituted in reference to clerks, for instance, and I would like to have 


2 us, Mr. Secretary, how far-reaching it is, and how it affects our bill, 
at all. ` 


Secretary Moopy. I do not see how it affects your bill at all. The reform 
instituted in that bill w out of a condition which may be illustrated by 
Ao li nue TA Uae cies AAA ead OAS AAA oes 
38 worde—-cow)d be employed: 8 the appropriation for NIMORI 
of the Navy,” but must be reported to Congress. As the law stood before 
this! ive bill was reported, and would stand now, all the money appro- 
priated for Increase of Navy” might be expended for clerk hire. Thee is 
no limit on it. The Appropriations Committee took up a good many that 
we had employed under that provision of law and appropriated for them 
specifically and then placed a t could be employed 
out of the general appropriation. 
Now, I put that direct question to the Secretary, covering the 
rticular points that the gentleman has brought up, and that is 

answer. 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
gentleman does not quite answer my question, because there was 
in the legislative bill a special paragraph which provided: 

That the services of skilled draftsmen and such other technical services 
as the Secretary may deem necessary may be employed in the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks, etc. 

I wanted to know if I was mistaken. It seemed to me that that 
covered this precise paragraph which the gentleman has here 
under the new arrangement that we made after consultation with 
the gentleman from Illinois. Now, why does not that paragraph 
in the legislative bill cover the very same purposes which this 
paragraph provides for? And if it does, of course it is superfluous 
to have it in here. 

Mr. FOSS. As I understood it, the reform that the Committee 
on Appropriations were trying to institute was to prevent the 
employing of clerks under the increase of the Navy. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. That is not this item at all. Under the increase of 
the Navy we have had the power to employ clerks, but we have 
taken this out now, as I understand it, and have reduced the sum 
orroa 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. L ask that the gentleman have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts be extended. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Now, I think the gentleman 
either does not see the scope of my 8 or possibly he does 
not recollect the hearing, which would be quite natural; but what 
was done in reference to the employment of clerks under the in- 
crease of the Navy was done after consultation with the gentle- 
man, and of course it had his hearty concurrence. 

Mr. FOSS. Certainly. 8 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. The purpose was to prevent 
this general appropriation from being subject to this use and to 
have it specific. Now, this section which you have in here is, of 
course, a general appropriation and not specific. On the legisla- 
tive bill we madea specific appropriation covering, it seems to me, 
exactly thisclause. It said tthe services of skilled draftsmen, 
etc., may be employed. Now, what I wish to ask is, Why does 
not that provision in the legislative bill cover this, and, therefore, 
why is this necessary? And, still more, why is not this a rever- 
sion to the old system, which the gentleman himself as well as the 
House desired to get rid of? It seems to me this is such a revyer- 


t upon the amount 
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sion, and I should like to ask the gentleman why it is not, and 
Why the clause which I refer to in the legislative bill does not 


cover this exact purpose? 

Mr. FOSS. I take it that in the legislative bill the Committee 
on Appropriations appropriated for the heads of the Departments 
and forthe Department herein Washington. This appropriation, 
as I understand it, is for the yards and stations elsewhere. 

vee PNP of Massachusetts. If that is so, it is not in- 
tendéd to be employed in Usher, jay 

Mr. FOSS, I do not understand so. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That would answer the ques- 
tion; but would it not be well, then, to put something in the bill 
to make that clear? Because otherwise it obviously is a repetition 
of an appropriation which has already been made. 

The gentleman, it seems to me, would carry out the purpose he 
wishes, so as not to cover the appropriation the Secretary already 
has, if he would put in outside of Washington.” 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman, we have added the 
last clause, which was new legislation really, for plans and esti- 
mates, required by section 3663 of the Revised Statutes, for public 
work. e have added there something that is new. That is to 
say, in that section of the Revised Statutes there is a requirement 
upon every bureau chief whenever he makes an estimate for pub- 
lic works of any kind or character that he shall present full esti- 
mates and plans before that work is authorized. That is an old, 
obsolete statute. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Which is never observed. 

Mr. FOSS. And has never been observed. The committee 
thinks that it would be wise, that it would tend toward greater 
economy in the building up of these yards and making improve- 
ments, that we enforce that statute, so to speak, by making the 
small appropriation of $10,000. So there is an addition there that 
I do not think would apply to the gentleman’s other point. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I do not wish to make any 
amendment myself. I simply wish to call the attention of the 
gentleman to it, because I know he agrees with me that this is 
carried on. Isuggest tothe gentleman that as that is his opinion, 
that he would conform to it if he would add, to be employed 
outside of Washington.” I leave that for him to determine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know exactly what language to putin. I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Now, I do not want to offer any amendment here. The gentle- 
man and I agree 8 upon the intent of the Secre of the 
Navy, who administers the law, and who is absolutely in favor of 
this reform. He initiated it himself, and therefore I would 
rather leave it as it is, unless the gentleman desires to offer an 
amendment; and if he does, I will not object. 

Mr. MUDD. My recollection in reading one of the hearings 
was that this work is not to be done outside of Washington, but 
to do work that for the last few years has not been done at all. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That only applies to $10,000 
of it. 

Mr. MUDD. 

ears. I do not 
tive bill at all. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In order to further improve the grounds at the Naval Academy and secure 
the best site for the naval hospital heretofore authorized and appropriated 
for, the removal of the cemetery from its present site to another to be se- 
lected is authorized and direc and to this end the sum of $30,000, or so 
much as is necessary, to be immediately available, is authorized to be ex- 
pended out of the $3,000,000 above appropriated. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On line 4, 87, strike out the words “and directed,” and insert after 
the word “authorized,” the following words: if the Secretary in his discre- 
tion shall deem advisable.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to be heard briefly on the amend- 
ment. The provision of the bill requires the removal of the cem- 
etery of the Naval Academy, including, of course, the remains of 
all those who have been buried there. It is rather a gruesome 
proposition, and of doubtful wisdom and propriety, in my judg- 
ment, at all times, unless clearly required by the most urgent 
necessity. If I should follow my own views, I would move to 
strike out the paragraph; but as I did not happen to be present 
at the hearings upon this particular subject-matter and did not 
hear the reasons for it then set forth, I am not entirely familiar 
with the grounds upon which it is asked. The amendment that 
I offer goes only to the effect of making the removal discretion- 
ary with the Secretary instead of making it mandatory. It places 
the msibility of whatever action may be taken in his hands 
and while I can not now look upon the proposition with favor, 
am willing to trust the judgment of the Secretary. I have sub- 


They have not been carrying out the statute for 
think there is a duplication of money in the legis- 


mitted the amendment to the chairman of the committee, and 


also to the gentleman from West Virginia, who is the author of 
the provision in the bill, and I understand that it meets with their 
approval, or at least that they will make no objection to it. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval training station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the estab- 
lishment of a naval g station on the shore of Lake Michigan, south of 
latitude 43° 30’, $250,000, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point 
of order against that provision of the bill on the ground that it is 
new legislation, in violation of clause 2 of Rule XXI. As it 7 885 
vides for a station where none exists, it is entirely new as ay on. 
Mr. Chairman, in view of the extraordinary position in which that 

uts me before the House, I ask unanimous consent that I be al- 
owed to explain my reason for making that point at this time, 
raising the point of order. 

The C MAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent that he be permitted time to explain his views upon 
this paragraph. Is there objection? 5 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chai „in view of the fact that the 
gentleman wants to make an explanation about that, will he not 
modify his request that he hear a representative of the Naval Com- 
mittee give his earnest request that he do not make the point. 
Will you not reserve it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will reserve the point of order, 
and ask unanimous consent that I may have an opportunity 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ifthe Chair is ready to rule upon this point, 
it seems to me that time is a little too valuable to spend in ex- 
plaining anything about it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I think, in view of the fact of the 
peculiar phraseology that there is in this provision of the bill, 
and that I live in and the people of my district have a site lo- 
cated within that zone, that I ought to be permitted to state the 
eo why I raise the point of order against that provision of 

e bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
venise that he be permitted to explain his views upon this para- 
graph? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to object, but 
I want to know whether the gentleman purposes to withdraw his 
point of order? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do not intend to withdraw it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gen- 
tleman is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, can not I have 
more than five minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. What time does the gentleman request? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will ask for ten minutes. 

Mr voes: Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman have ten 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he may be permitted to address the committee for ten min- 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I have spoken of 
the importance of the pending paragraph and of the peculiar 
position in which I am placed by raising the point of order against 
it. It reads as follows: 
FFT 

ent O. n on 
— a a ang o; e shore o e Michigan, south of 

This paest is important in several respects. Itis impor- 
tant because of the mere amount of money involved, the proposed 
initial Sea being $250,000, and a much larger sum would 
be immediately necessary. One of the witnesses before the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs said that $750,000 would be required to 
put the station in a condition of great efficiency. But even that 
sum does not include the amount n to construct a harbor 
at Lake Bluff. And that is what this paragraph means—the loca- 
tion of this station at Lake Bluff, in the district so ably repre- 
sented by my distinguished friend the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Ilinois? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I dispute the proposition, The 
board has recommended 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. -Did the gentleman interrupt me 
fora 97 or for a speech? 

Mr. FOSS. I want to explain that. 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. If the gentleman will permit me 
I will move, after I conclude, that the gentleman have unlimited 


time to reply to what I shall say. 
The CHAIRMAN . The gentleman declines to yield. 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the gentleman desires to ask a 
question, I will answer as best I can any that he may choose to 
propound; but if he wishes to make a reply to my remarks, I 
submit that it will be proper for him to do so after I have com- 
pleted my statement. 

I say this with all respect to the gentleman, and with no desire 


to any accusation or any other person, but 
with the p , nevertheless, to acquaint the Members of the 
House with the facts. These demonstrate that, regardless 
of its phraseology, the pending ph means just what, a 
moment ago, I said that it re dar iri this naval training sta- 
tion shall be located at Lake Bluff, in the State of Illinois, The 
paragraph, on its face, seems to leave the Government a choice 
of six sites, including one at Racine, but in reality it does nr 
of the kind, It can be demonstrated that it means Lake Bl 
and nothing else. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I hope that is not the purpose of 
your objection. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I desire only that the Members of 
the House shall have the information necessary to enable them to 
understand what this paragraph means. This is an important 
matter 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. There are other sites outside of 
Lake Bluff. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (continuing). It had its origin in 
a law passed by Congress in July, 1902, which I will read: 

Nayal-training sta Great Lakes: The Secre the Navy is here 
3 to appoint ree composed of naval Sas ee inti it shall Be 

And I beg the committee to observe that the language of this 
statute is mandatory, not discretionary— 
shall be to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site foran additional naval 


training station, and having selected such site, if aron pene lands, to esti- 
mato its value and ascertain, as sr pry as practicable, Spo for which it 
and o gs an 


can or 
full and detailed ro 
with 


This statute did not request this board, in its discretion, to select 
or not to select asite. It declared that the duty of the board 
shall be to select a site.“ In effect, it commanded the board to 
select a site. And it did more. In effect, it required the board to 
select a site before making areport. The language is plain— 

Whose duty it shall be to select a site, * and having selected such 
site * + + to make full and detailed report 

The words having selected such site“ in this statute can have 
but one meaning, which is that the board was to select a site be- 
fore making its report. Congress knew, when it passed that law, 
that if there were to be such a station on one of the Great Lakes, 
it must some time make the necessary appropriations, and Con- 
gress therefore commanded the board to select a site and tell all 
about it before asking for money to pay for it. 

On the 5th of July, 1902, almost two years ago, a board of three 
Vas appointed under this mandatory statute to select a site, and 
“ having selected a site,” to make a full and detailed report to the 
Secretary of the Navy of their 5 Several sites were 
offered on each of the Great Lakes. On Lake Michigan, below 
latitude 48° 80’, there were a number of sites offered, including 
those at Lake Bluff, Michigan City, Muskegon, Milwaukee, Ke- 
nosha, and Racine. 

On the 4th of August, 1902, the board made its first visit to my 
district. On that day I met the board at Kenosha, and, together 
with a committee of citizens, we visited the site near that city. 
After the inspection I accepted an invitation to accompany the 
board on its jal train to Racine, 10 miles distant. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] was also on the train. 

On reaching Racine a committee of the Business Men’s Associa- 
tion and other citizens were waiting with carriages. They first 
drove to the hotel and then started for Wind Point. On reaching 
a point near the city limits the board left their carriages, and, 
standing on the of the lake, looked across the bay at thesite 
at Wind Point, at a distance from it of about 14 miles, and at no 
time on that day did they go any nearer toit. Because of their 
lack of time and because the board said that they would again visit 
Racine to inspect the site, nothing was then thought of this fail- 
ure to see it. This visit was looked upon as being merely pre- 


On October 81, 1902, the board made its second and last visit to 
ine. On this occasion the senior member of the board was 
absent, only two of its members being present. These two gentle- 
men came on a late trainin theafternoon. When we reached the 
site it was so dark that lights were burning in the farm houses. 
The members of the board got out of their closed carriage only 
once; and that was immediately on reaching the site. They were 
then driven across the site, but it was too dark to see at all well, 


and the return trip was immediately begun. One month later, 
on November 29, 1902, the board e a report, in which it was 
set forth that they had not selected a site, and that in the on 
of the board Congress ought first to vote $250,000 to a 
site on Lake Michigan south of 43° 80’, to be selected by the Secre- 
tary = the Navy, which, of course, meant to be selected by the 


Thus before the board had selected.a site as required by the law 
under which they were D before they had submi the 
estimate 5 by the law, and before ess was furnished 
any information on which it could base intelligent action, it was 
asked to appropriate a pone of a million of dollars to buy a site 
of which it knew absolutely nothing. The proposed appropria- 
tion came before the House in February a year ago in naval 
appropriation bill and went out on a point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Ohio 1 GROSVENOR]. 

Teye Prie piani $ timeof the gentleman from Wisconsin 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin may have all the time that he desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Wisconsin may have time 
to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am obliged to 
the gentleman from Illinois and also to the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, report was rendered on the 29th of November, 
1902. a met a few days later, on the first Monday in 
December. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD, The regular session. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That was the regular session, as 
the gentleman from Maine now admits. [Laughter.] That en- 
tire session passed away, but the board made no further rt. 
The session ended on the 4th of March, 1903. April, May, June, 
July, August, September, and October, 1903, passed, and still no 

report. They were appointed July 5, 1902, to select a site 
and ae in detail concerning it, yet there was no final report 
until November, 1903—seventeen months after the date of their 
9 and a year after their first report. 

. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman let me call his 
attention to a fact? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to call the attention of the gentleman to 
the itinerary on page 15 of the first report, showing each day 
where the committee was. November 1 they were at Chicago. 
On the 4th of August and all through August and part of October 
and November this shows where the committee was. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I admit that. But all that was 
in 1902; the months I have mentioned were in 1908. I am quite 
familiar with the itinerary. I have read it a number of times in 
the first report. As to dates, it exactly corroborates what I have 
said. They were at Racine on the 4th day of August and the 
Bist of October, 1902, and at no other time. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I thought the gentleman was expressing 
great surprise to think they did not get this report in sooner. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, no. The first report was 
dated November 29, 1902. That was early enough. But I am 
surprised that they put it in at all until after they had selected 
a site, as Congress had directed, and until they were prepared to 
furnish the information required by the law and absolutely neces- 
sary if Congress were to act intelligently. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman 
object to this because Racine has not been properly investigated? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the 5 87 from Michigan? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will pardon me, I think that I shall make my position plain be- 
fore I conclude. ` I do not know what the investigations have 
been elsewhere, but I do know exactly what the investigation was 
at Racine. I shall not impute bad faith to any person, but I do 
propose to state the facts, I have said that on October 31, 1902, the 
date of their last visit, the two members of the who came 
to Racine did not reach the site at Wind Point until too dark 
properly to inspect it. In support of this statement permit me to 

from a communication written me by two gentlemen ap- 
pointed a special committee by the Racine Business Men’s Asso- 
ciation 55 have in charge the subject of the proposed naval train- 
ing station. 
r. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, may Task the gentleman a question? 
I would ask if he was with the board on these two occasions? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I was with them on both visits 
while they were in the city, and rode as far as they did. 

Mr. FOSS. Does the gentleman say they did not go within a 
mile and a half of the site? 


1904, 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. The first time? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The first time. 

Mr. FOSS; And yet the gentleman was there to show them the 
site. Did the gentleman them to go there? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. One of the committee informed 
the board that there were, I think, from 100 to 300 acres to be 
had at Wind Point, and that the land was all admirably suited to 
the purposes of such a site. He said: You can see one side or 


Taylor, the senior member of the board, testified before the Com- 

ee on Naval Affairs. I read from the printed report of the 
earings: 

Admiral TAYLOR. Ye utes tp. pacha gar in that region I have mentioned. 


We were then permitted by the 
Mr. Rrxey. How much of the coast of e does that include? 
Illinois, Indiana, and 


Admiral TAYLOR. That includes southern W: 


Mr. RX Rx. How many miles? 
Admiral TAYLOR. About 250 miles. 
Mr. Rrxey. Have you come to any more definite conclusion than that as to 


edge of it from here. The Government can get it for about $250 | localit: 


an acre, and we can give you that in a very short time.” The 
members of the irae said: We can see from here the general 
oatline. We are pressed for time now, but we will be back in 
this vicinity again to inspect this site.“ Everybody seemed to 
understand that this visit was merely preliminary, as the board 
had not time that day to make an inspection. 

Mr. FOSS. Was anyone else present on that occasion? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Les; about a half dozen gentle- 
men, citizens of Racine. 

Mr. FOSS. And the gentleman was there to meet them, to take 
them out for the express p of showing them the site? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I rode up with them and the com- 
mittee of business men. 

Mr. FOSS. And the cos did not take them to the site 
because he says they did not want to go and see the site? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No: not that. They said that they 
were ina hurry. They had a special train and announced to us 
that they would come back ata later day to inspect this site. In 
this connection permit me to read from the letter to which I re- 
ferred a moment ago: 

In explanation as to the reason wayan our opinion, the naval 
board did not give Racine first place in every respect is due to the fact tha 
Admiral Taylor and the other members of the board who visited Racine in 
August, 1902, did not get nearer than 1} miles of the site because of lack of time. 
They were simply driven to the city limits and had a view of the loca- 
tion ana across the bay lying. between Racine and Wind Point, and. fur- 
ther, that on the second visit Admiral Taylor was not present at all. Rear- 
Admiral McR. Winslow, commander of the United States Navy, and H. H. 
Ae aer ions member and recorder of the arrived at proposed 
site after lights had been lit in the farmhouses the site, and 
therefore could make but a su cial examination. Then our understand- 
ing here at Racine was that when the choice should be narrowed down toa 
few of the best sites that we should have another visit from the committee, 
who would make a careful examination. No such visit was made. 


Mr. DAYTON. Do J understand the gentleman to favor the 
erection of a training station on Lake Michigan or at some point 


in the Northwest? I do, do I not? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I do favor the location of such a 
station on Lake Michigan. 


Mr. DAYTON. Then what objection would the gentleman 
have to an amendment authorizing the site to be hereafter deter- 
mined by a body that might be entirely imparti 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have prepared an amendment, 
which I propose to offer at the proper time, providing for the ap- 
pointment of a new board. 

Mr. Chairman, up to the time Congress assembled in special 
session last November this board had made only one report, and 
that one was dated November 29, 1902. On the 11th of Novem- 
ber last—that is, November, 1903—after Congress convened in spe- 
cial session, the Secretary of the Navy sent to Congress a letter, 
in which he said: 

I have the honor now to transmit a copy of the final report of the board, 
in which Lake Bluff, 32 miles from Chicago, is recommended as the most 
suitable site for a naval training station. 

Then he adds: 

In view of the large price at which land at that point is held by the own- 
ers, the board suggests four other sites as suitable which, in the order of 
the pias are as follows: Racine, Muskegon, Milwaukee, and Michi- 
gan 4 

Now, what were the prices at which land was obtainable at 
these places when the first was made—the report in which 
Congress was first asked for a lump-sum appropriation of $250,000? 
Milwaukee, $700 per acre; Racine, $250; Michigan City, $125; 
Muskegon, $100, and Lake Bluff, $900 per acre. And the prices 
were the same at the date of the final report. All the long delay 
did no good so far as prices are concerned. 

But— 

Says the commission, and so says the Secretary of the Navy 
in view of the high 3 at which this land is held at Lake Bluff the com- 
mission recommends other sites within that particular zone. 


That reads as if Muskegon, Milwaukee, Racine, and Michigan as one, 


City were all to be further considered; and yet, sir, as I have said, 
an analysis of the evidence demonstrates that the pending par- 
agraph of this bill means Lake Bluff, and absolutely nothing but 
Lake Bluff. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] denied that statement 
when I made it a few minutes ago. Let us, therefore, look a 
little further into the facts which go to prove its truth or 
its falsity. On the 5th of last month (January, 1904) Admiral 


Adwiral TAYLOR. Yes, sir; by the order of our Secretary two or three 
months ago we selected the best of sites in that region. 

He says that two or three months ago, by order of the Secretary 
of the Navy, the board selected the of sites in that region. 
Two or three months ago” was about the time their final re- 
port was presented, yet nearly two years ago Congress by law 
5 e board to select a site, make estimates, and report in 

etail. 

Admiral Taylor further said: 


Admiral TAYLOR. Two, sir, have been especially thought of by the board. 
One is within a mile or two of Racine, known as Windy Point, Wisconsin. 
The other is a point called Lake Bluff, a few miles south of Waukegan, in the 
northern part of Illinois. 

Mr. Rrxey. Did your board decide as between these two points? 

Admiral TAYLOR. The board, as I say, mentioned No. 1— 

Mr. RIXRx. Has it mentioned any one first? 

Admiral TAYLOR. I have forgotten whether we named them in the order 
of merit. Those are the two polni however. 

Mr. RIXEx. Did your board decide as between the two? 

Admiral TAYLOR. I do not remember, sir, I remember saying these two, 
but 1 do not remember that we said which of these two. 

Mr. Rrxey. Would there be any objection to your stating your selection 
between the two? 

Admiral TAYLOR. I believe they are equal. 

Here we have the senior member of the board saying that he 
had forgotten whether they reported a first choice. My own 
judgment is that Admiral Taylor was too busy to give this matter 
much attention. 

Mr. Rrxey. Did your board decide as between the two? 

Admiral TAYLOR. I do not remember, sir. Iremember saying these two, 
but I do not remember that we said which of these two. 

Is it not remarkable that he should so soon forget whether the 
board had decided between Lake Bluff and Racine, or whether 
they really had a first choice? This portion of his testimony would 
seem to indicate that, owing to the multiplicity of his duties, he 
had very little, or nothing, to do with the W r of the re- 
Tort. He had not only forgotten whether the board had reported 
a first choice, but he 2 7 it as his own opinion that the sites at 
Racine and at Lake Bluff are of equal merit. 

Mr. Rrxey. Would there be any objection to your stating your selection 
between the two? 

Admiral TAYLOR. I believe they are equal. 

Here, then, according to the opinion then expressed of the 
senior member of the board, were two sites of equal merit, one at 
Racine, at $250 per acre, the other at Lake Bluff, at $900 per acre; 
yet the board in their report declare that their first choice is Lake 
Bluff. Admiral Taylor, later, during his testimony—— 

Mr. FOSS. I hope the gentleman will be entirely fair. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I hope—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] is 
out of order unless he addresses the Chair. 

Mr. FOSS. I addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I trust that the gentleman from 
Illinois will permit me to continue reading from this testimony. 
I do not wish him just at this point to inject something which 
might tend to make it appear that I am attempting to conceal the 
truth by not reading all that I ought to read. 

Iwas just going to read what the gentleman himself was about 
to read 


A little later the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BUTLER] 
asked Admiral Taylor: 

What does it cost to get 98 4 land there to start this na val station? 

Admiral TAYLOR. Roughly, it is 000. 

Mr. Butter. How many acres will you get? 

Before answering this question it is evident, from his reply, 
that Admiral Taylor had been given a copy of the final report. 
In some places he closely follows its language. 

al an a 
Admiral TAYLOR. Two hundred acres, at ais henkee 200. 


The Racine locality, which we thought well of, — 1 
and the Lake Bluff ity was $900. This board found that after 8 ay 
e, 


they 

Lake Bluff for population, for pers 8 and to Muskegon for 
cost of land, and so on, the fo. . First choice, 
Lake Bluff; second ch Racine; t. choice, Muskegon; fourth choice, 
Milwaukee; fifth choice, Michigan City. 

This answer is full of details. But at first Admiral Taylor 
could not remember even whether the board had made a first 
choice. In this connection it is interesting to observe in his last 
answer that he says, they,“ not we, but they gave the first 
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choice to Lake Bluff.“ He had shortly before testified that he 
ual. The board also ask 


struct a , well- bor at Lake Bluf. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. At Lake Bluff? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Les. 


, BUTLER. How many acres will you get? 
I en Two hundred best ng ata thousand dollars an acre, at one 
Pan The Racine locality, which we thoug „Was $250; Milwaukee, 

700; and the Lake Bluff locality was $900. 


And yet, notwithstanding this difference in cost, they did not in 
their first report make a selection, but distinctly refused to make 
one. When they made that report $900 an acre was too much, 
but now they are willing to buy a site at that rate per acre and to 
appropriate the money for it, although one of the board testified 
that the Racine site is the equal of the one at Lake Bluff, and can 
be bought for about one-fourth as much money. 

The money of the people of the United States is a trust fund. 
We are the trustees. e have no more right to squander it, no 
more right to vote it out of the Treasury without knowing for 
what we vote than a ian has to fritter away the money of 
his ward. 

What is the reeson—the great, controlling reason—why they 
gave the first choice to Lake Bluff? It is, says the board, the fact 
that Lake Bluff is nearer to the center of population. Nearer to 
the center of population! Racine is situated on Lake Michigan 
between Chicago and Milwaukee. These two cities are only 83 
miles apart. A distinguished man recently declared that 
years from now there be practically one continuous city from 
Chicago to Milwaukee. This will not be doubted by any person 
familiar with present conditions and with the rapid and constant 
development in progress. : 3 ; 

Racine is only 8 creates i from 2 Milwaukee n 
a very enterprising and rapidly i ` tonnage in an 
out last year was greater than that of Chicago. It has a popula- 
tion of more than 300,000 y le. Chicago contains 2,000,090 
inhabitants. Racine and Lake Bluff are between these two great 
centers, but the board gave the choice to Lake Bluff because it is 
nearer to the center of tion! Two hundred acresat Racine 
would be $50,000. Two hundred acres at Lake Bluff $180,000. 
But Lake Bluff is nearer the center of population! l 

Lake Bluff station is 32 miles from Chicago, and Racine station 
is 28 miles farther along on the same line of railroad—28 miles 
farther from Chicago—too far from the center of population! 
Lake Bluff can be reached only on this single line of railroad, the 
Chicago and Northwestern, while Racine is accessible by the 
Chicago and Northwestern and the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. 
Paul railway systems, and also by two lines of steamers stopping 
regularly each way on their daily trips between Chicago an 
Milwaukee; but it is too far from the center of tion! 

Mr. Chairman, the board, in their report, acknowledge them- 
selyes to be under obligations to various persons for services, ad- 
vice, and counsel. 3 

Among theseis Professor Walcott, the head of the United States 
Geological Survey. I have ascertained within the last week that 
notwithstanding this great delay in the selection of a site, not- 
withstanding the fact that in their first report they did not name 
a site because prices were too high, but instead asked for $250,000 
to be appropriated, and that the selectign be made after the ap- 
propriation—notwithstanding all of these things, the board had 
a site surveyed before they made their first report. 

Who made this survey? The experts of the United States Geo- 
logical Survey. What site was surveyed? The Lake Bluff site, 
the one the board now recommend. It was not an ordinary sur- 
vey, but a topographical survey, and the board have had it in 
their ion a aes 3 bash eee eae Pe be 
fore they submitt e report. e who 
make it 8 me that it was made in November, 1902, and 
that the survey of this site and one other, both at Lake Bluff, were 
the only ones made by the Geological Survey at the request of the 
board. These were not ordi surveys to establish metes and 
bounds. They were topographical surveys by Government ex- 


rts, 

Pie FOSS. Does the gentleman mean to say 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. FOSS. I ask the gentleman to yield tome. Does the gen- 
tleman mean to say that there were no surveys or plans or any- 
thing of the other sites whatever? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The man in the office of the Geo- 
logical Survey told me that in November, 1902, a member of the 

requested his office to make topographical surveys of two 
of the Lake Bluff sites, and that they were made during that 


month. I said, ‘‘ Did you make any other?” and he replied, ‘* No 
others were made from this office.” 


Mr. FOSS, That is another question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississi Will the gentleman from Wis- 
consin it an interruption? à 

Mr. PER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman from Illinois 
himself know that the board had other surveys made? Can tho 
888 from Illinois mention any other survey made by the 

Survey for this board? 

Mr. FOSS. I will answer that question later. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to get permission 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin to interrupt him fora moment. 
Would the gentleman object to the —— eli rising now, and 
then go on with this to-morrow morning? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let the committee rise now. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Some of us are getting tired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I reserve my right to proceed to- 
morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman reserves his time. 

Mr. FOSS. Ido not like to adjourn to-night without saying 
Mir BARTLETT A parliamentary inquiry 

r. 5 parliamen inquiry. 
ae 5 Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 

e floor 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No. The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi asked me if I would yield the floor now and proceed to- 
morrow, to let a motion be made that the committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. To rise for the purpose of 
adjourning, and complete this in the morning. 

Mr. BARTLETT. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The C ə gentleman from Mississippi moves 
ty BARTLETT a liamentary inquiry, Mr. Chai 

3 J Mr. irman. 

The CHAIRMAN, eee will state it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Idesire toknow if the committee rises now, 
under the circumstances, if the point of order will still be pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 


0 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make my statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from Wisconsin will 
be entitled to the floor. The gentleman from Mississippi moves 
that the committee now rise. : 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Pending that, Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The . The gentleman from Connecticut, pending 
the motion that the committee rise, asks unanimous consent that 
he may have leave to extend his remarks in the RECORD, Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The question was taken; and the motion that the committes 
rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12220, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS, 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. S er, I ask unanimons con- 
sent that every Member who has spoken to-day on this bill may be 
permitted to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 
mous consent that Members who have spoken to-day may have 
leave to extend their remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 8800, An act donating gun carriages to the Connecticut com- 
missioners for the care and preseryation of Fort Griswold; 

S. 2818. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn 5 : 

S. 3720. An act to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island 
Railway Company, in the reconstruction of the bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near St. Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge 
and to shorten the draw spans thereof; 

S. 118. An act to enable the Secretary of the epee fee pay 
the State of Vermont money appropriated by the act of Congress 
of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims between the United 
States and the State of Vermont; and 

S. 277. An act for the relief of the settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon. 


1904. . 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2285 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Gnidds, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


DAVID C. COLEMAN. 


By unanimous consent, change of reference was made of the bill 
(S. 2863) granting an increase of pension to David C. Coleman 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

DESTRUCTION OF YELLOW-FEVER MOSQUITO. 


Mr.SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker,I ask unanimous consent to call 
up House resolution No, 225, which has been favorably reported 
from the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 225. 


Resolved, That 10,500 copies of an.article entitled “A few general directions 
ellow-fever mos- 


m icularly the 
Quito," by W. O. Gorgas colonel, Medical Corps United States Army, be 
printed, 8,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives.and 2,50 copies for the Medical Corps of the United States Army, to 
be delivered to the order of the Surgeon-General of the y. 
Mr. PAYNE. I would like to know if this resolution has been 
reported from a committee? N 
Mr. SLAYDEN. I will say to the gentleman that it has been 
rted favorably by the Committee on Printing. 
ai PAYNE. What is the total cost? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. One hundred and eighty-five dollars is the es- 
timate from the Public Printer. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
ir hears none. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. SLAYDEN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 18 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

panel were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
OLLOWSB: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
waterway from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort Inlet, North Carolina— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. $ 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the eee aie ts B relating to the 
claim of owners of the schooner Colonel er—to the Commit- 
tee.on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
22 and ref to the several Calendars therein named, 
as TOLLOWS: 


. 


Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which wag referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12647) to es- 
tablish a supreme court for the Indian Territory and to provide 
for additional United States judges therein, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 1191); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1953) to provide 
for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of the 
Territory of New Mexico, 8 the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a re (No. 1198); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. i 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliy- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12457) granting 


an increase of pension to Nannie J. McGurkin, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1149); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12550) granting 
an increase of pension to Emma R. Lamb, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1150); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12417) granting 
a pension to Hiram Parker, the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1151); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 12191) ting 
an increase of pension to Henry D. Filkins, rted a same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1152); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12036) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jacob Wetzel, reported thesame with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1153); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11660) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Dawson, reported thesame with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1154); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11169) granti 
an increase of pension to Reuben G. Porter, reported the same wi 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1155); which said bill 
and gy were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10912) granting 
a pension to Leonard J. Whitney, reported the same with amend- 
ment, acoompanied by a mapay (No. 1156); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10822) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew Smith, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1157); which 
said bill and re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10576) granting 
a pension to Lulu E. McKee, the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a (No. 1158); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10531) granting 
a pension to George W. Farrsreported the same with amendment. 
accompanied by a report (No. 1159); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9998) 
granting a pension to Henry Mason, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1160); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9820) granting an increase of pension to 
Vint Anderson, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1161); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9741) granting 
an increase of pension to E. Dale, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1162); which said bill 
and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9581) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Lloyd, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied ma report (No. 1163); which said bill and report were 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the till of the House (H. R. 8287) granting a 
pension to Abram T. Carney, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1164); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 8220) grantingan 
increase of pension to Edward B. Nugent, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1165); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8010) granting a 
pension to Josiah B. Deeter, reported the same with amendment, 
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accompanied by a report (No. 1 said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to Which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7726) granting a pension to Jasper W. N. 
Rogers, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1167); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7470) {ranting 
an increase of pension to Isaac B. Goforth, ə same 
with amendment, accompanied by a 8 (No. 1168); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7244) granting an 
increase of pension to Williamina R. Allenbaugh, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1169); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6848) granting an 
increase of pension to John W. Plattenburg, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1170); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6611) 
granting an increase of pension to Austin Murphy, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1171); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5855) granting an 
increase of pension to Herbert M. Blackwell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1172); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5648) granting a pension to Margaret 
Herold, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1173); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5008) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry McCord, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1174); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4968) granting a 
pension to Robert E. Clary, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1175); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4355) granting a 
pension to Martha Day, reported the same with amendment, ac- 


* companied by a report (No. 1176); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Jarolman, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
8 bya report (No. 1177); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2110) grantinga 
pension to Mary Farrell, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1178); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. $ 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 790) ting an increase of pension to 
Oliver A. Fillman, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No. 1179); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. s 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3167) granting an 
increase of pension to James Littleton, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1180); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2121) granting a 
pension to Gertrude Merrill, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1181); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2855) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Hill, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1182); which said bill 
and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2862) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Henrietta A. Pryce, widow of Capt. 
Thomas H. Pryce, reported the same with amendment, accom- 


ied by a report (No. 1183); which said bill and report we 
erred to the Private Calendar. 5 Aii 

Mr. HOLLIDAY; from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2239) granting an 
increase of pension to Theodore E. Chatfield, reported the same 
without amendment, aopn by a report (No. 1184); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. oe) Pants an increase of ion to 
Louisa R. Chitwood, the same withont amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1185); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3053) granting an 
increase of pension to Emma E. S. Wright, reported the same 
without amendment, asc amas by a report (No. 1186); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 89) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James M. Markham, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1187); which said 
bill and re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. F R, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3405) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary F. Pentzer, reported the same with- 
out amendment, pe by a report (No. 1188); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HO AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2563) ting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth M. Banta, re the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1189); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8421) for the relief of 
Russel A. McKinley, re the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1197); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1847) to correct the 
military record of Alexander Nugent and t him a discharge, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied bya report (No. 1192); 
which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1088) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Henry A. Cryder- 
man, and so forth, reported the same adversely, accompanied b 
a 2H 15 (No. 1193); which said bill and report were ordered lai 
on the table. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on aye Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8224) for the re- 
lief of John W. 1 reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1194); Which said bill and report were 
ordered laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2011) to correct the military record of 
Stephen W. Coakley, reported the same adversely, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1195); which said bill and report were ordered 
laid on the table. z 

Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R.6412) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Amos Abbott, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1196); which said bill and report were 
ordered laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9377) granting an increase of pension to John 
Morlidge—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Come 3 Pensions. Ae T 

A bi RB. granting a pension erine y— 
Committee on invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6666) for the relief of Willis Benefield—Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands discharged, and referred to the Commit- 


tee on Claims. 
A bill (H. R. 10973) F. Thompson— 
referred to the 


ting a pension to 


Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
Committee on Pensions, 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 12831) to incorpo- 
rate the Mississippi Valley Interstate Commerce Association, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. X : 

By Mr. ROBERTS (by request): A bill (H. R. 12832) to pro- 
vide for the registration and protection of commercial marks, 
prints, and labels used in foreign or interstate commerce, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, from the Committee on 
Appropriations: A bill (H. R. 12833) making appropriations to 

rovide for the expenses of the government of the District of 
Bolumbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 
purposes—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington (by request): A bill (H. R. 12834) 
in aid of the construction of the Valdez, Copper River and Tanana 
Railroad, in Alaska—to the Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 12835) to enable the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to extend, enlarge, and improve the post- 
office and court-house building at Birmingham, Ala.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 12836) to repeal section 4716 of 
the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 12887) to establish a light- 
house and fog-signal station at the entrance to Bellingham Bay, 
State of Washington—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 12838) forthe completion of adam 
and locks in the Mermentau River, in the State of Louisiana—to 
the Committee on Interstate and 2 Commerce. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12889) to provide 
for the issuance of postage- p certificates—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 12840) prescribing certain duties 
of internal-revenue collectors, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 3 

By Mr. VANDIVER: A bill (H. R. 12898) to create a new divi- 
sion in the eastern judicial district of the State of Missouri—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 12899) constituting 
Coal City, Grundy County, III., a port of delivery—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. s 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 117) extend- 
ing the time before which the coastwise laws of the United States 
can be put into effect between the islands and ports of the Philip- 
F to July 1, 1906—to the Committee on Insular 

airs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 12841) to correct the mili- 
ee rennet of William Morrison—to the Committee on Military 

airs. $ 
555 Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 12842) for the relief of 
J. M. Johnston—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 12848) for the relief of 
the estate of John Moody, deceased, late of Grainger County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12844) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Stolsworth, deceased, late of Grainger County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 12845) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Bowen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK; A bill (H. R. 12846) granting an increase of 

nsion to Simon U. Branstetter—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12847) for the relief of the heirs of Margaret 
P. Botts—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana; A bill (H. R. 12848) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Francis M. Fisk, deceased, late of Orleans 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 12849) granting an increase 
of pension to Ernest A. Klingenberg—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12850) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon P. Rittenhonse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Florida: A bill (H. R. 12851) for the relief 
of Jackson Boney—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 12852) granting permission 


to Capt. Julian M. Cabell, United States Army, to accept a medal 
from the Government of Great Britain—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 12858) for the relief of the 
estate of James H. Hardesty, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 12854) to correct the military 
record of Joseph Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12855) granting a pension to Elsie M. Brown- 
low—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 12858) granting an increase of 

ion to Samuel Miles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 12857) for the relief of Col. 
Alexander Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 12858) to authorize the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint Wilson B. Strong captain 
and quartermaster in the United States Army—to the Committee 


on Mili 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 12859) granting an in- 
— of pension to James Donnelley—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12860) ting a pension to John W. Horse- 
man—to the Committee on favalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12861) granting an increase of pension to Bart- 
lett Mingus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 12862) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Shively—to Committee on 
aug My. KNAPP A bill (H. R. 12863) ting ion to 

y Mr. 2 R. gran a pension 
Clarissa Murray to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12864) to correct the military record of George 

A. McKenzie, alias William A. Williams—to the Committee on 


tary 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 12865) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to place the name of Adam K. Baylor on the retired list of 
the United States Navy with the rank of mate, United States 
Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12866) authorizing the Secretary of War fo 
procure medals for the members or the legal heirs of the deceased. 
members of the Worth Infantry and York Rifles, who were the 
first fully armed and equipped soldiers to do active service in re- 
sponse to President Lincoln’s call for 75,000 volunteers, and for 
other to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12867) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Thomas to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12868) granting an 
increase of pension to James Armstrong—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12869) granting an increase of 
pension to James Heiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 12870) to remove the charge of 
5 ae the record of Peter Calligan—to the Committee on 

ilitary irs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12871) to correct muster of Albert W. Keller 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12872) granting a pension to Israel Heffner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12873) granting a pension to Edward Cook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12874) granting an increase of pension to 

J. Backus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12875) granting an increase of pension to 
John V. Lambertson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12876) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter O. Hanlon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12877) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. McSurely—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12878) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore F. Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 12879) granting a pen- 
sion to James Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12880) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Bynon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12881) for the re- 
lief of Ellen A. Dunn—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 12882) granting a pension to 
Mary I. Wammick—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 12883) for the relief of 
John B. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington A bill (H. R. 12884) au- 
thorizing the President to appoint Henry C. Jordan an assistant 
paymaster of the United States Navy on the retired list—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, . 
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By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 12885) for the disposition of 
certain school lands in Oklahoma Territory—to the ittee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12886) for the relief of Zonee Adams—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 12887) granting a pension to 
George W. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12888) granting a pension to Alfred G. 
O’Neal—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12889) granting a pension to John T. Horner 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12890) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Locey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12891) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson D. Monnett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12892) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Courtright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12893) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Sennet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12894) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Willhoit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12895) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 12896) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry C. Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12897) granting an increase of pension to 

Thomas R. May—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 10f Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of mters’ Union No. 174, 
of Joliet, Ill., praying for legislation limiting the use of the writ 
of injunction—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Edward Levings and 405 other voters of Ed- 
gar County, Ill., praying for legislation for the improvement of 
roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of American Association of Masters and Pilots 
of Steam Vessels, praying for legislative encouragement for the 

roject of building a light-house at Outer Diamond Shoal, near 

pe Hatteras—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. mee 
-By Mr. BABCOCK: Protest of citizens of Millville, Wis., 
against the ge of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of board of directors of the 
Savannah (Ga.) Cotton Exchange, favoring an appropriation for 
improvement of the Point Judith Harbor—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petition of E. B. Fowler and 89 others, | Aff 


of Delhi, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Club of Independence, Iowa, in 
favor of a bill for a national forest reserve in the ite Moun- 
tains—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, communication from the officers of the Saloon Keepers’ 
Union of Dubuque, Iowa, in favor of a reduction of the tax on 
whisky—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions adopted by Ladies’ Circle, 
No. 75, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lawrence, Mgss., favor- 
ing passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Kansas State Temperance 
Union, favoring the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. k Í 

Also, protest of merchants of Bonner Springs, Kans., against 
the passage of the parcels-post bill—to Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. ; 2 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the American 
Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of Camden, 
N. J., approving the construction of a light-house on Diamond 
~ Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 

Commerce. 
y Mr. BROWNLOW: Petitions of L. B. Caldwell, D. D., and 
127 voters, and Rev. H. T. Foster and 17 other voters, for the 
e of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

Mr CAMPBELL: Resolutions of the Western Association 
of S Wholesalers, at its annual meeting in St. Louis, for leg- 
islation against discriminating tariff rates of freight—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 24,000 American workmen, for the of 

m- 


bill S. 2259—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
merce. : 


By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of J. C. Stanley and 64 others, of 
Booneville, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 2 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of citizens of Oneida, Kans., in favor 
of the ER Touta bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
ea Sonnet passage of eight-hour law—to the Committee on 

r 


Also, resolutions of Mrs. Sarah Rice Circle, No. 104, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Factoryville, Pa., in favor of ex-priso- 
ners of war ion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Samuel W. Gamble, of Portland, Oreg., rela- 
tive to a Sabbath-observance amendment to the Lewis and Clark 
Exposition bill—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and 


tions. 

y Mr. DAVIDSON: Resolutions of the United Commercial 
Travelers of Sparta, Wis., Council No. 223, in favor of bill H. R. 
4489, for an amendment to the bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. R. Lyle and many others, of Ripon, Wis., 
in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. . 

Also, resolutions of J. B. Reynolds Post, No. 205, of Chilton, 
Wis., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Masters and Pilots of Steam 
Vessels of Camden, N. J., for improvement by a permanent and 
substantial light-house near the Outer Diamond Shoal—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, urging legislation to au- 
thorize Capt. A. F. Eells to construct a light-house on or near 
Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Carolina—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of McPherson Circle, No. 2, Ladies of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, in favor 
of a service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of American Association 
of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, in favor of a light-house 
on the Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United Com- 
mercial Travelers of America, in favor of an amendment to the 
bankrupicy bill, making traveling salesmen preferred creditors— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Also, resolutions of Manufacturers’ Association of New York. 
favoring the passage of bill H. R. 7056, for the development of 
the American merchant marine—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition to accompany bill to correct the 
military record of Joseph Smith—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of L, E. Waterman and 44 other 
voters of Rockford, Ill., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the National Rural Letter Carriers’ Associa- 
tion, for additional compensation—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of business men of Belvidere, Ill., in opposi- 
tion to pareels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GARNER: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief of 
Col. Alexander Moore—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: Petition of George Murkey and 53 others, 
of Fort Worth, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliyer bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREENE: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade, 
Philadelphia, indorsing the bill extending the navigation laws to 
the Philippine Islands, and of the same body, favoring legislation 
confining trade between the United States and the Philippines to 
American vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 

rtation, urging the completion of a harbor of refuge at Point 

udith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts Agricultural College 
Alumni Club, of Boston, fayoring additional appropriations for 
State experiment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., favoring the increase of power of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., favoring improvement in the consular 
service—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, 
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favoring revision of the rates anda postal currency—to the 
Committee on the P ffice and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of William Logan Rodman Post, No. 1, and 
R. A. Pierce Post, No. 190, of New Bedford, and Henry Clay 
Wade Post, No. 201, of Cottage City, Grand Army of the Re- 

mblic, and Union Veterans’ Union, all of Massachusetts, favor- 
ke the enactment of a service-pension law—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Charles E. Torbett and 18 other 
voters and J. W. Dashiell and 11 other voters of Moores Hill, 
Ind., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Resolutions of Iseminger Post, No. 18, 
Grand Army of the 3 of Chariton, Iowa, in favor of a 
service- pension law to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of McKnight Post, No. 491, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Iowa, for a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11411— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Friends’ First Day School of Springboro, Ohio, 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, urging the construction of a light-house 
by Capt. A. F. Ellis on or near the Outer Diamond Shoal, North 
Carolina—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of citizens and members of Grand 
Army of the 58 Woman's Relief pig ve urging passage of 
bills S. 2017 and H. R. 4079, to grant to honorably harged 
soldiers who served ninety days a land warrant for 160 acres of 
land—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Rocky Ford, Colo., bel 7 passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of St. Peter’s Methodist Episco 
Church, of Reading, Pa., for the passage of a bill to prevent nulli- 
fication of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of surviving members of the Worth 
Infantry and York Rifles, of York, Pa., urging an appropriation 
of $10,000 for the purpose of erecting a suitable monument or 
tablet commemorating the services of said survivors—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of Lieutenant R. W. Smith Post, No. 270, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Wrightsville, Pa., urging the 
panne» of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Charles E. Davis and 
84 other voters of Pittsgrove, and J. William Gaynor and 32 
other voters of Salem, N. J., urging passage of Hepburn bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of Unitarian Church of Wallaston, 
Mass., urging passage of Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HALL: Petition of A. Nattrass and 17 other 
voters of Island Lake, N. Dak., for the passage of the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolutions of ific Coast Jobbers and 
3 . va 1 ian 1 ogee 
the passage of the parce ill—to the Commi on the 
Post-Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of Colonel Whipple Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of California and Nevada, for the passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of Osborne County, 
Kans., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association 
of New York, asking for a reduction of 70 per cent on aleohol— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the National German-American Alliance of 
New York City, opposing the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United Commer- 
cial Travelers’ Association of America, urging an amendment to 
the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

aie. resolutions of the 28 ede 1 5 Asso- 
ciation, opposing passage of a par post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of New York, for the passage of a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, approving bill H. R. 7056, for the development of the 
American merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 


XXXVITI—144 


pal | 8 voters of Ashton, 48 voters of Kingsley, the Presb 


By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of Tillman B. Johnson and 82 
other voters of Dorchester, Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Samuel McBay and 7 other voters of Revere, 
1 ros the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the North Dakota Retail Hard- 
ware Association, against a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: Petition of citizens of Tipton, Mo., 
urging an increase of pension to William H. Bynon—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Papers to accompany House bill ting 
a pension to Mary J. Storey—to the Committee on Invalid! Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of Valentine Herbert 
and 10 others, of Cherry Valléy, N. Y., for the pas of the 
F bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
693, granting a pension to S. C. Roe to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sunset, Tex., protesting against the 

e of the parcels-post bill to the Committee on the Post- 
ce and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of many citizens of Denton. Tex., urging the pas- 
sage — the Brownlow good- roads bill to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

Also, memorial of Company A, First Regiment of Volunteer 
Militia, requesting that the provisions of the Dick bill be extended 
to the militia of the Indian Territory—to the Committee on Mi- 


litia. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petition of 89 voters of Merrill. 12 
voters of Hawarden, 60 voters of Marathon, 37 voters of Moville, 
83 voters of Sergeant Bluff, 27 voters of Aurelia, 29 votersof Hull, 
yterian Church 
of Sioux City, 20 voters of Sioux City, and 16 voters of Terril, all 
of Iowa, praying for the passage of the Hepburn bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEEMS: Petition and papers to accompany bill H. R. 
12828, for the relief of Josephine Hoffman—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Canton, Pa., and of the Prohibition Alliance of Grover, Pa., 
for the passage of a bill to 3 nullification of State liquor 
laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, February 24, 1904. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on the request of Mr. HANSBROUGH, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


RENT OF UNION BUILDING, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting estimates of appro- 

riations for rent of fifth floor of the Union Building. on G street, 
or Patent Office models and for the removal of casts and models, 
etc., thereto, $11,500; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
Leche to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
EXPERIMENTS IN ANIMAL BREEDING, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of Agriculture submitting an estimate 
of appropriation for general expenses, Bureau of Animal Industry, 
for experiments in animal breeding in cooperation with the ex- 
periment stations, $50,000; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
ordered to be printed. 

s ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
marke ye signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 118) to enable the of the to pay the 
State of Vermont money appropriated by the act of Congress of 
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July 1, 1902, and to mutual claims between the United 
States and the State of Vermont; 

A bill (S. 277) for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2818) permitting the building of a dam across the Mis- 
sissippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn.; 

A bill (S. 3720) to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island 
Railway Company, in the reconstruction of the bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near St. Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge 
and to shorten the draw spans thereof; and 

A bill (S. 3800) donating gun carriages to the Connecticut com- 
missioners for the care and preservation of Fort Griswold. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. BURNHAM presented a petition of the American Paper 
and Pulp Association, praying for the establishment of a national 
forest reserve in the ite Mountains; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 


5. 
Mr. HOAR poe a petition of Joseph P. Rice Post, No. 69 
Department o i 


No. 165, 
public, of bury, Mass., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the erection of a light-house on the 
Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina; which was referred to the 


He also nted a petition of sundry citizens of Worcester, 
ying for 


presen 
Union of Southbridge; of the 


and Methodist churches of Sandwich; of the tion of the 
Immanuel Baptist Church, of Boston, all in the State of Massa- 
chusetts, and a petition of the Children’s Home and 


liquors; 


a petition of Local 
Machiniste, of Ta- 


aval Gun Factory at the Washington Navy-Yard, 
1 D. C.; which were referred to the Committee on Na- 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Tacoma and 
Garfield, in the State of Washington, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to te the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cran- 
bury, N. J., pra for the passage of the so-called ‘‘ Brownlow 
good-roads bill; w. was referred to the Committee on Agri- 


culture and Forestry. d 

tition of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 
267, Am 29855 5 7 of oe N. 1 al thee * 
an appropriation to increase the capacity of the Na- 
val Factory at Washington, D C.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Newark, 
N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the adoption of the metric system of weights and meas- 
ures; which was referred to the Select Committee on Standards, 
Weights, and Measures. 

He also presented a petition of the executive council, Brother- 
hood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders of America, praying 
for the enactment of l tion to regulate shipping in the trade 
between the ports of the United States and ports in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and also for the appointment of a commission to 
consider and recommend legislation for the development of the 
American t marine; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the American Association of 


Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels of Camden, N. J., prayi 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the construction of 
a light-house on Outer Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Car- 

olina; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
He also presented memorials of the Robert W. Kennedy Com- 
y, of Prenton: of the Skillman Hardware Manufacturing 
mpany, of Trenton; of the Trenton Fire Clay and Porcelain 
Company, of Trenton; of the Foster Engineering Company, of 
Newark; of the Fitz-Gibbon and Crist Carriage and Wagon Com- 
y, of Trenton; of T. C. Hill & Son Com: , of Trenton; of 
ames E. Norris, of Trenton; of the Trenton eable Iron Com- 
pany, of Trenton; of the Bellmark Pottery Company, of Trenton, 
and of Henry Wood’s Sons, of Trenton, all in the State of New 
Jersey, remonstrating against the of the so-called eight- 
hour bill and also the anti-injunction bill; which were referred to 

the Committee on Education and Labor. 

gation of the Methodist 


Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. LONG ‘or Mr. Burton) presented itior of Lawrence 
Circle, No. 75, es of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Law- 
rence, Kans., and a petition of Mulvane Post, No. 203, Department 


ost, | of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mulvane, Kans., pray- 


ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. BURTON) presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of Conway ng po Oswego, Franklin, Jewell County, Lawrence, 
Greens „Newton, Frankfort, and Barclay, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Frankfort, all in the State of 
Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PERKINS presented sundry pares to accompany the bill 
(S. 4410) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of Claims 
in the matter of the claim of David H. Hilderbrand; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Fair- 
fax, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to re te 
the interstate ion of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Plymouth 
Congregational Church, of St. Paul, Minn., and a petition of the 
First Swedish Methodist Epi Church, of St. Paul, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the nullifi- 
cation of State liquor laws; which were referred to the Committee 
Mr. CULLOM i ted f Carpen 

x presented a petition o ters’ Local Union 
No. 174, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Joliet, 
II., praying for the passage of the so-called anti-injunction'bill; 
W. was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Western Association of Shoe 
Wholesalers, of Chicago, III., Praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SCOTT Aigo a petition of Custer Post, No. 8, Depart- 
ment of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, of Clarks- 
burg, W. Va., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Anti-Saloon League of Rip- 
ley, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to 0 hans 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge, Brotherhood 
of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to increase the American merchant marine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


against 
referred to the Committee on P ces and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of McEwan and Dougherty, of 
Park River, N. Dak., anda petition of the 1 Dealers’ As- 
sociation of Crookston, Minn., praying for the repeal of the pres- 
ent bankruptcy law; which were referred to the Committee on 


the Judi A 
Ar. COCERELL presented a petition of the Ministerial Alli- 


1904. 
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ance, of Springfield, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prevent nullification of State liquor laws; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to remove all 
restrictions upon the sale of lands in the Indian Territory by the 
allottees of the Five Civilized Tribes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Jasper City, Mo., and a petition of the Council of 
Woman's Clubs of Kansas City, Mo., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the Fruitdale Grange, 
of Mason; of Rye Grange, No. 233, of Rye; of Claremont Grange, 
No. 9, of Claremont; of Walpole Grange, No. 125, of Walpole; of 
Amoskeag Grange, of Manchester: of Sonh Grange, No. 10, of 
Amherst; of Rumford Grange, No. 109, of Concord; of the Eagle 
Grange, of Chatham; of Chester Grange, of Chester; of Ossipee 
Lake Grange, No. 175, of Ossipee; of Antrim Grange, No. 98, of 
Antrim; of Mascot Grange, No. 220, of Randolph, and of Lovell 
Grange, No. 5, of Washington; of the Woman’s Club of North 
Conway; of the Current Events Club, of Exeter; of the Vega Club 
of Lebanon; of the Woman's Club, of Franklin; of the Graffort 
Club, of Portsmouth; of the Woman’s Club of Berlin; of the 
Board of Trade of Portsmouth. and of the Commercial Club of 
Keene, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation 7 for the purchase of a national for- 
est reserve in the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which 
were referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented a petition of the railroad committee 
of the Dubuque Club, of Dubuque, Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of 1 to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Denison, 
Iowa, and a 5 of sun Seta =e msen, Iowa, zenon 
strating against the passage of the so-called ‘‘ parcels-post bill;’’ 
which as referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

He also presented petitions of A. R. Hovey Post, No. 492, of 
Monmouth; of James B. Sample Post, No. 170, of Fort Madison, 
and Henry Dillon Post, No. 150, of Emmetsburg, all of the De- 

ent of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of 
owa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a peon of sundry citizens of Pocahontas, 
Iowa, and a petition of Prohibition Alliance No. 19, of Epworth, 
Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to te the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the J . 

Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of Rocky Hill Gran 
27, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Greenwich; of Ki 
Grange, No. 24, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Warren; of Cum- 
berland Grange, No. 2, Patrons of Husbandry, of Arnolds Mills. 
and of the Rhode Island Poultry Association, all in the State of 
Rhode Island, praying that an increased appropriation be made 
for the support of United States agricultural experiment sta- 
gos which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

orestry. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union No. 62, American Federation of Labor, of Richmond, Ind., 
praying for the passage of the so-called! anticoupon present bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Indianapolis, 
Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti- 
8 bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

He — presented a memorial of the Fulton Hardware Com- 
pany, of Portland, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called parcels-post bill;“ which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Nordyke & Marmon Com- 
pany, of Indianapolis, Ind., and the memorial of J. S. Farrell & 
Co., of Indianapolis, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of S. Bash & Co., of Fort Wayne, 
Ind., and a petition of the Blish Milling Company, of Seymour, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge the pow- 
ers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of Leeap Grange, No. 239, 


, No. 
int 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Cedar Mill, Oreg., a id a petition of 

Surprise Grange, No. 233, Patrons of Husbandry, of Turner. Oreg., 

praying for the passage of the so-called Brownlow good-roads 

155 ” which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
orestry. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Manufactnrers and 
Producers’ Association of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to lessen the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. ; 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of California, 
praying that lands in severalty be granted to landless Indians of 
northern California; which were referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of California. pray- 
ing for aninvestigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 3875) for the relief of Sidney Maxwell; which were referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. CARMACK (for Mr. BATE) presented sundry papers to ac- 
company the bill (S. 1837) for the relief of Sarah McClay. admin- 
istratrix of Robert McClay, deceased; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5149) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


win; 
A bill (H. R. 2930) granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 
M. Greene; 
= bill (H. R. 719) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
ey; 
A bill (H. R. 10968) granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamil- 


ton; 

A bill (H. R. 4192) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
A. Slocum: 
1 5 bill (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 


ray: 
gapa (H. R. 910) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
ork; 

A bill (H. R. 1314) granting a pension to Denison L. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 4642) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Wheeler; and 

A bili (H. R. 4872) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
W. Bradbury. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them sever- 
ally without amendment, and submitted reports thercon: 

A e (H. R. 5750) granting an increase of pension to William 
Cassidy; 

A bill (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Henry H. Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 8984) granting an increase of pension to John I. 
Rundberg; and 

A bill (H. R. 9778) granting an increase of pension to Loriston 
W. Adkins. 

Mr. ALGER. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1801) granting a pension to James Allen, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1851) granting an increase of pension to David T. 
3 reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4679) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
M. Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 2769) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Armstrong; 

A bill (H. R. 2573) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Cronkite; ` 
A bill (H. R. 4624) granting a pension to Isabella Phelps; and 
Bo bill (H. R. 4449) granting an increase of pension to William 

TOWN. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9480) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
other purposes, to report it with amendments, and I submit a 
brief report thereon. I give notice that on to-morrow morning, 
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if the agricultural appropriation bill which has been under con- 
sideration in the Senate is out of the way, I shall ask the Senate 
to take it u 1 2 for consideration. 


5 IDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
endar. 
Mr , from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 7368) granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood; 
A bill (H. R. 8370) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


A pi . R. 4179) granting an increase of pension to Martha 

A bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 
W pill (H. R. 783) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
sail Ó (H. R. 2001) granting an increase of pension to Nora J. 


A bill (H. R. 6879) granting a pension to Reuben A. Finnell; 
A bill (H. R. 4719) granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 


Carter; 
A bill . R. 5006) granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer; 
me H. R. 4119) granting an increase of pension to William 


Merce 
ae bill Ms R. 4826) granting anincrease of pension to Wilfred C. 
A bill (H. R. 859) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


3 bin A. R. 3909) granting an increase of pension to George 
l bill (H. R. 789) granting an increase of pension to Eli Lach- 


vf (E. (H. R. An granting an increase of pension to Charles 

A bill (H. 
Nagle, jr. 

. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1586) for the relief of 
J. M. Bloom, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

rt thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 36) to reimburse John Waller, postmaster at Monticello, 
N. Y., for moneys expended in carrying the mail, reported it with 
an amendment, and submi a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2383) for the relief of Harry A. E. Pickard, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 

genre indefinitely. 

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
pee bill (H. R. 1005) granting an increase of pension to Marab E. 

owe 

A bill Œ. R. 4964) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


E. 
A bill (a. R. 5342) granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin; 
bill (H. R. 9060) granting an increase of pension to John 


A 
Ors; 

A bill (H. R. 7068) granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch; 
A bill (H. R. 9061) granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell; 
A bill (H. R. 8 granting an increase of pension to Pruden- 
tia L. D. N 

A bill (H. K. 10 10700) granting a pension to Ella D. Madden; 

A bill (H. R. 2116) granting an increase of pension to Richard 


C. Ivo 
pl (m. R. 941) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bi G a R. 10794) granting an increase of pension to Moses 


Hurlbu 
ren (Hl. R. 5030) granting a pension to William H. Mount. 

Mr BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9053) to amend an act to amend an act to 
anea a bridge across the Missouri River at a point between 

Kansas City and Sibley, in Jackson County, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. CARMACK (for Mr. PATTERSON), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4605) granting an 
increase of pension to William Herlinger, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


(H. R. 3 3402) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the | “cer, 


following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8922) ting a pension to Martha E. ier Ne 

A bill (H. R. 8924 granting a pension to Georgia A. White- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


3 (H. R. 1623) granting an increase of pension to John H. 

A bill l. R. 5479) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Anderson. 

Mr. CARMACK (for Mr. Gmsox), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2192) granting an 
increase of pension to William O. Smith, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Forat Relations, re- 

ported an amendment proposing to ap te $4,246 to meet the 
ce o with its agreement at 


pro rata of this Government, in accor 

the Second International American Conference at the City ok 
Mexico in 1902, for the purchase of the Dictionary of the Spanish 
Language by Don Rufino J. Cuervo, intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill, and moved that it be printed, 

and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. WAR EN. from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the a (s. 1862) for the relief of the Postal Telegraph 
885 Company, reported it without amendment, and submitted 

. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 2020) for the relief of Custis Parke Upshur, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8129) to promote 
the circulation of reading matter among the blind, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon 

Mr. HAN SBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 891) granting certain lots in Gnadenhutten, Ohio, 


Do Gnadenhutten special school district; and 
A bill (H. R. 11812) relating to applications, declara state- 
mee entries, and final proofs under the homest ad and other 


land laws, and to confirm the same in * made 
outside of the land district within which the land is situated. 


PROOFS IN LAND ENTRIES, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam directed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred the (H. R. 8435) to amend 
the act of "Congress of March 11, 1902, relating to homesteads, to 
ee it favorably without amendment, and I submit a report 

ereon 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill Nasies oh hanges 585 law so that if 
a county or a parish is in two icts proof may be made 
before the county officer at the county seat instead of the entry- 
man being required to 0 off to some other county seat in the land 
district. Proof can only be made now in the land district. The 
bill consists of only two or three lines, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to amend an act entitled An act to amend sec- 
tion 2294 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, approved 
March 11, 1902, to read as follows: 


That section 2204 of the Revised Peer of aane United States be, and the 
coms is hereby, erg on wo alas year ear 


acts, may, eae on to those now AT to 1 — — — en pense, 
and oa made before any Uni tates commissioner or co 
of the court 3 in the Territory or before the 


judge or clerk of any court ot record in the county, parish, or land district 
hich the lands situated: Provided, That in case the affidavi 


land districts in which 8 lied for are located; but such OVO 
by affidavit need not be made in at oof if the proof be taken in 
o town or inte” The pro haters 


re- 


a ee: or any applicant making such affi- 
willfully, or corruptly swear falsely to any 
affidavits, or oaths abe shall be 


deemed i ged of 7 aoe 3 be liable to the same nalties 
as if he had sworn fa. Diore erg register. That the fees for entries and 
for final proofs, when mad: re any other than t the and 


tion of claimant or witness, prepared by the officer, $1. 

Any officer demanding or receiving a a greater sum for such service shali 

be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be punished for each 
y a fine not exceeding $100.’" 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, an 


1904. 
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Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
yote by which the bill was passed. I received a letter on the sub- 
3 I should like to examine the bill. I may 

ve no objection to it, but I desire to enter a motion to reconsider 
80 as to have time to examine it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon en- 
ters a motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL su uently said: I desire to withdraw the 
motion which I entered this morning to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (H. R. 8485) to amend the act of Congress of 
11, 1902, relating to homesteads, was passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4514) granting an increase of 
pension to John P. Whitehouse; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 4515) granting 
a pension to John W. Stewart; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4516) ing a pension to Evelyn 
S. Beardslee; which was read twice by its title, and. with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4517) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel J. Zimmerman; w. was read 
1 55 by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To 5 
for increase of pension of Samuel 
the affidavits of Dr. J. 
J. Ramsey, and copy of military record and Pension Office record. 
I move that the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MONEY intesdnosd the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 4518) for the relief of James W. Person and Isabella | 
. Person; 

A bill (S. 4519) for the relief of the estate of Joseph N. Moran, 
deceased; 


A bill (S. 4520) 2 the relief of the estate of Mrs. M. L. Holt, 
deceased, Mrs. Jane E. Cannon, and Mrs. L. B. Shipp; 
A bill (S. 4821) for the relief of the heirs of Vernon Johnston, 

A bill is. 4522) for the relief of the estate of Alfred Swearingin, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 4523) for the relief of the estate of James Roach, de- 


ceased. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4524) ting a pension to 
James McDaniel: which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4525) for the relief of 
George Douglas, administrator of the estate of James S. Douglas, 

deceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4526) granting a pension to M. Francis Von Balsan; 

A bill (S. 4527) granting an increase of pension to William Ô. 


Colson 
wail (S. 4528) granting an increase of pension to Amanda M. 


A bill (S. 4529) granting an increase of ion to Jesse N. Jones; 
22 * 4530) granting an increase o pension to John A. Pack- 


ard; 

A a (S. 4531) granting an increase of pension to Julia C. Van- 
zant. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4532) to remove the 
charge of desertion appearing against the military record of Da- 
vid W. Trumpeller; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
E paper, referred to the Committee on Military 


Ane e a bill (S. 4533) granting certain land to the 
Missionary Baptist Church, of Rock Sink, Fla.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4534) for the relief of the estate of Wilson Cupples, 


d; 
A bill (S. 4535) for the relief of the estate of David Hurst, de- 
A bill (S. 4536) for the relief of the heirs of Jesse Hollis, đe- 
A bill (S. 4537) for the relief of the estates of R. L. Evans, 
deceased, and Elizabeth P. deceased. 


the bill I present the petition 
Zimmerman, together with 


M. Hindman, G. W. Bailey, and Thomas | Betsy 


fees AE .... N R A EE s, 


i 


A bill (S. 4538) for the relief of John W. Fowler; 
E A aS 4539) for the relief of the estate of Robert Edwards. 
as 
A bill (S. 10) for the relief of James C. Anderson, James H, 
3 and Nannie Jones, heirs at law of James C. Ander- 


deceased; 
“A bill (S. 4541) for the relief of the estate of Josiah P. Ashford; 


ay bill (8. 4542) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin Adams, 
deceased. 


Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 4543) for the relief of W. E 
Winsett; which was read twice by its title, and referred to thə 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 4544) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver Allie; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 4545) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Medical Department of the United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DILL DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 4546) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha C. Paige; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DO introduced a bill (S. 4547) for the relief of 
Mark A. Chamberlain; which was read twice by its title. and, with 
the 3 papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

N introduced a bill (S. 4548) granting a pension to 
J. Northrup; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S. 4549) to authorize the 
appointment of road overseers and to create road districts in the 
district of Alaska, and for rape ded pates; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the ittee on Territories. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4550) to authorize and direct the 
Secretary of War to survey and construct a military trail, 
mencing at or near the intersection of the Orazek and the Yukon 
rivers, thence to Coldfoot, on the Koyukuk River. in Alaska, and 
pages other purposes; which was read exes by its title, and referred 
the Committee on Military Affai 

1 PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were gey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


4 bill (8. 4553) „ to Joseph Nell; 
4 bill 8. 4554) granting a ion to Samuel B. Hench; 
A bill & 4555) granting an increase of ion to Michael Kelly, 


alias Patrick Kelly (with an accompanying paper); an 

A bill (S. 4556) granting an increase of pension to Charles W, 
Abbott (with an accompan 2 ae 

Mr. PENROSE ee e a S. 4557) to amend section 6, 
act of March 3. 1883, in regard to outdoor relief by Soldiers? 
Home; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 4558) for the relief of Henry 
Brandt: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 
` Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 4559) granting an increase 
of pension to John Kenton; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4560) to divide the State of Wash- 
ington into two judicial districts; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4561) for the reappraisement and 
sale of the undi of lands within the Fort Walla Walla 
Military Meadow in Walla Walla County,Wash.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4562) to provide for the 
issuance of postage-stamp certificates to be used as remittances 
in lieu of postage stamps, now commonly employed in the pay- 
ma ~ small accounts; which Tr oats wie bp Seba and, 
with the accompanying e to the ittee on 
Post-Offices an Cot Romis wae 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4563) for the delivery on 
the Pacific coast of two light vessels now being built in New York 
and New Jersey; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4564) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mrs. D. J. Booth, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4565) for the relief of the estate of 
Nathan P. English, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4566) granting authority 
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to the President, in his discretion, to restore certain midshipmen 
to the naval service; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. D -introduced a bill (S. 4567) to prohibit Senators 
and Representatives in Congress while serving as such from ac- 
cepting, holding, or receiving the pay, allowance, or emolument 
of any executive office, agency, or commission; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 4568) for the relief 
of Mary Cluffee Laurin; which was read twice by its title, and, 
8 accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pub- 

c ` 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introđuced a bill (S. 4569) for the 
relief of certain Indians by appeal from the Commission to the 
Five Civilized Tribes to the United States courts; which was read 
twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT Ps tempore. To what committee does the 
Senator from Texas desire to have the bill referred? 

Mr. BAILEY. The Committee on the Judiciary, | 

The PRESIDENT p tempore. It will be so referred. 

Mr. STEWART. ə Committee on Indian Affairs have had 
charge of the matter all the time, and I think it had better go to 
that committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the bill might go to either committee. 
J tried the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I have been unable 
to accomplish anything with them, so I thought I would try the 
other committee. 

Mr. STEWART. It might be that you could get the Commit- 
Ler on Indian Affairs to understand the question better than it did 

ore. 

Mr. BAILEY, Ihave madea perfectly frank statement; I think 
the bill could be properly referred to either committee. 

Mr. FRYE introduced the following bills; which were severally 
. read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 

A bill (S. 4570) granting an increase of pension to Simon D. 
Mitchell (with accompanying papers); 

A bill * 4571) granting an ee of pension to Ella N. Har- 
vey (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4572) granting an 8 of pension to Thomas R. 
Perkins (With accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 4573) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Buck (with accompanying papers); and 
a bill (S. 4574) granting an increase of pension to Abraham B. 

orton. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 4575) for the relief of the 
heirs of Theodore Dehon; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


Claims, 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4576) donating certain obso- 
lete ordnance to the city of Boston; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MILLARD introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 51) to ex- 
tend the time for construction of the Akron, Sterling and Northern 
Railroad, in Alaska; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
riate $20,000 to enable the Secretary of War to make a test to 
Setrit the destructive effect of the Isham shell, intended to 
be proposed by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which 
ve Shei to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to allow 
commutation of quarters to all commissioned and warrant officers 
of the Navy serving on shore and not occupying public quarters, 
intended to be pro by him to the naval appropriation bill; 
which was ord to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
memorandum, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KITTREDGE submitted an amendment directing the 
payment to the Sioux Indians residing at Flandreau, in the State 
of South Dakota, the share of said Indians in the principal per- 
manent fund appropriated and placed in the of the 
United States to the credit of the Sioux Indians by the act ap- 

ved March 2, 1889, intended to be proposed by him to the In- 
11 1 bill; Which was referred to the Committee on 


sippi, which land was 


propriation bill; which was 
airs, and 


to be printed. 


NARRAGANSETT BAY IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 5 and Urected 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging 
Pawtuxet cove, Narra: tt Bay, Rhode Island, a channel 5,000 feet in 
length from the head of the cove, feet in width, and with a mean depth 
of 8 feet at low water. 
RESTRICTION ON SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is hereby, in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of enacting a law providing against 
the acceptance, holding, or receipt of pay, allowances, or emolumont of any 
executive ofice, agency, or commission, by a Senator or Representative in 
Congress, while serving as such Senator or Representative. 

RED LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION, 

On motion of Mr. CLAPP, it was 


Ordered, That 4,000 copies of the act to authorize the sale of a 
is nor fo as the Red Indian Reservation, in the State of 
printed. 


E 


rt of what 
esota, be 


SHIPPING BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND PHILIPPINE PORTS, 

Mr. LODGE. I move that Senate Document No. 124, Fifty- 
eighth Congress, second session, being a hearing before the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines on the bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping 
in trade between ports of the United States and ports or places in 


the Philippine Archipelago, ports or places in the Philip- 
pine es kee ee and for other p , be reprinted, as the 
copies have become exhausted. 

ə motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
Baryes, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
o a day approved and signed the following act and joint reso- 

ution: 

An act (S. 1935) providing for the holding of an additional term 
g war in ne northern district of West Virginia at Martinsburg, 

Va.; an 

pared bed resolution (S. R. 87) providing for the editions to be 
printed of the annual and special reports of the Librarian of Con- 
gress, 


TOMBIGBEE RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr, PETTUS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile and West 
Alabama Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and 
Choctaw, Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. 
Stephens meridian. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPUBLIO OF PANAMA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing m from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate; 


In ee op to the resolution of the Senate of February 18, 1904, as follows: 
“Resolved, That the President is requested, if notimcompatible with the 
public interests, to send to the Senate such information as is in on of 
the Government of the United States asto the present state of organization 
of the Government of the Republic of Panama. 
“And a copy of the constitution of said Republic, or such information as to 
the provisions thereof as may have been received by him. 
“And that he will inform the Senate as to any o nce, or other proceed- 
of the constitutional convention recently in session at ‘Panama, relating 
to the Hay-Varilla treaty now pending in the Senate.” 5 
I transmit herewith a report from the Secre of State on the subject. 


'HEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

Warre House, February 24, 1904. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. PROCTOR. Lask that the agricultural appropriation bill, 
House bill 11825, be now proceeded with. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 11825) mak- 
ing appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fis- 

Mar ending June 30, 1905. 

o Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 14, line 8. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry was, under the head of Bureau of Plant Industry,“ on page 
14, line 11, to increase the appropriation for the salary of the Chief 
of the Bureau of Plant Industry from $4,000 to $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 15, lino 4, to increase the 
total appropriation for salaries, Bureau of Plant Industry, from 
$62,930 to $63,430. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 20, before the ward 
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* scientific,” to strike out “and student;“ and in the same line, 
after the word “aids,” to strike out “at an annual salary of $480 


each; so as to read: 

To study and find methods for preven‘ nes and other contamina- 
tions of water supplies; the ne Sopisi joyment o tors, local and ial 
agents, clerks, assistants, sc ds, and dh her labor required in conduct- 


city of Washi 

. end eon — ustrating the results of such 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 1, after 5 . —5 
“laboratory,” to insert for the erection of necessary gree 
not to exceed $2,000;’’ and in line 8, after the word Kgellarg a to 
insert 4 which sum $2,000 shall be immediately available; » 
as to read 


ane tele; ee 


and telephone service; for gas and electric current; pur- 
micals and apparatus tus required in the field and laboratory; for for 
not to exceed $2,000; 


the tical 2 the 0 $150,000, of which 
prac work of the iny ofw. sum 
iI bo immediately available. 15 

to. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 17, before the word 
“ scientific,” to strike out ‘‘ student;”’ and in the same line, after 
the word aids,“ to strike out at anannual salary of $480 each;” 


80 as to read: 
Pomological investigations: 
3 and distribution of 


9 and 
Information relating o the fruit investigating, < 
seeds, shrubs, trees, an: 


8 and other a and furnishing duplicate models to 

ment stations of the 3 ral States, as far as found practicable; the 2 

e elt ot Waa 
and other en 0 0 

ington and elsew! gach Ss 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iwish toinquire of the chairman 
of the committee whether these investigators, — and special 
agents, clerks, assistants, and scientific aids are in the classified 

ice? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the majority of them are not. The 
clerks are in the classified oe 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I suppose a majority are not. I 
should like to inquire how it is that this Department gets the 
opportunity for the employment of so many employees at salaries 
which are not specified, without having been appointed under the 
1 service, when I think no other Department has that 

ege 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is very true, but it has always been so 
from the beginning. The work of the Department is such that it 
55 uires at certain periods and for certain purposes, temporarily 

not constantly, a much larger force than is required for con 
ane service. It would be impossible to all the help of 
the Department. The attempt has been made, I believe, by the 
committees of both Houses—it has alwa: s been urged as fully as 
595 be- that they should be brought wi the classified service. 
on has always been up at every meeting of the commit- 
— ey attended, and a of them have been brought in that 
ade not so a few 8 

Mr. PLATT of m I suppose the real reason for it, 
then, is that the Agricultural Department gets everything it asks 
for ae ae ‘ther Op 2 can not. I suppose that is the real 


N led to make the inquiry from the fact that a somewhat 
similar institution, doing somewhat similar work, t so far as 
it has been taken away from them, the Smithsonian 


the work of the Agricultural rene ay isin great part at 1 5 
times, when certain crops are in certain stages of growth. That 
is one of the reasons, and generally, perhaps, that is the principal 
reason, why the work is not eyen and re 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question i is on the amend- 
moat of the committee, which has been stated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 18, line 
15, before the word vegetables,“ to strike out e and,” and in the 
same line, after the word“ vegetables, to insert packages and 
packing material; so as to read: 

the of in the rtation of American fruits and 
vegstalies, nad fre all ROSATI expepeea ronascted 
of the same, and such fruits, iby aigis pe ad and packing material as 
= needed for these inv: tions 


ht in open market and 
Agricul cure and ho is autho: 3 mone 
of such fruits and vegetables to uation and repetition of 
these investigations and experimental shipments ae 
Theamendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, line 3, to increase the ap- 
En Ine , be for pomological investigations from 810,000 to 847,000; 
line 4, before the word thousand, to strike out five”’ and 


ens; and for ec 00 8 modeling fraita fruits, | w 


insert twelve;“ and in eye 6, after the word “for,” to strike 


out ‘studying the nature of , and other diseases of vines, 
va for ascertaining the best means for protecting g eae 
their ravages S» and insert “determining the adaptability 
various grape stocks to the different soil and climatic condi- 
tions of the Pacific coast and their resistance to disease; so as to 


To investi oon 8 e fruit districts of 
the United Sta de he relatixe adaptability of 
the several ee ge stor fruits t ereto, o7 a study s$ the conditions of soil and 

climate, and of tt the prevalence of 5005 as related to 
commercial fruit 5 $12,000 of which sum may, in the discre- 


tion of the Seer 01 in cooperation with the experiment station 
Si a State of Atera Ter determining the ada adaptability of various ona grapo 
ks to th t soil and and 
thelr resistance to disease.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 22, before the word 
“ scientific,” to strike out and student; ;“ and in the same cai 
after the word aids,“ to strike out “at an annual salary of $480 
each;“ so as to iar 


no exceed $500; or gas and elec- 
hone service; for the emplo ent of in- 
cler ks, assistants ts, scien: Shee pase 
ta in the city of Washington and else- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The eat 5 zm on page 20, 5 18, a tale toa 
Fg on for investigations and experimen’ m 
$65,000 to $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

5 next amendment was, at the top of page 21, to insert: 

1 ture is authorized to examine and report 4 N 
aan ature d ity, ani 8 of 4 ee of seed and bmitted to 
him for that p purpose; to sample, examine, and certify the character and con- 
dition of Ae and cargoes of seed Soa tes upon request of the owner; 
to fix and collect fees for such services apply the money so received to 
the support of his work. 

Mr. HALE. I make the 1 of order against that amend- 
ment. Without regard to t as to this provision being 
estimated for, I make the point pof order that it is a new pro- 
vision; eya it is general legislation; that it confers upon the 
Secretary of Agriculture an entirely new power; that it author- 
izes him to takes fees and apply them to this work, which, under 
the law, ought to go into the Treasury. Without amplifying 
upon it, I the attention of the Chair tothe point. In my own 
mind I have no doubt whatever about it; and so I wish to raise 
the point of order. 

. BEVERIDGE. It ought to go out. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr, President, it seems to me that that pro- 
vision is precisely in the line of what we have been legislating in 
every agricultural appropriation bill. Provisions for the exami- 
nation of seeds and the investigation of varieties of cereals have 
been inserted in our agricultural appropriation bills every year. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, I will call 
attention to the fact that it is not only the examination but the 
certification as to ‘ the nature, quality, and condition of samples 
of seed and grain submitted to him [the Secretary] for that pur- 
pose.“ That struck my attention the moment the tary read 
it. Itis perfectly apparent toevery person who observed and lis- 
wae ee the possible and probable effect of such certification 
wo 

Mr. HALE. Iwill not debate the general proposition; but what 
the Senator from Indiana says is very true. It would be a certi- 
fication, which may be used for exploiting and for advertising 
purposes, and one which the 5 now has no right to make. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is ready to rule on 
the question of order, but will hear the Senator from Vermont 
if he desires to be heard. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not care to discuss the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no question 
that the amendment is general legislation; it would not expire 
mh bed bill itself, and, being general legislation, it is clearly out 
of order 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 21, line 
21, before the word“ scientific,“ to strike out ‘‘and;’ in the same 
line, before the word aids,” tostrike out “ student; » in the same 
line, after the word aids, to strike out “at an annual salary of 
$480 each; ;” and in line 25, before the word dollars, to strike out 
„„ two hundred and insert “ two thousand; 80 as 

re; 


Grass and forage- plant investigations: ge enable the 5 ol ney 

ture to conduct investigations of grasses, forage plants, and animal foods in 

cog —.— pige other e of the Department; to dolane and purchase 
roots, and specimens of valuable economic grasses and forage ple nts 
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for investigation; rimental cultivation and distribution, and for experi- | 
ments 8 the best methods of ex tirpating Johnson and other 
noxious and destructive grasses; to purchase tools, all office fix- 
tures, materials, apparatus, and supplies; to pay freight, e charges, 
and traveling expenses; for telegraph and telephone service: for gas and 
electric currents; for the pot gdp ree of local and special ts, clerks, as- 
sistants, scientific aids, and other labor required in conducting riments 
lars, reports, and bulletins. ete. 


ofa ing not 
ustrations te — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation for grass and forage-plant investigations from 
$40.000 to $45,000.. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 10, to insert: 

For ne 88 ane eee of the ae eee 8 

or a mm e ne buildings or partmen 
$010, to 5 available. ig 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 24, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for the maintenance of the experimental farm and 

icultural station on the Arlington estate, in the State of Vir- 
ginia, from $15,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if by the Ue pes in relation to the Arlington experimental 
farm it is intended to devote the Arlington estate to the purposes 
of such a farm; and if so, to what extent? It seems to me that if 
the Government wants to establish an experimental farm station, 
it would be better to buy land somewhere else and not destroy 
that pro’ over there. 

Mr. PRO R. Mr. President, I understand the part used by 
the Department of Agriculture is what is below the Arlington 
road, down next to the river, entirely east or north of the Arling- 


in the city of Washington and elsewhere: rent and 
to exceed $2,000 per annum; to prepare drawings and 


ton estate proper. It is low land that is in a very bad condition. 
Mr. TELLER. If that is the fact, perhaps it will not mar the 
property. 


N 

Mr. PROCTOR. No: it will improve it . 

Mr. TELLER. I could not tell the location of the farm from 
the description in the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, while we are on 
that clause I should like to know just what is meant by the lan- 

on 24, line 2, where reference is made to a former act, 
in which I suppose the same thing has occurred. What is meant 
by the language: 

To confer upon the Secretary of ture and his successors jurisdic- 
tion over so much of the Government land in Alexandria County, Va., known 
as the Arlington estate, as lies east of the public road. 

hice is the jurisdiction conferred upon the Secretary of Agri- 
culture? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I understand it to be that, 
whereas all of the lands are under the special care of the Secre- 
tary of War, for this p the care of this portion of that land 
is to be transferred to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is there no Department of the 
5 which the Secretary of Agriculture is not permitted 
to invade? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have no knowledge on this 
subject except ina general way. It seems there is a lot on the 
Arlington estate which is lying idle; a kind of an old field, which 
is a somewhat unsightly omeo, but it is very valuable land, being 
close to the city here, which is available for this use, and is being 
used for nothing else. Congress, in the original act which set 
apart the Arlington estate, expressly conferred upon the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and his successors jurisdiction over a part of 
that land. I have not the act before me. but I suppose it con- 
ferred the right and power upon that Department to utilize this 
land in the way provided for; and this is a provision which speci- 
fies the boundaries of the new agricultural experimental station. 
It leaves all the woodland of the cemetery and all the rest of the 
estate which can possibly be used for its present purpose—as a 
national burying ground—nntouched and undisturbed. The 
adoption of this provision will really be beautifying the Arlington 
estate, instead of leaving there in a state of nature a lot of land 
covered with weeds and brambles and bushes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 
of the clause making appropriations *‘ for tea-culture investiga- 
tions,” from line 17 to line 25, inclusive, on page 24. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, though it is ont of order 
at this time to move an amendment to the clause which has just 
been read, I suggest tothe chairman of the committee, if I forget 
to move the amendment. that he ought to strike out the word 
„making.“ before the word ten.“ on line 20, and insert the word 
„producing.“ It now reads. the cost of making tea.” 

r. BEVERIDGE. No: that is a definite thing. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, letit go. I will call it up again. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 25, 


ES et a Ate RO ree Lar ee ß pp 


line 4, before the word “ building,” to strike ont “rent of” and 
insert repairs of present seed;'’ in line 5, before the word “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out three thousand” and insert seven thousand 
five hundred; and in line 18, after the word amount,” to strike 
ont not more than $48.000 shall be expended for labor in the city 
of Washington, D. C., and; so as to make the clause read: 

Purchase and distribution of valuable sends For the purchase, propaga- 
tion, testing. and distribution of valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, cbrube, vines, 
cuttings, and plants; for 8 resent seed building, not to ex $7,500; 
the er ee. local and special agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor 
required, in the city of Washington and elsewhere: all necessary office fix- 
tures and 2 fuel, transportation, paper, twine, gum, printing. postal 
cards, gas, and electric current; trave nees, and ail necessary mate- 
rial and repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and to be distrib- 
uted in localities adapted to their culture, $200,000, of which amount not less 
than $202,000 shall be allotted for Congressional ibution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 20, after the word 
“bulbs,” to insert “` trees; on page 26, line 3, before the word 
of.“ to strike out and no more; and in the same line, after 
the word “bulbs,” to insert trees: so as to read: 


And the Secretary of so nig Sa is hereby directed to expend the said 
sum, as nearly as practicable, in the testing, and distribution of 
such valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cutti and plants, the best 


he can obtain at pase or private sale, and such as shali be suitable for the 
respective localities to which the same are to be apportioned, and in which 
same are to be distributed as hereinafter stated, and such seeds so purchased 
shall include a variety of vegetable and flower seeds suitable for planting and 
culture in the various sections of the United States. An equa! 1 of 


two-thirds of all seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings. and plants shall, 


— — their request, after due notification by the Secretary of A ulture 
t the allotment to their tive districts is ready for distribution, be 
A OBE nels OETA te clink te Ooo T A soe are 

ut o o! e ent upon the re- 
ceipt of thelr addressed franks, etc. aa ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 7, after the word 
sf ope to insert testing; and in line 8, after the word 
“bulbs,” to insert trees; so as to make the proviso read: 

And provided also, That the Secretary shall re 
the place, quantity, and price of seeds pure and the date of purchase; 
but nothing in paragraph shall be construed to prevent the Secretary of 
Agriculture from sending seeds to those who apply for the same. And the 
Fone Ud tac Use DENTAN AAE TEA EOS wal secon at tee 

n : h 8 un 
— A bulbs. — shrubs, naa” matting and plants. etc. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does that word “testing,” which 
it is proposed to introduce, refer to the amendment on page 21 
which has been stricken out? : 

Mr. PROCTOR. Notin the slightest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was. on page 27, line 
25, after the word “plants,” to strike out from foreign coun- 
tries;“ so as to read: 

Provided further, That $40,000 of the sum thus appropriated, or so much 
thereof as the Secretary of Agriculture shall direct, may be nsed to collect, 
purchase, test, propagate, and distribute rare and valuable seeds, bulbs, 
trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants for experiments with reference to 
their introduction into this country, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 10, after the word 
‘t to,” to insert: develop the domestic pens of sugar-beet 
seed, to demonstrate the superiority of high-grade seed, and tc 
demonstrate the best methods of increasing the tonnage of sugar 
beets, to;“ and in line 17, before the word thousand.“ to strike 
out five“ and insert ten:“ so as to make the clause read: 

Investigati roducti f domesti : For all 0 moludin 
the employment of labor in the city of Washington or eise, bers, necessare 
to enabie the Secretary of Agriculture to develop the domestic production of 
sugar-beet seed, to demonstrate the superiority of high-grade seed, and te 
demonstrate the best methods of increasing the tonnage of sugar beets, to 
continue inquiry and ascertain the progress made in the production of do- 
mestic su; from beets and sorghum, including the area of available lands 
adapted thereto by irrigation or otherwise, and to investigate all other mat- 
ters concerning the same, $10,000, 

Mr. LODGE. On the amendment which has just been read, 
on page 28, if I understood the Secretary correctly, I want to 
know why that amount was raised and what was the estimate? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The estimate was 85.000; but the Secreta 
of Agriculture came before the committee and said that. thoug 
he had been having $5,000 right along, it was not quite enough to 
continue the work; that there was more demand. on account of 
the increase of the beet-sugar industry, for further work of the 
Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was. on page 28. line 
19, to increase the total appropriation for maintenance of the 
Bureau of Plant Industry from $702.930 to $760,430. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I note that there also is an increase, and a 
very substantial one. I have noted on pages of the bill already 
read two or three increases over the estimates and never an in- 
stance which showed unon the face of the bill that there was any 
reason for them. But here is an increase of nearly $60,000 above 


rt, as provided in this act, 


1904. 


the estimates. That seems to be sufficiently large to challenge 
inquiry; and I therefore should like to have the chairman of the 
committee make some explanation of that increase. 

Mr. QUARLES. I call the attention of the Senator to the 
fact—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not know the reason for it, and I 
have asked for the facts. 

Mr. QUARLES. That is the total of all the appropriations for 
the Bureau of Plant Industry, beginning on page 14, all these sun- 
dry and intervening pages containing sundry and divers items of 
appropriation. 

r. BEVERIDGE. Oh; I see. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Twenty-five thousand dollars of the amount 
is for the removing of greenhouses, made necessary by the appro- 
priation for the new building for the Department of Agriculture. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will 
be resumed. 

Mr. KEAN. Before passing from the subject, I notice on line 
25, on page 27. the words `‘ from foreign countries” are stricken 
out. that connection I take it that an amendment should be 
made at the top of page 28. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or else the entire proviso should go out. 

Mr. KEAN. Either one or other. At the bottom of page 27, 
line 25, the lan of the bill as it came from the House was 
„plants from foreign countries for experiments with reference 
to their introduction into this country.” The latter words, it 
seems to me, ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Or the others ought to remain in 
one or the other. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There can be no misunderstanding of the 
meaning. It is true that the words at the top of page 28 are per- 
haps not necessary. The words from foreign countries were 
stricken out because it was necessary to introduce into our great 
country, or to transfer seeds and plants from one section to another, 
where they are as much strangers as if they came from a foreign 


country. 

I do not think the words ‘‘into this country,” in line 1, on page 
28. require any amendment, though I am perfectly willing to 
change the language, and, if it is desired, I will draw an amend- 
ment subsequently to do so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the meaning is perfectly apparent. 
The words from foreign countries were stricken out, I assume, 
in order that plants and such things might be introduced into 
this country from Porto Rico, the Philippines, and our other 
sessions, as well as from foreign countries as such, so as to include 


all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senator from Vermont in charge 
of this bill ought in some way to modify the proviso. If the 
words“ from foreign countries are stricken ont, then this pro- 
viso will have no significance, because on page 25 is the h 
which makes the appropriation, and it makes it $290. in all. 
That is for the purchase, propagation, testing, and distribution 
of valuable seeds, bulbs, traes, eto. Then this provsio is, that of 
this sum $40,000 “ may be used to collect. pure test. propa- 
gate, and distribute rare and valuable seeds,” etc., from foreign 
countries. 

I take it that that proviso was inserted for a purpose as respects 
valuable seeds, bulbs, etc., from foreign countries. Are there 
words there which are not to be found in the paragraph appropri- 
ating thetotal sum? Unless there is some reason for striking out 
the words “ from foreign countries,” I think those words ought 
to be left where they are, in order that the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture may have under this appropriation the privilege of import- 
ing from foreign countries certain valuable new seeds, bulbs, 
trees, etc.; and if he can not do it except under this proviso, it 
seems to me the whole of it ought to be left intact. 

Here is an appropriation covering the entire purchase, propa- 
gation, etc., amounting to $290.000, Then there is a proviso in 
the existing law and the one proposed here which allows a portion 
of this fund to be used in the purchase of these articles from 
foreign countries. Striking out those words will prevent any 

rtion of that fund from being used for the purchase of seeds, 

bs, etc., from foreign countries. That proviso is necessary, 
and if it is stricken out it will have the effect. at least, to prevent 
the Secretary of Agriculture from doing what he undoubtedly 
desires to do. 

Mr. MALLORY. And for which $40,000 is appropriated. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I will propose this amend- 
ment: In line 25, withdrawing the amendment which has been 
made, by striking out the words from foreign countries.“ and 
leaving those words stand; and then. after the word countries, 
by inserting ‘ or from our possessions; ” so as to read: 
r mesure 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator again state 
tho amendment? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2297 


Mr. PROCTOR. I move to restore the words “from foreign 
countries.” which were stricken out on line 25. page 27. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Disagreeing to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment, then, will be 
regarded as disagreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. ThenImoyeto amend. after the words from 
foreign countries,” on line 25. page 27. 80 as to read “or from our 
possessions for experiments with reference to their cultivation in,” 
substituting the words cultivation in” for “introduction into,” 
“ithe PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment proposed 

e pro tempore. e amendment pro b 
the Senator from Vermont will Le stated. n 4 

The SECRETARY. On page 28, line 1, after the word “ there,” 
it is proposed to strike out introduction into” and insert ** cul- 
tivation in.” 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN, I call-the attention of the Senator from Ver- 
mont in charge of this bill to the fact, unless the Senator from 
Colorado has the floor 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
has the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator who 
has charge of the bill if he intends to limit the amount of this ap- 
propriation to the purchase of these articles from foreign coun- 
tries and from our ions? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Forty thousand dollars isappropriated for 


that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He can do that under the general 
provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the general provision at the top of 


page 25. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This limits it to $40,000. . 

Mr. TELLER. Does this amount of $40.000 include foreign 
countries or only our possessions? I do not know what is meant. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think if the Senator in charge of the bill 
will have that portion read as proposed to be amended he will 
find the amendment has not improved it, because the p of 
the amendment, as I understand it, was to limit the introduction 
of bulbs, seeds, vines, etc.—their introduction from foreign coun- 
tries; “introduction,” not “cultivation.” The Senator now 
stricken out introduction,“ and we certainly must introduce 
them if we are going to distribute and use them. 

I think that Senators have confused the Senator from Vermont 
with their objections, which I confess I think are a little hyper- 
critical, If the Senator will just simply content himself with 
letting the amendment go ont and leave the line stand as the other 
House had it that is all anybody wants. The Secretary of Agri- 
culture already has power generally here to get anything from 
our own countries or possessions or colonies, or whatever you call 
them, without our giving him specific authority. The word 
introduction“ certainly ought to stay there rather than “‘ culti- 
vation.” Introduction and cultivation“ will do, but you do not 
want to strike out “introduction ” 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. This whole proviso is precisely in 
the language of the proviso in former appropriation acts upon 
this subject, except that the words from foreign countries“ 
have been stricken out. It occurs to me, as the Senator from 
South Carolina says, that the best thing is to disagree to the 
amendment and leave it as it stood: or, if it be thought necessary, 
to add to it the words and our island possessions.’ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, But I do not think that is neces- 


sary. 
ad PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Secretary to read 
the proviso as it has be n proposed to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
proviso as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided further, That $40,000 of the sum thus appropriated, or so much 
thereof as Secretary of Agriculture shall direct. may be used to collect, 
purchase, test, ıgate, and distribute rare and valuab.e seeds, bulbs, trees, 
shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign countries or from our 
sions, for experiments with reference to their cultivation in this country. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me the word “ introduction,“ as 
the Senator from South Carolina says, ought to be left in and the 
word cultivation“ might be added. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The word introduction“ will 
be restored if there is no objection. It is restored. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, under the head 
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of Bureau of Forestry,“ on page 80, line 10, to increase the 
appropriation for general expenses, Bureau of Forestry, from 
$863,000 to $412,860. l 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 30, line 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the Bureau of Forestry 
from $400,140 to $450,000, - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Bureau of Chem- 
istry,” on page 31, line 24, after the word “advisable,” to insert 
“ and to publish the results of such investigations when thought 
advisable;’’ so as to read: 

To investigate the adulteration of foods, condiments, overages, and dru 155 
when deemed by the Secretary of 3 advisable, and to publish 
results of such investigations when aught advisable. 

The amendment was pene to. 

Tero g of tho bill was continued to the end of line 17 on 

ge 83. 
oie. PLATT of Connecticut. The hill is being read for action 
on committee amendments, I suppose? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Committee amendments. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And after they are disposed of 


the bill will be to amendment? 
The PRESID. ro tempore. It will be. 
Mr. STEWART. Ishouldlike to inquire of the Senator having 


the bill in charge whether this investigation of the adulteration 
of foods, condiments, beverages, or drugs, whenever the Secre- 
tary shall deem advisable, will cover the investigation of products— 
meat and vegetables and fish—kept in cold storage? I have been 
informed that if kept too long meats and fish and the like become 
poisonous, and that mey eee lose their lives from consuming 
cold-storage products. if you call for a beefsteak in al- 
most any city in the East = ill find that it has lost the ele- 
ment of freshness; that it been kept in cold storage too long. 
It has been neglected and lain there for many months, perhaps 
more, for years. 

I have had a little experience with that. Ido not know that 
many people have been murdered by it, but the use of meat kept 
too long in cold storage has made a good many men sick. 

This investigation, if it can go to that point, I think would be 

useful to the country. Ishould insert after when deemed 
by the Secretary of Agriculture advisable’’ the words and the ef- 
fects of cold s — 
Å. And also — 


Mr. ALLISON. 
Mr. STEWART. And also the effect of cold storage.“ 
Upon meats.” 


eee effect 8 a 8 and 
an in cold storage. e effect upon products, 
Vr. fl MEAN, The effect on the health. 

Mr. STEWART. The effect of cold storage upon the health. 

And also the effect of cold storage upon the health. 

I would leave out the words When deemed * * * advisable.” 
They are unnecessary, because that would say he might do it or 
might not. Strike out “when deemed by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture advisable ” and insert and also the effect upon the health 
of the cold sto of food products.” 

Mr. . Icall the Senator's attention to the fact that 
“ when deemed advisable applies only to the publication. 

Mr. STEWART. It ought to be published. If he finds that it 
is injurious, the le ought to be put on guard. 

Mr. T . you sup he would do that without 
any order? Else we had botter abolish him. 

Ar. STEWART. I do not think it is necessary to leave that 
in. I think it ought to be published. I think that should be 
stricken out. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have no objection to the amendment, but I 
would to the Senator that this matter of pure-food legis- 
lation is ore the Senate in a measure which came the 
other House, and they have a aes in preparing that bill this 

rovision, This is only one of its many provisions. The Sena- 

tor from North Dakota [Mr. McCunmer] is familiar with that 

matter. I think the other provisions of that measure, which has 
y the House, covers this whole question, 

Mr. STEWART. Probably so, if it passes. But we have no 
guaranty that that bill will „and we are providing for in- 
vestigations by the chemical force of the De ent of Agricul- 
ture of adulterations of food products. ə of the principal 
adulterations is keeping them a long time in cold storage. t 
is a decided adulteration, and it is certainly germane. Ido not 
care whether or not you strike out anything if you insert after 
“ advisable” the 8 

Also the effect upon the health of cold storage food products. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Nevada 


r. TILEMAN. n the healthfulness of food.” 


Mr. STEWART. And also the effect of cold storage upon 
the healthfulness of food. That will do. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 23. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me this matter is covered by the 
provision of the bill on page 32. Will the Senator read the pro- 
Vision at the top of the thirty-second page? 

TEWART, The thirty-second page? 
Yes. I think he will find 
That refers to coloring matter and added 


No; food preservatives. 

Food preservatives? 

Cold storage is a food preservative, I think. 
No; that is something put in. 

Salicylic acid, or something like that. 

Yes. That refers to another matter alto- 


gether. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nevada will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 31, line 24, after the word “advisa- 
ble,” it is proposed to insert: 

And also the effect of cold storage upon the healthfuiness of foods, 

Mr. STEWART. That is it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was not in 
order when it was offered, and this case must not be taken asa 
precedent. Thecommittee amendments are first to be considered. 

Mr. STEWART. I suppose it can be waived for the present. 

The e pro tempore. The amendment been 
agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 34, line 
22. to increase the appropriation to carry on the investigations in 
collaboration with the Bureau of Animal Industry of the chemis- 
ty. of dairy products and of adulterants used therein, and of the 

ulterated products, etc., from $110,000 to $159,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it in order at this time to move to strike 
out this provision? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To strike out a provision in 
the House bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. A provision in the House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not under the unanimous 
consent given, which was that committee amendments should first 
be considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then at a later time I will move to strike out 
this provision. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 34, line 
24, to increase the appropriation for the purchase and installment 
of a new boiler in the Bureau of Chemistry from $1,200 to $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 85, line 2, to increase the 
appropriation for investigations of the chemical and physical 
e of road materials from $10,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 11, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the Bureau of Chemistry 
from $124,800 to $174,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Bureau of Soils,” 
on page 36, line 19, after the word “‘ soils,” to strike out in con- 
tinental United States:“ so as to read: 

Fox investigations of soils and for indicating upon maps or plats, by coloring 
or otherwise, results of such investigations; tomap the 5 —5— soils of the 
United States, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 5, to increase the 
appropriation for rent of buildings for office and laboratory pur- 
poses, Bureau of Soils, from $2,000 per annum to$4,000 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 16, to increase the 
ig oe eg for general expenses, Bureau of Soils, from $170,000 
to $20: 


280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 18, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of Bureau of Soils from 
$214,680 to $247,960. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 21, before the word 
“of,” to strike out Division and insert Bureau; in line 22, 
after the word of, to strike out division“ and insert burean;’’ 
in line 24, before the word dollars,“ to strike out two thousand 
seven hundred and fifty” and insert three thousand five hun- 
dred;’’ in the same line, after the word dollars,” to strike out 
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“and for additional compensation while the office is held by the 
present incumbent, 38500; on page 38, line 1, after the word “of,” 
to strilis out division and insert bureau,“ and in line 9, be- 
fore the word “ dollars,” to strike out four hundred and fifty 
and insert seven hundred; so as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Entomology, salaries: One entomologist, who shall be chief of 
bureau, £3,500; one assistant entomologist, who shall be assistant chief of 
burean, $1,800; one assistant entomologist or clerk, $1,600: one assistant ento- 
mologist or clerk, $1,400; two assistant entomologists or clerks, at $1,200 each, 
$2,400; two clerks, at $1,000 each, $2,000; inall, $12,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. k 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 10, after the word 
“ expenses,” to strike out of entomological investigations” and 
insert Bureau of Entomology;” in line 16, after the word of,“ 
to strike out: 


the codling moth and of the cotton-boll weevil and boll y with a view of 
ascertaining the best methods of their extermination; 5 in api- 
culture; investigations of the damage to forests and forest trees by insects. 


And insert: 


tion of insects in relation to diseases of men and domestic animals and as an- 
imal parasites; miscellaneous insect investigations, including the introduc- 
tiono? beneficial insects, quarantine work, and the study of fungus and other 
diseases of insects; for the expenses of insect 3 collections, and ex- 
rimental ens; investigations in apiculture and in silk culture; inves- 
gations of insecticides and insecticide machinery. 


So as to read: 

General expenses, Bureau of Entomology: Promotion of economic ento- 
mology: pa ars e history and habits of insects injurious and bene- 
ficial fo agriculture, horticulture, and arboriculture; ascertaining the best 
means of destroying those found to he . an investigation 
into the ravages of insects affecting fleld crops; investigations of the insects 
affecting s fruit and truck crops, forest and forest products and stored 
products: investigation of insects in relation to of men and domes- 
tic animals and as ani parasites; miscellaneous insect investigations, in- 
cluding the introduction of beneficial insects, quarantine work, and the 
study of fungus and other diseases of insects; for the expenses of insoct labo- 
ratory, collections, and experimental gardens; investigations in apiculture 
and in silk culture; inv tions of insecticides and insecticide machinery, 


ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 15, after the word 
“the,” to strike out Division ” and insert Bureau; in line 16, 
before the word “thousand,” to strike out 812,000 of which 
shall be immediately available. sixty-five” and insert seventy- 
five;”? in line 17, before the word dollars,“ to strike ont five 
hundred, and in the same line, after the word “ dollars, to 
strike out of which amount not to exceed $10,000 may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, be expended for silk 
investizations;’’ so as to read: 

Preparing, illustrating, and publishing the results of the work of the 
Bureau, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 20, after the word 
for.“ to strike out Division” and insert Bureau, and in 
line 21, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out seventy-nine 
hundred and fifty and insert eighty-seven thousand seven hun- 
dred; so as to make the clause read: 3 

Total for Bureau of Entomology, $87,700, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 23, before the word 
“of,” to strike out Division and insert Burean;” in line 24, 
after the word of,“ to strike out Division“ and insert Bu- 
reau; in line 26, before the word dollars,” to strike out two 
thousand seven hundred and fifty” and insert three thousand 
five hundred;” on page 40, line 1, after the word of, to strike 
out Division“ and insert Bureau,” and in line 10, before the 
word dollars,“ to strike out seventeen thousand eight hundred 
and fifty” and insert “eighteen thousand six hundred;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Bureau of Biological Survey, salaries: One biologist, who shall be chief of 
bureau, $3,500; one assistant biologist, who shall be assistant 
71805 two assistant biologists, at 51 each, $3,000; one 0 

1,400; four assistant biol 131 200 cach, 800; one clerk of class 1, $1,200; 

o clerks, at $1,000 each, ; one clerk, ; in all, $18,600. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move, as anamendment tothe amendment, 
to strike out, in line 24, the words who shall be chief of bureau.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 11, after the word 
“ expenses,” to strike out of biological investigations and in- 
gert Bureau of Biological Survey,“ and on page 41, line 1, after 
the word the, where it occurs the second time, to strike out 
‘division’ and insert ‘‘ bureau; so as to make the clause read: 

General expenses, Bureau of Biological :F 

eral expe of Biological Survey: E voios im 9 


tions, including the geographic distribution cere a 

and plants, and for the promotion of economic ornithology and mammalogy, 
for an investigation of the food habits of North American birds and mam- 
mals in relation to agriculture, horticulture, and se ga oE the employ- 
ment of localand l agents, clerks, assistants, and o labor required 
in conducting experiments in the aero: 3 and elsewhere, and in 
collating, digesting, rting, and illustrati e results of such experi- 
ments: for freight and express charges; for fixtures and supplies, 
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publication of reports, and 
other expenses in the practical work of the Bureau. 


maintain, feed, and care for them on forest reserves or other pu 
$1,000, the same to be immediately available. 
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tion and 
traveling and 


current, tel: h and teleph: services; f. 
> sad for illustrations, feld work, au 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 7, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to move or transport elk or other 
game ani ted to the Government or owned by it, and and fence, 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that this sum, 
$1,000, is not enough to be of any benefit. It is so small that it 
does not seem to me to be sufficient. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There was $1,000 appropriated last year that 
m not 3 because it was not sufficient. This they say will be 

cient. 

Mr. TELLER. With the last year’s appropriation? 

Mr. PROCTOR. With the last year’s appropriation. That is 
still available. 

Mr, TELLER. I want to amend this amendment by inserting 
in the tenth line, after the word owned, the words or pur- 
chased.” I do not suppose the Government will go into the 
purchasing of wild animals to any extent, but there are a few 
animals, like the mountain sheep or the mountain goat, that the 
Government does not have and that it might want to purchase. 
It wouid not amount to much. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It was not proposed to go into the purchase 
of animals. There is a band of elks in the San Joaquin Valley of 
California different from any other elk, different from the moun- 
tain elk, and it is the only specimen of that ies in existence. 
It was considered very desirable to preserve them. They belon 
to a firm, Miller & Lux, who have a large ranch and have caret 
for them, and they propose to present them to the Government. 
They do not wish to sell them or to have them destroyed, but 
they propose to present them to the Government, and there is a 
place in the uoia Reservation where the cliffs fence a 
part of it. A little at each end will have to be fenced to keep 
them in. It will give them a good range and preserve a species 
of elk that would be exterminated otherwise. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to interfere with the purpose of 
the committee, for I appreciate their object, but it seems to me 
while they are about it they ought to extend it so as to bringin 
a few animals that are likely to become extinct in this country. 
One is the American moose and the other is the caribou. Of both 
of these, particularly the caribou, a few head can be purchased 
and putin the Yellowstone Park at a very reasonable rate. Ido 
not know that I will move any amendment to this provision, but 
as long as the Government is in this line of business, it seems to 
me it would be well to consider that. If this amendment re- 
mains in in conference to be had on the bill, I should like to sug- 
gest to the chairman of the committee that they make a little ex- 
tension, if they can do so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. They will have to increase the money. 

Mr. TELLER. You would have to increase the amount of 
money, as the Senator from South Carolina says. I am told that 
the Government can buy and put into the Yellowstone Park a 
few caribou at about $50 per head. In a few years there will not 
be a caribou outside of Alaska. There are a few to be had in the 
northeastern part of our country. I am told by Mr. Jones, who 
is one of the men in charge of the Yellowstone animals, that for 
$50 a head a few can be purchased and put in the park. I should 
like to see it done, but I do not want to interfere with the matter 
to the extent of making an amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think thatis a matter for future considera- 
tion. I could deliver a lecture on the moose and caribou ques- 
tion from personal experience, but I do not think there is any 
occasion for it now. 

Mr. I shall be delighted to attend if the Senator 
will give me notice when he is to deliver his lecture. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair), 
Does the Chair understand that the Senator from Colorado with- 
draws his proposed amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; I did when I heard the statement of the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, on page 41, after 
the word! for,“ in line 13, to strike out Division“ and insert 
“ Bureau,” and in line 15, before the word dollars,“ to strike 
out fifty thousand eight hundred and fifty” and insert fifty- 
two thousand six hundred;” so as to make the clause read: 

Total for Bureau of Biological Survey, $52,600. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 19, to increase the 


Lyric for the salary of one assistant chief of the Division 


Accounts and Disbursements from $2,000 to $2,500. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 42, line 2, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the Division of Accounts 
and Disbursements, from $24,350 to $24,850. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for collecting domestic and foreign agricultural 
statistics, compiling, writing, and illustrating statistical matter 
for monthly, annual, and special reports, special investigations 
and compilations, etc., from $120,500 to $132,000. 

The amend:naut was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 12, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the Bureau of Statis- 
tics, from $187,060 to $197,260. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 15, to increase the 
i for the salary of one librarian, from $1,800 to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 22, to increase the 
total appropriation for salaries, library, from $10,000 to $10,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 47, line 5, to increase the 
appropriation for purchase of technical books of reference, tech- 

cal papers, and technical odicals for the work of 
the Department. etc., from $10,000 to $12,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 21, to increase the 
total appropriation for maintenance of the library, Department 
of Agriculture, from $20,000 to $22,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, line 6, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ten and insert “‘ fifteen; ” so as to 
read: 


Agricultural experiment stations: To carry into effect the of 
an act approved March 2, 1887, entitled “An act to establish cultural ex- 
nt stations in connection with the colleges established in the several 


tes under the provisions of an act approved July pcos: and of the acts 
supplementary thereto,” and to enforce execution thereof, $815,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see that the estimate for the appropriation 
on page 49, line 6, provides for only $810,000, and the committee 
has inserted ‘‘fifteen’’ in lien of ten,“ making the amount 
$815,000. I suppose that this sum was the amount directed by 
the law quoted in this paragraph: or was that a mistake, and is 
the sum of $315,000 necessary? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Secretary of Agriculture appeared be- 
fore the committee and said that this amount is necessary, He 
said: 

I estimated for $5,000 extra in that office. That is all the extra estimating 
I made for the whole office. 

That is his testimony before the committee, taken by the ste- 
nographer. I think it was an additional estimate. g 

Mr. ALLISON. I only called attention to it because this is an 
appropriation that is provided for specifically bylaw. I can see 

t 85.000 additional might be necessary in Porto Rico, perhaps, 
orsomewhere, and I merely wanted to know why the estimate was 
increased $5,000. I am in entire sympathy with the Senator and 
the committee in providing ample sums for this purpose. I only 
asked the question by way of explanation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the head of Miscellaneous,” 
on page 49, in line 16, after the word Congress,” to strike out: 

ture is hereby authorized and directed to co- 
E ody * . stations eg work of the stations with 


the Department of Agricul to the end of preventing unn dupli- 
AON of work, of Sr the efficiency of the pervs So oa the 


ment of iculture, and to unify and systematize agricultural 
in the United States. 

Mr. N. This paragraph struck out by the committee 
seems to be a rather important one. I believe myself that it 
ought to be stricken out, but I think some information ought to 
be given why it was stricken out by the committee. 

Mr. PROCTOR. IL have heard from a large number of the ex- 

riment stations, and several of the officers of experiment stations 

ve been here from different States. They are under State con- 
trol, and they claim that to coordinate the work of the stations 
would give an authority to the Secretary of Agriculture that they 
did not thinkis wise. I proposed tothem thatit might be amended 
by using the word “cooperate” instead of “coordinate.” That 
was satisfactory to the officials of the experiment stations. but 
they said, and so did the Secretary, that that authority exists 
now, and it therefore seemed best to the committee to strike it 
out 


Mr. TILLMAN. I will explain the matter a little more fully. 
On page 22 the present law and this proposed act provides that 
the agricultural experiment stations are hereby authorized and 
directed to cooperate with the Secretary of Agriculture in estab- 
lishing and maintaining experimental grass stations, for deter- 


ms 
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mining the best methods of caring for and improving meadows 


and grazing lands,” etc. 

I have had a good deal of e ience, and I am speaking now 
because I am with the experiment station in my State 
as one of the board of trust es. The words here that are stricken 
out, if left in, would simply destroy the local control «f the sta- 
tions and place the in the hands of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to direct their work. 

It might be advisable and valuable to have coo tion and co- 
ordination, and to prevent duplication of work, but any Senator 
can very readily understand that the bulletins which would ba 
then issued by the Agricultural Department would not reach the 
local clientage or clientèle, or the farmers, in any State so that 
they would be benefited thereby. We issue fifteen or twenty 
thousand bulletins in South Carolina covering the work that we 
are carrying on. Our farmers are interested in cotton. The 
farmers of Stain e 


do not care anything about cotton. Suppose 
we should get a man in the Agricultural Department as Secre- 
tary who might be a theorist and undertake to say to the South 
Carolina experimental station people, You must not do this 
work because some other State somewhere else is going to do it.” 
You can very readily see that the use and benefit of the station 
locally would be destroyed absolutely. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I agree fully with what the Senator has said. Is 
not this matter working now very satisfactorily? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Entirely so; and I do not see any use of en- 
larging the power of the Secretary of Agriculture to domore than 
to advise and superintend. He is already doing that. and as far 
as I know the stations are 8 with the Department here. 
I think the committee of the te was very wise in striking out 
these words, and I hope they will see that the clause stays out. 

Mr. PROCTOR. ere was a general agreement upon the 
question that the clause should be stricken out, and that is entirely 
agreeable to the Department of Agriculture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 15, after the word 
index,“ to insert and this fund be available until used; 
so as to read: 

The Secretary of Agricultureis hereby authorized to furnish to such institu- 
tions or individuals as may care to buy them copies of the card index of agri- 
cultural literature prepared by the ce of Experiment Stations, and charge 
for the same a price covering the additional e involved in the prepara- 
tion of these coes; and he is hereby authorized to appl 
ceived toward the e of the preparation of the 
shall be available until used, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 4, after the word 
“ stations,” to insert “and this fund shall be ayailable until 
used;“ and in line 6, before the word thousand.“ to strike out 
„ten“ and insert “‘ fifteen;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That not more than $15,000 shall be expended for the maintenance 
of such stations in any one of said Territories; and the Secr of Agricul- 
ture is authorized to sell such products as are obtained on the land belong- 
ing to the agricultural experiment stations in Alaska, Hawaii, and Po 


the moneys re- 
ex, and this fund 


Rico, and to apply the moneys received from the sale of such products to the 
oe said stations, and this fund shall be available until used; in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51,in line 6, before the word 
„thousand.“ to strike out five and insert ten;“ and in line 
15. after the word ! practice,” to insert “including the prepara- 
tion and printing of charts, di , photographs, and lantern 
slides for use in connection with lectures delivered at farmers’ 
institutes;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

eee „ 2 this sum shall = used b — e of Agri 
farmers’ instivates in the several Staten and Territories, and OPOE MAKE 
organizations in foreign countries, with special suggestions af plans and 
methods for making such organizations more effective for the dissemination 
of the results of the work of the ent of iculture and the agricul- 
FVV ͤ ent PALLON oF chert: Gineraim CCO EET 
3 lantern slides for use in connection with lectures delivered at ee 
institu 5 y 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, line 19, to increase the 
total appropriation for Agricultural experiment stations from 
$810,000 to $815,000. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was,on page 52, line 22, after the word 
sos pan to insert and other agricultural purposes; so as 


“ 


to 


proprietors and institutions relating to tion and 
abroad; with expecta 


oxricu\tare 


ya e use of irrigation waters, at home and 
of better methods for the utilization of irrigation waters 


than those in common use, and upon plans for the removalof 
plus waters by drainage, and upon 

appliances for irrigationand drainage, and other agricultural pu: 
for the preparation, printing, and illustration of . ada and bulle 
rigation and drainage, including employment of la 

ington or elsewhere, etc. 


Mr. TELLER. I understand that under some unanimous- 
consent arrangement we are not allowed to move amendments 
now, but we must wait until the reading of the bill has been con- 


cluded. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The agreement was that Sen- 
ators should wait until the committee amendments had been acted 


upon. 
Mr. TELLER. I wish to move to amend that particular pro- 


vision. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 


to the amendment of the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 53, in line 7, to increase the 
appropriation for irrigation and drainage investigations from 


$65.000 to $70,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 53, line 13, after the word 


“ experiments,” to insert and object lessons in road building;“ 
in line 14, after the word of, to insert ‘‘ experts;’’ in line 17, 


after the word experiments,” to insert and field work;’’ in line 
19, after the word apparatus,“ to insert machinery,“ and in 


line 24, before the word dollars,“ to strike out “‘ thirty-five thou- 


sand and insert ‘‘ sixty-five thousand;“ so as to make the clause 


read: 
Public road inquiries: To enable the Secretary of ture to make in- 
miries in regard to the systems of road management ughout the United 


4 ja 1 and oinar labor required in 
elsew ; tor * r 
and ill the AE such faven tions — L 
eber, — 4 AL oper ees appara machin and materials; 
—— aad telephone service; 8 — on 
and to enable him to assist the agricultural co 
in dissemina information on this subject, $65, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, line 25, to increase the 
total bs Yo ota for the maintenance of the Department of 
iculture from $5,711,240 to $6,072,380. 
e amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was concluded. 
Mr. PROCTOR. On 87, line 22, after the word ‘‘ento- 
noae I move to out the words ‘‘ who shall be chief of 
ureau.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. On page 33, I move to strike out, commenc- 
ing in line 18, all down to and including the word package,“ 


experiments and oo lessons in road building; for the 5 of ex- 


in line 22, on e 84. 
Mr. BACON. The amendment p by the Senator is 80 
large in its scope that it is impossible for us to judge whether or 


not it should be stricken out without having opportunity to 
read it or having it read from the desk. It covers more than a 


ir ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The words proposed to be 
stricken out will be read. ml eer. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, beginning in line 
18, page 83, the following: 


in regard to the place of manufacture or the contents of the pan mal 
es from origi- 


Relea in all cases where the 
of Agriculture discloses any reason 


us health, or which are forbidden 
entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale in the countries in which they are 
made or from which they are exported, or which shall be TRANT Or oone 
pletely labeled in any respect in regard to the place of manufac or the 
contents of the package. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I hope the committee will not 
object to the adoption of my motion toamend, This extraordi- 
nary provision places the importation of of every descri 
tion under the control of the Bureau of i of the res 
cultural Department, and provides that that Bureau may exclude 
from importation into the United States any articles of any de- 
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scription that they shall find to be injurious to health, or incom- 
pletely labeled, whatever that may be, with a variety of other 
provisions. There is ample provision in the existing law under 
which the Treasury Department can exclude the on lara: of 
articles that are injurious to the public health, and all articles of 
food or drink that are adulterated. There is a complete provi- 
sion under existing law for carrying out the restrictions which 
are placed upon the importation of these articles, and further 

visions for their forfeiture in cases of a conviction under the law. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him how, 
under the existing law, the Secre of the Treasury i 
whether the articles are injurious to health or adulterated? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Through means of his own. The 3 
Department has chemical laboratories at the custom-houses in 
great cities, and they are accustomed to make these examinations 
in those laboratories. I should certainly have no objection to the 
Secretary of the Treasury being permitted to ask that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture shall make any examinations which are neces- 
sary, but it seems to me that it is entirely wrong to put the whole 
control of all the importations into the United States into the 
hands of a bureau of the Agricultural Department, which have 
certainly nothing to do with importations or with customs mat- 
ters of any kind. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, all will agree that the matter 
of pure food and drinks is a very important one, and it is one that 
is attracting a great deal of attention. I noticed this provision, 
The ee eat substantially, was in the bill of last year. 

Mr. RICH. It was not the same provision, nor the same 
provision substantially, if the Senator permit me. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It has been administered substantially in this 
way. I do not see any great change in it. I took some pains to 
inquire about the working of the present measure, and I have here 
the report of the Bureau of Chemistry. I will read what it cays 
about it up to January 14 last, after something over six mon 
of operation: 


Statement of imported food samples received by the Bureau of Chemistry and 
— of feeds sad br up 8 15. Me ae 


Found contrary to law. 


Total „45„%½ẽ' 


I asked the fae oie of Agriculture as to the working of 
this provision. ey said there had been no serious complaint. 
It is their custom to 7 a package and pay for it and take what 
they need for Sl a examination and then sell the remainder, 
They said they been thanked very warmly by some pur- 
chasers in this country who had been saved from purchasing 
adulterated 2 when they supposed they were purchasing 
pure products. 

I also communicated with the Secretary of the Treasury, for I 
wanted to know the practical working of it. I will read a brief 
letter from him: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 5 
Washington, February 23, 1905. 


My DEAR SENATOR: Repl to your note asking whether in the oa 


ion of this Department the po m authorizing the tion of ce: 

Sets Ca Tay colic mae OAA E LODOSA TOK seo Meee 
O say: ™ on, some m of impo: ucts neces- 
— and I 8 of no way better than that now provi I understand 


tioned at several of the r poe 
Importers are not seriously o jecting to the delays under the present law, 
for in tice the goods are rel: 

sis. © effect of the law has been 


be determined not by the amount of adulterated food discovered, but by the 
amount which the existence of the law prevents from being entered. 
Very truly, yours, ö 


Hon. REDFIELD Procror, SAEN 
United States Senate. 
Mr, BEVERIDGE. To what law does the Secretary of the 


refer? 

Mr. PROCTOR. He refers to the appropriation act of last year, 
the wording of which is almost the same. There is somechange, 
but I do not see any important change in the present bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island to refer us to and to quote those provisions of law which he 
said a moment ago provide that the tary of the Treasury 
shall now inspect adulterated foods and under which he has pewer 
to exclude them. If there is already in existence the power some ; 


Dee STE RATHI ee ENE ME eae 
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wherein the Department to prevent these adulterated 
and injurious substances and foods from being imported, of course 
we do not want to duplicate the work, but if there does not exist 
somewhere the power it looks to me as though it ought to exist 
somewhere. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will read the act to the Senator. Thesecond 
section of the act of August 30, 1890, commonly known as the 
meat - inspection act.“ provides: 

That it shall be unlawful to import into the United States any adulterated 
or unwholesome food or drug or any vinous, spirituous, or malt liquors, adul- 
terated or mixed with any poisonous or noxious chemical] drug or other in- 

ient injurious to heal Any person who shall knowingly import irto 
© United States any man adulterated food or drug or drink, knowing or 
having reasons to believe the same to be adulterated, ete.— 
shall be liable to prosecution and upon conviction shall be fined 
and imprisoned. I will not stop to read the details. 

The next section provides: 

That any article designed for consumption as human food or drink, and 
any other article of the classes or description mentioned in this act, which 

be imported into the United States contrary to its provisions, shall be 
forfeited to the United States. 

That is a provision for fine or imprisonment and for the forfei- 
ture of the goods. The next section provides: 

BEO. 4. That whenever the President is satisfied that there is good reason 
to believe that any importation is being made, or is about to be made, into 
the United States, from any foreign country, of any article used for human 
food or drink thatis adulterated to an extent dangerous to the health or wel- 
fare of the people of the United States, or any of th: he may issue his 

roclamation nding the importation of such articles from such country 

or such period of time as he 3 neceseary to prevent such importa- 
tion; and during such period it U be unlawful to import into the United 
States from the countries designated in the proclamation of the President 
any of the articles the importation of which is so suspended. 
Now, that covers practically all the provisions of the act. Of 
course the execution of the existing law is left with the Presi- 
dent of the United States and with the Treasury Department, 
which has the sole charge of importations into the United States. 
There is nothing in the provisions which have been read as to the 
Agricultural De ent, except as to labor, but what is included 
in the 33 w, the enforcement of which is left where it 
should be, with the Secretary of the Treasury and the President 
of the United States. I submit that Congress has never mivan to 
an Executive Department or to a bureau of an Executive Depart- 
ment the right to exclude from importation into the United States 
pon of any description, depending upon the judgment of that 

ureau officer as to whether they should be excluded or not, and 


that is i 1 hat is done by this bill. 

Mr. TILLM . Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Rhode Island that the language in the present act is very much 
broader and more sweeping than the act of last year; but the gen- 
eral provisions, as the Senator from Vermont has stated, are the 
same, unless there is some bureau somewhere other than what is 
provided in the general provisions of the statute which the Sen- 
ator has just read, which of course gives the power to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, but really does not give him any specific 
authority. It does not ee him any policemen. There is not any 
specific inpector; there is no detective. 

It looks to me like there might be some compromise arrange- 
ment made here, or some hedging about, which would enable the 
Bureau of Chemistry in the Agricultural Department to do this 
work upon the request of the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
leave it to the report of the chemist for the Secretary to determine 
himself whether they ought to be excluded, instead of leaving it 
in the power of the 8 of Agriculture to exclude it, in his 

dgment. 

h, e words that are in that I obiect to (and the Senator has called 
attention to them) are contained on page 84, at line 11, and they 
are not in the previous act. That is all new legislation. I have 
the old act in my hand, and I have examined the two very closely 
to see where they correspond and where they disagree. 

The new words are— 
in all cases where the examination conducted by the Secretary of Agricul- 
Linge 8 any reason for believing that the products in question should 

ex 

Thus the Secretary of the Treasury must exclude them. I 
agree with the Senator that they ought to go out. There ought 
to be some provision here by which this chemical bureau would 
inspect and analyze and do everything else that the Secretary of 
the 5 want done in order to exclude adulterated 

roducts. e have considerable interest in this matter locally 

one sense. As the letter just read by the Senator from Ver- 
mont shows, olive oil is one of the things which is habituall 
adulterated. We know in the South that our cotton-seed oil, 
after having been bought at about 55 cents a gallon, or something 
like that, is carried off to France and there they monkey with it 
a little and send it back to us and sell it for three or four dollars 
a on as olive oil. 

$ is like our California wines and other things. They take 
those, carry them abroad, where thoy manipulate them, and then 
import them as fine champagnes, all that kind of thing. 
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I think the Senator from Vermont might have accomplisbLed 
his purpose by striking out the words I have just quoted and 
using some language to amend the present law. so as to let the 
power rest in the Secretary of the to take the initiative 
and have the final judgment, and let the Department of Agricul- 
ture, through its chemical bureau, do the work as it has done its 
own. I suggest that to him as an arrangement that might be 

ble all around, 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I think in the little time the 
Senator from South Carolina has had to examine this proposed 
change he has failed to catch the idea of it. I do not see that the 
bill makes any material change in the matter. The old law, be- 
ginning on page 7, reads: 

o Secret: i purpose i a 
N or pals f E E a arte who pong 5 W the 
right to introduce ony before the Secretary of Breuka 

That is the present law. Now the following words are added: 
either in person or by attorney or by writing, in all cases where the exami- 
nation conducted by thé Secretary of Agriculture discloses any reason for be- 
lieving that.the products in question should be excluded. 

After the word excluded” there ought to be some punctua- 
tion; a semicolon, perhaps. Then the language is precisely that 
of the present law in regard to the Secretary refusing admission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But it leaves it in the judgment of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to decide what shall be excluded, and the Sec- 
erst of the Treasury shall then exclude such articles. That is 
the objection to this legislation. I think we ought to provide 
that the Secretary of the Treasury shall furnish samples, or that 
after the Secretary of iculture has obtained samples through 
the machinery provided he shall make his report to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and leave it to him to determine whether the 
articles are to be excluded or not. He wonld exclude, of course, 
mee Pgs, ee would be injurious or unhealthful. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In reply to the question asked me by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina as to what machinery the Secretary of 
the Treasury has for enforcing the existing law, I would say that 
he has an army of employees in every part of the United States; he 
has his special agents here and abroad, and he has his chemical 
laboratories, and it is the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to enforce this law by his agencies, and not to call upon the Sec- 
set of Agriculture. The Secretary of the Treasury is con- 
stantly enforcing the existing law, and if he is not enforcing it 
he ought to be impeached. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Rhode Island will permit 
me, is it not shown from the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, which has been read, that he rather approves of this method 
of running down vile adulterations and excluding them? Ishould 
agree with him entirely that those two gentlemen from Iowa, 
one in the Treasury Department and the other in the Department 
of Agriculture, might be depended on to look after our stomachs 
and not let us have these impure and improper food products, 
wines, oils, etc., foisted upon us, and they seem to agree to the 
present arrangement. I am only looking forward to the time 
when, as to the heads of these Departments, this brotherly 
ment that now exists may not be continued. Therefore, I thi 
we had better provide in the law that there shall be power in the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to whom it belongs, to do this duty, 
and that the Secretary of Agriculture may gather this informa- 
tion through the Bureau of Chemistry when asked to do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the Secretary of the 
Treasury being given the right to call upon the Secretary of Agri- 
culture for all the assistance he may be able to give him in regard 
to the examination of any of these articles of food that may be 
proposed to be improperly imported into the United States, but 
this legislation much further than that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I object to. I object to the 
precedent which it establishes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I simply want to call the 
attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to what I think is an 
error in his statement as to who enforcesthislaw. Under thenew 
provision this proposed law reads as follows: 

The Secretary of Agriculture for the purpose mentioned, giving notice to 
the owner or consignee of such articles, who may be present and have the 
right to introduce testimony before the Secretary of Agriculture, either in 
wee or b 5 by writing, in all cases where the examination con- 

ucted by the Secretary of Agriculture discloses any reason for believing 
that the products in question should be excluded, and the Secretary of the 
Arete y grisea bass bun inetd E 
found to be dangerous to health. 

Who is it that enforces this law? The law simply provides that 
upon certain facts being established by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture then the Secretary of the Treasury shall take those facts and 
enforce the law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from North Dakota under- 
1 5 e Secretary of the Treasury has any discretion in 

ma 
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Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should have any discretion in the matter when the law 
determines what shall be sufficient evidence for him to act upon. 
When it has been develo from the evidence, the Secretary of 
Agriculture having established the fact, that certain goods are not 
salai le or not of such a character as should be imported into the 
United States, it then becomes the duty of the Secretary of the 
zene to refuse the admission of such goods to the United 

tates. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It confers discretion on the Secretary of the 
Treasury and provides that the examination shall be conducted 
by the Bureau of Chi in the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. McCUMBER, Should there be any discretion in the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to refuse admission in case his own chem- 
ist had fonnd that the goods are deleterious? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He is bound under the law, if his own chem- 
ist has found that the goods were injurious, to commence a prose- 
cution in the courts of the United States and to have punishment 
inflicted upon importers fraudulently importing such goods. He 
4 bound to bring it to the attention of the President of the United 

tates. 

Mr. McCUMBER. He is bound to prohibit their introduction. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Not under existing law. 

Mr. MCCUMBER. Then, if he is not, under existing law, there 
is a very good and valid reason why this proposed law should be 
substituted for the existing law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The President of the United States, to whom 
all these great powers are intrusted, has the power, under exist- 
ing law, to exclude such goods if he shall find they are injurious 
to the public health, The power is with him. It does not exist 
in any bureau of chemistry. That is a matter to be determined 
by the President of the United States. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The power does not exist in the Bureau of 
Chemistry of the Agricultural Department in this pro law. 
All that is provided in this law is to determine whether or not 

s are in such a condition as would prohibit their introduction 

to the United States under existing law. If they are such, then 

it becomes the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to prohibit 
their introduction. 

I wish to state that I can see no difference whether the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, through his chemical department, which is 
conceded to be possibly the best chemical bureau in any Depart- 
ment of the United States, determines this question for the action 
of the Secretary of the Treasury or whether it is done in an in- 
complete chemical bureau in his own Department. In either event 
the law fixes it as the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to en- 
force the law upon certain facts being established. 

I might ask, while I am on my feet, where does this objection 
come from? Who 2 e to it? I do not think there has been a 
law upon the statute k in the last year that has been more 
benefcial to the public and which has received their approbation 
more strongly than has this particular section of the law as it has 
been enforced. 

There is no great difference, Mr. President, between the old law 
and the one which is now proposed. The effect of both is prac- 
tically the same. The importers in the United States, those who 
are affected directly by this, all of them seem to be in favor of it 
80 far as I have heard. : 

I have here a few letters, to which I call the attention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island. They are letters coming from im- 
porters in this country, directed to the Secretary of Agriculture, 
and they go even to the extent of thanking him for the assistance 
given to them in the purchase of goods and in excluding the char- 
acter of goods which do not come up to our American standard 
as established by our previous laws. 

Let us take the letter of Jordan Stabler Company, of Baltimore, 
large importers: 

BALTIMORE, December 5, 1908. 
Hon. JAMES WILSON, 


Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, D. O. 

DEAR SIR: R ding the matter of the little inyoice of Haut Sauterne 
wine, No. 2889, pred rom Bordeaux to us by Jules Merman & Co. last 
month, we have p the return of the wine to Bordeaux in hands of our 
custom-house broker, as we do not wish tosell anything that is not absolutel 

, oud are glad to know the wines are not as represented, provided — 5 
Be the case, as we presume it must be if it has passed through Dr. Wiley's 


There seems to be a great deal of confidence in the country 
generally in the office of Dr. Wiley— - 
therefore we will not attempt to offer any other evidence, but would like a 
copy of your report to send to our shippers to satisfy them. 

Very respectfully, yours, 

JORDAN STABLER COMPANY. 

I read this letter to the Senator simply to indicate to him that 
the importers of wines and other goods in the United States de- 
sire to be protected. Whatever may have been the previous law, 
it never has been enforced as it has been enforced in the last year. 
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Here is a letter from H. C. Newcomb, an importer, of Phila- 


delphia: 
PHILADELPHIA, December 19, 1908. 
Hon. JAurs WILSON, 
Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 

SIR: SAT te TOEO OE VOERE oe the 18th instant in respect to the 2 barrels 
of S olive oil imported from Seville, and which would not withstand 
the Baudouin test for sesame oil. 

I thank you for the consideration shown and for releasing same under the 


True, it was imported in good faith, but had you exacted a return of same 
to the point of production I could — . — lained. 

Desiring to know the real truth e olive oils of that section, I 
have to two friends there a: FETT 
tho trees at this propitious time and with their own ds squeeze out the 
oil and tosend the oil to me. If they send me large enough samples, I shall 
| Bib ad PAME LO TOCWAT O ODS 50 biaclipe peeoprucnndert bape fern ing data 
for future examinations, as an evidence of my appreciation of your desire to 

ent has been very satisfactory, and of 
to assist, rather than oppose, any investiga- 


H. O. Newooms. 


Mr. President, everyone knows that until this last law was 
passed, about a year ago, we received any amount of ous arti- 
cles, wines, olive oils, and everything of that kind. Possibly not 
more than a twentieth part of the winesimported into the United 
States were of the character designated. 

Let us take the letter of S. J. Valk & Bro., of New York, which 
is as follows: es 
Hon. JAMES WILSON, E dros 


Secretary of ‘Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 
favor of October 28, and will tha 


have no desire to make any protest co g this shipment, but shall 


spon sorp of permission from your t, or that of 

ustom- House au 

. RAY thorities, proceed 3 
Yours, very truly, 8. J. VALE. 

I might read any number of letters all favoring the existing law 
or the law which has been enforced throngh the recommendation 
of this Bureau in the Department of Agriculture. 

I have here the declaration that is used as a requirement by the 

Department of all 3 of these products, wines, 
etc., into the United States. I read just the heading of the 
declaration to show how falsely these statements are made and 
the great amount of adulterated articles which have heretofore 
escaped the diligence of our custom-house officers and have en- 
tered into the goods of this country. Here is a declaration of a 
shipper of food products: 


I, the undersigned, do solemnly and truly declare that Iam — 85 
the merchandise herein Mannat and 8 and that it Pas 7004 
products which contain no added substances injurious to health. These food 


products were grown in nce and manufact in us during 
the year 1903, and are exported from Bordeaux and 3 to New York. 
The products bear no false labels or marks, contain no ad matter 


coloring 
or preservative,and are not of a characte: triction 
in — in the country e or fro: e an ape 

Then follows a long list containing wines, and perhaps other ar- 
ticles, amounting to many thousand dollars’ worth, and yet every 
statement is absolutely false. Not a single brand of those wines 
came from the country from which it is said to have been ex- 
ported, not a single case or barrel of them was manufactured by 
3 who makes this statement, and not a single statement 
is true. 

I have been furnished—and I have them here—by the Secretary 
of Agriculture for use in the Senate with a large number of these 
bills of lading, if I may call them by such a term, all of them 
showing false statements as to the eo where the product is pro- 
duced and as to their character. ey are manufactured out of 
the cheapest wine basis as a rule, and never saw the section of 
France from which they are claimed to have beeen imported. 
They are colored and marked to corr d with some twenty or 
thirty different grades of wine, and yet all of them aremade from 


the same particular basis, 
I am satisfied that the importers of this country desire to be pro- 
tected inst counterfeits of this kind, and whatever has been 


the law eretofore, it certainly has never been enforced as it has 
been within the last year under the supervision of the Department 
of Agriculture. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I regard the section under 
consideration as a very important section of this bill. I have not 
ven so much attention as has the honorable Senator from North 
akota [Mr. McCuMBER] to the question of pure food, and there- 
fore I have listened with a t deal of attention and interest to 
what he had to say about that subject. We all know, however, 
a good deal from observation and experience and from the testi- 
mony of others, of the general state of demoralization that has 
grown up in the trade in food products in the United States. 
Our country is more helpless then any other country in the 
world, because we have a system of local government here ard a 
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system of interstate commerce which mutually paralyze one an- 
other in any local effort to deal with the question of pure food. 

We have hardly a State in the Union that is able to enforce its 
own laws with respect to the rights and privileges of its own peo- 
ple, and therefore in the last ten years there has grown up in the 
country a conviction that the United States ought to take up the 

mestion of pure food exactly as the great countries of the Old 
orld have done. Every one of them protects its people against 
the sale of adulterated and poisonous and mislabeled and fraudu- 
lent food products. Every nation in Europe has an effective sys- 
tem of supervision, and there is no country in the Old World that 
permits anybody to sell to its people articles the like of which we 
are trying to exclude under the provisions of this bill. 

It is not a new jurisdiction, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH] has so well pointed out. It is an old statutory 
provision of Congress; and yet everybody knows that it has been 
almost a dead letter upon the statute books of the United States, 
and that year after year the people have been compelled to sub- 
mit, many of them the innocent victims of the fraud involved in 
the importation of mislabeled, adulterated, diluted, and other- 
wise deleterious articles of food sent here from other countries. 

Fortunately we know with absolute certainty what the 5 
tion of this provision in the agricultural appropriation bill has 
been. It came into the agricultural appropriation law one year 
ago, and for the last six months it has been in operation. In that 
time the Department of Agriculture has investigated a large num- 
ber of invoices suspected to be fraudulent under the provisions of 

is law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will my colleague allow me to correct him? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision to which the Senator refers ap- 
pears first in the appropriation bill for 1900, and has been in effect 
ever since. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Very well. In the past six months the De- 
partment of Agriculture, under the provisions of the act of last 

has investigated a large number of these suspicious invoices. 
ortunately the Department, under authority of law, has been 
able to follow these invoices from their places of shipment in 
other countries, and has been notified by our consuls, exercising 
avery useful function, in my judgment, of the departure of ships 
bearing these fraudulent importations. In the cases that have 


been investigated by the Department of Agriculture, forty-nine 
have been found to be fraudulent under the provisions of the act 
of last year. 


Many of these were cases involving the importation of mis- 
labeled, adulterated. and otherwise injurious wine products; wine 
adulterated with sulphur and a variety of other preservatives, 
making it unsalable in any country of Europe, and left to be un- 
loaded on the only country in the world that has not had the 
moral energy to take care of the rights of its own people. 

These cargoes came here; they were promptly investigated by 
the Burean of Chemistry, certified under the provisions of the act 
of last year to be unhealthful, promptly reported to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and sent back, not to the country from which 
they had come, but to some country even more helpless than we 
are in respect to such matters. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has investigated fraudulent im- 
portations of meat products, especially sausages, manufactured 
out of all varieties of 33 meat, horse meat, and other 
varieties of refuse meat preserved by chemicals and sent here to 
be sold under fraudulent pretenses in market places that are abso- 
lutely without protection. 

These cargoes when they arrive here are already under sus- 
icion. The De ent of Agriculture knows who they are in 
urope who send these things here, and when the cargoes arrive 

this suspicion leads the Department to immediately investigate 
the character of the shipment. They buy a sample; they ex- 
amine it; they find out its exact character, and certify it to the 
Secretary of Agriculture. If it is all right, they pay for it and 
get their money back, so the Secretary informs me, by selling 
such goods at auction on the grounds of the Department of Agr:- 
culture. If they are not right. the goods are not confiscated, but 
are directed to be reshipped and taken out of the country. They 
are not treated as our goods are treated in the great nations of 
continental Europe. ( 

Sanitary decrees in central Europe seize whole cargoes of 
American food products. Food laws condemn them practically 
without a hearing, and have practically excluded from the great 
market places of the Old World our agricultural products. 

If no question of public health at all were involved, I would be 
in favor of ing this Government with that weapon of retalia- 
tion—a notice to the countries of the Old World that we will not 
submit to the injurious advertisement of the healthful food prod- 
= of the United States under mere sanitary decrees in the ports 

Europe. 


Therefore, in my judgment, this ought to stand, first as a pro- | ha 


tection to the public health. We know exactly how it has oper- 
ated. There is nota merchant consignee of one of these fraudulent 
cargoes who has complained of the action of the Department of 
Agriculture; there is not a shipper from the Old World that has 
ose to take one of these cases—forty-nine in 1 umber—into the 
courts. : 

Our own merchants have thanked the Department of Agricul- 
ture for protecting them from an imposition against which they 
were unable to protect themselves, and these shippers in Europe 
have waked up to the fact that at last we have in the United 
States an effective mechanism to prevent the unloading of these 
fraudulent articles upon our market places, 

Iam not alarmed about the growth of the power of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. Iam one of those who believe that the Sec- 
retary deals with the largest single commercial interest the Ameri- 
can people have, and I confess that I have listened with some de- 
gree of irritation to the complaints about the expenditures and 
the waste of money in that great De ent when I know that 
the entire appropriation for the maintenance of all the great 
bureaus of the Department of Agriculture put together do not 
equal the cost of a single battle ship that we will provide for by 
act of Congress this year. 

I feel, Mr. President, that the Secretary of Agriculture should 
be given the largest possible measure of discretion, not only in 
forwarding the legitimate agricultural interests of our people 
here, but in doing what this act authorizes him to do, in protect- 
ing our commerce against fraudulent imposition by the outlawed 
and outcast merchants of other countries, who, having been driven 
out of the market pea of their own countries. have for years 
taken advantage of our helpless situation to unload on us articles 
not only fraudulent in character, but injurious to the health and 
to the lives of the le of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. J ident, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] to the fact that 
his criticism as to the undue power conferred upon the Secretary 
of Agriculture in this proposed law is, I think, a misconstruction 
of the language. 

There is but one power conferred upon the Department of Agri- 
culture, and that is to determine whether any article, upon being 
analyzed, has been found to be injurious to health. that fact 
is reported to the Secretary of the Treasury, then the Secretary 
of the Treasury is under obligation to accept that as a conclusive 
finding of fact. 

I have said—but the Senator’s attention was diverted at the 
time—that the = power conferred upon the Secre of Agri- 
culture by this bill is to determine, for the benefit and informa- 
tion of the Secretary of the , when any article has been 
analyzed and found to be dangerous to health. Whenever thatis 
done—— 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. : 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I will yield to 
him in a moment. 

Whenever that is done the law makes it imperative upon the 
Secretary of the T: to accept that as a conclusive finding 
of fact and to act upon it. But so far as the other provisions in 
this proposed law are concerned, they are not confided to the 
judgment of the Secretary of Agriculture, but are still within 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Treasury. I 
will read it and see. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor 
correctly stated that after the word excluded.“ in the fourteent 
line, there should possibly be a semicolon, and the sentence would 
be complete if it began there. I will read the language: 

And the Secretary of the Trereury shall refuse delivery to the consignee 


of any such goods which the Secre of Aeneas reports to him have 
been ted and analyzed and found to be dangerous to health, ete. 


He shall exclude those, and he shall also exclude any— 
which are forbidden entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale in the 
countries in which they are made or from which they are exported. 

The Secretary of the Treasury shall determine whether 
which are sought to be introduced here are such as are forbidden 
entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale in the countries in 
which they are made or from which they are exported.” And, 
likewise, it is for the Secretary of the Treasury to determine 
whether they have been— 

i incompletely la i * 
!!!.. ia i EA ORE 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean to say that the words 
“the 5 of Agriculture“ do not refer to all that follows? 

Mr. BACON. I think most 3 do not. 

` Mr. ALDRICH. If the law was so drawn that it would mean 
that and nothing else, there would be a very different question 
presented. 

Mr. BACON. I may be mistaken, but I do not think there is 


any possibility for any court to construe it otherwise than aa I 
ve suggested. 
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I will eony say to the Senator in this connection that I have 


here—which I sent for after the suggestion was made—the report 
of the hearings, to which my attention had been directed pre- 
viously, before the Committee on Agriculture of the House, in 
which there is detailed testimony by the officers of the Agricul- 
tural Department of all these various inspections. It seems that 
under the existing law these inspections haye been made by the 
chemists of the Agricultural Department. The Senator, if he 
will turn to this book which I hold in my hand, will find a de- 
tailed statement of the methods by which these inspections are 
made and the results which have been attained. 

For instance, I will say to the Senator that there is one state- 
ment here by Doctor iley, that of the goods inspected 10 per 
cent was found to be adulterated, and he goes then in detail to 
give the results of inspections of wines and oils and canned 
meats and canned vegetables and sausages and everything of that 
kind, stating in each case what the particular poisonous articles 
are that were found in them, and establishing, as I think, in a 
very marked de the correctness of the proposition so force- 
fully stated by the Senator from Iowa of the injurious effects of 
the adulteration and the great importance that our people should 
be protected from the introduction of goods which, as stated b 
the Senator from Iowa, have not only been manufactured an 
pas up in violation of our own law, but are in violation of the 

aws of the country from which they come. ink it is a mat- 
ter of importance, and that the Senator from Rhode Island, of 
course with commendable vigilance, in his effort to accomplish 
what he deems to be right in the matter, has misconstrued it, and 
I do not think any court in the world would construe it otherwise 
than as I construe it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How does the Senator construe the first part 
of the 2 h? I wish he would construe that. 

Mr. BA The first undoubtedly is under the juris- 
diction of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Secretary of Agriculture shall inquire 
whether the goods are injurious to health or are forbidden entry 
Gary of the Tessas, nich ha BOCEY ol vs TONET IALA 

of the , and the Secre of the Treasury ex- 
clude goods which are injurious to health; and then the Senator 
says that he has no discretion beyond that, 

r. BACON. Even if the Secretary of Agriculture might have 
conferred upon him the duty of making the investigation, there 
is in this law but one single proyision that the Secretary of the 
8 is required to t his judgment, and that is where 
the goods have been analyzed and are found to be injurious to 
health. The other isa matter of determination whether or not 
the fact is found to be, as stated in the law, sufficient to require 
their exclusion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In other words, the Senator says there are 
three classes here? 

Mr. BACON. Les. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. First, where the Secretary of Agriculture 
analyzes the food and finds it to be injurious. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In which event no discretion is left to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


ucts, in the countries from which they are shipped, are forbidden 
there to be sold. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Inwhich case the Secretary of iculture 
has no discretion; and the third case where they are falsely la- 
7 75 ered = Secretary of the Treasury has sole discretion. 


; Des. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So it becomes perfectly obvious that there 
are a division and a confusion of powers which, at least, ought to 
receive the attention of the Senate to the extent of being straight- 
ened out. Of course we all agree, but not with equal vigor 

Mr.BACON, With all due respect to the Senator from Indiana, 
I do not think there is any confusion in the matter at all. The 
Secretary of Agriculture, through his officials, is required to make 
investigation, and his report is made to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and the executive action is entirely in the hands of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and there is no confusion or division of 
authority in that matter. The Secretary of Agriculture simply 
makes that investigation and reports to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury, then, is the sole officer 
called upon to act, and his order is that which executes the law. 

Mr. B IDGE. But he acts without discretion. 

Mr. QUARLES, I wish to call the attention of the chairman 
of the committee in charge of this bill to a manifest defect in the 
language. If he will look at line 14, page 34, he will find there is 
a defective sentence, entirely lacking a predicate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In what line? 


XSXVITI—145 


Mr.QUARLES. Line 14. It is hanging like a live wire which 
has been cut off; and for the purpose of correcting that manifest 
defect I suggest an amendment. After the word ‘‘ excluded,” 
in line 14, page 84, insert the following words: 

He shall so report to the Secretary of the Treasury. 


That completes the sentence, which otherwise is left entirely 
incomplete, without any predicate whatever. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

Mr. QUARLES. There is just one other suggestion I will ven- 
ture to make to my distinguished friend in charge of this bill. I 
had not the privilege of being present when this was being con- 
sidered by the committee. Of course we must all agree that it 
is a very great power which it is proposed to confer upon a public 
officer in whom we have very great confidence, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The present incumbent. 

Mr.QUARLES. The present incumbent. But, Mr. President, 
we must frame our legislation, not with reference to our ideas of 
a particular incumbent of that office, but with reference to the 
fact that there may be in the course of time a very different man 
in that position, wielding this very great power. 

I we are investing too much power in the hands of any 
official when we say that he may deprive a private individual ora 
snp of a consignment of goods that has been sent on here if 
he find that the label on the outside of the package is incom- 

lete. Now, what does that mean — incomplete?“ You will 

ave as many standards of incompleteness as there are men to 
whom the proposition is referred, and if the Secretary of Agri- 
culture should find that a description either of the character of 
the goods or the place where they were manufactured is not as 
complete as he would make it, you confiscate the man’s goods, 
although he has been guilty of no evil intent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And without any process of law. 

Mr. QUARLES, And without any process of law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In other words, it is an entirely arbitrary 


act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Purely. Such power never before has been 
given in the history of the country, and it never ought to be. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move, in line 1, page 34, to strike out the 
words or incompletely.” 

Mr. QUARLES. And also in line 20. I presume the Senator 
would include in his amendment the striking out of the same 
words—‘‘ or incompletely ’’—in line 20. 

Mr. HEYBURN, Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

e SECRETARY. On page 34, line 1, before the word “labeled,” 
strike out the words“ or incompletely;’’ and in line 20, page 34, 
after the word“ falsely,” strike out the words or incompletely.” 


Mr. PROCTOR. In my opinion the word “falsely” covers 
.f. OU ARLES Everything that ought to be red 
2 Eve g ou covered, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. $ 


Mr. PROCTOR. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HEYBURN. Iask the attention of the Senator from Wis- 
consin to a suggestion in regard to line 14. I think that if the 
word “and” in that line is stricken out the live wire will be re- 
moved—the sentence will be complete. The word “and” has 
crept into that line, and it has nò place there. 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to ask my distinguished friend 
the Senator from Idaho how, on his theory, the information 
would be acquired by the Secretary of the Treasury? If you 
strike out “and,” you make no provision for any report 
the Secretary of Agriculture to the Secretary of the Treasury. 
How is the Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain what the fact 
is unless you provide that the Secretary of Agriculture shail 
make a report to him? 

Mr. HEYBURN. This provision does not undertake to pro- 
vide for a report. That matter will probably be arranged or pro- 
vided for by the rules generally made by the Department for 
carrying out the provisions of such an act as this. This goes no 

er than to provide an elementary principle of law, leaving 
it to the Department to execute it in the manner usual in such 


cases, 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator will pardon me, he will find in 
line 16 a provision for a report. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; it is suggested to me that line 16 pro- 
vides fora report. But take this sentence and eliminate the word 
“and,” and see if it does not obviate the difficulty suggested by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. I will read it: 


In all cases where the examination conducted by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture discloses any reason for believing that the products in question should 
be excluded, the Secretary of the Treasury shall refuse delivery. 
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Leaving out the word “and” makes a complete sentence. He 
shall refuse to deliver. He does notconfiscate. He does not take 
the title to the property. He simply leaves it in the hands of the 
party who has attempted to perpetrate the fraud. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word or twoin 
reference to these provisions. The provision upon the subject of 
the importation of goods injurious to health was first inserted in 
the appropriation bill for the year 1900. It applied then onl 
substantially to what was already provided for in the Revise: 
Statutes, as suggested by the Senator from Rhode Island, but it 
provided an additional method whereby the facts could be ascer- 
tained. 

Now, here is the statute of 1900 as it was passed, approved 


the ist of March, 1899. That was the first time the Secretary of | be 


Agriculture was required to deal with this subject, and it pro- 
, Without reading what precedes— 
And the Secretary of Agriculture, whenever he has reason— 


I would be glad if Senators would turn to the phraseology of 
the bill before us and compare it with this phraseology— 
8 „ which are 
of the United States, shall make a request upon the 
from of such 


pee oth tg of such articles, 77... agra = dbo 
— A r gute ANCR è Beerotary of Agricultura 7 2 ts 
8 1 —.— and analyzed and found to be us ts iaith. 

That was the law of 1900, and it was mandatory, as this law is 
mandatory, upon the Secretary of the Treasury. It is not at the 
request of the Secretary of Agree, but when the Secretary 
of Agriculture shall report to him that a particular importation 
is dangerous to health, then we madeit his duty toexclude it. It 
was 3 55 When that took place, then the importation should 
be prohibited. It may be said that it was a rigorous provision 
upon importers, but it is no more rigorous than many other pro- 
Aisions found in our tariff law. The statute which the Senator 
from Rhode Island read provides that the goods thus found dele- 
terious to health shall be forfeited. So that really this is a milder 
provision in one sense than that, because under the statute, as is 
shown here by Senators who have debated this question, the iden- 
tical goods which are injurions to health may be pd 
more favorable countries where the government is not examining 
the goods with a view to the health of the people. 

So in 1899 we began this legislation. Apo niget AS Petes 
It was after Germany—this is a historical statement—and other 
countries had passed the most rigid legislation as the 
adulteration of articles imported from our own country. They had 
issued rescripts or prohibitions inst importations from our 
country in many cases, it was ved by our officers, without 
reason and when the goods thus exported were in fact goods which 
were not in any form or in any respect adulterated. A cry came 
up from our exporters that if the governments in towhom 
we were selling products should undertake to exclude those goods 
upon false statements or inspections, we had only to retaliate by 

providing that in our country we would inspect their imports 
and would reject them as they were rejecting ours. Sothatcame 
into the bill of 1900. It has appeared in varied form in every agri- 
cultural a 55 8 5 bill from that time till now. 

Mr. ALDRI H. It is the varied form and the complete change 
in the structure and purpose of the legislation that I object to. 

Mr. ALLISON. What I want to try to do if I can, is to see— 
the forms have been changed, of course—whether the changes 
have been detrimental to our interests and injurious to our for- 


commerce, 
7 here now the legislation of 1902; that is, the law passed in 
1901, upon this very subject, which is almost a literal following of 
the law of 1900. In fact, I believe it is in the exact phraseology 
of the law of 1900, 
But I want to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to the fact that in all these cases where these facts were 


semicolon, so as to separan what the Secretary of Agriculture is 
to do from what the taty of the Treasury shall do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does he think the Secretary of the Treasury 
ought to have a discretion, as suggested by the Senator from 
Georgia, in regard to all these matters except such as are inju- 
rious to the public health? If so, there is no difference whatever 
between us. If the Senator from Georgia is correct—and I nnder- 
staral his interpretation has the approval of the Senator from 


to | insert the 


Towa—if it is made plain so that the ordinary man who reads can 
SION TS, SEE WE DO AA CE CC CRUD Yh NEA 


Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand that the Senator from Rhode 
Island will make no objection to the phraseology of this bill if a 
semicolon is inserted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; not a semicolon. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I will proceed, if the Senator will allow 


me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Iowa is contending that 

except in cases where the public health is involved the discrétion 
or the judgment ought to be lodged in the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and not in the Secretary of Agriculture, there is no difference 
tween him and me on this question. 
Mr. ALLISON. allow the Senator from Rhode Island, 
as well as he can, and I know he can do it well, to ascertain the 
differences that exist between himself and myself upon this sub- 
ject after I shall have completed what I am about to say. 

I referred to the act of 1903, which is substantially the act of 
1900 and the act of 1901 and the act of 1902. Now I come to the 
act of 1904, which is the existing law. 

Mr. LODGE, Nineteen hundred and three? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave already considered the act of 1903, I 
want to oe 5 word in respect to 

Mr. BACON. Willthe Senator from Iowa permit me to sug- 
gest, as the Senator from Rhode Island says he is satisfied if that 
can be made clear, thatif after the word “ which,” at the end of 


the line, he will insert the words the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall find,” it will make it complete and beyond doubt? Then it 
will in this way 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 Will. 


Mr. BACON. It is only a suggestion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ere in line 17? 

Mr. BACON. At the end of line 17, after the word which,” 
insert ‘‘ the Secretary of the Treasury shall find.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. 

3 . That will make it clear beyond the possibility of 
a dou 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That harmonizes it. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 17, after the word health?“ 

Mr. BACON. After the word which,“ at the end of the line, 

Secretary of the Treasury shall find.“ That makes it 

clear beyond the poun of a doubt. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes, that makes it clear. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. It will obviate 


my objection. 
. BEVERIDGE. That produces harmony. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will probably agree with the Senator later 


on, but I want to say that these criticisms as respects the investi- 
gation by the Secre of Agriculture are criticisms that are 
nee = onl i t 5 3 laws de have been 
operation for five years, giving e same authority 
Mr ALDRICH rose. gu 
Mr. ALLISON. As respects public health, 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 


In what I am now saying I am replying to the suggestion 
that the of Agriculture had no right to inject himself 
into this question of the chemical analysis of foods; that the 
Secre of the Treasury ought to deal with this question; and 
I wanted to justify the action of the Secretary of Agriculture by 
showing that this 1 n him for many years. 
Pai 5 Soa is bee 2 oes not assume that I 
ve criticised the Secre of Agriculture. 

Mr. ALLISON, Certainly not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know he is a good man; I know he is from 
a t State; and I know he has made a gues reputation for him- 

and has performed good service for country. Ihave not 
ventured to criticise him. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think I suggested that the Senator 
from Rhode Island criticised him, though, as he disclaims it, I 
~~ may have misunderstood me to have applied my remarks 
to i 
Serhi in 1904 there was introduced into the statutes a new pro- 

on. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. This year? 

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation act for 1904, thə current 
porns: which whatever money there is is now being expended 

or thi . 
The Secretary of Agriculture 
I fall again into the same paragraph— 


The Secretary of Agriculture, whenever he has reason to believe that ar- 
ticles are being imported from foreign countries which, by reason of such 


1904. 
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adulteration, are dan to the health of the le of the United States, 
or which are forbidden to be sold or in sale in the countries in 
which they are made or from which they are exported. 

That is to say, if he has reason to believe that articlesare being 
imported here, the sale of which is prohibited in other countries, 
then he can examine the packages just as well as if they are 
deleterious to health. They may not be injurious to health, but 
if they are prohibited at home, this country shall not become the 
dumping ground of such products— 

whic! label 
oe hi kangri tg arent Kadoran in any respect in regard to the place of 

Therefore these new elements were introduced in the act of 
1904, under which the of Agriculture is now acting. 

Now, it is the question for us to consider whether or not we 
shall add to these provisions—I hope the Senator from Rhode 
Island will understand me—which prohibit the importation of ar- 
ticles deleterious to health, articles which are forbidden to besold 
in the country of manufacture or production; whether we shall 
or shall not say somewhere 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not object to that at all. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whether we shall not say somewhere in our 
statutes—and I understand the Senator from Rhode Island agrees 
with me—that if any country that trades with us shall prohibit 
the sale of any particular article in the country of production, we 
shail also say to that country, We will not allow it to be imported 
into and sold in ours,” 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Does he think the Secretary of the Treasury is 
incompetent to decide whether such a prohibition takes place in 
a foreign country? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
anticipates. 

Mr. LODGE. I thought you had reached that point. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had not quite reached it. I will reach it in 
amoment. I will read what this current law of 1904 also pro- 
vides. I will read the whole clause in its connection: 


Are dangerous tothe health of the le of the United States, or which 
are forbidden to be sold or restricted — sale in the countries in which nor 
are made or from which Sher are exported, or which shall be falsel 
in any r 1 6 - 
package, make a request upon of the Treasury for sam- 
ples from original ae of such articles for and analysis; and 
8 of the Treasury is hereby authorized to open such original 
packages, ete. 


And then there is provision for the introduction of testimony: 
h f 
33 
been ed and analyzed and found to 
are forbidden to be sold or restricted 
are made or from which they are exported, or which shall be falsely la 
in any respect. 

So that practically this is the existing law u 
points, except 
that there shall be added to“ falsely labeled ’’ the words or in- 

completely labeled.” I think those words ought to go out. 

Mr. PROCTOR. They have gone out. 

Mr. ALLISON. They have gone out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; they have not gone out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The words “or incompletely,” I say, should 
go ort of the bill, and I understand that they have already been 
elimmated by an amendment proposed by the chairman of the 
committee. 

Now, there is another provision here which I su to be in- 
serted for the benefit of those who import the articles that are 
inhibited by this statute, because all these laws require the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the Secretary of Agriculture to allow 
the people who are thus with violating the law to be 

resent by counsel and with witnesses. This pepe law modi- 
5 of the law for 1904 by a provision in lines 10 to 
14, inclusive, which says: 
re of ture 
„ 8 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is in the act for 1904. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is in the act for 1904. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in all the acts. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was in all the acts, but now this is changed 
so that he may appear by attorney or by writing! 

x Mr. ALD. The word attorney“ is not in the bill be- 
ore me. 


RI 

Mr. ALLISON (reading)— 
in all cases where the examination conducted by the Secretary of 
pases a gies any reason for believing that the products in question 
exclu 

That is to say, it enlarges the opportunity of the people who are 
charged with violating the law to a . ~ 

It is a question now, and that is what we have reached, whether 


those various 


+ * „ who may be present and have the 


ul- 
be 


these facts being found, the articles thus imported shall be pro- 
hibited. I understand that the Senator from Rhode Island and 


he | should have this authority. 


pon 
that in the phraseology of this bill it is provided 


the Senator from Georgia think that the Secretary of the 

should be the final arbiter as this question, and to that I 
certainly have no objection. I certain y am ing that he 
shall review, if you think the 3 Agriculture in his ex- 
amination will not truthfully and carefully make a 1 
tion, N 1 sak oes 2 12 875 to healt ana ou 
want protect the violator of the law by requiring the 
retary of the 6 nied oe etek 
willing that both of them shall have that power. They are both 
constituents of mine. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Trather object to the Senator's last phrase, 
because the question whether a man has violated the law in a 
label, for instance, upon goods, is not a eae of agricultural 
products, it is not a e affecting public health. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not a question affecting the personal 
safety of individuals. Is the question whether a person has put 
the right kind of a label on a case of woolen st or a case of 
cotton one to be determined finally by a clerk in the Agri- 
cult De ent? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 7 Ges should it not be left to the Secretary ot 
the Treasury, who is held responsible for administration, if any- 
85 Bh to be held responsible? 

. ALLISON. Certainly; I say I do not object to that, and I 
movers ane criticism of the Senator also that it is not quite fair to 
say that hier fa rye only to goods that are so falsely imported 
by means of adul 
way we ought to place the responsibility upon the Secretary of 
Agriculture to deal with the questions that affect the public 


teration, etc. But it seems tó me that in some 


The 
b- 
ture 


Now, when it comes to a question of fact as respects false label- 
ing, of course the customs officers or the officers of the Treasury 
can decide the question as well as the Secretary of Agriculture. 
But it is perfectly well known that most cases of false im 
tions or of importations in violation of law relate to articles of 
consumption which are in the nature of things required to be put 
to a chemical test. 

f Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May J interrupt the Senator from 
owa? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to ask him what he sup- 

poses to have been the reason for introducing into this bill, after 

the word articles,“ the words which do not exist in the present 

law, on page 33, line 19: 

Or goods of any description. 

What does he suppose was the necessity of that, or, if there bea 
necessity, how does it enlarge the powers of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture? I sw the word articles included everything. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does. 

Mr. ALLISON, If I were to pe upon that question I should 
say that those are words of surplusage. Why they were inserted 
Ido not know. I find them in the House bi y came to us 
from that other great body which deals in the first instance with 
this great Spar I suppose there was some reason perhaps for 


inserting them; I can conceive of none. The word “articles” 
includes eve ing. 
CH, Itis the same process of enlargement that we 


are objecting to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Vermont in charge of 
a N will consent, for harmony, that those words may be ex- 

U. à 

Now, Mr. President, I come to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], which proposes to insert certain words 


in line 17. 
tion of the Senator from Georgia 


ably one or two ports. 


Mr. ALDRICH. The su 
was to insert after the word which,” at the end of the seven- 
teenth line, the words the Secretary of the Treasury shall find;“ 
so as to read: 


Or which the Secretary of the Treasury shall find are forbidden entry— 


Giving him the T of deciding those questions. 
er BEVERIDGE, It consolidates the power of final judg- 
men 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
Mr. ALLISON. Leaving the question of h alth to the Sscre- 
tary of Agriculture? 
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Mr. ALDRICH, Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Isee no objection to those words at all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, however long this law, 
identical or in substance, may have been upon the statute books, 
its careful reading and this debate reveal a fundamental defect 
which some amendment here ought to remedy, and that defect is 
the diffusion of power instead of the concentration of it. It be- 
comes very clear, as the discussion proceeds, that these laws have 
been beneficially effective because of the man behind the law, who 
is executing it, and not by virtue of the lawitself. If the time 
should come when two men less intelligent and less harmonious 
should preside over, respectively, the Department of the Treasury 
and the 8 of Agriculture, it is perfectly clear that the 
diffusion of authority between the two might produce a result 
which would render the operation of the whole law nugatory. I 
say it is clear that it has been the man behind the law, whose ex- 
e e everyone whose has spoken upon the question has re- 
ferred to, who has rendered it effective. 

The power which is described and conferred in this bill ought 
to be concentrated in some one. As it is, as was pointed out in 
my interruption of the Senator from Georgia, it divides this thing 
into three 5 —. in one of which the Secretary of Agriculture is 
the final authority, leaving no discretion to the Secre of the 
Treasury, and in two others of which the final authority is in the 
8 of the Treasury without consulting the Secretary of 

iculture. 
ə very statement of that condition shows that only in the 
case of two very harmonious and very sensible men could the law 


produce the excellent results which it has thus far produced and | I 


which have been pointed ont by the senior Senator from Iowa. 
So some amendment should be adopted here which would remedy 
this fundamental defect of the law. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that there is a further thing col- 
lateral to Siis onera rinciple. Notonly does this defect, which 
is fundamental, occur in the law itself, upon the face of it, but it 
is produced by reason of prior legislation, the legislation of 1890, 
read by the Senator from Rhode Island Mr. ALDRICH]. If this 
law remains there should be a further amendment repealing the 
former law, because the two laws standing 5 may very 
well produce an inharmony of action which, as I said will render 
nugatory all beneficial results, 

I do not know but that the amendment suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia does remedy this defect and concentrate all the 

wer. Certainly it should. Certainly there is not and can not 

any difference of opinion here 1 5 the great fundamental 
genio, the health of the people, the welfare of the people of 

e country. We all agree with equal vigor and sincerity upon 
that great question. 

I listened with entire sympathy to the reasoning, as I always 
listen with admiration to the rhetoric, of the junior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], who presented that question with such 
great power a few moments ago. But that is not the question in- 
volved here. The question involved here is the effectiveness of 
the thing itself. If we scatter the DRS and it remains scat- 
tered, we may defeat the very end which we hope to produce, 

Now, whether thə Senator from Georgia has suggested the 
right amendment to produce this result of concentrat- 
ing this power in some place and not dividing it among three or 
four Departments is a question for us to decide. I think, my- 
self, he has, 

In this connection it might be said, as we are going along and 
enlarging the power of these De ents—each enlargement nec- 
essary, each enlargement beneficial—there ought to be constant 
6 5 Department of th 

© have a ent o mmerce, a ent of the 

„ ent of culture, and the first thing we 

know, no matter how old this law is, we shall find powers which 

— eng in one Department partly placed there and partly 
e other. 

I think the amendment of the Senator from Georgia should pre- 
vail; and I further suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
first raised this question, whether if the law remains as it is, even 
with that amendment, there should not be a further amendment 
repealing the law of 1890. Otherwise the counteraction of the 
two laws may destroy the very result sought, I do not know 
what the Senator may think about that, but certainly both laws 
ought not to stand upon te statute book. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. ident, I merely rose to ask a question of 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I came in after this de- 
bate had „and perhaps I ought to know myself the answer 
to the question. Does the Senator understand that under the bill 
as it is now before the Senate, if an article of machinery comes 
from Germany to Boston to be used there, having nothing to do 
with public health or agriculture or food, but an article of cotton 
machinery, it is intended that the Secretary of Agriculture is to 
inquire whether that is falsely or incompletely labeled in any re- 
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spect, either in regard to the place of manufacture or the contents 


of the package, and thereupon is to sis it? 

Mr. N. I do not think so. I will be glad to have the 
Senator tell me if he thinks so. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know. I said I came in after the debate 
had begun and was not informed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think so. 


Mr. HOAR. But let me read it: 
and the Secretary of the Treasury shall refuse delivery to the consignee of 
any such goods— 


5 phrase to which such goods apply is articles or 


J ( 
That is No. 1. Now, No. 2— 

or Which 
Articles or goods of any kind 

are forbidden entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale 
As articles or goods or any kind of machinery to be used in 

n— 

in the countries in which they are made or from which they are exported— 
Now, here is another clause— 

or which— 
Still covering machinery used in Boston with the rest— 

22 dey wait gape a a 
I do not know, and therefore I wanted to ask the Senator from 


owa, 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the machine happened to have come from 
Germany originally and was labeled sent from Cuba, it might 
come clearly under the prohibition. We have reciprocal relations 
with Cuba. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose it comes from China, the Secretary of 
Agriculture is to inquire whether the statement that it was made 
in Hongkong or Fuchau is true, and thereupon stop it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Massachusetts asks me to 
construe phraseology which I have no right to construe. 

Mr. HOAR. But you reported it! 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon; that istrue. If you had, such a 
question would not have been necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nothaving reported it and not being responsi- 
ble for it, and most of the phraseology having come to us where 
these matters are thoroughly examined, it was ire ectly natural 
that I should not place a critical eye upon this phraseology. 
Therefore I will say to the Senator, as I came in just a little be- 
fore he entered the Chamber, and having been here a little longer 
than he, I have been endeavoring myself to explore this phraseol- 
ogy and see wherein it is defective and wherein the wisdom of the 
Senate, by the aid of all of us, severally, can improve this phraseol- 
ogy. We are helping the Senator from Vermont who has charge 
of the bill as best we can to so arrange the bill as that it will 
make good English at least and so that it will allow a cotton 
machine to be imported into Massachusetts. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the honorable Senator another question? 
ae vy answered my question so thoroughly, may I ask him one 
other’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is some difficulty about 
the reporters getting this colloquy in the confusion. 

Mr. HOAR. I will say, that the reporters may hear, I want to 
ask one other question. Does not the Senator himself, as he has 
been discoursing on it, think it is a little ridiculous as it stands? 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts first give 
me his opinion as to the phraseology?—which I infer is that it is 
rather immature. It is not ridiculous. I will say to him that I 
think it needs amendment. I would not say that it was ridicu- 
lous, because that might be unkind to some other people who pre- 
pared the phraseology. 

Mr. HOAR. I was very sure the Senator would not putit in 
that phrase, with his known excellent use of the English language. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts sug: that there may come under this provision a teapot 
made in China, and he rather indicates that this may be pigeon 
English ” from the same quarter. I want to say that that whole 
mon involves a good purpose. Iam ready to admit that the 

glish was not made in m, but it does embody the act of 
1890, or of 1900, as the Senator from Iowa has said, and inserts a 
few words; and in putting in those middle words in the present 
bill much confusion has arisen. 


wer in respect of enforcing 
that there should be no confusion. That seems to be agreed. It 
was strongly stated by the Senator from Rhode Island and as- 
sented to by the Senator from Iowa and the Senator from Indiana, 


1904. 
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Now, in the midst of this act for 1904 
Mr. ALDRICH. This language appears first in the act making 


appropriations for the present year. 
McCOMAS. That is true. In the midst of the language 
of the act for 1904 these words have been i inserted: 


5 the Secre of ulture, na i 
wk tary 7 — er in W e or 5 


in all cases where the examination 7 
any reason for believing tha 4 utente in ary of 
hich ae 


disc 
should be excluded. 

That language is certainly intended to do a thi 
words do not fully accomplish. It is a little loose to 
to say that the Secretary of Agriculture 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, The effect of those words, as I 
understand, is that the importer can not be heard until the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture has practically decided the case against him, 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes. It is perfectly evident that the amend- 
ment which the Senator 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The amendment was offered by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin, after the word “excluded,” in line 14. 

MAS, The language was suggested by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. To complete the sentence. 

Mr. McCOMAS, It seems to me, I suggest to the chairman of 
the committee, that the purpose intended can be easil e 
if we agree that the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
nation after the package is turned over to him by the Becretary 
of the Treasury, and shall then make the report of his examina- 
tion and analysis to the Secretary of the ,and that there- 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion—not “‘ shall,” 
but in his discretion—the Secretary of the Treasury may do these 
things. I therefore suggest to the chairman of the committee 
charge of this bill that it would accomplish his object if he would 
strike out all the words after the word “writing,” in line 11, 
010 5 to the words the Secretary, in line 14, an insert— 

in all cases where the Secretary of Agriculture shall report to the Sec- 
coe of the Treasury that the articles in question should be excluded. 

Then the Secretary of the T „in his discretion, in the 

8 of the Senator from Rhode d, may refuse to deliver 
ee. That makes the examination through the Eaa 
sedate of Agriculture of the customs-entered goods, 
present language is that if the report, after examination,“ ie 
closes any reason.“ There is no use to legislate here about rea- 
sons. The Secretary of 5 makes his report to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; and in this report he gives the analysis as 
gle by the examination. 
BEVERIDGE. Has the Senator observed the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]? 
Mr. McCOMAS. Ihave. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator think the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Georgia reaches the precise point 
which the Senator’s amendment touches? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ido not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The report of the Secretary of Agriculture 
becomes a decree, which it is made the duty of the Secretary of 
the to act upon. So I thought, perhaps, the Senator 
28 overlooked the amendment suggested by the Senator from 


a. 

Mr. T. MCCOMAS. No; I have not. The amendment of the 
Senator from Georgia relates to a further part of this matter, 
which I do not now adress myself to. Isu t, however, to the 
chairman of the committee, the Senator Vermont [Mr. 
Proctor], if he will give me ‘his attention, that if he will strike 


out, after the word “ writing,” in lineji1, on page 34, all Pa voras the 


down to the words “ the Secretary,” in oe 05 and insert 
h rt to 
Anan 2 the Treasury the — the ae io articles fn in Faerie ok ah bee ae 


be excluded, 
the Secretary of e discretion, may refuse delivery, etc. 


That meets the purpose of Ee Senator from Rhode Island and it 
meets the views of the Senator from Iowa. It simply puts into 
language what the Senator from Iowa expressed in his statement 
a while ago, that the examination should be made in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and that the Secretary of Agriculture should 
report his findings and analyses to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

a PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought the Senator from Mary- 
land was through. 

3 McCOMAS. I am not through, but I will yield to the 
mato 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I thought the Senator was 
through; I will wait. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask the Senator from Vermont in charge 
of the bill if what I have suggested does not meet his wishes? 
If go, I will offer that amendment. I shall move to strike out, on 


inserted 
in | sentence where it ought to have been omitted—would he have no 


page 84, in line 11, after the word 2 down to the word 
e,” in line 14 on the same page, and insert 


And in all cases where the Secretary of Agricalturenball report to the Seo- 
retary of the Treasury that the articles in question should be excluded. 


And, Pitta! 14, 2 the word shall,“ to insert the words 
40 may, in 

Mr, TILLMAN, iir President, I will ask the Senator from 
Maryland would not it involve a great discourtesy in one Secre- 
1 Go another, if, in the discharge of a great duty like this, he 

certain facts, and those facts would indicate a certain line 
of action, and then it is left discretionary with the other Secretary 
as to whether he shall do what is right? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, in the context are the words 
“and found to be dangerous to health.” The word “ may” may 
mean in an administrative sense ‘‘ must,” unless the Secretary of 
the Treasury differed from the Secretary of Agriculture as to the 
article being da ‘ous to health. 

Mr. What is the use of a chemist makin, 
analysis to ascertain whether articles are injurious to healt if, 
after Ba he reports Seca? i are injurious to health, the report is not 
going to 1 effect? 

Mr. M If he did think so, then as an administrative 
officer he must exercise a discretion in respect of the property 
rights of people. He, as the head of the Department, must pec 
cise & tive discretion, and the act ought to 
it to him. Of course it will not be abused, but it must be! 
in an executive officer. Suppose there is an error in making the 
report, then the Secretary of the Treasury, who, seeing the cler- 
ical error—as, for instance, the word not“ being ina 


discretion to correct the error? 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is no analogy between the cases. It 
seems to me that this whole trouble arises from the fact that this 
legislation is a kind of hodgepodge, which has grown by concre- 
tion, by additional sentences—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Accretion. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Well, probably it is ‘‘accretion rather than 
“concretion.” 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the Senator 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let me get through. 


You would have to recast the whole section. In other 9 8 0 


I believe with the Senator, that the Secretary of the Treas 

ing the officer having charge of imports and all that kind of 

should haye the power vested in him, and that the initiative as to 
the 8 rvision, inspection, and analysis should come from him. 
Then he could Tequest the Secretary of Agriculture to make an 
examination through his Bureau of Chemistry and report to him 
the result of the examination, and then he ought to ay forced to 
carry out in good faith the result of such analysis and inspection. 
As I have said, this whole thing is a hodgepodge, and would have 

to be recast from top to bottom to make it work right. 

0115 MoCOMAS. There is no practical difference between the 
word shall ” and the word may” in this connection. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I believe the word shall“ ought to remain 
in. Where one Secretary certifies, through his officials, that he 
has found poisonous or deleterious and injurious ingredients i in 
any article of food or drink he ought to be forced to act. It 
aoe not be “may,” but shall should stay there. 

McCOMAS. Apart from that, I think the Senator from 
South Carolina will agree with me that the other phraseology 
had better be amended as I have suggested, so that the Sires 
shall be made dee eps tic 3 of Agriculture to the Secretary of 
hall then act 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. 1 if yad to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If what the Senator from Rhode Island 
pa 3 has said is true, that the Treasury Department 

its laboratories and its chemists and other officials S palaan 
to make these investigations and experiments, why the necessity 
of 1 for work of this kind? 

Mr. McCO. There can be no difference about that, I 
think. The Secretary of Agriculture is more and more develop- 
ing, and very rightly developing, the whole vei of the analy- 
sis of foods, medicines, and gs, and the Department 
A having Serer past vad with Sri part ror the Administration. 

e Secre of Agri e ought to o Secretary to inspect 
foods and the like, and he is becoming more and more so 

Mr. PATTERSON, Is this not one of the troubles that the 
Senator is endeavoring to eliminate—the duplication of authority 
the bringing of more than one department into connection with 
imports into this country? The Secretary of the Treasury, as I 

understand, has particularly to do with and ek He Las agents 
Ny every seaport, in every port of entry and delivery; he has all 
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the facilities, and if he has not all the facilities, if he lacks any 
of them, they should be given to him through laboratories, chem- 
ists, and other scientific persons to make every necessary and 
roper investigation to determine whether or not food or liquor 
fis been adulterated or is deleterious to the public health. g 

Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Senate to this 
additional fact: Ido not understand that the Agricultural De- 
partment has agencies in New York, Philadelphia, Boston, upon 
our Canadian frontier, out on the Pacific coast, or on the Gulf, 
while the Secretary of the Treasury has agents everywhere. The 
Secretary of the Treasury can more readily and properly acquire 
information as to the coming of impure and improper goods into 
this country than can the Secretary of Agriculture, it seems tome. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is a pretty long question. Isee the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] wants to take the floor. I 
should have been through if the question of the Senator from 
Colorado had not been so extended. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, if the Senator from Maryland ob- 
jects the ground that I am intruding upon his time 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator is not intruding on my time. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam bound in courtesy to suspend. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator asked me a question, and I 
should like to answer that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. TRENI 
has had such vast experience that he has become hardened to 
this, and I suggest there is no necessity for any particular sym- 
pathy upon the part of the Senator from Maryland for the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut. ; 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; I am going to stand here 
until I get the floor, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to answer the suggestion of the 
Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have not got through. [Laughter.] 

Mr. McCOMAS. If he would get through speedily, I should 
like to answer him before long. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should have been through before this 
er probably, if the Senator from Maryland had not interfered 
with me. 

There was a great deal of good, hard common sense in What was 
suggested by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] as to the 
duplication of powers, the 8 g of authority, and the pro- 
visions of the law which permit ials of one Department to 
interfere with the work and duties of the officials of another De- 


partment. 

It is true that the Secretary of Agriculture may have a few 
more facilities of this kind, so far as paraphernalia is concerned, 
for the purpose of detecting the adulteration of foods and liquors; 
but I suggest that any defect in that ar) 8 so far as the Secre- 


d 

Mr. PATTERSON. The goods arein his custody. He has lab- 
oratories; he has chemists; and surely, if these duties are imposed 
upon the Secretary of the „as he is an intelligent and an 
honest man, he will them out most effectively. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me at that point? 

Mr, PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. The proposition in this bill covered by the in- 
crease of appropriation is to duplicate the laboratories and to 
duplicate the agents abroad, to have free traveling agents, when 
we have got the consular service. I am very glad to hear the 
Senator say what he has said, but I want to call his attention to 
this duplication, 

Mr. PATTERSON. If some Senator aca side had made 
that statement, he would be immediately accused of offensive 

i ip [laughter], because he would y dare to say that, 
coming from the Committee on Agriculture, provisions had been 
made for the purpose of duplicating officers and offices; but that 
must necessarily be the logical result, and there is but one way 
in which it can be avoided—make the duties of the Secretary of 
the Treasury clear, defined, imperative; then give him the facili- 
ties for doing these things; and there will be no necessity of mixing 
up the Department of Agriculture with the Department. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President, the pana of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] though lengthy, has a line in it, 
and that is, Why should there be a duplication by putting in this 
bill a provision for analysis and inspection of foods, medicines, 
drags, and the like by the Agricultural De ent when there 
are laboratories and opportunities for ysis in the Treasury 
Department in certain places? The answer to that is that for 
some years past we have been increasing in the De ent of 
Agriculture the facilities for this purpose, and that Department 


has been doing splendid work, work which in a century the Treas- 
ury officials never undertook, and, if they had, could never have 
achieved. In respect of foods, especially, and things deleterious 
to health, the Department of Agriculture has done in the last 
four years what the Treasury Department could never do, and 
never will do. 

That is under existing legislation; it is the policy of this coun- 
try, and it is working successfully. The Treasury Department 
has not objected to giving this power to the Department of Agri- 
culture, and since the Department of Agriculture has under exist- 
ing law this power, my in offering the amendment is to 
make the pending provision of the bill simply require the customs 
service to cooperate in the examination and analysis of food prod- 
ucts, so that articles coming through the custom-houses shall, 
upon the suggestion of the Department of Agriculture, be turned 
over to the Secretary of Agriculture, and when his Department 
reports to the Secretary of the Treasury, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] suggested, that then the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall have power, in his official discretion—because 
he isempowered to exercise a discretion, for if he were not so em- 
powered, he would not be an administrative officer— 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me suggest to the Senator 

Mr. McCOMAS. Let me finish my answer. The Secretary of 
the Treasury has an administrative discretion, and therefore in 
that discretion, every time, of course, when a report is made and 
he can not countervail the conclusion of the report that the sub- 
ject-matter is poisonous or dangerous to health, he will do the 
things that are provided for in such cases. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to t to the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Nin the chair). Does 
the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield. 

Mr. PATTERSON. L only want to suggest that the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. Patt] is stilbon his feet. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator from Connecticut has assured 
the Senator from Colorado that he will remain on his feet until 
the Senator from Colorado ceases to be in a state of eruption. 

Having made that statement, Mr. President, I seriously think 
my amendment ought to be adopted, because it does coordinate 
the work of the two Departments. I hope, in the interest of the 
Department of Agriculture and in the interest of this provision of 
the bill, the amendment may be accepted by the chairman of the 
committee or, at least, voted upon and accepted by the Senate. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I think this discussion has shown 
so many defects, or mistakes, I will say, in the draft of this pro- 
vision, that it is better to strike it out and let it be dealt with in 
conference between the two Houses. I do not believe that any 
amendment of it here upon the floor of the Senate is going to 
make it what anyone wants it to be. I hope the chairman of the 
committee will take that view of it and allow it to go out, so that 
it may be carefully considered and carefully drafted in a commit- 
tee of conference. 

There is certainly one thing which has not been alluded to, un- 
less it be by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], to which 
I wish to call the attention of the chairman of the committee. 
We have a statute of 1890 dealing with this whole subject as it 
stood up to the act for 1904. That statute was read by the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. It empowered the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to deal with this whole subject of the 
importation of adulterated foods or goods deleterious to health, 
In 30 we enacted 5 whi 3 to give w the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture the entire power of dealing wi is subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In relation to the public health only. 2 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. In relation to the public health 
and adulterated articles of food. Now, does not the last law re- 

the first by implication? Is the statute of 1890, giving to the 

of the Treasury the power to deal with this subject, re- 

pealed by implication by the statute of 1303 in last year's appro- 

priation bill, which gave the power to deal with this subject to 

the Secretary of Agriculture, and prescribed what was going to 
be done if such importations were attempted? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isuggest to the Senator from Connecticut that 
the statute of 1890 prescribed an entirely different method. It 
was a statute, which made it a misdemeanor to import 
articles of that kind; and it further provided that, upon proper 
legal process, the should be forfeited to the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is just the point I am mak- 
ing. After we have given this whole matter into the hands of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, and upon his finding that the goods 
are deleterious, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to return 
them, what is left of the statute of 1890, which makes their intro- 
eens into this country a misdemeanor and authorizes their for- 

eiture? 

It seems to me it is a very serious question whether this statute 
provision that was put in last year’s appropriation bill did not by 
implication repeal the statute of 1890, which made the introduc- 


tion of deleterious foods into this country a misdemeanor. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. But the appropriation bill was in effect the 
adoption of a statute for a year. At the expiration of the fiscal 
year that law expired by limitation. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not sure about that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, I assume it; otherwise there would be 
no occasion for re g it in this bill, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, the statute may be re- 

aled. 

5 BEVERIDGE. There seems to be a state of great confu- 
sion here. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. A statute gens be seers bya 
provision introduced in an appropriation . A great many 
statutes have been so repealed. 

But what I want to is this: If when we deal with this sub- 
ject by putting it in the hands of the Secretary of A ture, 
and providing that he is to examine and see whether the articles 
imported are deleterious to 775 public health, and, if he finds them 
80, to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to send them back, is 
there anything left of the statute of 1890, which provides for their 
forfeiture? In other words, have we not in the statute of last 
year—the appropriation act of last year—p a different 
method of dealing with goods of that character when they are 
imported into this country, and prescribed a different remedy 
from that provided in the deatute uf 1890? I do not say this is so, 
but I say it is a which ought to be considered very care- 
sate ore any legislation is enacted. 

Mr. STE TEWART. Mr. President, I wish to say a word u 
this matter of duplication. 10 cay in favor of the amendmen 
the Senator from 
this bill many 


gabe nace oe 353 
orted. ore ucts are 
ye ture, h his „is there to make 3 


tion, and for him to initiate the examination does not duplicate 
the officers for this work. 
> aig 


It is true that the Secre 

where, but they are not 

The Secretary of Agriculture has pen agents for 1 — 5 
u herever 


are impo to examine 


of the 
it to the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, in his discretion, to excl 
such commodities as are deleterious to health, or are reported 
against by the cae of Agriculture, we avoid that duplica- 
wes hare got oo dui so much has been said. i a 
e haye got u pee cers in every one 

to examine the b oak ee, go out and another to examine the 
goods that come in. An or man who is not an expert, 
whose business is not in this line, would be useless for the purpose 
of making such e tions. 

It seems to me that, turning it all over, not allowing the Secre- 
tary of iculture to initiate the examination as to food 
ucts of all kinds when 2 is there in that business, but to 
another set a 3 of the Treasury Department to initiate i 
would resul 3 It seems to me that the system pro- 
posed avoid ihe uplication against which there has been so 


much sai 
Mr. LODGE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. MALLORY addressed 


the Chair. 
. OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
r. Lope recognized. 

Mr. LODGE: I yield to the Senator from California [Mr, PER- 

kmol; as I know he desires to address the Senate 

PBREINS. Mr. President, ‘Tonly desire to sa a few words. 
Wes all have one common object in view—that is, to prevent the 
importation into this country of adulterated foods or that which 
is deleterions to the health of the people. In other words, we 
want the label to show what the goods contained in boxes, cans, 
and bottles really are. 

California has e very materially for the want of proper 
legislation in this regard, as has been intimated by my friend 
from South Carolina Mr. TULLMAN], The cotton-seed oil of 
Georgia and South Carolina is sent to ae a it is any trans- 
ferred into bottles with French labels, and returned to 
country, to compete with olive oil that is 3 in the State 
of California, the only State in the Union that produces olive oil. 

In the same way the wines of our country, especially California 
Wines, which we sell for a dollar and a dollar and fifty cents a 


labels, and returned to this coun’ vg and my friend from South 
Carolina probably pays $5 a bottle for Chateau Yquem, which is 
the same as we sell in California for one-tenth of that amount. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from California allow me? 
; Mr. TILLMAN. ‘Will the Senator from Caltfornia yield to me 
or a minute? A 


Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. MAN, FFV 

anty that his olive oil is any sweeter, any purer, any better than 
the cotton-seed oil we can furnish him from our country? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN, Answer the question. 

Mr, PERKINS. The oil made from olives is olive oil. That 
made from cotton seed is cotton-seed oil. If one has a taste for 
‘ost oil, it would be unbecoming in me to criticise that 


tasto,  [Langhter, . President—— 

a Mr. PERKINS, We in California profer the oil made from the 

ves. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Will the Senator from California 
allow ms? 

Mr. PERKINS. Most certainly. 

Mr. MONEY. Will the Banaior from California allow me to 
interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 3 
on i eld to the Senator from Mississippi? 


Mr, ask the Senator from California 
whether he can tell the difference? 


Mr. MONEY. Iwish to say to the Senator from Calif 


who stands up for olive oil, as he ought to, because his State g 
such a great producer of it, that the very finest article of olive oil 
imported from Lucca or any other port in Italy is made from 
cotton-seed oil, For a number of years the I Government 
forbade the importation into that country of cotton seed or cotton- 
seed oil, because they said it was ruining the olive industry, 
That rule was afterwards relaxed, and to-day the finest olive oil 
you get is made from cotton-seed oil that crosses the ocean twice, 

Mr. PERKINS. That is an Italian taste which we ee 
have not ees cultivated. We believe in the old Spanish prov 
that the tree has the faculty of health giving, of life givi bck 
and that one who has an olive orchard transmits to his posterity 
an advantage that is beyond money or price. 

But, Mr. President, the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Maryland, it seem to me, is inopportune; or, at least, if it is 
20%; — 5 language ought not to be amended in this The 

a for over seven months, since the first 
at wae Hess year, 75 and it has served notice to the importers 
into this country of adulterated foods and wines and ee eee 
uous drinks that they can not bring them into this country and 
have them landed and distributed among our people. 

8 1 ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow n e 
on 


Mr. PERKINS. Certainly, : 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a well-understood custom for importers 
of salad oils to brand them as salad oil” when it is known that 
they are made largely, in whole or in part, of cotton-seed oil. 
Now, does the Senator think the Secretary of Agriculture 3 

to be required to exclude from entry into this country a salad oil 
ious it is com in whole or in ae cotton-seed oil? 

Mr, PERKINS. Those who wish cotton-seed oil and 
use it for salad oil have that privilege, bu brand it what it is; 
notify on the label what are the contents of the bottle, 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is usually labeled ‘‘ salad oil.“ 

ae ee No epicurean like my friend the Senator from 

ode Island would use salad oil or oil that is labeled on the bottle 
vealed oil” He has been in the business as an importer of oil, 
FC it in his own household, although 
it ~ 0 with some. 
1 1 EE I presume I have. 
TILLMAN, y I ask the Senator from California a 
kee 


Mr. PERKINS. 9 

Mr. TILLMAN. Can he tell the difference between California 
es e and the French? 

3 KINS. If Testimony, l ene, e 
ve my testimony. ughter. 

II. TILIMAN Th again, does the Senator purchase for 
his home use the Catone or the French product? He will 
dodge that question, I bet. 

. PERKINS, Iam too patriotic and too loyal to the great 


this | industries of our State, California, peris ere over a h 
million dollars 


invested in vineyards, gi 
70,000 persons; I am too loyal to my Stato an 
— F thing stronger 


. to over 


r than cofee 


gal- rnia wine. 
lon, are exported to France, there placed in bottles with French Brt, Mr. Pronidont, Wine tT have in view ia this: This law 
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has been on the statute books for seven months. It has worked 
advantageously to the honest importers, It has operated in the 
interest of the public, as administered by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture and by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator permit me for a moment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. McCOMAS, The purpose of my amendment is to continue 
the law, to let the Secretary of Agriculture make the analysis 
and the investigation and report upon the package to the Secretary 


of the A 
Mr. PER S. Why change a law which has proved to be so 
salutary in its effect? 


Mr. McCOMAS. It is not changing it; it is giving it effect. 

Mr. PERKINS. I fail to see, Mr. President, if this law has 
been in force satisfactorily, as I stated, for seven months, why we 
should change it. It is true that sometimes our friends the law- 
yers go to the legislatures of our respective States and secure an 
amendment of a law so as to bring a grist to their mills, as my 
friend the Senator from South Carolina {Mr. TILLMAN] would 
say, and that they may go into the courts again to have it legally 
construed. But this law has worked advantageously to the peo- 
ple of this country, and it seems to me that we ought to let well 
enough alone. For that reason I am opposed to the amendment 

by the Senator from Maryland. 

r. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the Senator from California 
has hit the meat of this matter. We have had a very enjoyable 
afternoon, but it is evident that we can not meddle with this pro- 
vision very much without . It has been in force the last 
seven months. Returns have been made. Both Secretaries under- 
stand it. The Secretary of the Treasury writes a very strong let- 
ter in regard toit. He says: 

I know of no way better than that now provided. 

I move, in line 19, page 33, that the words “or goods of any de- 
scription Which“ be stricken out, and that after the word coun- 
tries,” in the next line, line 20, the word,‘‘ Which“ be inserted. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Before that is done, I will say it is surplusage 
either way. The courts have held that the word articles“ used 
in a law of this kind comprehends everything and covers every- 
thing. It does not change the law in any t. 

Mr. PROCTOR. No; but some objection been made to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The objection, as I understood it, was funda- 
mental, that it includes not only articles of food, and thatit ought 
to be limited to articles of food or to articles that are comprised 
within the law and not embrace everything. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Lask that the amendment be agreed to. Cer- 
tainly no one is opposed to it. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to be heard on the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator from Massachusetts 


proceeds—— : 
Mr. LODGE. I have been trying to get the floor for sometime. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator from Massachusetts 
I think it will not obstruct the Senator’s remarks—I should 
to inquire what has become of the amendment of the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], which was, after the word “ which,” 
in line 17—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. That was accepted. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. To insert “‘ the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall find.“ Has it been accepted? ] 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis still 8 
Mr. PROCTOR. If the amendment which I have offered would 
make the measure satisfactory, so that it could be acted on and 
closed up to-night, I would be very glad. f 
But, as I started to say, this measure has beeninterpreted. It 
has been discussed to-day, so that there is no question that in an- 
other appropriation bill great care will be exercised in drafting it. 
This was originally prepared by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and additions have been made to it, not in my view, but in 
the view of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
materially changing its meaning. Its purpose is very evident, 
that it is to prevent adulterations of substances which would 
make them injurious to public health. If the measure was stricken 
pak it igs be lost entirely, which would be a very great calam- 
ty, as . 
Mr. RY. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question 
for my own information? 
Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. ; 
Mr. MALLORY. I notice that, beginning in line 18, on page 
83, it is provided that— 
The Secre of icul whenever he has reason to believe that ar- 
ticles or eat 8 
That includes everything 


ign tries by reason of adulteration 


which bang imported from foreign coun 
are dangerous the health of the people of the United States— 
Which is one point; and then farther on— 


or which are forbidden entry or to be sold or are restricted in sale in the 
trics in which they are made or from are exported. 


coun or which they 


What I should like to get some information on is as to the 
meaning of the last clause which I have read: 

Or which are forbidden entry or to be 
countries in which they are eor g Do moia oE: Enine A a * 

Is that confined to adulterated articles of food and medicine 
and other things taken into the human system, or does it em- 
power the Secretary of Agriculture to designate any articles 
which fall within that provision as being liable to be excluded? 
The bg yes very broad. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the meaning of it is plain, and there 
can be no question about the interpretation of it. It is to forbid 
any country unloading upon us articles that they will not them- 
selves receive or the sale of which they restrict. A country 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Florida will permit me, I 
will makea suggestion. Tobacco is one of the products forbidden 
to be sold in half the civilized countries of the world; that is, to- 
bacco of certain kinds, and all kinds in many countries. Could 
the Secretary of Agriculture, under that, prohibit the importa- 
tion into this country of tobacco in any form or any cular 
kind of tobacco? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I understand that in certain countries the 
importation of tobacco is very greatly restricted, as among the 
Mohammedans. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In all cases it is either restricted or 

Mr. MALLORY. If that is the case, it seems to me that the 
clause should be revised. Certainly it gives a tremendous power 
to the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It goes upon the supposition that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture and the officers of the Government will give 
an interpretation which will not be strained. The purpose is 
evident. The language has stood for years. We have been act- 
ing under it for months very beneficially, and I certainly think 
it would be better to adopt it as it is. It is not a matter of my 
construction. It is precisely as it came to the committee from 
the other poog 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, of course all that has been said 
in behalf of excluding adulterated food products is rather beside 
the mark. We are all in favor of that. Ishould not be at all 
displeased to see articles of that kind forfeited, as the law of 1890 
provided. I should not be sorry to see a little wholesome retalia- 
tion against the countries which under pretense of sanitary regu- 
tions have undertaken to discriminate against our products. But 
that question is not involved here. We are all agreed about the 
policy, The thing that is involved here is a question of good or- 
ganization and proper administration of government. 

Mr. President, the law, as it appeared in 1900, the production, 
Isuppose, of the Senator from Iowa, was a perfectly proper clause. 
It provided that the Department to which it intrusted the care of 


our food products should upon adulterated articles of food 
and drink and notify the Secretary of the Treasury. But since 
then little by little the provision has grown. 


From being confined to food products, it has passed now to the 
question of articles whose entry is forbidden or whose sale is pro- 
hibited or restricted in foreign countries. Why is the Secretary 
of Agriculture any better able to pass upon that than the Secre- 
eid 8 Treasury? It has gone on from that to the question 
0 à 

Mr. HOAR. Will my colleague allow me to call his attention 
to the fact thatit has not only gone on to that, but for any reason 
whatever that the Secretary of Agriculture thinks a good one for 
excluding it under this bill, in the thirteenth line, he can do so. 


Mr. G. GER. Any reason. 
Mr. LODGE. Iam much obliged. Iwas coming to that. It 
has gone on from that to labels. The Senator from Rhode Island 


is well aware, and everybody is who is familiar with tariff legis- 
lation, that the question of the description of articles of import is 
one of the most important things that comes before the Tr 
Department. It involves sometimes the classification of an arti- 
cle, a question which is arising constantly and employs the best 
experts of the Treasury. Under it sometimes is involved a ques- 
tion of a million of dollars of duty. 

Under this clause the question of labeling is put into the hands 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. The bill goes on to say for any 
reason.“ It is all "g well to say that we know the distin- 
guisked gentleman at the head of the Department of Agriculture 
is going to administer this law properly. That is not the ques- 
tion. e are not engaged in legislating for the individual who 
happens to be for the moment at the head of the Department of 
Agriculture, unquestionably the best Secretary of Agriculture we 
haye ever had, and who has done more for agriculture than any- 
one else. Weare not legislating for Mr. Wilson. We are legi 
lating for all Secretaries of Agriculture, and we must remem 
in passing laws of this kind that nothing can be so unfortunate as 
to confuse the duties of Departments. 

The duty of the Department of the Treasury is to collect the 
revenues of the Government, and if there is a particular phase 
involved in a foreign importation which comes particularly within 
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the purview of the Anion tural Department, then the Treasury 
patera is entitled to all the assistance and all the enlighten- 


ment that the Agricultural De ent can reie 
But that is a very diferent thing from gi pito Secretary of 
Agriculture control over the Secretary of the ury. Under 


bill as it now reads—and it is a miserably drawn clause—the 
duties of the Secretary of the Treasury are purely ministerial. 
The Secretary of Agriculture finds certain facts. The Sscretary 
of the Treasury has no choice. 

Mr. President, if the Secretary of Agriculture is going to col- 
lect the revenues of the Government, let him do it; and if the 
Secretary of the Treasury is to collect them, let him do it. But 
do not let us duplicate and confuse the Departments. I listen 
with very great interest to what the Senator from Indiana and 
the Senator from Colorado said about this matter of duplication. 
It is a subject to which I have given some attention in the past in 
connection with another matter. We haye gone on duplicating 
surveys in this country, triplicating them, quadrupling them 

Mr. GALLINGER. RS statistics. 

Mr. LODGE. And statistics in the same way. Onoursuryeys 
we have doubled and trebled and quadrupled them and put them 
in this Department and in that Department, and we have spent a 
hundred and fifty or two hundred million dollars on those surveys, 
building up one bureau here and another there, and we have not 
yet a decent map of the United States. 

Mr. President, we are starting in to duplicate again. We have 


at this moment laboratories at nor port in the country. I be- 
lieve they are not very good. I believe they ought to be made 
better. But what is the proposition here under the cover of this 


increased appropriation? It is to establish another set of labora- 
tories under the Secretary of Agriculture at every port in the 
country. Let us have good laboratories for the necessary exam- 
inations connected with the tariff, but let us have only one set. 
Let us have them under the Secretary of the Treasury or under 
the Secretary of Agriculture. Do not let us duplicate them. I 
refer to this because in the House hearings it appears that the 
House Members discussed that at le and refused to put it in. 
Another thing that I find in the House hearings is this: They 
want to send three agents, at $3,000 a year apiece, to travel abroad 
and look into manufactures there and report to the Secretary of 
Agriculture. We have a consular service and we have 
mts, and they are there in Europe now. What are they for? 


t are we to duplicate them for, to treble them again? Why | sary. 


are we to have another force of men over there traveling about 
and reporting to the Government? We have a consular service 
whose business it is to make such reports. They send in monthly 
or weekly reports on just such subjects. If they do not do their 
work properly, get new consuls. If the T agents who as- 
sist them do not do their work properly, get new ury agents. 
Why send out another set of agents to do over again the work that 
these men are doing? : 
í This clause, as it started in 1900, was a very proper clause. As 
t is now—— 
Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me a question? 
Mr. LODGE rtainl 


à Ce y. 
Pott PROCTOR. Is the clause of 1900 satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator? 
1 LODGE. Perfectly; and I was going to propose to come 
k to it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Would the Senator be glad to substitute that 
for the present clause? 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me to offer my amend- 
ment, he will see that that is just what I am going to do, if I 
rep the reading of it correctly. I have not got it be- 

‘ore me. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not think there has been any material 
alteration init. If the Senator willtake the clause as it was orig- 
inally pot in the bill in 1900 by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, I will accept it and move its substitution for this. 

Mr. LODGE. I will tell the Senator what has been added, 
unless I was misguided by the reading of the Senator from Iowa. 

Or which are forbidden entry or to be sold, or are restricted in sale in the 
countries in which they are made or from which they are exported, or 
which shall be falsely or incompletely labeled inany respect in regard to the 
place of manufacture or the contents of the package. 

I believe that has all crept in since 1900. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think it has. I can read 

Mr. LODGE. Thatis allright. Then I am not wrong. That 
has erept in since 1900. That is the vicious part of the bill. What 
was originally put in, as far as I understand it—and I merely am 
talking about what I heard —was a reasonable provision, 
that articles of food and drink affecting the health of the people 
were to be examined by the Secretary of Agriculture, because he 
had the means to furnish better than anyone else to the Secretary 
of the Treasury the information necessary to keep those unhealthy 
products out of this country. From that we have got out into 
the whole range of imports. 
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Senator from Massachusetts, that I have compared 

the law of last year and the bill, and, beginning in line 9, page 

1 with the word before, down to excluded, in line 14, it 
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Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
tor from Colorado? 
Mr. LODGE. Certain! ay: 
ill not the law of 1900 still provide for 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


these duplications of which the Senator has spoken? 
Mr. PRO i 


CTOR. There is practically no duplication. The 

Treasury Department has no machinery to administer this law. 

The Secretary of the Treasury is satisfied. Perhaps the Senator 

from Colorado did not hear his letter read. He says he knows of 
no better method. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I can well understand why the Secretary 


ed | of the Treasury should say so. He would say so all the more 


gladly if he was furnished with the paraphernalia, if he has not 
got it, for the purpose of investigating imported articles. How- . 
ever, I did not desire to interrupt the Senator from Massachu- 


setts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from Rhode Island says that 
that provision will be entirely satisfactory to him. It is headed 
“To investigate the adulteration of foods, drugs, and liquors 
when deemed by the Secretary of Agriculture advisable.” 

Mr, ALDRICH, It is not very long, and I suggest that the 
Senator from Vermont read it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I can read the whole of it. 

Mr. LODGE. I will be through in a moment. That will be 
perfectly satisfactory to me, so far as I am informed about it. It 
strikes out all these things that have crept in, which are matters 
the Secretary of the Treasury could decide and find out about just 
5 me ae the Secretary of Agriculture. He has the machinery 

oit. 

As to the adulteration of food, I do not suppose he did have the 
machinery. So probably it is not a duplication so faras that goes 
and to that limited extent, but it is growing into a duplication. 

Now, as I pointed out, in this increased appropriation we are 
to have a new set of laboratories and a new set of agents abroad. 
I do not think it is good administration. I do not think it is a 
wise system, and I hope we shall return to the law of 1900, if that 
is satisfactory to the Senator from Rhode Island, who has exams 
ined it more closely than I have. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, it seems to me the criticism 
made against the language of this provision is at least unneces- 
One thing about it which has impressed me is that this is 
the only language we have ever had in one of these provisions 
that has been sufficiently understood 5 our own Government to 
be executed and sufficiently understood by fraudulent importers 
into the United States to be obeyed. In the last six months this 
law in the exact phraseology that we have it here has been under 
execution. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. That which impresses me more than eny other 

art is where it says that if the examination conducted by the 

retary of Agriculture discloses any reason for believing that 

ae iid in question should be excluded“ they may be ex- 
uded. 

It gives him absolute discretionary power over the entire im- 

rtsof the United States. Now, is not that new in this proposed 


wW? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I think it is included in the general provi- 
sion. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know whether or not that is new. 
The Senator and I could not differ about that. The Senator does 
not claim for a moment that we should enact a law giving the 
Secretary of 297 817 8. whoever he may be hereafter, for, of 
course, we would all trust Mr. Wilson with almost anything, the 
power to exclude any vag 0 into the United States for any reason 
that he think: “oS pa o one would. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Ido not think that is the operation of the law. 

Mr. HOAR, I understand that is new. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think if the Senator will read that language 
carefully he will see that it relates to the clause providing for the 
right of the owner or the consignee to appear. 

. HOAR. Oh, no; for it goes on expressly in the very next 
clause to say that the Secretary of the Treasury shall refuse de- 
livery to the company of any such goods. Sotto a pause.] Oh, 
I see that is limited to articles dangerous to health. The Senator 
is right about that, but on the other I think he is wrong. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. DOLL . Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to say, for the benefit of the 
and collated 
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Mr. HOAR. All = it. 
Mr. TILL bit of it. 
Mr. HOAR. That is is what I thought. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Interpolated in the present bill. It was not 
tn tho law, 
"ite HOAR, nag ienis he 


DOLLIVER. That language does not touch the criticisms 
which have been offered. 
Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will look again he will see it 


does, because it says: 

In all cases where the 5 conducted by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture discloses any reason for believing 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I understand the criticisms made here are, 
first, that it gives too much power to the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture, t to Barer I mers that it gives substantially the same power 


that he has for years under the law. 
In the next place, it is claimed that the can not be 
understood. I hold that it is the only we have ever had 


+ these statutes that has been or has been effective 
roducing the result we sought. 
in Fre Senator from Massachusetts says it duplicates the machin- 
ery. In my humble opinion 2o fag he 1 we am 2 
tent to handle this business is 


Now, it a ie ae this whole Goin a year tgo 
late. rit all thew 


ments, I sincerely hope — the — . it to stand ex- 
actly as the committee has reported it. Any concession, in my 
humble opinion, would operate to weaken the efficiency of the 
statute itself. 

Mr. LODGE. Letme ask the Senator a question. 

= DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Iagree with Viim entirely about keeping out ar- 
ticles 5 8 . of 2 70 law of e eee 
verybody appears to agree abou 

them out until — te is done that actually keeps them out. 

Mr. LODGE. No, the amendment I p 
the testing of food injurious to haki ae 
sio me 


DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. What I wish to ask him about is, why it is nec- 
essary to put into the hands of the Secretary of Agriculture the 
determination of such a question as whether the goods are forbid- 
sg or ee rb in ee OS: That is the du = 
the Sense 0 Treasury and of the consular service. 

of Agriculture has no information on that point that 
he does ce derive from some other service. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. I that as a com tively immaterial 
— — That is one of the tests of fraud. if 


if the Senator will 


of fact. 

Mr. LODGE. My sole point is to leave with the Secretary of 
Agriculture the question of testing food products. g 
that is consumed—food and drink—we are to leave to be- 
cause he can do it better than anybody else. But the question of 
labels, the question of classification, the question of restriction in 
other countries, are not questions which belong to the Agricultural 

ent. They pring Be where they have always been, it seems 
tome, with the Secretary who is 5 the collection of the 
revenues and the enforcement of the tariff laws. 


does not touch | from original 


3 esy agreg iena 55 
et But when a analysis of th goods fo se wh 


of Agric 

The point I desire to make is that this law is now working well 
and if we desire in the future to build up some permanent legis- 
lation in respect to thismatter it can be done in the future, 758 
these two great Departments are now working harmoniousl, 
pe and they are efficiently doing a business that has never 

one before in the United States; and they ought to be allowed to 
proceed under the terms of the ‘statute, Ww. they both under- 
—— whether it is understood in the Senate or not. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, it seems that all parties who 
have been criticising this provision the most severely are satisfied 
with the provision of the act of 1900, That gives substantially 

everything is required. There would have to bea istic an. 
largement, but the objections which have been brought up could 
be obviated, and I think it could be fixed satisfactorily in confer- 
ence. I am y to 9 8 and will move, that, bekan 
page 83, with Tine 1 18, all be stricken out down to an including 
the word “ „in line 22, on page 34, and that the provi- 
sion which to the desk included in 8 be inserted 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Garaa L (Mr. Bacon]. 
— 5 bro tempore Tho amendment n 
e PRESIDENT pro © amendment proposed y 

the Senator from Georgia ar ye 
The SECRETARY. In line 17, page tl, after the words “or 
ee at the end of the line, insert the words “the Secretary of 


Mr, PR R. The amendment I have proposed of course 
wipes all that language out. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam in favor of the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia, but in view of the action suggested vi the Sen- 


ator from Vermont in charge of the bill, I am quite ate 
the amendment of the Senator from Goctgin shall barr 
and then, so far as I can, I will accept the —— Gere In by 


the Senator from Vermont in place of the motion made by me. 

The PRESIDENT pro ag eg The question is on agreeing 
s the 1 proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 

ACON]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
offers an amendment, which wal be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 33, beginning with line 18, strike ont 
that line and all the following ‘lines down to and including tho 
word ‘‘ package, in line 22, on page 34, naires 


To in te the adulteration of foods, drugs, an — n deemed 
by the Secre of Agriculture advisable; and the Soorclary e 
hanewar he has reason to believe that articles are from for- 
eign countries which are dangerous to the health of the ae of the United 
States, shall make a request the Secretary of the for 8 

a ‘or ized to open s ysis, an 0 

Secretary of the Treasury is hereby autho: too such o pack- 
ages and deliyer e culture for 2 
mentioned, giving notice to — owner or ro e of such —a who may 
be present A have the right to introduce testimony: and tary o 
the shall to the consignee . — — —.— which the 
Secretary of Agriculture reports b him have inspected and analyzed 
and found to be as to health; employing such assistants, clerks, and 
other persons as of Agriculture may consider necessary for the 
purpose named. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from 8 to the fact that by this amendment 
he has taken out of the bill the gist, the character of the whole 
provision. He has limited the exclusion that may be made by 
the Secretary of Agriculture simply to those Ea thatare dan- 
gerous to health, and there we stop. 

Ninety per cent of all those which are excluded—I may say 99 
55 cent—are not articles which are necessarily injurious to 
ealth, but they are misbranded articles, spurious articles. The 

may be healthful to a certain extent, but ey are adulterated an 
misbranded articles that are sent upon our markets under an as- 
sumed name, as wines that are claimed to be manufactured at 
certain in France, that never saw France. All of those 
1 Now, I cts like to ask the Sena- 
tor how we are to be against 

If the Senator will ena over the list of sc tes which have been 
excluded through the efforts of the Secretary of Agriculture he 


will find very few that are dangerous to health. As has already 
been by the Senator from South Carolina . TLL- 
MAN], I do not know that cotton-seed oil is dangerous to health, 


and yet under this bill, as it would now stand, you can introduce 
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from France or Italy as pure olive oil any cotton · seed oil and ship 
it to this country and the Secretary of Agriculture is absolutely 
at their merey. 

It seems to me that if the amendment is to be made, we should 
include not only those articles which are dangerous to health, but 

misbranded and adulterated articles of food and drink. When 
we have done that I think we will come within the limit which 
all Senators agree is proper. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Falsely branded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All adulterations are covered by the language 
gu ted by the Senator from Vermont. 

r. McCOMAS. Bad labeling is not covered. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I said in submitting the amendment that 
there would be something to be added. I agree fully with what 
the Senator from North Dakota says in regard to the necessity of 
extending it It brings the whole matter into conference, where, 
I think, all these differences can be adjusted. The Senator knows 


very well that I am earnestly in favor of pure food and pure P 


ee I do not like to see a compound of cane sugar labeled 
Pure Vermont maple sirup,” as I do every year. I have no 
doubt the committee will be able to bring about such a framing 
of the pona as will obviate all difficulties, 

Mr. McCUMBER. But, if the Senator will excuse me, I do not 
understand that those Senators who fayor this amendment have 
any objection whatever to its being amended here so that it will 
exclude falsely branded articles of food. They have no objection 
of that character; at least, they certainly have not stated it so 


ar. 

Mr. LODGE. If it is solely confined to food and drink and 
does not spread over the whole tariff list, I have no objection. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Then let us include it right now without 
going into conference. Let us make this amendment say that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will insert in the very title to investigate 
the adulteration and false branding of foods, drugs, and liquors.’’ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It would have to be in the body of the act. 
That would not reach it. All that has to be done is to insert the 
words “‘ falsely labeled.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Such adulteration or false labeling.” 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest that if we adopt this amendment now 
it will be open to amendment in the Senate, and it can be per- 
fected then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think if we put in the words “ falsely la- 
beled and branded“ it will answer. There can not be any objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Falsely labeled or branded,” because 
other things than cattle are not branded. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In regard to the place of manufacture or 
the contents of the package.” Those words ought to be retained. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Insertafter ‘‘ adulteration” the words false 
labeling or false branding; and then after the word “health,” 
where it reads “any goods which the Secretary of Agriculture 
reports to him have 5 inspected and analyzed and found to be 
dangerous to health,” insert or falsely labeled or branded.“ 
That puts it into the body of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, that 
amendment to the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I ask that the amendment as amended be 


agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont, as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments 
as in Committee of the Whole? If not, the bill will be reported 
to the Senate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. i an amendment which I think will 

rhaps remove the difficulty about the conflict between the two 
S simply requiring a report to the Secretary of the 


easury. 
Mr. PROCTOR. That is all wiped ont now. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understood the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont to strike out from line 18 and insert. Did it not? 

Mr. LODGE. I think before the bill is finally 1 of we 
all ought to see the amendment of the Senator from Vermont in 
print. I hope we shall not undertake to dispose of the bill finally 
to-night, so that we can have the amendment printed, and in the 
morning look at the bill as amended. I that the bill be 
printed as amended. i 

Mr. McCOMAS. The Senator will pardon me. I had not fin- 
ished my inquiry. I ask the Secretary to state where the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont was inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
meet strickan out by the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mon 
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The SECRETARY. On page 83, beginning on line 18, strike out 
that line and the lines following down to and including the word 
„package“ in line 22, 34, and insert. 

Mr. LODGE. L ask to have the bill printed as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- - 
setts asks unanimous consent that the bill as amended may ba 


4, for experiments in animal breeding, after 
I move to insert the words and feeding;’’ so that it will read: 


For experiments in animal breeding and feeding. 
Those who are interested in it are quite satisfied with the amend- 


ment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
roposes an amendment, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 14, line 3, amend the committee 
amendment as to by adding, after the word breeding,“ 
the words“ and feeding.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado. 

The amendment was a to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to the 
bill being reported to the Senate? If there be no further amend- 
ment as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to 


the Senate. 
The bill was rted to the Senate as amended. 
Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. ALLISON. Before that is done, I ask that the pending ap- 


propriation bill be laid aside informally, that I may call up a 

brief bill relating to the State of Iowa. 

ore reo 1 I only wanted to leave the appropriation bill at 
stage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous -consent the 
further consideration of the appropriation bill is postponed until 
to-morrow morning. 

IOWA STATE CLAIM, 


Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimousconsent for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6345) for the relief of the State of Iowa. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the State 
of Towa $20,545.70, to reimburse the said State for wanay and sup- 
plies furnished Iowa troops after being mustered into the United 
States service. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator what war it relates to? 

Mr. ALLISON. It relates to the war with Spain. It is an ad- 
justment of the accounts of our State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RAILWAYS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 8204) permitting the Kiowa, Chickasha 
and Fort Smith Railway Company to sell and convey its railroad 
and other property in the Indian Territory to the Eastern Okla- 
homa Railway Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway 
Company to lease all its railroad and other property in the Indian 
Territory to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Com- 
pany, and thereafter to sell its railroad and other property to said 
the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Sears as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 

on. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OSAGE RIVER, MISSOURI. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There is a little House billon the Calendar, 
Order of Business 492, being the bill (H. R. 7620) defining the 
limit of navigation of the Osage River, in the State of Missouri, 
favorably reported from the Committee on Commerce, for which 
I ask present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which provides that the 
Cease River, in the State of Missouri, above the point where the 
south rine of sections 15 and 16,in township 40 north, of range 22 
west of the fifth principal meridian, in the county of Benton, 
Mo., crosses the river, is declared not to be a navigable stream, 
anes pon be so treated by the Secretary of War and by all other 
authorities, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


| : 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT YANKTON, S. DAK. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GAMBLE. I ask unanimous consent 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 


Mr, ALLISON. I was about to move an adjournment. I will | In 


gos to the Senator from South Dakota, but I shall not yield 
er. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 8780) authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk 
and Southwestern Railway Company to construct a combined 
railroad, wagon, and foot- mger bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, on page 1, line 4, before 
the word Railway,“ to strike out “Southwestern ” and insert 
„Southern;“ so as to read: 


to 
ess to construct, under and 
subject to the conditions and limitations hereinafter provided, a combined 


railroad, and foot- bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near the city of Yankton, B Dake eto. as 

The amendment was agreed to. y : 

The next amendment was, on page 4, section 8, line 24, after 
the word That,“ to strike out 
no Recipe oe be erected or maintained under the authority of this act 
which shall at any time 5 or materially obstruct the free naviga- 
tion of said river; and no bridge be commenced or built under this act 


until the location thereof and the plans and specifications for its construction 
shall have been submitted to and approved by the Secretary of War. 


And to insert: 


aboye and 1 mile below the proposed location, the 

m the banks of the river, the direction and str of the 
pe sta of the © soundings, Secale oe! sho the bed of the 
stream b: 


and the location of any other bridge or es, such map to be suf- 
ficiently in detail to enab e Secretary of War to judge of the proper loca- 
tion of said brid; furnish such other information as may 
required fi and understanding of the subject; and until 


or a ry 
the said plans and location are approved by the Secretary of War the bri 
shall not be commenced or b ic if za ne 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill authorizing the 
Yankton, Norfolk and Southern Railway Company to construct 
a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 
25, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, February 24, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couprn, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

REPRINT. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 

reprint of the report on the Indian appropriation bill, which is 
usted. I think I made the mistake of incorporating in it too 
much yaluable information. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent for a reprint of the report on the Indian appropria- 
tion bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

OSAGE RESERVATION, OKLA, 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of a bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the following bill, the 
title of which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
. R. 8878) to extend th visions of the act of 
Ping Pree hd in Oklahoma 888 eee 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will report 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
January 21, 1903, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the use of timber and stone for domestic and industrial p in the 

dian Territory,’ approved June 6, 1900,” are hereby extended 2 and shall 
include the Osage Reservation, in the Territory of Oklahoma. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


After a pause.] The 
we bin Pe ] 


Oklahoma Territory, shall go to tho Osage 
That all limita 


and all uses and purposes an of the 
Osage Nation, in NFF 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
the gentleman make an explanation as to Who is pressing this leg- 
islation and whether the Osage Indians desire this legislation. 

Mr. CURTIS. In 1903 a bill was authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to sell timber and stone in the Indian Territory 
for domestic and industrial p ses, including the construction, 
maintenance, and repair of railroads, At that time no railroad 
had been extended into the Osage country. Now they are build- 
ing into that country, and they want permission to buy stone, 
gravel, and timber for use in the construction of railroads which 
are now being built in the Osage Reservation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What is the attitude of the In- 
dians themselves in reference to the passage of this bill? 

Mr. CURTIS. The bill leaves the matter in the hands of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and they have no objection. There is 
no objection to the measure, and it been unanimously reported 
from the committee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended. 

On motion of Mr. Curtis, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


Which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 12220, the naval ap- 


be | propriation bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 

5 the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
1 of the naval appropriation bill, with Mr. HEPBURN in 

e chair. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, yesterday I dis- 
cussed somewhat in detail the first report of the fail appointed 
to select a site for a naval training station on the Great Lakes. 
In resuming my remarks this morning I desire to preface what I 
have to say with an apology for the length of the statement that 
Iam making. I did not think that I should occupy the attention 
of the committee for more than ten or possibly fifteen minutes 
when I asked permission to speak. But Iwas made to digress 
from what I had intended to say by interruptions and questions, 
witha 5 lengthening out of the discussion. is morn- 
ing I shall endeavor to be as brief as is consistent with a presenta- 
tion of the facts. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire again to call attention to certain ex- 
pressions in the board's first report. For example: 

The final report of the board will cover in detail matters which are not 
yet ready to be submitted. x 

Yet these details promised to appear in the final report are the 
exact things which Congress commanded them to submit in their 
first i ee In other words, they were commanded to select a 
site and, having selected a site, to report the necessary details, so 
that Congress might have them and act with intelligence, if it 
should act at all. 

These details are the very tc which Congress is entitled to 
know and ought to know before being called upon to vote away 
the public money. 

I reiterate that the details thus promised constitute the exact 
information which the law commanded the board to submit before 
Congress should be asked to appropriate money to buy a site. 
Yet they asked for an 5 of $250,000. Why did they 
make such a request in their first report? Because, as they say 
in that report, if an owner of a site knew that his property had 
been selected, he would be disposed unduly to enhance its cost to 
the Government. But this is answered by saying that if the 
Government should not wish to pay the price demanded, it could 
condemn the land and pay only its ac value. 

If the Government should desire a particular site it could take 
it and not pay one dollar more than its worth. Moreover, 
the competition was an open one. Self- interest would induce 
each owner to offer his best possible site at his best possible price. 
The law required a report in detail as to site and price, and then 
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Con could decide for itself whether it wished to make the 
urchase. 

o Mr. Chairman, there are some things a little unusual about 

E rA DAAI ESEAS suk AIS DY EIAS ODEA 

of great c impo ce, an ə bya appoin 

board, and yet it is not dated. Perhaps, after all, this selection 

of a site was made more than two or t months ago 

I was informed, as were other Members of the House, at the 
session of Congressone year ago bya Senator of the United States 
that the site had been selected and that it was located in the Con- 

ional district in which I say, under the pending paragraph, 

t is to be located. Iwas then given that information by a Sena- 

tor of the United States, as were several gentlemen of the House 
now here before me. 

Mr. FOSS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIR The gentleman from ois is not in order. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask if the gentleman from Wis- 
consin will yield? 

The MAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. PER of Wisconsin. I do. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman if the Senator 
was from Wisconsin? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That calls for information which 
the gentleman from Illinois has no right to ask me to make pub- 
lic. I will not say whether it was a Senator from Wisconsin or a 
Senator from Illinois or a Senator from any other particular 
State. It was a Senator of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, this final report is not only without date, but it 
is also without the signature of one member of the board. Fol- 
3 te signatures of the other two members is the following 

ent: 


Civil Engineer H. H. Rousseau, a member of the board, concurs in this re- 
port, but he is now on duty at Mare Island yard, and therefore not present to 
sign the report. 

Yet he was brought to Washington for the express purpose of 
acting on this board and uniting in a final report of its proceed- 
ings. It may be that the final report was submitted to him, but 
there is no statement to that effect, only the general assertion that 
he concurred in it. It could have been sent to him anywhere in 
the United States and returned with his signature in ten days. 

The first report of this board was dated. The Secretary of the 

Navy, in calling the attention of Congress to it, says, I have the 
honor to transmit a copy of the report of the board made Novem- 
ber 29, 1902, and that report is signed by the three men ap- 
pointed to make it, but the second report comes in about three 
months ago, and the Seorg of the Navy says, “I have the honor 
now to transmit a copy of the final report of the board,” but he 
does not say when it was made. All this may not be of special 
importance, and yet, in connection with other facts and circum- 
stances, it is interesting and suggestive. 
As I said last evening, the board had a graphical survey of 
the Lake Bluff site e before they submitted their first report, 
A topographical survey depicts upon a plane surface the contour 
and physical features of a portion of the earth’s surface. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

A PER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I will ask the gentleman, Mr. Chairman, if they 
a a have a topographical survey of all the places along on 

o lake? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. When I inquired at the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey what baggy “Rees surveys they had made for 
this board the reply Was.“ None except the two at Lake Bluff.“ 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from West Virgini 

Mr. PER of Wisconsin. Yes. 


Mr. DAYTON. Isit not true that the other sites were well- 
known cities and towns that had harbors that had been abl be 
either by the Coast and Geodetic Survey or by the Hydrograp 
Office of the Navy, so that a survey of them was unnecessary, and 
that they had those with them at the time? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, these surveys 
were of the sites at Lake Bluff; they were not harbor surveys. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, let me explain to the gentle- 
man just a moment. Lake Bluff is not a harbor point at all. Is 
not that true? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, it is about 4 to 4} miles 
from the harbor at Wauke 

Mr. DAYTON. 80 I understand. Therefore it would have to 
3 while the places on the other side have ports or 

rs. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman, I think, is in 
error in hisassumption. That lake has been sounded throughout 
its whole length along its shores, and the soundings are given in 


official Government charts. The depth of water at these various 
points is well known. It is known whether there is an oppor- 
tunity to construct a harbor at any given point. 

The board reports that there is no harbor at Lake Bluff, al- 
though they mr that there can be a harbor dredged there for 

boats. ey also admit that it is 4 or 4} miles from Wau- 

kegan Harbor, now the only harbor which is available. 

Mr. theta I do not want to interrupt the gentleman for 
any captious purpose—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAYTON. If what the gentleman has just stated is cor- 
rect, why was there any necessity for the survey of any of these 


places? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, there is another 
statement in this final report which calls for attention: 

The board has not yet carried on negotiations with the owners of the 
above tracts to definitely state the price which it would have to pay, nor 
has it obtained any options. 

During the long time which has elapsed, why have they not 
asked the owners of sites to say definitely what they would de- 
mand for their property? Can any man conceive of a valid reason 
why they have not? It is one of the identical duties devolved 
upon them by the law under which they were appointed. The 
law requires them to ‘‘ascertain as nearly as practicable the cost 
for which it (the site) can be purchased or acquired.“ It is the 
information which 8 needs. 

Mr. HAMILTON. ill the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Les, sir. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I desire to take the liberty of inquiring from 
him whether there is a harbor at Lake Bluff? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No, sir; nor do we know what it 
would cost to construct one there. 

Mr. HAMILTON, I should like to inquire further whether the 
board, in their notices issued tothe towns making applications fox 
the location of this naval training school, required that the school 
sir be located upon a harbor—a good natural or artificial har- 

r? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Not precisely in that way. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Specifying the depth of water? Have they 
not made that a condition precedent? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In reply to the gentleman from 
Michigan I will say that I have here the first report of the board. 
In it are set forth certain requirements of the site to be selected. 
Among these is convenience of harbor conditions near the point 
nase Lake Bluf is 4 or 4} miles from the harbor at Wau- 

egan. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I just want to find out whether the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin is talking to the point of order or whether 
he is discussing the merits of the question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I had permission yesterday to 

as I am now speaking. Unanimous consent was given, 
he point of order is reserved. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Is the gentleman ready to inform us at this 
time whether or not he intends to insist on the point of order? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Ishall insist on the point of order. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Then why discuss the merits of the ques- 
tion until the point of order be determined? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The first statement which I made 
yesterday, I will say to the gentleman from Missouri, was to this 
effect: That while the pending paragraph apparently left an 
option in the Government to select one of five enumerated sites in 
the zone below parallel of latitude 43° 80’, on Lake Michigan, 
it does not really leave that option, but that if it became a 
law means the selection of the Lake Bluff site. When I made 
that assertion I was disputed very earnestly by the distinguished 
Seddon iret [Mr. Foss] who is the chairman of the Committee on 

aval Affairs, and therefore I am demonstrating that the state- 
ment which I made is absolutely true. 

Mr. VANDIVER. But why not dispose of the point of order 
first, and then, if the question is still up for consideration, discuss 
the merits of the thing itself. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Why not permit me, as I have 
the right, and as I think is my duty under the circumstances, to 
speak as I am speaking, particularly in view of the fact that I 
have the unanimous consent of the committee to do so? The gen- 
tleman from Missouri may be sure that there is no politics in this, 

Mr. Chairman,I now invite attention to another statement in 
the final report which, in connection with the other evidence, 
is decisive of the dispute between the gentleman from Illinois 
15 Foss] and myself as to what this paragraph means. Be- 

ore reading it, as some gentlemen are now present who did not 
hear the discussion yesterday, it will be well at this point to say 
that according to the first re of the board, dated November 
29, 1902, the high price at which land was held at some of the 


gites on Lake Michigan was set forth as their reason for re 
not a particular site, but a zone on Lake Michigan south of 43° 30’ 


rting 


containing a number of sites, from which the 
authorize a selection to be made. 


vernment was to 


In view of 8 —＋ price at which land e eee 
the board suggests four other sites as suitable, w. in their order— 

And so forth. The price was still too high. What was the 

ice for these various sites? Milwaukee, $700; Racine, $250; 

chigan City, $125; ote ae $100; Lake Bluff, $900. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is the price of the land? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is the price of the land per 
acre. Nine hundred dollars was the highest price, and that was 
at Lake Bluff. 

Nearness to a large city— 


Says the board, on page 3 of the final report— 
increases the cost of any property, and there is no doubt a limit beyond which 
the increased cost will not be accompanied by any substantial benefits. As 
to the amount of land that is required for station, while 100 acres has 
been fixed upon as a um 

Mark this 
it would be desirable pa soure AS Toae IO mph e ee e ro- 
vide forall needs. The of the property offered varies from a no 
sum to several thousand dollars ger acre. 

But not for any one of these sites. It only varies from $109 to 
$900 for the five enumerated sites within this particular zone. 

The board thinks that the Government ought to acquire not 
less than 200 acres. i 

From inspection of these different places on lower Lake Michi- 


board believes that it is possible to fix at the outset per acre 

ee would not de desirable or necessary to 3 * 

They say that it is to fix a price above which they need not 
x limit? 


go. What is the 

The board believes that it is ... 
which it would not be desirable or necessary to exceed in order to mect all 
essential needs, and that this price shall be approximately $1,000. 

One thousand dollars per acrel That is $100 per acre more than 
the reported price of the Lake Bluff site, the highest price asked 
for any of the six enumerated sites. 

A hundred dollars more than the price at Lake Bluff! Reflect 
on that proposition. They do not think that it would be advis- 
able or necessary to ex $1,000 an acre! 

Of course the man who owns the Lake Bluff site knows that 
he has heretofore asked but $900. He knows that this board has 
unanimously reported that they do not think $1,000 an acre would 
be too high for them to go. And the Secretary of the Navy 
wants the board toselect the site. If the board thinks that $1,000 
an acre is not too much for a good site, and if they think that the 
Lake Bluff site is the best site and would cost only $900 an acre, 
what site do you suppose they would buy? 

Is it not a demonstration that this board is to buy the Lake 
Bluff site for $900 per acre? If anybody can make an answer to 
that proposition he has an opportunity right now. 

Mr. VREELAND. May I ask the gentleman a question? 


v. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. rtainly. 
Mr. VREELAND. Iwouldinquire if the gentleman yet knows 
whether the Chair is ready to rule? [Laughter.] 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is facetious, but it is not 
tical. [Laughter.] The gentleman is on the Naval Affairs 
5 is he not? 
Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And the 1 helped to re- 
port this h. I do not wonder at his em ent. 
Mr. L am with you; be careful. [Great laugh- 


ter. 
tte. COOPER of Wisconsin. All right. Iretract that. The 
mtleman is not embarrassed at all. ewed laughter.] He 
one of the most sensible men in the House. I haye made a 
convert, and that is worth all this trouble. A 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We have his first promise. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The board. after seventeen months 
of calm reflection, decide that it is possible—possible—* to fix at 
the outset” a limit of $1,000 an acre, beyond which it would not 
be well to go! 

possib acre which it would not be desirable or neces- 
Tk ok „ essential needs and that this price would 
be approximately $1,000. 

Well, $900, the Lake Bluff price, is “approximately $1,000.” 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I wart to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 


has axpired. 
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I had unlimited time, Mr. Chair- 


man. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unlimited time? Under the rule the Com- 
mittee of the Whole can not suspend the rule of the House, the 
une that limits the time toan hour. The gentleman has had an 

our. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent to pre- 
sent an amendment proposing the appointment of a new board, 
to be appointed by the President. I for fifteen minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN . The gentleman from Wisconsin asks i- 
mous consent that his time may be extended for fifteen minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, I am obliged to the committee 
for its courtesy, and I shall ask that the gentleman from Ilinois 

Mr. Foss] have unlimited opportunity to present his reply. He 

isputed my statement yesterday with a good deal of ardor when 
Isaid that this paragraph in the pending bill meant only the se- 
lection of the Lake Bluff site. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman—I beg pardon, 
Mr. Chairman—— £ 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Mlinois? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. If Ican have as much time added 
to the fifteen minutes as the gentleman consumes, 

The MAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; I do not. I will yield. 

Mr. FOSS. If the gentleman from Wisconsin thinks the Secre- 
tary would pay $1,000 an acre for land at Lake Bluff, why in the 
name of common sense did he put in his letter ad to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives these words? 

In view of the ice at which lan i 
pa bet held by aee — the board —.— — aas 52 5 
which, in the order of their desirability, are as follows: Racine, Muskegon, 
Milwaukee, and Michigan City. 
es naa AA 

. COOP of Wisconsin. I have said that they recom- 
mended other sites. If Lhad intended to select the Lake Bluff 
site and 
I would 
to e $250,000 to buy 200 acres of land. 
that t 


tleman yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. The board will say it is not too much to pay, but 
the Secretary of the Navy says that it is too much to pay, if I 
read this report oa 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, that is the point the gentle- 
man makes—I did not before understand it—that because the 
Secretary of the Navy says that the price is “large” it would 
not be paid. The Secretary does not say that the price is ‘‘ too 
high,” only that itis “large.” Mr. Chairman, after this final re- 
port appeared the delegation in Congress from Wisconsin met at 
the Hotel Dewey and discussed this entire subject. 

In view of the fact that the gentleman from Minois, the chair- 
man of the House Committee on Naval Affairs, had suggested to 
me that the Secretary of the Navy be permitted to e the se- 
lection of a site, the delegation thought that I had better call on 
the Secre of the Navy and ascertain whether he personally 
would visit the Wind Point site—something that one of this board 
had never done, and the other two never except in the dusk after 
lamps were lighted—and if he would go there we would match 
Racine against Lake Bluff; and we will gladly match it to-day 
against Lake Bluff in a fair competition. ; 

I saw the Secretary of the Navy at his office. 
able man, for whom I entertain a high re . I said to him: 
Mr. Secretary, the Wisconsin delegation in Congress have had 
a meeting, at which it was suggested that possibly this contro- 
versy about a site for a naval training station on the Great Lakes 
might be left to you for decision. The delegation thought that 
possibly you would consent to inspect the Wind Point site and 
the other four sites mentioned in the last report of the board. 
You could not see the Wind Point site nor the other sites satis- 
factorily in winter, ially during this, the hardest winter 
known in that country for thirty years: but we thought that pos- 
sibly you might go next summer and look at the Wind Point site 
at Racine and the other sites before a final decision is reached.” 
He replied: ** I do not want such a responsibility put upon me. I 
am too busy to go out there. I am not as well informed as is the 
board, and you could hardly expect me to overrule the board 
which I myself appointed.” 

Mr. Chairman, nobody knows that better than the gentleman 
from Illinois. who has just propounded that question tome. He 
knows that the Secretary of the 8 not consistently over- 
rule the findings of his own board. uld he? Everybody under- 
stands just what there is in the question of the gentleman from 


He is an honor- 
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Illinois. It is this board which is to make the selection. Here is 
what the Secretary of the Navy said when he sent their first report 
to this House: 

Pending that submission— 

That is, the submission of the final report— 


I have the honor to recommend that Congress authorize the establishment of 
the naval training station 


The Secretary of the Navy officially recommended that the se- 
lection of the site be left to the existing board, and y to 
me said that the responsibility ought not to be devolved upon 
him. Therefore it is ectly plain that this paragraph means 
that the board is simply to name a site for the 8 ur- 
chase. They have y selected it. Their choice is e 
Bluff. Congress knows that it is held at $900 per acre, Congress 
knows also that the board is perfectly willing to pay at that rate, 
because it has PA ee reported that its limit is $1,000 an acre. 
Lake Bluff would be selected, although Congress knows that, 
according to the testimony of the senior member of the board, 
Wind Point site is of equal merit and is held at a far less price. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN S rose. 5 
í Mr. . Just a PODE yeaa; 

am opposed paragraph because, while it pre eave 
an opportunity for a fair contest between sites and also an option 
to the Government, it practically does nothing of that kind. I 
am not opposed to sid ei ibe a because the Lake Bluff site isin 
the district represented by the gentleman from Illinois. I am op- 

to it because the splendid site at Wind Point has had nothing 
eafair chance. I am opposed toit because this board, which 
was commanded to submit detailed information to the House, 
comes here after a lapse of seventeen months without having asked 
owners to set definite selling prices on their respective sites. 

I am opposed to it because we have not the detailed information 
to which we are entitled before voting away the public money. 
I am opposed to it becanse I do not want oftener than is abso- 
lutely necessary to vote into the hands of an executive officer a 
lump sum of public money, to be 5 in his discretion. 
That sort of Fag Re largely responsible for the present scandals 
in the Post-Office Department. 

Great sums of money, hundreds of thousands of dollars, turned 
over to men to buy property at any price that they may see fit to 
pay. Is Congress unnecessarily to sanction that system by enact- 

this paragraph into law? 
ine. Chairman, the amendment which I shall offer will provide 
for an entirely new board, to be appointed by the President, none 
of whose members shall reside in any State bordering upon the 
Great Lakes. I shall offer it at the earliest opportunity. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to address the 
Chair on the point of order? 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to be heard in answer to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman be accorded an opportunity to 
answer the gentleman Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask, Mr. Chairman, that the 
gentleman from Illinois have unlimited time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman from 
Illinois if he desires more than an hour? 

Mr. FOSS. I think not; perhaps half of it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I suggest that the time be limited. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that he be permitted to address the committee for 
thirty minutes, Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, before answering the gentleman 
from Wisconsin specifically upon certain points, I desire to make 
a brief statement of what been done with reference to a train- 
eg, tay on the Great Lakes. 

e father of the idea was Commander Hawley. During the 

ish-American war he was in charge of the recruiting from 

Middle West. He came before the committee and recom- 
mended that a naval station be established on the Great Lakes. 

Now, it is barely possible that some one may not know what a 
naval training station is. We have two in this country, one at 
Yerba Buena Island, San Francisco Bay, and the other at New- 

rt. There we train the boys that go into the Navy to become 

dsmen and seamen and to become officers afterwards. 

To-day it is the pride of the American Navy that a boy can go 
from the lowest grade up to that of Admiral. He does not have 
to go to the Naval Academy at Annapolis, but it is possible for 
him to go to the training school and acquire knowledge and infor- 
mation so that he may go up through the ranks until he becomes a 
commissioned officer in the United States Navy. 

Now, the Navy Department recommended the establishment of 


station on the Great Lakes, and Commander 
Hawley sent us a provision providing for a board of naval officers 
to examine the sites along the Great Lakes and report to Congress, 
which was incorporated in last year’s bill and became law. 

That board was appointed; and who was upon that board? Ad- 
miral Taylor, the ranking chief of the bureaus in the Navy De- 


a naval training 


ent, Commander Winslow, and Mr. Rosseau, one of the 

rightest men in the civil engineer corps—a splendid board. That 
board investigated the Lakes, and you will find here, in a very 
able and exhaustive report, a complete statement of what the 
did. I trust every gentleman on the floor of this House will 
for this document and read it. There has never come from any 
department of the Government a more thorough and exhaustive 
statement of a Pig Peston than is submitted by this board. 

Now, what did this board say? They said they went over the 
Great Lakes, and they have put in here their itinerary, every day 
when they traveled and where they were, all over the Great Lakes, 
along the shores. What did they recommend? They said, first, 
we must fix the lake on which to place the naval training sta- 
tion. 

The Secretary of the Navy in his instructions told them to leave 
out Lake Ontario, so they considered Lake Erie, Lake Huron, Lake 
Superior, and Lake Michigan. They decided upon Lake Michigan, 
and why? Why, for several reasons that will appeal to any man 
of sense and intelligence upon this floor. They said, in the first 
place, that Lake Michigan was the best lake because it was nearer 
to the center of population, to the great heart of the Middle West, 
out of which were coming to-day the recruits to man the ships in 
the Navy. Does not that reason commend itself to intelligent 
gentlemen? They said in their report that on Lake Erie, at Erie, 
in 1902 there were recruited only 108 men, whereas at Chicago 
there were recruited more than 2,800 men. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? } 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. = 

Mr. FOSS. Let us take the map of that country and look and 
see whether it is not better to place the naval training station on 
Lake Michi than on any other lake. This naval training sta- 
tion, as I said, is to draw the recruits of the great Middle 
West. What States are in the Middle West? Ohio is the most 
eastern State. Why, weare getting recruits from allover. Even 
Colorado sent us 230 last year. They come from 3 they 
come from Missouri, they come from Nebraska and from Kansas, 
and this board said, Let us put this station - whereas near to 
the heart of that t section of our country as it is possible to get 
it.” Now, here is the map, and you will see for yourselves what 
the situation is. Here are the Great Lakes—Erie, Huron, Supe- 
rior, and Michigan—and, as I said, by instructions of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy Lake Ontario was not considered. What is the 
territory which we are trying to tap for the American Navy? 
Ohio, Kentucky, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, Mic , Minne- 
sota, Iowa, Missouri, Tennessee, Kansas, Nebraska, South Da- 
kota, North Dakota, and away out here to this line of the Rockies, 
and beyond that the boys go to the Pacific coast. 

Now, that was the first reason why this board decided that 
Lake Michigan should be the place to locate this naval traini 
station. What was the next reason why this board decided upon 
Lake Michigan? Look at the strategic situation of Lake Michi- 
gan. There is no place on Lake Erie or Lake Huron or Lake Su- 

rior for a naval training station along the American shore which 
is not right in sight or opposite to the shore of the possible enemy. 
But here is Lake Michigan, ordained, it seems to me, by the Al- 
mighty, reaching away down into the heart of the United States, 
surrounded on the one side e 7 and on the other by Wis- 
consin, and there, down at the foot of it, was the best place in the 
judgment of the naval board for a naval station, because that 
would make the naval base 400 miles away from the mouth of the 
lake, opposite the shore of the possible enemy. 

Now, there was another reason why this board of naval officers 
recommended Lake Michigan, and t was this—it is a reason 
that will appeal to every man of sense and judgment: They found, 
for instance, that Lake Erie was closed to navigation—for in- 
stance, at Cleveland—ninety days of every year on an ayerage, 
not in one year, but on an average of twenty-five years. They 
found, also, that the closed season of navigation on Lake Huron 
was even greater, and still greater on Lake Superior, but at the 
south end of Lake Michigan was to be found the only body of 
water which was open to navigation the year round. So, gentle- 
men, this board reported that the site of the naval training sta- 
tion should be on lower Lake Michigan, and the of the 
Navy recommended to Congress an appropriation of $250,000 last 
year in order to buy a site. He said in that rt that it was 
recommended that no site be fixed, and why? cause the mo- 
ment you fix the site u the price of land. Therefore he said, 
Give us the $250,000 for the purchase of iand and toward the 
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development of the station, and wecan buy the site for less money 
than we can buy it if you fix the site.” 

But Congress did not act. I introduced a resolution in the 
House for a rule on this subject, but it failed to be reported by 


the Committee on Rules, and when the 
the floor a point of order was made against it. 

Now, the board went on and made its final report, and that re- 
port was sent to Congress this year. It states: 

The preliminary report— 

Referring to the report of last year— 
recommended that the naval training station on the Great Lakes should be 


fam on the shores of Lake Michigan, below latitude 48° oY. I have the 
or 


Says the Secretary of the Navy 
TOE Ge oe calles cov oh Ciena is PACAT an tee. AE a tne 
CCC sugges 
a in the ier of their desirability, are as follows: Racine, Muskegon, 
Milwaukee, and Michigan City. 

There seems to be a mistaken idea here as to what a naval train- 
ing station is. The gentleman from Wisconsin has said it will 
cost a million dollars to build a harbor at Lake Bluff; but the 
board says that a harbor is not the first thing to be considered. 
The board says in its report: 

However important and desirable this matter of harbor facilities is, it is 
completely overshadowed by the element of population, which is of the first 
importance, as shown hereinbefore. 

We are training our men to-day largely upon the land, and it is so 
stated in this report. A few years ago it was my pleasure to visit 
a great naval training station at Portsmouth, England, and there 
I saw men being trained on the land. Isawa t building with 
the floor fixed up as though it were the deck of a battle ship, and 
on it were guns, and the men were being trained there. It is not 
necessary to have a great harbor, says this report. Why, you 
know that under our treaty with England we can not have war 
vessels on the Lakes. But the purpose of this naval training 
station is to give the men a military training, and it is so stated 
in this report: 


3 came up on 
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lives of N TE men will be 


that the schoo: ven them at station is merely k: a 
view to p em for sea life. The instructio: be lar „if not 
entirely, given ashore, and the young men will not be stationed longer 
than about six mon’ 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman allow me just 
one question—the only one I will ask him? 

Mr, FOSS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Did I understand the gentleman 
to say that the treaty which now exists between this country and 
England prevents the putting of vessels on the Lakes for the train- 
ing of our seamen? 

. FOSS. I will state in that connection that we made an ap- 

priation of $250,000 fora gunboat on the Great Lakes three or 

Soar years ago, and that boat has not been built, by reason of the 
understanding between the two countries. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman a moment ago 


used the expression, a treaty with England would prevent,” 
What would it prevent? 
Mr, FOSS. ar vessels bei there. 


- Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Now, will the gentleman permit 
me to read four or five lines of the testimony before his own com- 
mittee? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin (reading)— 

Mr. RIxRT. Would it be practicable, Admiral, if you used thestation on 


Lake Michigan, to do as you have done at Norfolk—take some of the old ves- 
sels which are out of commission in that locality and use them for that pur- 
$ 


Ve TAYLOR. That would doubtless be done if we once got the place 
and got a little wharfage at which to tie them up in winter. 

Mr. DAYTON. Such an act would not be contrary tothe terms of our treaty 
with England? 

Admiral TAYLOR. As I understand it, it would not. 

Mr. FOSS. I would say to the gentleman that I doubt very 
much whether we could put battle ships or large war ships upon 
Lake aon. . 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. We do not want battle ships or 
* war ships. The necessity for the harbor is the point there. 

. FOSS. The board says that the training of these men is 


largel onland. It is mili training. If the gentleman would 
go oan th NO 5 trained there, or if he would go 
to Yerba Buena din San cisco and see the boys trained 


there, he would see that they are given military training ely. 
They are taught obedience and discipline. Why, they come there 
fresh and raw recruits, not knowing much about how to take care 


of themselves, and there they are trained into men, taught to 


obey, and all of this training is done on the shore, and about all 


the exercises which they haye on the water is in small boats. 


Now, hairman, I desire to go on. 
. ALEXANDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Illinois yield for a question? 
The C Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 


Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I desire to ask if there is any natural har- 
bor at Lake Bluff, or any harbor at all? 

Mr. FOSS. There is Pettibones Creek, which comes down and 
enters into Lake Michigan. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Is there any harbor there now sufficient 
to harbor a vessel of twelve hun tons? 

Mr. FOSS. No; unless you go to Waukegan, about three or 


four miles away. 

Mr. ALEXAN DER. Will the gentleman allow me to read the 
thirteenth provision or condition? 

There should hea gooi natural or artificial harbor, convenient for both 
large and small v. having not less than 18 feet of water, and ease of 
egress and ingress. 


Does Lake Bluff meet that condition? 


14. The harbor and channel should be self-maintained, and should not re 
quire continual dredging. 


That was the point that Admiral Taylor and his board dwelt on 


-when they visited the eastern end of Lake Erie, and we had to 


point them out a harbor that gave them 30 feet of water and an- 
chorage in all sorts of weather, when the wind blew from the 
northeast or the northwest. 

Mr. HAMILTON, Those were the conditions imposed upon 
every other harbor. 

Mr. FOSS. I will state to the gentleman that at Lake Bluff, 
Waukegan Harbor is 4 miles north and the harbor of Racine is 8 
miles south of the site selected there. 

The t point in this report, gentlemen, is this: The board 
are looking for men. Men are the essential thing. What we 
need is men—men to enlist in 3 men to recruit, men to 
become ed seamen; and the say they think the first 
consideration should be to locate this place where they will get 
the most men. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. FOSS. I decline to yield. 

1 CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ilinois declines to 
yield. 

Mr. FOSS. I would state, Mr. Chairman, that we are getting 
a great many more men to-day right around in the vicinity of 
southern Lake Michigan than an ereelse. Take, for instance, 
my city—the city of Chicago. year Chicago furnished 655 
men. Racine, Wis., gave us 7 men. Chicago gave us more than 
twice as many men as Michigan. Chicago gave us more men 
than the whole State of Ohio. Chicago gave us considerably 
more men than the State of Indiana, four or five times as many 
men as the State of Iowa, five times as many as the State of 


Kansas. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The gentleman is speaking by unanimous 
consent, and I hope he will permit me to ask him a question. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 


Mr. SOUTHARD. Does not thenumber of recruits at any par- 
ticular point depend in large measure upon the maintenance of a 
recruiting station? And is there any permanent recruiting sta- 
1 785 a Ohio at all or in any other States except Illinois and New 

or 

Mr. FOSS. The policy of the Bureau has been to send recrnit- 
ing parties around to the different cities. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Iam not asking for the policy of the Bu- 
rean; I am asking for an answer to the question. 

Mr. FOSS. The only permanent recruiting stations have been 
at Chicago, Buffalo, and, I think, one in St. Louis also, but re- 
eruitin ies were this last year sent out to the large cities. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Very well; then another question: Does 
not the number of recruits from Chicago depend entirely upon 
your recruiting station and the amount of advertising done there 
for recruits; and is not this true that in Ohio—in the region, we 
will say, tributary to Lake Erie—more recruits were obtained last 
year than were obtained from the Chicago locality, notwithstand- 
ing your permanent recruiting station; and is it not true that the 
gn in recruits in 1903 over 1902 was largely in fayor of the Lako 

Mr. . There were more men appointed to Federal office 
from Ohio; that is sure. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, the provision of this bill pro- 
vides for the purchase of land and the development of a i > 
station, $250,000. I want to say here, for the benefit of this com- 
mittee, that this provision was not changed in any way by the 
Naval Committee. It was sent in the regular estimates by the 
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Secretary of the LL e in the bill just where he wanted it, 
and there it stands. ere it stands, backed up by his recom- 
mendation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, another thing: This proposition has come 
here two sessions of Congress practically, and it comes with the 
unanimous approval of the Committee on Naval Affairs. Then 
there is another thing which I desire to call to your attention, 
and that is that in this recommendation Racine, Muskegon, and 
Michigan City are in no ways excluded. They come within the 
scope. They are competitors for this training station, the same 
as Lake Bluff. The Secretary says in his letter that by reason of 
the high price of land the board has recommended suitable sites 
at Muskegon, at Racine, and also at Michigan City and Milwaukee. 

Mr. PAYNE: May J ask you a question right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from New York? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Are you willing to puta proviso in this pro- 
vision that not more than $250 per acre shall be paid for land and 
leave it stand? 

Mr. FOSS. Am I willing to have put in that we shall not pay 
more than $250 an acre? Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. Or even $300. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. ew) If they will agree to that prop- 
osition, Istand forit. Now,Iamnoturging, gentlemen. Ihave 
not in any shape, manner, or form, either by word or letter or 
Le Seti in any way expressed my wish to this honorable board. 

ey have seen fit to say that the best site is in my district. Be- 
cause I happen to be chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs is no reason why I should be excluded or that the district 
which I have the honor to represent should be excluded from 
competition. I might perchance have brought a measure in here 
and submitted it to you provide ng for a naval training station at 
Lake Bluff; and if I had done it, I would only have been following 
the course of a very illustrious statesman in this country. But, 
sir, I say let Lake Bluff stand on its merits. If that is not the 
best site, I do not want it, because my interest in the American 
Navy is infinitely more than any local or any personal interests 
which I may have. 

Now I want to reply to my honorable friend from Wisconsin. 
He made a statement here last evening, and before replying to 
him I wish to ask my friend from Indiana [Mr. CruMPacKER], in 
whose district is located Michigan City, whether the naval 
board investigated that place to his satisfaction? Did they make 
a thorough investigation, in the judgment of the gentleman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for half 
an hour more. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iobject. The gentleman refused to allow 
me to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman asks half an hour more time. 
Is there objection? z 

Mr. MANN. There will be a lot more objections, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Plenty of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not care to 
x The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for half an 

our. 

Mr. FOSS. Iask the gentleman from Michigan City to state 
whether or not the board made an cabbage eon of that place. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the board authorized to 
make this investigation visited the city of Michigan City, Ind., 
and made a thorough and careful investigation of conditions 
there. I was with the board iad fe! entire investigation, and 
it impressed me as a board thoroughly familiar with its business, 
intelligent, patriotic, and inclined to do the fair thing. I met 
with the board, and was with the board all the way along until 
it did not locate thenaval station at Michigan City. [Laughter.] 
Pe FOSS. Now, I would like to the gentleman from 

10 2— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Chairman asked the committee if 
there was objection to the extension of the gentleman’s time, and 
I loudly objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to 
object before the question was submitted to the House, and then 
waited. There was no objection made, and the Chair supposed 
the gentleman had waived the objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I had not only objected, but had been 
threatened with punishment by another gentleman on the Lake 
Bluff side of this question because I had objected. 

The CHAIR . The Chair d d not so understand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Everybody understood. I only wanted to 
ask the gentleman a single brief question, and in the most insult- 

manner he refused. 
. FOSS. Oh, I did not intend to insult the gentleman. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. And immediately afterwards he yielded 
to two or three gentlemen, and I only wanted to ask one question. 
Mr. FOSS. Icould not help yielding very well; they were right 


on me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSS. LI yield for a question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This is what I want to ask the gentleman: 
The gentleman stated that population—a place to get men from— 
is the important question; that water is not important except for 
rowboat purposes. Now, I want to ask him why limit, therefore, 
the location of this training station to a point on any lake? Why 
not put it down in the great centers of population where there 
are rivers for rowboat purposes, if it be true that it is not water 
that is really the indispensable consideration? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, I am not saying we do not need water. Now, 
the gentleman misunderstood me entirely. Iam saying it is not 
so important that you should have a great harbor, because the 
ae of the men is largely onland. They have boat exercises 
and 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Rowboats you said 

Mr. FOSS. But they are ee a military training for about 
six months to a year before they are sent down on board ship. 

Mr. GROS OR. I understand that perfectly. Then why 
not go where the lines of transportation are and where rowboat 
water is plenty, where other people can compete in tendering 
these sites to the Government? 

Mr. FOSS. I know; but can the gentleman find any place bet- 
ter than lower Lake Michigan, which will offer better facilities 
for being reached from different Bache of the country 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Most undoubtedly I can. 

Mr. FOSS. Where? 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Why, take Pittsburg, the center of a great 
system of railroads. 

Mr. FOSS. I know; but this naval station is for the recruits of 
ged ve Middle West, where we are getting our men. You know, 
I will say to the gentleman, that probably half the men that en- 
list are not fit for the Navy. They go out. As it is now we have 
to send them either down to the Atlantic coast or away out to the 
Pacific coast and pay their way back again; I mean the men who 
do not stay in the Navy. It is a measure of economy to have the 
training station in the Middle West. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You have no system of finding out whether 
a man is able-bodied or not? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, yes; when we take him he has to go through 
an examination. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then why not examine him exactly as 
they do the recruits in the Army—send them for examination to 
various points? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, we do that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the whole thing falls to the ground. 

Mr. FOSS. No, not at all; but a great many men—I think it 
. only about 60 per cent of the men who enlist that stay in the 


avy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They. do not stay in the Navy, but you do 
not transport them back when they go out of the Navy because 
of their misfortune, troubles, etc.? 

Mr. FOSS. Now, gentlemen, the idea of this whole naval train- 
ing station was for the great Middle West. and the board said you 
can not find a place where it would be more easily accessible than 
on lower Lake Michigan. Now. I want to ask my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. Bishop] whether the board made an investigation 
of 3 

Mr. BISHOP. I would say that the board visited Muskegon at 
two different times. 

Mr. FOSS. At two different times. Did you think from what 
you saw that the investigation was a one? 

Mr. BISHOP. Why, I had no reason to doubt it at that time, 

Mr. FOSS. Have you ever had any reason to doubt it since? 

Mr. BISHOP. I have not had any reason to doubt the investi- 
gation; I have had reason to doubt the judgment. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a few 
words more. It seems that the gentleman from Indiana Ar. 
CRUMPACKER], in whose district is located or situated Michigan 
City, is satisfied with the investigation of the board. It seems 
that the gentleman from Muskegon was satisfied with the inves- 
tigation which the board made, althongh he did not agree with 
the judgment of the board. 

And so it remains that the gentleman from Wisconsin is the 
only man who censures the board, because he believes they did 
not make a thorough investigation of Racine. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire to call attention of the gentleman to this fact. 
Upon the floor of this House yesterday afternoon the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper} made the statement to the effect 
that when the board went to ine the first time they were met 
by himself and a committee and that the board did not go within 
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a mile and a half of the site which that board recommended as a 
suitable site for a naval training station. When he made that 
statement, he knew whether it was true or not. I have nothing 
to say. I leave it to the judgment of this House as between the 
gentleman from Wisconsin and the board. Here is a letter writ- 
ten to the Secretary of the Navy by Commander Winslow, of that 
board, saying that they investigated every single site that was 


offered. t me read it to you: 
WASHINGTON, D. O., February el, 190%, 
Str: In compliance with your directions contained in your letter of this 
date, I have the honor to make the peeing repa in reference to the ex- 
amination of sites for Great Lakes traini: tion at Racine, Wis.: 


ne. 

The board was met by a committee and driven in carriages tothe hotel 
in Racine, Afterwards the board and the committee, composed of the mayor 
of Racine and several citizens of that city, 55 in carriages to exam- 
ine the site, a short distance north of the city. The board was taken to this 
site by the committee, and not by the Spey of the board, as the board 
understood that this was the site which had to offer as being a suit- 
able site for the naval training station. The inspected this site, and 
afterwards returned to thecity and to the railway station. 

The site at North Point was 9 to the board — Beco visit, 
except bly in a casual way. e board was in the hands of commit- 
1 £ 5 time being, and therefore only visited the site which the committee 

o offer. 

Had the site at North Point been seriously offered to the board the board 
would naturally have preferred to visit this site at the time, as the North 
—.— site is manifestly the best site for a training station in the vicinity of 
Racine. 

After the return of the board to Washington the subject of the site at 
North Point, known in the board's final report as “North Point Site A,” was 
taken tr gf ere morn with the representatives of interests at Racine, 
5 the determined on their next trip to the Great Lakes to visit this 

te. 


a ea ard Was tonne 1 COO ATADT tha beers cer thie oii 
n 

Fus board arrived at Racine iste in the aftoruson,and was there mes in car- 

riages by a committee in accordance with previous arrangements and driven 

to North Point. Owing to the fact that the carriage horses were not equal 

to their load considerable time was wasted in the journey from the rail 

station to the site. 

The gentleman charged that the board did not properly inves- 
tigate the site on the first visit. The site was never presented to 
the board on the first visit, and on the second visit the carriage 
horses were so slow that they did not reach the site until late in 
the day. The letter continues: 

Nevertheless the board reached the site in ample time to have sufficient 
daylight to see the site and to determine all the points the board had in 
mind. The board drove over much of the site, and as the site was for the 
most part cleared land, the time was ample for the inspection. Had the 
board not been fully satisfied as to Shenk ical characteristics, it would have 
waited and made a second visit the fo owing day or stopped at Racine on 
their return from their trip to the northwa: 

This visi ther with considerable cor mdenes and numerous pho- 
tographs, w. are now in the on of the board, enabled the board 
to understand fully the value of site as a training station. 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Wisconsin that I un- 
derstand there were more photographs and charts and maps in 
connection with this site at North Point Site A than there is in 
connection with any other site, and if the gentleman will go down 
to the Navy Department and see the Secretary of the Navy, he 
will see them there. The letter goes on: 

While the board hasa amount of data concerning the subject of a 
sita for a training station on the Great Lakes, the data of no proposed site is 
more complete that concerning the site near Racine, known as North 
Point Site A,” now in possession of the board. O. MoR. Warsow 

TEEN £ Commander, United States Navy. 

The SECRETARY oF THE Navy, 

Navy Department. 

Now, gentlemen, where do we stand now? The gentleman 

charged the naval board with dereliction of duty because it re- 

to examine a certain site at Racine. This board sent a let- 
ter through the Secretary of the Navy this morning to the com- 
mittee saying that the site was not offered; that it-was a matter 
which came later, and the board went back to examine it. An- 
other thing. When they went on their second visit, the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin says it was dusk, late in the afternoon, and 
the board says it was due to negligence somewhere, because they 
did not ais? age conveyance to take them there as quickly 
as possible. ose negligence was it? Was it the negligence of 
the board or was it the negligence of some one else within the 
vicinity of Racine? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, who constituted this board? Was it not 
an able and an honorable board against which the gentleman has 
made this charge? Upon that board was Mr. Rousseau, one of 
the brightest men in the Civil so po Corps. Upon that board 
was Commander Winslow, in whose veins flows rich military 
blood. Every one of his ancestors in the last hundred years 
and more has fought for his country, either in the Army or in 
the Navy. Commander Winslow to-day bears upon his body the 
scar from a wound which he received off the coast of Cuba in the 
Spanish-American war while cutting cables. Commander Wins- 


way 


low to-day is an able officer in the United States Navy. He is the | provisions 


naval aid of the President of the United States. o was the 
third member of the board? Admiral Henry O. Taylor, the man 


who commanded the Indiana in the battle at Santiago, a ship 
that fired more shots than any other ship. He has been in com- 
man of the North Atlantic Squadron, and is at the present time 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation in the Navy Department. He 
has been president of the Naval War College. 

There is no man in the American Navy to-day who stands 
higher than Admiral Henry C. Taylor. He is at present with 
Admiral Dewey conducting maneuvers down in our West India 
waters. That was the board which inspected the naval sites 
along the Great Lakes and made their report. Ah, Mr. Chair- 
man, the trouble with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 


Cooper] is that his chatted site did not happen to lead the list, 
ted i Chairman 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. , Will the gentle- 
man yield? I wish merely to make one brief statement right 
there, just a word. I submitted to several interruptions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, I never knew, Mr. Chairman, 
until the gentleman read that letter from the board how they 
came to do as they did. The board has all of the time been la- 
boring under an entire misapprehension of the facts. Those two 
sites at Racine are contiguous. They never went nearer than a 
mile to the nearer of the two, and about a mile and a half from 
Wind Point. We drove right down to a bluff on the lake, a mile 
from the nearer site. 

A street 60 feet wide runs along parallel with the lake shore, 
On the side opposite the lake, at that point, there are houses and 
lots—a pes of the city in the Fourth Ward. We stopped there 
and looked up to Wind Point. 

Mr. FOSS. Was that the first visit? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That was the first visit. On the 
second visit we drove up and showed them both sites, but on that 
occasion we arrived at Wind Point after dark. They came on the 
4.20 train from Chicago in the afternoon on the 81st day of Octo- 
ber when the days are getting short. If those gentleman thought 
that on August 4, on the occasion of their first visit, they saw 
either of the sites from a poa nearer than 1 mile they are ut- 
terly and absolutely mistaken. That is the fact. The gentle- 
men who accompanied them on the first visit were a committee 
appointed by the Business Men’s Association of Racine, including 
the mayor, and I read yesterday a letter from two of them stating 
the same facts, 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I must object, as my time is limited 
and I have not had now anywhere near as much as the gentleman, 
There may be a dispute between the gentleman and the board 
but I leave that to them to reconcile. This board is composed, i 
say, of men of such high character that its integrity can never be 
impeac 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I have only this to say, that if in the wis- 
dom of the Secretary of the Navy or of this board, provided we 
adopt this or some other provision, Lake Bluff should be chosen 
for the site of the naval training station, the citizens of my State 


will try and make it a magnificent success. Butif, in the judg- 
ment of the Secre of the Navy or of the board, the site Fes 
be Muskegon, or 


ichigan City, or Milwaukee, or anywhere 
else—yes, Racine—the men of and Illinois are broad 
enough and great enough not to protest, but will take the judg- 
ment of that board or of the Secretary of the Navy asthe judg- 
ment of an honest board and an honest man, and will y 
stretch their hands across the boundaries of the State and help 
Wisconsin in making that naval station the greatest naval train- 
ing station for recruiting and enlisting men in the country. 
[Applause.] 
APPENDIX A. 
[House Document No. 6, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session.] 
SITE FOR A NAVAL TRAINING STATION ON THE GREAT LAKES, 

Letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, with a favorable rec- 

ommendation, the of the re: of the board appointed to select a site 


for a naval training station on Great Lakes. November 12,193. Re 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Navy DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, November 11, 1903. 
Sm: Theact making 8 forthe naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, con the following clause: 
“ Naval training station, Great Lakes: TheSecretary of the Navy is hereby 
directed to appoint a composed of naval officers, whose duty it shall be 


to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an additional naval training 
station, and having selected such site, if Spon ‘vate lands, to estimate its 
value and ascertain, as . practicable, cost for which it can be 
8 or eg mee and of their proceedings actions to make fulland 
tailed report to the Secretary, who shall transmit such 5 his 


penses of said board the sum of $5,000, or so m ereof as may be neces: 

„to be „5 is hereby appropriated out of any moneys 
. 1908 Thad the honor to inform Congress of the progr 

Ə honor ess 

et ene obedience to visions of this act. I then submit 


1904. 


Ihave the honor now to transmita cipy ol the final report of the board, in 
which Lake Bluff, which is 32 miles north of Chicago, is recommended as the 
most suitable site for a naval tra station. In view of ths large price at 
which land at that point is held by the owners, the board suggests four other 
sites as suitable, which, in the order of their desirability, are as follows: Ra- 
cine, Muskegon, Milwaukee, and Michigan City. 

Atthe present time a large number of recruits for the naval service are 
obtained irom the States of which Lake Michigan is the center. These men 
are of high quality in every res and after one term of enlistment become 
excelloat seamen for service either in the Navy or the merchant marine, and 
in many cases become well fitted for responsible positions in private life. 

Irespestfully recommend to Congress the earnest consideration of the re- 

rt of this board and the establishment of a naval training station on the 

reat Lakes in accordance with its recommendations. 
Very r. 1. 
WILLIAàu H. MOODY, 


Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C. 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 


SIR: The board appointed to select a site for a nayal training station on 
the Great Lakes by the Department's order No. of July 5, 1902, has the 
honor to make the following final report of its pr and actions: 

1. The preliminary report, submitted to the Department on mere a 
1902, gave the board's conclusions = to that time; and it was recommend: 
therein that the training station be located on the shores of Lake ate 
below the latitude 43° . Since that time the board's opinion inr to 
this matter has not changed, and that recommendation is strongly renewed. 

2. The selection of a site in this apo area remains to be accomplished. 
This isa matter involving a consideration of many elements anda 
thorough comparison of the diverse conditions met with in this In 
discussing the advantages and disadvantages of each site, the relative desira- 
bility of each will Sale entirely upon the Late od given to the different 
1 characteristics that are possessed, or should be, by each to some degree. 
The 3 report of the board gave the following as the more impor- 
tant local requirements that should be fulfilled: 

LOCAL CONDITIONS. 


First. The amount of land available must be sufficient for all purposesand 
should not be less than 10V acres. 

Second. The population within the immediate vicinity from which a large 
percentage of the recruits will be drawn should be large, which would en- 
able the station to recruit as well as to train the men. 

Third. There should be a city in the neighborhood large enough to afford 
amusements to the boys and men when 7 lea ve of absence. 

Fourth. The land should be high an y wooded, fertile, and 
healthful, with absence of swamp, and reasona aT trep from mosquitoes. 

Fifth. The water front should not be iess than a mile. 

Sixth. The site should preferably be on an island close to the shore or ona 
peninsula easily isolated. 

Seventh. The cost should not be prohibitive. 

Eighth. Extensive grading should not be required to secure level ground 
for ink: Water of good quality should be available in large quantity. 

inth. Water o: q' 8 a quantity. 

Tenth. There should be a bathing beach. 

Eleventh. The land shonld not be crossed by railroads or public highwa: 

Twelfth. There should be convenient railroad facilities for both freight 
and passengers. 

Thirteenth. There should bea good naturalor artificial harbor convenient 
for both large and small vessels, having not less than 18 feet of water and 
easy of egress and ingress. 

Fourteenth. The harbor or channel should be self-maintained and should 
not require continual — ey 2 

Fifteenth. There should be ties for target practice. 

Sixteenth. The site should not be in a manufacturing district. 

Paa of the aboye ONIONS arə indispensable, while some, if need be, 
cou with. 

8. Baforecomparing the different sites the relative importance of the local 
conditions will be discussed. It should be borne in mind that the station will 
be an enli and training station combined, and that it should be located 
so as to afford the greatest number of yo men an opportunity to visit it 
and to enter the service. A site not convenient of access to a large pop 

and dependence would 


people who will thus become in | 
25 it better known, but will tend to increase the number of 
ceived. As vitally. affecti therefore, its success, which ss ma 
large and constan lessened cost 
of maintenance resul! 

offices, as well as from 
Navy 


large city in and there is 
no doubt a limit beyond which the increased cost not be accompanied by 
any substantial benefits. As to the amount of land that is required for the 
station, while 100 acres has been fixed as a minimum, it would be desirable 
to acquire at least 200 acres in order to adequately provide for all needs. The 
ce of the property offered varies from a nominal sum to several thousand 
ollars peracre. From its goign of different tracts in the general area 
of lower Lake Michigan, the believes that it is possible to fix at the 
outset a price per acre which it would not be desirable or necessary to exceed 
in order to meet all essential needs, and that this price would be approxi- 
mately $1,000. While this means the elimination of several sites that 
more or less attraction, and which are held to be worth much more than 
755 the greater part of their value is in general derived from their possi- 
ities for manufacturing purposes, which is another reason for excluding 


5. “Healthful conditions in the vicinity of the station, ooa water, some rea- 
sonably level und for drilling, water frontage of about half a mile, and 
convenient raliroad facilities ars indispensable. A location easily isolated 
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and facilities for 5 85 practice are desirable. It would be also preferable 
that the land should not be crossed by railroads or public highways. The 
matter of harbor accommodations is an important one as affordin g opportu- 
nity for small-boat exercises and a haven of refuge from storm and ice for 
darger practice vessels, if any should ever be assigned the station. 
However important and desirable this matter of harbor facilities is, it is com- 
pletely overshadowed by the element of population, which is of the first im- 
portance, as was shown hereinbefore; for while na harbor facilities will 
add to the attractions and usefulness of the station and to the value of the 
instruction given and to the enjoyment of those undergoing $ this is 
with the controlling condi viz, that the 
site should be so fixed as to secure the greatest possible num! 
men for the country's service. 
It should be remembered in this connection that the pute part 
lives of these pos men will be spent afloat and in nautical exercises, and 
that the schooling giyen them at the station is merel; i and with 


a secondary matter as com 


3 The principal ctions of the enlisting 
ion are these: 

First. To get the young men and to enlist as many of them as possible at 
PEROM To give th reliminary training ashore, so that th be 

md. To give them a 80 ey ma; 

better fitted to take up thelr actual life N quickly as eons 7 

6. With these conditions in mind, while the board considers that good har- 
bor facilities are very desirable, this is not the controlling element that 
should affect to an appreciable degree the selection of a site to the detriment 
5 5 the general f lo Lake Michi- 

A TS Oi 0 area of lower e 

gan can be divided into three districts, as fillows: 


as a center. 
Second. C cluding the shore line of the lake on both sides 
5 — 37, with Chicago as a center. 


ird. 
42° BY to 43° BY, with Milwaukee as a center. 


three di 
map of the region clearly indicates that the shore line between Milwaukee 
an 


, Which is within the sphere of the influence of the great popula- 
tion of of these two cities, possesses much the greater value as regards 
nearness to centers of population than any other portion of the shore line of 
Then TER ee f the board selected th Lak 5 

. The preliminary report of the lected southern e 
as pommessing more favorable characteristics for a naval training station 
any other on the Great Lakes. It is densely populated. It great 
strategic value. The conditions as regards temperatureand riod when 
55 is closed by ice are most favorable. It is nearest the center of 
population of the Great Lakes ion, and is also in the goap center 
of that district. Its shores were therefore ed with great care. 

10. As physical charactaristics, the shore line of southern Lake 
Michigan mey likewise be divided into three districts, viz., the west shore, 
the south end, and the east shore. Fora portion of the distance be- 
tween Chicago and Milwaukee the west shore of the lake back of the beach 
isa bluff that reaches in some pinoa @ height of 100 feet. 

The country stretches inland as a plateau for a distance varying from 1 to 
3 miles, broken slightly by occasional narrow ravines running back froma 
few hundred feet toa half mileor morefrom thelake. The 8 is wooded 
for the most part and forms a very attractive country. The ravines are of 
such a character that with a moderate amount of dredging they could be 
converted into inland harbors of sufficient size to afford protection for small 
vessels. All conditions as regards health and drainage are most favorable. 
The shore line at the south end of Lake Michigan is in general low, and for- 
merly was a portion of the bed of the lake. Toward the east side of the lake 
sand dunes occupy the shore line and the water is comparatively shoal. In 
general the sites offered in this district at the south end of the lake, while 

ng sufficient height above the lake to insure freedom from swam 
could not be ex to be as healthful as the bluffs north of Chicago. 0 
whole district at the south end of the lake is traversed by numerous railroads. 
The most unfavorable feature of the district, however, is the magnitude of 
the manufacturing interests located therein and the practical certainty that 
2 or 3 the unoccupied will be very much encroached upon by 
eir rapid growth. 

1L The east shore of lower Lake Michigan is lined with high sand d 
in most cases with little or no vegetation to prevent the constant drifti of 
sand. This district has the 5 possessing inland harbors at the 
mouths of rivers emptying into the e, which afford ample facilities for 
harboring vessels in Winter and in storms. All the harbors on the east shore 
of Lake Michigan are, however, subject to deterioration due to the general 
shoaling in the vicinity of piers at the entrance, caused by the deposit of sand 

ttoral mts. Thisactionis 


ca li curre test near the south end of the 
lake. On the west shore it is very slight. some cases a bar tends toform, 
due to the deposit of material brought down from inner waters. The onl 
remedy is constant dredging, which the commerce of the ports justifies and 
which without doubt be continued indefinitely. 

12. In general, the east shore is inferior to the west shore as Taratas the 
character of the country and on account of the drifting sand, which would 
render the occupancy of the lake front on the east shore practically impossi- 
ble. The sonth end of the lake at its head is less suitable than either the east 
or west shores. It is thus seen that, considering the region of lower Lake 
Michigan as a whole, the west shore between Sone and Milwaukee 
sesses the greatest advantages both as regards population and physical 


acteristics. 
18. The following isa list of the principal sites offered for naval training 
station purposes in lower Lake MEAD Rba twenty-one in all: 


MILWAUKEE DISTRICT (7 SITES). 


r- 


regar, hysical poe Anin site No. & bus 
ca. r 0. 

is inferior to that site 3 of being ina manufacturing district, 

therefore will not be further considered. 
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No. l. South Milwaukee, Site B.—Eight miles north of Racine, 10 miles south 
of Milwaukee. Possesses eee characteristics, but is not so favor- 
ably located. Inferior to North Point Site A, No.5,succeeding. It can there- 
fore be eliminated from further consideration. 

No, 5. Northpoint, Site A,—Three miles north of Racine and 20 miles south 
of Milwaukee. Possesses very excellent physical characteristics and harbor 
accommodations and is favorably situated as regards population. Will be 
reserved for further consideration. 

No.6. Northpoint, Site B.—One mile south of site No. 5. Possesses similar 
but not so favorable characteristics as site No. 5, and therefore will be elimi- 
nated from further consideration. 5 

No. 7. Jacobs Island site. One mile north of Kenosha and 33 miles south of 
Milwaukee. Well situated as regards population. harbor accommo- 
dations could be obtained. Much marsh land, and the way the site is cut up 


by the Pike River, which runs through the same, renders it inferior to sites 
and it will therefore be eliminated from further consideration. 
tion of cities in this district by the census of 1900 was as follows: 


285,315 
392 


os. Zand 
The pop 


CHICAGO DISTRICT (9 SITES). 


No. 8. Winthrop Harbor site —Eight miles south of Kenosha and 43 miles 
north of Chicago. This site is in a manufacturing district, which renders it 
undesirable, notwithstanding the owner's offer to donate the land. Will 
therefore be eliminated. 

No. 9. Lake Bluff, Site A.—Thirty-two miles north of Chicago. Has excel- 
lent physical characteristics and well situated as regards population. Will 
be reserved for further consideration. 

No. 10. Lake Bluff, Site 5 miles north of . to 
site No. 9, with the exception that harbor facilities would be easily ob- 
tainable, Will be eliminated for the present. 

No. II. Lake Bluff, Site C.—' miles north of Chicago. Very similar to 
site No. 9, and will be reserved for further consideration. 

No. 12. Wolf Lake site.—Fifteen miles southeast of the center of Chicago. 
Well situated as regards population. Crossed by railroads and highways and 
cut off from the shore line br them. Also 9 on account of being in 
the center of growing manufacturing district. Cost of land excessive. 
therefore be Giiminated. 

No, 18. Clark Junction site. Twenty miles southeast of the center of Chi- 
cago. Has disadvantages similar to site No. 12. Physical characteristics 
much inferior to sites north of Chi , and can therefore be eliminated. 

No. 14. Millers site —Thirty-two miles southeast of center of Chicago by 
rail. Similar to site No. 13 as regards disadvantages, and can therefore be 


the west shore of the lake and og hpin to the inherent disadvantages of sand 
and ice of this portion of the lake shore line. It is so favorably located, how- 


ever, as population that it will be reserved for further consideration. 
No. 16. St. Joseph and Benton Harbor site Ninety-three miles from Chi- 
cago by rail. Inferior to site No. 15 as population and somewhat 
similar to it as poysion charact On the whole, its distance 
from ers it inferior to No. 15, and it can therefore be eliminated. 
The popu tion of the principal cities in this district by the census of 1900 
9,428 

698,575 

14,850 

5,155 

6,562 

629 

4,009 

19,259 

490 

2,215 

1,150 

12,376 

8, 983 


MUSKEGON DISTRICT (5 SITES). 
No. 17. Waukazoo Point,on Black Lake. Two miles from Holland, 25 miles 
characteristi 


from Grand Rapids. Possesses very favorable physical ics. Popu- 
lation in the p pagtaya T Ptit vicinity mal and renders it inferior to site No. 20; 
it will therefore be eliminated. 

No. 18. Windy Point site, on 8 Lake. Five miles from Grand Haven, 
80 miles from Grand Rapids. 7 very favorable physical character - 


tion in the vicinity, which renders 
liminated. 


e Park site,on ‘pion te Harbor. 
gon by road and 30 miles from Grand Rapids. Ph characteristics ve 
regards tion of any site in this distric 


No. EI. Bay Mill site.—' miles west of site No. 20. On peninsula be- 
tween harbor and lake. Has favorable characteristics, but inferior to 
No. 20. In order to obtain a lake frontage for site No. 20, a Pea of this 
site would be desirable to acquire. Asa portion of site No. 20 it will, there- 
fore, be for er consideration. 

The ulation of the principal cities in this district by the census of 1890 
was as follows: 

8323 asos * accesso 

Grand Rapids. 

Grand Haven 

OMAN oon IEE E TVT E PEE E E AAS . z 


13. The board has given full consideration to the claims brought forward 
by each of the above twenty-one sites, and its conclusions as 8 in the 
f ing only briefly give result of the study that has been devoted to the 
matter. As seen therein, the choice of the sites on lower Lake nar- 
rows down to the following five localities: 

Milwaukee district.—Site No. 2, at Fox Point, 8 miles north of Milwaukee. 
Bite No. 5, at North Point, 3 miles north of 2. 

28 district. Sites Nos. 9 and 11, at Lake Bluff. Site No. 15, at Michi- 
gan 5 

M district.—Sites Nos. 20 and 21, at M ‘on. 

45 retards population, Lake Biuf stands first, being about 20 miles from 
thecenter ofthonity of Chicago and 55 miles from Milwaukee. Racine stands 
second, together with Lake Bluff, would derive benefit from both Chi- 
cago and Milwaukee as re population. Michigan City and Milwaukee 
rank next, and Muskegon 


regards physical characteristics, all the sites are of sufficient size for 
naval training station and are high and dry, fertile and healthful. 
T the other localities on 


All 
uantity of water for domestic 
ic tan Me oe EEE 

e a 
road connections by 3 


crossed by highways, but arrangements could doubtless be made to chan 
the line o public if it was considered necessary, so as not to enter upon 
the site. None of the sites require extensive grading to secure level 


und 
for drill and recreation purposes, though Michigan City is less favorably situ. 
ated in this respect than the others. None of them is tante in a — — 
turing district. The water front of each is of sufficient length. As regards 
isolation, Muskegon and Racine rank first—the first being situated on a penin- 
sula and the second on a point extending out into the lake. All the sites offer 
ary 8 He target 2 
. The ma of convenient raccommodations is an important one. 
Facilities for exercise in small boats in polling and sailing are di blo. For 
vided, refuge from storms would be 


larger vessels, in case any shall be pro 
needed, and during the period of ice the boats and vessels must be laid up 
facilitiesin 


and be safely harbored. 
16. The harbors of Muskegon and Bear Lake offer 
Trn hevere: tie Geen ot ee en e 
5 A ement o on sho 
over that of natural harbor faciliti in the opinion 3 555 ren} Witha 
t „ox Michigan City, it is 
believed that it would be necessary to constructartificial N for ates 
f th 


is similarly situated with vine 

FC 
1 r ə cost of lan e following ave ces were 
board for property in the five localities that are e bay 


While all five localities possess advantages that make them guitabl. 
or less for a „ it has been seen that Lake Bluff has the great 


advantage as the element of ulation; Muskegon excels in hav 

the best natural harbor; Michigan City has the Pp paie p of . 
the center of ulation of the Great es region and of access to the At- 
lantic sea While perhaps none of the sites all the ideal local 


8 all of them are sufficiently suitable for the purpose. 


8. From the above discussion, the different sites may be ed as follo 
8 za 


as regards the most important elements that should 


uped the natural advantages site, both natural and arti- 

Seiak inclu railroad communication, As except harbor facilities. By 
“Harbor es” is meant the natural or artificial means that would be 
available for harboring any vessels attached to the station, inclu oppor- 
tunity for small-boat exe: By “Cost” is meant the approxima’ rice 
atw. the land could be pouas Thecombined summary of the Bs 
comparison as regards the four qualifications is as follows: 

First choice, Lake Bluff. 

Second Spe tig secina: 

Third choice, Muskegon. 

Fourth choice, Milwaukee. 


Fifth choice, Michigan City. 

19. The board has not yet carried on tiations with the owners of the 
above tracts to definitely state the price which it would have to > DAY, nor has 
it obtained any options. One important matter to be determined on regard- 
ing the sites between Chicago Milwaukee would be whether the Sheridan 

veway would of necessity par through the Government reservation. 

20. It gives the board gres 7 40 to testify to the valuable cooperation 
and assistance it received and for the attention shown during its travels by 
all with whom it came in contact, including members of the United States 
Senate and House of Representatives who assisted in procuring information 
desired, and the membersof the local committees and chambers of commerce 


ht-House Board; et Andeak Dunlep, United States 
8. Sheen, United States Navy; Commander Lucien 


istricts, 
know of localities and valuable advice; to Brig. Gen. Geor, 1 
Chief of United States Army, and to the officers of the Corps o 


on the Willard, Maj. William H. Bixby, 
. Thomas W. Symons, Mal. Dan C. Kingman, Maj. J. C. Warren, Capt. 
. Gaillard, and Capt. Charles Keller, and to their assistants, for their 
cordial cooperation ann for charts, estimates, plans, and other valuable in- 


formation and for the use of the tenders that they kindly proffered; to the 
commandants of the naval training stations at San Fran and Newport 
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Memorandum umber enlisted for the i 
ofn spe sone sd year ending June 30, 1903, 


o of th Burea tem z 
Moore, 5 Chief e Weather a, for perature data and statis- MICHIGAN, NORTH CAROLINA—cont'd. 
ta 


tics and 
U: tes Navy; to Mr. B. R. McCullough; to these and to many other 
individuals the board is under many obligations. 


H. C. TAYLOR, 
Rear-Admiral, U. S. Navy. 
C. McR. WINSLOW. 
Commander, U. S. Navy. 
Mho SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 
Civil Engineer H. H. Rousseau, a member of the board, concurs in this 
report, but is now on duty at the Mare Island yard, and therefore not present 
to sign the report. 


F 
P 
85 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
Washington, D. C., January 28. 1904. 
SIR: ying to your request of the 23d instant, the Bureau has the honor 
to inclose herewith a memorandum showing the number of men enlisted 
during the fiscal year ending June 90, 1903, together with the names of the 
cities o; dere bd States, where these men were enlisted. 
7. 


T 
J, E. PILLSBURY, 
Acting Chief of Bureau. 


Sees 88 


Hon. GEORGE EDMUND 
Chairman Committee on Naval 9 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


[One inclosure.] 

Memorandum of number of men enlisted for the fiscal ending June 30, 
AA ts comes 2. 8 rica 
ber enlisted in each 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. Baton Rouge 1 
New Orleans ee | 
Washington 281 Sureveport 2 
i F 85 

BL MARYLAND. 
64 Baltimore — S 
a 85 
GEORGIA. — 

48 


~~ 


8 ———————— 
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Memorandum of number of men enlisted for the fiscal year ending June £0, 1903, 
etc,—Continued. 
TENNESSEE—continued. WEST VIRGINIA 


x 29 Huntington $% 7 
— | Parkersburg . — 2 
r Wheeling oa a aE 25 
1 o E seoan bon 8&2 
75 WIBCONSIN. 
PIO a seerias KK 10 
Salt Lake Git: 63 | La Crosse 


| Milwaukee ... 
| Madison 
| Oshkosh 


ing stations............. 12, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. GROSVENOR having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Sen- 
ate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had the following resolution; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 


Senate concurrent resolution No. 41. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a sur- 
vey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of dredging in Paw- 
tuxet Cove, Narra tt Bay, Rhode Island, a channel 5,000 feet in length 
from the head of the cove, 100 feet in width, and with a mean depth of 8 feet 
atlow water. 


The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bjll (S. 1330) 
granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 486) granting a pension 
to Green B. Yawn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 7287. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephens me- 
ri “ 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BULL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

make a short statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. What time does the gentleman ask? 
Mr. SOUTHARD. I will try to get through in ten minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that he be permitted to address the committee for ten 
minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. r ; 
Mr. SOUTHARD, Mr. Chairman, the report of this committee 
seems to have created great commotion, especially upon that end 
of Lake Michigan or upon the shores of that lake south of 43° 30. 
The contention seems to be between those who are running a neck- 
and-neck race for a fayorable report from this committee. Now, 
there are others who are interested. A good deal has been said 
about this report, but a good deal remains still to be said. In my 
judgment, this board was acting all the way through entirely un- 
der a misapprehension of whatthey were bound to do. Thechair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs also seems to have im- 
bibed the same idea, the same spirit that controlled the board in 
reparing and writing this rt. For instance, he says that it 
3 the duty of this to locate this naval station in the 
at heart of the Middle West. Can the gentleman find anything 
ike that in the statute authorizing the appointment of this board? 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I stated that was one of the prin- 
cipal reasons why. i 
Mr.SOUTHARD. That was one of the principal reasons why 
tho gentleman says. The statute authorizing the appointment of 
this committee directs the committee to select a site in the region 
of the Great Lakes, not in the great heart of the Middle West, 
not in the East, but in the region of the Great Lakes; and why? 
My colleague from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] a few moments ago 


i 
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asked a very pertinent question. He said. Why locate this great 
naval training station, if harbors are not needed, upon the Lakes 
at all? Why not locate it at Columbus, or at Louisville, or at In- 
dianapolis or elsewhere? ‘ 

The reason is obvious. It is desired in the location of a naval 
training station to reach a large number of men who have ac- 
quired, in as great a degree as possible, what is known in naval 
parlance as“ the sea habit.“ In this view one who has acquired 
the “sea habit“ on Lake Ontario becomes as valuable a recruit as 
though he had obtained the sea habit” upon Lake Superior; 
the locality where the “sea habit has been acquired es no 
difference. And, Mr. Chairman, the effort of this committee 
should have been to locate this naval training station where the 
largest possible number of that kind of men can be recruited. 

It is very evident that the board appointed for this purpose did 
not proceed along these lines. Toledo was, às I have already said, 
a competitor for this naval training station. The board pro- 


j | ceeded in the first instance to determine what it was pleased to 


call an “area of maximum desirability.” It is very plain from 
the reading of the report what that phrase area of maximum 
desirability °” means. The commission proceeds to at once elimi- 
nate, because of reasons given in the report, whichit seems tome 
are not good reasons at all—it proceeds to eliminate at once Lake 
Erie and Lake Ontario from all consideration. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Not perhaps from all consideration liter- 
ally, but practically. as I shall show a little later on, from all con- 
sideration in reference to this naval training school. 

A Member. They eliminate only Lake Ontario. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. I know that in terms they eliminate onl 
Lake Ontario; but really and practically they eliminate bot 
Lake Ontario and Lake Erie because of this proposition which 
was mentioned by the chairman of the committee, the desire of 
the board to locate this naval training station ‘in the great heart 
of the Middle West.“ That was a new idez—an idea which orig- 
inated with the board and nobody else. 

And how does the board proceed to determine what this area 
of maximum desirability’ is? I will undertake to show you. 

In the first place, they decide that the greatest consideration 
should be given to population. Harbor facilities, strategy, and 
everything else must be subordinated to this question of popula- 
tion. And they select several centers—one for the mere sake of 
form, as is very evident from the reading of the report. One 
center is located at Erie, Pa.; another at the west end of 
Lake Erie; another, I think, in the Straits of Mackinaw; another 
at Chicago; another at the city of Duluth; and they proceed then 
to describe circles—one circle surrounding each one of these cen- 
ters, with a radius of 100 miles, and another circle with a radius 
of 200 miles. And then they undertake to compute the popula- 
tion within those circles so described. 

What is the result? And this is a very important point to be 
considered in connection with this report, bearing in mind, Mr 
Chairman, the fact that they subordinate all other questions to 
the great question of population. And why? Because it is not 
proposed, as they say in this report, to train these men upon the 
sea or upon the lakes while they remain at the station. They pro- 
pose to give these young men a preliminary“ training—a train- 
ing such as will habituate them as much as possible to the life 
afterwards to be followed by a naval apprentice or a naval recruit. 

Now, they compute the population within these circles havin 
a radius, respectively, of 100 miles and of 200 miles, They find 
that the circle having Chicago as a center has more population, 
taking either the radius of 100 miles or the radius of 200 miles, 
than any other circle they have described. 

But, Mr. i , observe now upon how slender a thread 
this conclusion hangs. In describing the circle with Toledo as a 
center, or the western end of Lake Erie as a center, they compute 
the population and make it less than that of the circle having 
Chicago as a center, with a radius of 200 miles. But in so de- 
scribing that circle they come within about 10 miles of Pittsburg, 
but they leave that out; they come within a few miles of Cincin- 
nati, but they leave thaf out; they come within a few miles of 
Chicago, but they leave that out. 

If they had described their circle with a radius 10 miles greater, 
then, in their determination as to population—the great consider- 
ation in this whole discussion—they would have reversed their 
conclusions and located this naval training station at the western 
end of Lake Erie, so far as population is concerned; and that is 
the controlling feature of the whole subject as set forth in the 
report of this . If they had increased that radius 50 miles— 
it has been figured out by the Census Bureau (I had intended to 
have the map here)—the circle having the western end of Lake 
Erie as its center would have a million population more than the 
circle baying Chicago as its center; so that the conclusions of the 
board would have been reversed. Not only that; they have 


undertaken to determine this matter by Statas; they have under- 
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taken to determine the population of the great Middle West” 
referred to by the gentleman. 

Mr, FOSS rose. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. The gentleman would not yield to me, but 
I will yield to him. 

Mr. FOSS. Iwas going to ask the gentleman whether in the 
case he has supposed they would have had the population at the 
periphery of the circle instead of the center? 

Mr. SOUTHARD. No; ee | would not have had the ula- 
tion at the periphery instead of the center. Cleveland is, I think, 
the fifth city in size; and that would have been within about 100 
miles, less than 100 miles, of the center. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
SovuTHARD] has expired. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, I should like about two or three minutes 
more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that his time be extended three minutes. Is there objection? 

Several MEMBERS. Five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, the population would 
not have been at the periphery or anywhere near the periphery 
of this circle. The population would have been distributed all 
over the circle; and I want to say right here something with 
reference to the remark made by the gentleman who just pre- 
ceded me in regard to the obtaining of recruits. He mentioned 
Chicago as a great recruiting station. I was not aware until he 
mentioned it that no permanent recruiting station was located at 
Buffalo, But in peers to the population last year and the 
year before, Buffalo, without a recruiting station, furnished more 
recruits than did the city of Chicago. 

The number of recruits obtained, Mr. Chairman, I think de- 
pends upon the amount of advertising done and the length of 
time the recruiting station is continued at any special point and 
not upon the fact that you have a good deal of pason gath- 
ered together at any particular place. Those who have acquired 
the sea habit are willing to travel some distance in order to enlist 
if they have a desire to do so. 

And I want to call your attention to another matter which does 
not seem to have been considered at all by this board. The Great 
Lakes form one of the greatest shipping thoroughfares in the 
world. This great thoroughfare has its termini, as does any other 
thoroughfare. Its great eastern terminus is the city of Buffalo. 
Its western termini are at the city of Duluth, at the extreme 
northwest end, and at Chicago, Detroit, and Toledo, as the case 
may be. This great thoroughfare may be said to have several 
western termini, but only one great eastern terminus. 

Those men who have the sea habit travel the Lakes from one end 
to the other. They are engaged in shipping, they are engaged in 
ee. they are doing thi connected with the water, and 

ey are the kind of men who are desirable as a source of supply 
for this naval training station which we are about to establi 
These men follow the Canes, and go from one end of this great 
thoroughfare to the other. So far as that is concerned, they will 
be recruited upon any portion of the Great Lakes and on one por- 
tion about as well as upon the other. 

There is another matter which the board has considered and 
about which I wish to k fora moment. It is the same thing 
about which our friend here spoke when he made his tragic rush 
down to the map that was exhibited in the arena. He says, 
“ Look at thestrategy of Lake Michigan.” Well, now, my friend, 
the board itself says this is not a very important matter, and I 
want to call oe attention to one or two things in relation to it. 
I know of nobody who would not say at the outset that war with 
Great Britain is a thing that is extremely remote. d 

If we were to have war with our nap bors on the north, the 
great predominance of our shipping on the Great Lakesis at once 
sufficient to render it certain that she would have no business 
with us so far as the attacking of a naval training station is con- 
cerned. The remoteness of any necessity for the protecting of 
any training station upon Lake Erie renders the subject one of 
very little importance. A naval training station is not intended 
for an arsenal; it is not intended for a fort. We are not building 
a fort; we are not constructing an arsenal. We are establishing 
a naval Cone: manan hared pa can be given a fow krev 
training upon „as this report says, preparatory to shippin 
them to the coast, where they will be placed upon vessels ad 
trained in the sea service, It is for the purpose of getting them 
habituated to the manner of living in the Navy, and that seems 
to be necessary. 

The board refer to one or two other matters. They k of a 
harbor. Theré are many harbors. There is one locality in my 
district that I think is an excellent place for a nayal training sta- 
tion. It has a harbor on which a dollar has never been spent. 


The largest boats in the lakes have been going in and out of there 


ever since I can remember. It wonld not be necessary for the 
Government to spend a single dollar upon that harbor if it should 
select that point for its naval training station. Every local con- 
dition and requirement mentioned in this report is fully met by 
the conditions which exist at that station. Population is in its 
favor. The only thing that can be said against it, so far as I 
know, is that it does not possess the strategic points that have 
been referred to by the chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee 
as so necessary for an institution of this kind. 

No, my friends, there is a good deal that may be said about this 
report that has not been said. I have passed over some of the 
points in my haste to finish my remarks, There isa good deal 
that may be said about the methods which the board took in arriv- 
ing at their conclusion that there was an area of maximum desir- 
ability somewhere to be found around the Lakes, leading one to 
believe that a man who had acquired the sea habit on Lake On- 
tario was not as desirable fora recruit as a man who had acquired 
the sea habit—the naval habit—somewhere else. 

There is a good deal in this report to be considered. It is very 
technical. It reminds me of the scientific farmer who could not 
plow except he had a blue print, and that is about the impression 
gained by one as he reads this report. 

When this matter comes to be discussed upon its merits, I desire 
to have something to say. We are not satisfied with the report. 
We are among those who were left out when the preliminary re- 
port was filed. We were not satisfied with it then, but said noth- 
ing. We thought our time would come. It seems so far as the 
second report is concerned, some of those who have riyal locali- 
ties are not any better satisfied than we were with the preliminary 
report. We think we know we have got the very best location 
for a naval training station on the Great Lakes, and when the 
proper time arrives we propose to prove it to you. [Applause.] 

. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Iam one who has a special interest in 
this matter, and I rise to ask unanimous consent that I may ad- 
dress the committee for five minutes, and I will agree not to ask 
for an extension of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that he may address the committee for five min- 
utes. Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I am heartily in favor 
of the location and establishment of a naval training school upon 
the Great Lakes, and I am interested doubly in the establishment 
of that training station at the right place. 

I have read with a great deal of care and thought the respective 
reports of the commission appointed to investigate the subject, 
and I agree with the commission in everything it has said and 
done, excepting the giving of Lake Bluff the preference for the 
location of the training school. Seriously I do not believe that a 
sensible person can read the original report thoughtfully and 
carefully and not agree with the conclusion of the commission 
about the establishment of a naval training school and that it 
ought to be located on the south half of Lake Michigan. 

There is one objection to the very beautiful site advocated by 
the gentleman from Ohio 17 85 SOUTHARD], Put in Bay, and that 
is the climate. The record shows that during the last twenty-five 
years, and I suppose if it is the case during the last twenty-five 
years it must have been the same for a few hundred years before, 
navigation is closed during the winter at Put in Bay for an aver- 
age of three months each year. The records show that naviga- 
tion is not closed between points on the east and west shores of 
Lake Michigan for a single day during the year. 

Mr. SOUTHARD, ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

i Mr. CRUMPACKER, Iwill yield to the gentleman for a ques- 
on. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. Now, does not this report itself state that 
the people of Put in Bay guaranteed to keep that port open every 
ay oft then 

Mr.CRUMPACKER. The difficulty is the commiss‘oners seem 
to doubt the ability of the people of Put in Bay to regulate the 
weather. That is a situation they never have controlled. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. It is a situation they control now. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER, It can be controlled, and has been in 
Lake Michigan. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe this Commission to be composed 
of able, honest, well-meaning gentlemen. I have no doubt about 
itat all. I believe its work to have been painstaking, conscien- 
tious, and careful. I believe-everything it did is justified by the 
facts it reports, excepting the location of the training station at 
Lake Bluff; and I would agree even with the Commission in that 
respect if there had been a harbor at that place. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
a single question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If I had the time I would be glad to. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I only want toask you what is the differ- 
ence in latitude of Put in Bay and Lake Bluff? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Why, there is not much, if any differ- 
ence in latitude, but there is a great deal of difference in climate 
and in navigation. Boats run the year round between Milwaukee 
- and Grand Haven and Ludington and down Lake Michigan on 
the south. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not running every day. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They are running now every day in the 
year. Ferryboats are carrying trains of cars over the lake. I do 
not believe the training station ought to be located at any point 
where the Government will have to incur the expense of creating 
a harbor, because I have no doubt that a commodious harbor is 
indispensable to a naval training station. If this station should 
be located at Lake Bluff, the Government would be called upon to 
expend hundreds of thousands of dollars in the next few years 
to constructa harbor. There are a great many eligible points on 
Lake Michigan, conspicuous among which is the beautiful city of 
Michigan City, having suitable harbors already constructed, hav- 
ing all the facilities that may be required, and I insist that it 
would be poor pea to locate this institution at a point where 
there is no harbor at all, and thereby involve the country in the 
large expense necessary to create this convenience. 

I have no doubt the did its work honestly. The matter 
of expense was only a secondary consideration with the board. 
Lake Bluff is only 82 miles from Chicago. It is a beautiful place 
in which to live—high above the water level, and an elegant resi- 
dence locality, within an hour or two’s ride of the churches and 
theaters of the great city of Chicago. It would be a delightful 
place for naval officers to locate and live. But the question of ex- 

mse is an important one tothecountry. Splendid surroundings 
ker naval officers in charge of the school may be a desirable, but 
should not be a controlling consideration. The institution should 
be established upon one of the many commodious harbors that 
now adorn the shore of Lake Michigan. Michigan City has a 
population of 20,000, and its standard of morals, intelligence, and 
ee is second to that of no other city in the country. It 
offers a splendid site at a low price. It has an excellent harbor 
and is well located as respects the elements of population, geog- 
raphy, and accessibility. If the board had located the institution 
at that beautiful place, its work would have been beyond criticism. 

Here the hammer fell.] 


r. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask unani- 


mous consent of the committee for a few minutes, in which to 
address the committee on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. What time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
imous consent that he be permitted to address the committee for 
ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman,I do not like to object to 
the time the gentleman wants, but a good deal of time has been 
already spent on this subject and I would be glad if he would get 
through in five minutes. I will not object to five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman modify his request? 

Mr. STAFFORD. I will try to get through in five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. ; 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, coming from the city which 
has been often mentioned in this discussion and which has been 
favorably indorsed by the board that has had this matter under 
consideration, I deem it no more than proper to present at this 
time some of the merits of the proposed Milwaukee site and, if 
possible, to make clear in the minds of the Members of this House 
certain facts which appear to have been overlooked. The gentle- 
man from Ohio has just questioned the desirability of the zone of 
territory on lower Lake Michigan, which this board has selected 
because the lake ports there are not open to navigation during 
the entire winter season. Permit me to say that this board, in 
their preliminary report, pointed out that only two cities on the 
Great Lakes—Milwaukee and Chicago—had for the past twenty- 
five years, during the entire winter season, remained open for 
lake traffic. Never before in the history of the country has there 
been such a severe winter as that which we have pa witnessed, 
and yet during all this severe weather the port of Milwaukee has 
been open to lake carriers. 

Continued temperature below the freezing point does not nec- 
essarily close the lake ports, but the difficulty that lake traffic has 
to contend with during the winter season is the fields of 
flotsam ice. which drift with the prevailing winds. By all who 
are acquainted with the maritime conditions on the Great Lakes 
during this season it is recognized that the prevailing winds are 
from the northwest, which drive the collecting ice to the eastern 
and southern shores of Lake Erie as well as e Michigan, keep- 
ing free from ice and open to navigation the lake ports on the 
western shore of Lake Michigan. 
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The report of the board, based upon the records of more than 
twenty years, shows that the ports on the southern shore of Lake 
Erie are closed from ninety to one hundred and twelve days in 
each year during the winter season. Means of access to the sta- 
tion is n at all times of the year to afford recruits ease of 
travel in going to and coming from the designated station, and 
further to enable the training ships connected with the station 
the opportunity to cruise and to give needed ship instruction dur- 
ing the entire year. To show that these conditions prevail at 
Milwaukee and to supplement the reasons advanced by the board 
is my present pu in addressing the House. 

A cursory reading of the preliminary report submitted by the 
board will convince any disinterested Member that the reasons 
advanced for selecting the zone of territory on lower Lake Michi- 
gan south of latitude 43° 30° are cogent and unanswerable. No 
argument advanced here to-day by any gentleman against restrict- 
ing a selection to this region has in any manner detracted from 
the wisdom of its finding. If anything, the argument advanced 
by the gentleman from Ohio who ed me tends to strengthen 
its conclusion. The advantage of locating this station on 0 
Michigan can not, from a strategic point of view, be minimized. 
No one can foretell the development of this station and its ulti- 
mate value as a base for military operations, should the occasion 


arise. 

Coming to the proposition propounded by the gentleman repre- 
senting the Toledo district, that the territory tributary to Lake 
Erie is the best recruiting field for ordinary seamen, I wish to call 
the attention of the House to the exceptional conditions, un- 
equaled by any other lake port, inthe number of lake freighters, 
which, during the winter seusons are quartered along the many 
miles of river dockage at Milwaukee. The wintering of these 
boats there necessarily induces a large number of seamen to re- 
main at Milwaukee and be in readiness when the lake season 
opens to man the boats for lake service. The seafaring men who 
have acquired what has been termed in this debate the “sea 
habit” will necessarily furnish many recruits to our Navy in 
addition to those who will naturally be attracted here for enlist- 
ment from that great supply country, the Middle West and the 
Northwest. 

Not only the opportunity for visitation afforded to lake mariners 
to visit such a prospective naval station at Milwaukee during the 
winter season will cause large numbers of these most desirable 
recruits to enter the service, but the leading position that Mil- 
waukee has achieved in excelling all other cities in amount of 
tonnage entering and leaving this port will necessarily bring to 
this station. during the open-lake season, many of this type of re- 
cruits which the location of the station distant from a large city. 
as at Lake Bluff, Michigan City, Muskegon, Put in Bay, and other 
places suggested, would exclude. 

Though not certain whether this matter will be settled to-day 
in the House on its merits or whether the clause making provisior 
for the necessary appropriation will be stricken out on the point 
of order raised against it from the prominence given by the pre- 
vious speakers in support of other sites. it is eminently proper tha“ 
the House at this time, while the question is immediately befora 
it, should have its attention called to the advantages and su 
perior claims of Milwaukee for the location of this proposed naval 
training station. It is no wonder, Mr. Chairman. in view of the 
natural advantages that this site at Fox Point. Milwaukee, affords 
and its close pocmo the Milwaukee Harbor. the peer of any 
on the Great Lakes, that it should have been designated as ont 
eminently adapted for the purposes of this proposed station. 

Following closely the essentials laid down lor a site by the board, 
the location at Fox Point in every particular will be found to 
fully conform with them. At no placo on the Lakes is it difficult 
to obtain adequate land, but the particular kind as defined by the 
board is not easily secured. 

Having an elegant shore line with a projecting point to shelter 
the harbor from the usual prevailing winds. and with a low table- 
land more than a half mile in len paralleling and adjacent to 
the shore and one-quarter of a mile in width and 8 feet above 
the lake level, which offers a particularly favorable place for 
drilling purposes, the site at Fox Point is here backed by a grad- 
ual slope 50 feet in height. continuing then as a level meadow 
land, and bounded by a ravine, thus isolating the station from 
outside communication, as sought for by the board. This makes 
the site in its present condition immediately available for train- 
ing-station purposes, needing only the buildings to quarter the 
recruits. 

At a distance of 7 miles from Milwaukee, connected by railway 
and electric lines. this site makes it convenient of access for the 
recruits to visit the city, where they may seek healthful amuse- 
ment. which is a desideratum, as expressed by the board, and still 
sufficiently remote from all city life as not to interfere with the 
pursuit of their training or studies. 

Whatever the ultimate action taken upon this matter may be, 
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Milwaukee seeks not to retard for selfish interests the speedy es- 
tablishment of this necessary naval adjunct. but is content, in full 
confiđence of the merits of the Fox Point site, to permit it to rest 
upon the decision of any tribunal. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. 
that I ma rears Arde one minute. 

RMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
PERN that he may have one minute. Isthereobjection? [After 
a pause. ] The Chair hears none. 

r. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, this morning. the ther- 
mometer stood at Milwaukee 4 degrees above zero, at Chicago 12 
degrees above, at Detroit 14 d above, and at Cleveland 22 
degrees above zero. [Applause. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may address the committee for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that he may address the committee for five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, at the expense, perhaps, of fati- 
guing the patience of the House, I think it my duty to say a few 
words regarding another location for a naval training school situ- 
ated in my district. I had thought, if this provision was to re- 
main in the bill, of offering a proviso as an amendment to the 
appropriation, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

e Clerk read as follows: 

Sage S Dne 25, after the word dollars.“ insert: 

se Such naval 55 station shall be located in the immediate 
nauis of ig GENE DAE nerd bor ha 2 her one oe of water dan 0 easy 
of ogre be pal for the land for site.” rE 

Mr. BISHOP. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no o vag to ques- 
tion the honor or integrity of any member of this board, or of 
the board itself, who was appointed to make investigation re- 
garding the location of the naval training school, but considering 
the appropriation that was made and the purposes for which it 
was made, I had conceived the idea that it would be necessary to 
locatə this training school at some point where there was an 
available harbor. When I go to the report which 
they made, I find they set down as the essential facts necessary 
for the location of a training station the following conditions: 


F rst. The amount of land available must be sufficient for all purposes and 
shorild not be less than 100 acres. 
Second. The population within the immediate vicinity from which a 
Bis sation fo recruit ae wells to train tho mene see e 
to recruit as well as 


, I ask unanimous consent 


an joel — — and 
health with absence of swamp, wege Mees free from Eek ene uitoes. 
Fifth. The water front should not be less en a mile. 
Sixth. The site should erably be on an island close to the shore or on 
a peninsula easily isola’ Oe 
ve. 


Seventh. The cost should no be 
not be required to secure level ground 


should be available in large quanti 
Tenth. There should — a ba pain 53 a 


Eleventh. The land re not . vaiirosda oF gs high — 
fth. There should bə convenient railroad facilities for both freight 


and 
Thirteenth. 1 Thereshould bea good natural or artificial harbor convenient 
for both large and emir vessels, having not less than 18 feet of water and 


easy of egress and in 
Fourteen th. ‘The harbor or channel should be self-maintained and should 


ntinual ira oy 

Fiftee: ties for t practice. 

Sixteenth. The site should V 

Mr. Chairman, considering the purposes for which this board 
was appointed, they have well set forth the requirements of a 
naval training school. Now, then, the board examined the vari- 
ous locations and has made the report. They have placed one 
feature as Ae and that is the center of population. 
Then, in order to get the center of population, they have drawn 
a circle of 100 miles, taking Chicago as the center. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 


has expired. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman. I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have five minutes additional time. 

The CHAIR The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Michigan may proceed for five 
minutes more. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. BISHOP. Now, then, as I was saying, Mr. Chairman. it 
seems to me from the outset that the dominant feature in select- 
ing a site was a good har or. I must say that I was surprised 
when I came to read the last report made by this board, when 
they reported that a good harbor was not an essential feature 
Why, I supposed this was to be a naval training station. I was 

reminded of a little couplet that I heard in my boyhood days, 
which ran something like this: 


“ Mother, may I 

“Yes, my darling da 
Hang your clothes on a 

But don’t go near the water. 


ont to swim?” 
reed 
road 4 limb, 


[Laughter.] 
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They have sought in this instance to locate a naval training sta- 
tion at Lake Bluff, and despite the able argument made by the 
chairman of the Naval Committee the board have in four different 
places expressed its preference for Lake Bluff. I have no doubt, 
and neither can any Member of this House havea doubt, that un- 
less some provision is placed in this bill—if it should pass—the 
naval training station will be located at Lake Bluff. 

Had the circle been drawn 10 miles greater in diameter, Mus- 
kegon would have taken the site and would have had a larger 
population than that inscribed in the circle with Chicago as the 
center. Muskegon Harbor is open the year through. aft would 
never cost a dollar to dig it out or for dredging, and they can have 
20 acres of land at a cost of $50,000. 

The water mains are already laid on the land; no grading is 
necessary; a vessel of the largest size that sails Lake Michigan 
can come right to the harbor and unload her freight to-day. It 
is isolated by Muskegon Lake, a mile from the city of Muskegon, 
a town of twenty-five or thirty thousand people. It is accessible 
at all seasons of the year, both byrail and by water. Had nature 
started out to make an ideal place whereon to build a naval sta- 
tion she could not have made a betterone than Muskegon. Here 
is a splendid harbor, an interior lake a mile and a wide by 6 
miles long; the land which they offer is located on a tongue, or 
peninsula, backed by another interior lake entering into the other; 
is high and dry, covered with a second growth of young oak in 
beautiful groves, with open spaces large enough to train a brigade 
of infantry, and for $50 an acre. The training station. at Lake 
Bluff would cost, for the land alone. $250,000. Here we offer the 
land, the finest location i in the world, on a splendid harbor, for 
$50,000. Now then, gentlemen, these were the instructions that 


were before that committee, and I am ata loss to-day to under- 
stand how it is and where the inflnence is that ind the board 
[Applause. ] 


to select Lake Bluff rather than Muskegon Harbor. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman—— 


The CHAIRMAN. For what 8 does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. FOSS. To ask for a ruling upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 1 the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to reserve his point of order. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; I insist on the pn of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment, which 
I will send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The President is hereby authorized and directed to select a site on the 


Great Lakes and establish a naval panon and the sum of 
$250,000 is hereb 5 for the purchase d toward the de- 
velopment of 


Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made against the 
amendment. The Chair is prepared torule. The Chair sustains 
the point of order. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment, which contains no appropriation. 

ə Clerk read as follows: 

Naval training station: The President is hereby authorized and empow- 
ered to appoint a board of nor less than three members, none of whom shall 
reside in a State adjoining the Great Lakes, whose duty it shall be to select 
on one of the Great Lakes a suitable site for a naval training station, and 
having selected such site, if it be apon private lan: 11 to estimate its value 
and ascertain as nearly „ cost for which it can be pure or 

acquired, and to make a d detailed report of their actions and proceed- 
— to the President, who shall transmit such report, with his recommenda- 
tions thereon, to engra for its action; and to defray the expenses of said 
board the sum of $5, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be imme- 
— i available, is meer! 8 out of any moneys in the 


not otherwise appropriated 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
against that. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, Such naval Becton od station shall be located in the immediate 
vicinity of — 8 = 5 not less than 18 feet of water 20 easy 
per 


of in 3 That not more 
acre for b in land for suc. 
Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Gein 1 make the point of order 


against that. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par 


liamentary in 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. My inquiry is as to what spe- 
cific propoidon the amendment last offered applies. 

The CHAIRMAN. To the one that went out, the Chair thinks. 
e .] The Chair sustains the point of order. The Clerk 


The Clerk read as follows: 
ne, New England: For the purchase of 5 a 
eon or. near the New England coast, north of Ca: pe Cod, ane 
erection thereon of the necessary budings of — sid. 
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and of buildin da and 5 - 
0 e . 


and reasonable valuation, he is 3 authorized and directed to institute 
proceedings fc= the condemnation of such or parts thereof as may be 
necessary: And aona Surther, That the tary of the Navy is D 
authorized and directed to discontinue the magazine now in the elty of Chel- 
bea not later than the time when the new e for the New England 


coast is ready to be occupied, and to sell at 7 auction or private sale. at 
a price to be approved by him, all the land now appurtenant to and within 
the inclosure of the present magazine in said city of Chelsea. 


Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a point 
of order on this section, to find out whether there is any law an- 
thorizing it or not. It reads as though it were a new enterprise 
entirely. Therefore I make the point of order to that part of the 
section—at any rate from line 11 on page 38 down to line 8 on 
page 89—as being new legislation. It is a provision for the pur- 
chase of land for a site for anaval 1 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman from 
Kapair will reserye his point of order until an explanation can 

made, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, if it is desired by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that the point of order be reserved 
that he may be heard, I will doso. 

Tho CH MAN. The point of order is reserved. 

Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. Chairman, I trust, after the explanation 
which I shall give, the gentleman from Georgia will withdraw 
his point of order entirely. The facts in this case are as follows: 
There isa naval magazine in the city of Chelsea. It is in a 
very thickly settled territory. Within perhaps a square mile of 
this magazine there are from forty to fifty thousand people re- 
siding. In addition a large coking plant—an establishment cost- 
ing $2,000,000, rnnning day and night, manufacturing coke and 
gas—has been located within twelve hundred feet of the maga- 
zine; so that to-day the magazine, as present existing, and the only 
one which the Navy Department has on the New England coast 
north of Cape Cod, is a source of imminent and grave danger toa 


great many people. Not only that, the magazine is small, it is 
-obsolete, and it is entirely inadequate to the needs of the Navy 
ent. 


y previous legislation this Congress has authorized an exami- 
nation of and a report upon a new and suitable site; and in pe 
suance of that report provision has been inserted in the-bill. 

The gentleman from Georgia will note a provision here that 
the land inclosing the present obsolete magazine shall be sold as 
soon as a new magazine has been provided. I am not an expert 
on land values, but, in my opinion—and I have some familiarity 
with the location of the old magazine—that land will bring al- 
most, if not fully, enough to pay for the entire cost of the new 
magazine. 

o board that has looked into Hs proposition has done its 
work with pe thoroughness; has ea report to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and to Congress that the site selected is inclosed 
by a range of bluffs, isolating it from the surrounding country 
go that in case of explosion the safety of the people and property 
in the neighborhood will not be endangered. The location is se- 
cure from attack by armed vessels, and is far enough from sea 
to render bombardment futile. Its area and boundaries forbid 
the proximity of dangerous or objectionable neighbors. 

But more than that, Mr. Chairman, it is a grave question 
whether the Navy Department can secure anywhere else on the 
New England coast a suitable site that will combine all the ele- 
ments of safety and desirability that this site presents for the 
amount of money with which this site can be purchased at the 

ttime. And it is a matter of business economy for the Gov- 
ernment to take steps at once to secure the site that this board 
has reported upon. That site can be secured at not exceeding 
$70,000 at the present time. If time is allowed to run on there is 
no telling what speculators may do in the way of enhancing the 
value of the land. I trust the gentleman from Georgia, after this 
a sees will withdraw his point of order. 5 

. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, the suggestion that I with- 
draw the point of order virtually admits that the point is good 
and that this proposition has no place properly in this bill. So 
long as we have a rule forbidding legislation upon appropriation 


bills, I insist upon the point of order. 
The CHAIR 2 e point of order is sustained. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In alj, public works, Bureau of Ordnance, $318,900. 
Mr. DAYTON. I want to call attention to the fact that as the 
provision for the New England naval magazine has been struck 
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out, oN Nip to be corrected. 15 =~ that the Clerk, after 
ascer g the proper sum, may make the necessary correction, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. DAYTON. Icall attention also to the fact that the total 
named in the first paragraph on page 38, $291,125, should be cor- 
rected because of the item providing for a naval training station 
on the Great Lakes. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the Clerk will 
make the nece correction. 

Mr. DAYTON. It is suggested to me that by unanimous con- 
sent the Clerk be directed to correct the totals in all cases of this 

ind, 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Grosvenor). The gentleman from 
West Virginia asks that all totals in this bill, where changes have 
been made in the aggregate amounts, be corrected without formal 
motion. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

T rtati mains: Secre 
Aiscretion, to cause to be transferred to thair bones the aasin bie 
and enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps who die or are killed in ac- 
tion ashore or afloat, and also to enable the Secretary of the Navy, in his dis- 
cretion, to cause to be — scr to their homes the remains 
ployees who die outside of the continental limits of the United States, $15,000, 

Mr. RIXEY. I move to amend by inserting at the end of the 
paragraph just read the following: 

Provided, That th berei 
* 

u an 0 i i 
5 past an wall ua Tatare Ohlins, S — = 

Mr. Chairman—— 

5 DAYTON. I think there is no objection to that amend- 
ment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: pany 

SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS. 

Proyisi Navy: F. 
r 
case of death or desertion, upon orders of the commandin officers, com- 
muted rations for officers on sea duty (other than co med officers of 


the line, Medical and Pay corps and chief boatswains, chief gunners, chief 


sailmakers, chief carpenters), and midshipmen and commuted rations stopped 
on account of sick in hospital and credited to the naval-hospital fund; sub- 
sistence of officers and men unavoidably detained or absent from vessels to 
which attached under orders (during which subsistence rations to be stopped 
on board ship and no credit for commutation therefor to be given); labor in 
general storehouses and paymasters’ oftices in navy-yards, fnding naval 
stations maintained in island possessions under the control of the United 
States, and expenses in handling stores purchased under the nayal-supply 
fund; one chemist, at $2,500 per annum, and two chemists, at $2,000 each per 
annum, $4,850,000. 

Mr. BURTON. I ask the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Dayton] temporarily in charge of this bill just what is included 
in this item of $4,850,000—whether this sum is for subsistence for 
1 r Navy? Does it cover merely food, or what does it 
include? 

Mr. DAYTON. It covers yee and commuted rations for 
seamen, marines, and midshipmen, and stores and commuted 
rations for the hig Genel: 

Mr. BURTON. en it simply includes the item of food? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURTON. Does it include the transportation of food to 
remote places? 

Mr. DAYTON. Iwill say to the gentleman that this is for 
food and for expenses in handling stores under the naval- supply 
fund for these purposes. 

Mr. BURTON. Will the gentleman please state whether it in- 
cludes transportation as well? 

Mr. DAYTON. No; I think not. 

Mr. BURTON. That is all. 

Mr. DAYTON. There was last year a deficiency of half a 
million dollars in this fund. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.: In general storehouse: One bookkeeper 
at $1,017.25; one receiving and shipping clerk, at $1,000; in all, $2,017.25. 

Mr. BURTON. I move to strike ont the last two words in 
order to make an inquiry concerning the Naval Academy, an in- 
quiry that would have come in more naturally on page 86. What 
is the total amount already appropriated for the Annapolis 
Academy, and will the amount already appropriated complete it? 

Mr. DAYTON. The amount fixed by the acts of Congress ap- 

oved June 7, 1900, and March 3, 1903, for the completion of the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis is $10,000,000. Of that amount I 
think only about $7,000,000 will have been appropriated, includ- 
ing this appropriation of $3,000,000. We have the absolute 

romise of those in charge of the academy that this ten-million 
Emit will not be exceeded, and that the academy will be com- 
pleted under that authorization by Congress. 

Mr. BURTON. Does not the gentleman know that on page 26 
the language of the paragraph is: “Toward the completion of 
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ores and for other necessary improvements at the Naval 
my.” 
Mr. DAYTON. The reason of that is simply this, that we are 
not appropriating any more money out of the $10,000,000 than is 
necessary to carry on work for this present year. The total ex- 
diture out of the $10,000,000 up to this date is about $4,000,000. 
We have authorized $3,000,000 more by this bill, as I understand, 
ey the total, including the appropriation in this bill, about 

000,000. 

Mr. MUDD. Abont $8,000,000. 

Mr. DAYTON. Possibly those fgares are too small. It may 
be that with this bill about $8,000,000 will have been appropriated. 

Mr. BURTON. Are the committee to understand that $8,000,- 
000 has already been appropriated and that this is an addition of 
$3,000,000, making eleven million in all? 

Mr. DAYTON. No. 

Mr. BURTON. Or that with this 83,000,000 

Mr. DAYTON: With this $3,000,000, $8,000,000 will have been 
appropriated ont of the $10,000,000. 

r. BURTON. Ten million dollars is the limit? 

Mr. DAYTON. The limit fixed by Congress in its last act, as 
I remember, the act of March 3, 1903, is $10,000,000. 

Mr. BURTON. So there are $2,000,000 more to be appropriated 
after this bill? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. BURTON. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The formal amendment is withdrawn, and 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

a m 
37) ß 
mander, and to be carried as an extra number in the list of professors of 
mathematics in the Navy. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out line 25, on page 56, and lines 1, 2, 3, and 4, on page 57, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the President be authorized, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint a professor of mathematics of the rank of commander, 
to rank after Nichols Skinner, and to be an extra number in the list 
of professors of mathematics in the Navy.” 
` Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reserve the 
paint of order. 

Mr. DAYTON. I will simply explain to the gentleman that it 
has been found impracticable to fill the position of head of the 
department of modern languages except with a naval officer, and 
it is thought, in order that there may be any permanency in the 
position, that this head of department ought to be a member of 
the corps of mathematics. e had a civilian appointed last year 
and he has resigned. The Secretary of the Navy has sent this to 
us as a special recommendation. The committee, after hearing 
had, were unanimous in making the original provision, and it is 
found that the original provision does not verbally conform to 
ae law. This is simply a change so as to make it conform to 

e law. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not understand the effect of it. Is 
this appointment made to-day by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes; and he will be, in fact, one of the corps 
of mathematics, and detailed as the head of this department. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It creates a new office, does it not? 

Mr. DAYTON. No; it does not create a new office. It trans- 
fers a line officer to the corps of mathematics. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will he be advanced and go onto the re- 

tired list? 

Mr. DAYTON. No. As a member of the corps of mathemat- 
ics, when he has performed full service he will be regularly re- 
tired, but not until then; but in any event we would have to pro- 
vide for the head of this department, because there is now such 
a position. 

1 HEMENWAY. Have you the letter of the Secretary of 

e Navy? 

Mr. DAYTON. We had a hearing on it before the Naval Com- 
mittee. You will find it inthe hearings. It has come up since 
the estimates were submitted. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We on this side would like to hear what is 
going on over there. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I will say to the gentleman that it seems 
to me strange that a professor of mathematics at the Annapolis 
Academy should be appointed by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate. Why should he not be appointed as any other pro- 
fessor at one of the academies of the country, either the Naval or 
the Military Academy, is appointed? I do not know how they 
are appointed, but I did not suppose they were appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr, DAYTCN, Any member of the corps of the Navy is ap- 
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pointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate. He is 
advanced also. Here is a letter from the Department. After a 
long explanation, the Secretary closes in these words: 

The this 1. tion is very clear to the Na 
and the: papaia Baad of Teen neon a fke paa and Belen Mn js en 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Who is he? 

Mr. DAYTON. The Superintendent of the Academy. 

Mr. MANN. May J ask the gentleman a question? Is this ap- 
pointee to be a civilian? : 

Mr. DAYTON. No; he is to be a naval officer. 

Mr. MANN. Is hea civilian now? 

Mr. DAYTON. No; he is not now. 

Mr. MANN. How much advance in rank does this give him? 

Mr. DAYTON. It simply transfers him to this corps, so that 
he can fill this position. 

Mr. MANN. Why, this makes him a commander. It puts him 
in a . from what he is in the list. 

Mr. DAYTON. The understanding is simply that at this time 
he is on the eve of being promoted to the position of commander. 
This does not, as I understand, give him any additional A 
but simply puts him in the corps in the same position that he 
would have at the present, or within a short time, possibly by the 
time this bill becomes effective, but because of his peculiar fit- 
ness to take charge of this department at the academy, it is asked 
that he should be carried as an extra number, and put at the head 
of this department. 

Mr. MANN. This is an officer who will never see sea duty, and 
this proposes to advance his rank. 

Mr. DAYTON. No; I think not. 

Mr. MANN. Well, theamendment provides for putting him in 
a different place on the list. 

Mr. DAYTON. It transfers him from one corps to another. 
That is what it does, as I understand the amendment. I willask 
the Clerk, in order that there may be no doubt, to read the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to hear what the situation of 
the committee is. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Grosvenor). The situation is that an 
amendmentis offered by the gentleman from West Virginia, strik- 
ing out line 25 on page 56 and lines 1, 2, 3, and 4 on the next 
page and inserting an amendment, which the Clerk will report 
again for the information of the committee. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And to that I reserved the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentleman from Indiana has re- 
served the point of order. 

Mr. DAYTON. Now, I ask that the letter of the Secretary of 
the zen and one of Captain Brownson be read. They give a full 

lanation. 
he Clerk read as follows: 


NAvY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 2, 1904. 
Str: I inclose herewith a of a letter from Capt. W. H. Brownson, 
United States Navy, Gaperinsentent of the Naval Academy, recommending 
that a head of the department of modern es be appointed, with the 
rank and pay of a professor of mathematics of the rank of commander, to 
be carried as an extra number in the list of professors of mathematics in the 


Navy. : 
The erson mentioned in connection with the position is Lieut. Commander 
ny 5 Ho uams States Navy, now in charge of the department of lan- 

eS a po 
The nècessity of a permanent head of this department was in 
the last appropriation bill, when a tion of civil rofessor and bead of den 

8 of modern languages, with a salary of $3,000 a year, was 

his place has now become vacant through the resignation of Prof. R. H. 
Miner, and it is a matter of some concern to the Superintendent how to fill it. 
It is essential in a military institution like the Naval Academy that the 
head of the department of modern languages not only have a knowledge of 
both French and Spanish and bea teacher of experience, but that he alzo 
have the executive ability to administer hag academic department of 
which he is the head. The officer mentioned in this recommendation of the 
Superintendent of the Naval Academ: eight years’ experience as an 
instructor at of the 


the 
y has had 
Annapolis, during three of which he has been in ch: 
department of languages. He is now a lieutenant-commander in the Navy, 


with an excellent record, and was advanced five numbers for conspicuous 
bravery at the battle of Santiago, in which he took part as executive officer 


of the Gluucester. 

By the proposed legislation an officer would practically be transferred from 
the line of the Navy toa position having the same par ih the staff, and the 
appropriation of $3,000 a year for a civil professor would be struck out. As 
it is proposed to make the officer thus transferred an extra number in the 
list of professors, no hardship would result to the professors of mathematics 
wao youd — — 1 me — 5 ee ESN De 

a necessity for legislation is very clear e Na partmen 
and the suggestion of Captain Brownson is indorsed and l $ 
have the honor to be, sir, very 9 
H. MOODY, 


Hon. GEORGE EDMUND Foss, 
Chairman Naval Committee, House of Representatives. 


Secretary. 


NAVAL ACADEMY, 
Annapolis, Md., January 22, 190%. 
Sin: A question of importance to the Naval Academy is raised by the res- 
ignation of Professor Miner, head of the dopartment of modern 
2. This position has for a number of years been held by a line officer, the 
choice of necessity being limited to officers properly qualified. Of late years 
a knowledge of Spanish, as well as of French, has been deemed essen and 


. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


it has been hard to find an officer with the 


necessary qualifications who was 
This difficulty finally led to the insertion of a clause 
for the current year providing fora civilian head of 
of $3,000 a year. 


available for shore du 
in the appropriation 


En E Er ata 
Mr. Randolph H. 


ee newly aena tion and A 2 it. — has 1 — 

es necessary a success o; epartmen ortuna 

finds it impossible to watch and direct his financial interests in Cali- 
his resignation in my hands. 


3 
influen appo 
rid of Lieut. Commander H. P. Huse, at present in 
es of modern has suggested 

of the Naval Academy, 


to. me a plan w 
my cordial approval and suppors It is 
that the following clause be inserted in the appropriation bill in p. of the 
clause under which Mr. Miner was eae i 
“That a head of departmentof modern 


to be appointed with the 
rank and pay of a professor of mathematics of the rank of commander, and 
carried as an extra num 


a d ber in the list of professors of mathematics in the 
avy.” 


5. If this were enacted Lientenant-Commander Huse informs me that he 
would be an applicant for the position. He is now carried as an extra num- 
ber in the list of lieutenant-commanders, and the . legislation would 
simply transfer him to a similar position in the of professors of mathe- 
matics below Professors Alger and Dodge, who were contemporaries of his 
at 1 e Academy. Lieutenant-Commander Huse is admirably fitted for 


this ition, and his appointment would be most desirable if it could 
bronght about. 
Very respectfully, W. H. Brownsoy. 


Captain, United States Navy, Superintendent. 
oo 
(Bureau of Navigation.) i 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman in 
charge of the bill if that provision makes a promotion of this 
officer? 

Mr. DAYTON. As I understand it, it simply transfers him 


from one corps to another. 

Mr. HEMENW. AY. Would it increase the salary paid to that 
officer? 

Mr. MAHON. He is a lieutenant-commander now, and this 
makes him a commander. ; 

Mr. DAYTON. But in a very short time he will by promotion 
be a command r. It would save the salary of $3,000 paid to a 
civilian prof 5 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, as I understand this amendment, 
it provides for the appointment of this gentleman as a com- 
mander? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. And that he is now a lieutenant-commander. 
Now the position will not be the same. . 

Mr. DAYTON. He will likely be a commander before this 
bill becomes law. 

Mr. MANN. What is the object a ponang for it, if he 
would become commander before this becomes law? 

Mr. DAYTON. Simply to transfer him from the other corps. 
He would not be a commander. He would bea lieutenant-com- 
mander of the other corps, and he would not be promoted to the 
position he would have had he remained on the line list. 

Mr. MANN. Could he not be promoted if he were transferred? 

Mr. DAYTON. His promotion then would be according to the 
conditions existing in the corps of mathematics. r 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman knows that I am not familiar 
with that matter, as he is. : 

Mr. DAYTON. Promotions in the different services depend 
apon death, resignations, and such things; so that they are not 
equal. For instance, when there is a promotion of the next in 
line of the line, there is not one in the staff. 

Mr. MANN. This officer is now a teacher at the Naval 


Academy. 

Mr. DAYTON. He is not in a sense a teacher. He is the head 
of this department. as a lieutenant-commander. 

Mr. MANN. What do you mean? Does he teach? 

Mr. DAYTON, Yes; to some extent. 

Mr. MANN. He is on duty at the Naval Academy. 

Mr. DAYTON. He is on duty now at the Naval Academy. 

Mr. MANN. Is one class of teachers at the Naval Academy 
promoted in one line and another class promoted in another line? 

Mr. DAYTON. The members of the corps of mathematics are 
promoted according to the vacancies in that corps. 

Mr. MANN. In the corps of mathematics? 

Mr. DAYTON, Yes: and men in the line are promoted accord- 
ing to vacancies in the line. 

Ar. MANN. This man is not in the line? 

Mr. DAYTON. This man is in the line; yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Assigned to 5 

Mr. DAYTON. Assigned to a bee of his peculiar fit- 
ness. to this di ent of modern 


Mr. MANN. Would he be canton as an officer of the line or 
promoted as one of the professors of the academy? 


be | man withdraws the point of o 


Mr. DAYTON. He is about to be promoted now as an officer 
of the line to the rank of commander. [If he is transferred to the 
corps of mathematics, he will then thereafter be promoted accord- 
ing to the vacancies in the corps of mathematics. 

Mr. Then. according to the gentleman’s explanation, 
this amendment will not promote him; it will not prevent his 
promotion if he accepts the position? 

Mr. DAYTON. Substantially you are right. 

Mr. MANN. Then, if that is the case, I can see no objection. 

Mr. MAHON, It provides in the original section of the bill 
that he shall have the rank of commander. Why not leave the 
original section standing so when he gets promotion and confir- 
mation by the Senate he can be appointed? 

Mr. DAYTON. The objection is, after the Navy Department 
had examined it thoroughly they did not think the language com- 
plied with the requirements of law, and this amendment is sim- 
ply to make the verbal changes necessary to comply with the law 
and means the same thing precisely. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana withdraws the point of order? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I reserve it. I donot care to make the 
point of order, because I am not clear on the subject. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, if the gentle- 
er, I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order, 
if = is DN the proposition is not germane to the text. The Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

One first-class battle ship, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful 
armament for a vessel of its class upon a trial displacement of not more than 
16,000 tons; to have the highest practicable and great radius of action, 
and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not ex $4,400.000. 


Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 


graph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ont all of paragraph on page 70, beginning at line 6and ending with 
line 11, inclusive. 

Mr. FOSS. Isuggest to the gentleman that he wait until the 
whole paragraph shall have been concluded. 

Mr. BURTON. I think there are grounds for separate consid- 
eration. I am unable, Mr. Chairman, to vote for a proposition 
which would look to the abandonment of naval stations in Cuba 
and in the Philippine Islands. To do so would. I think, ignore 
accomplished facts, but I desire to advocate amending this bill at 
least to the extent of doing away with the further construction 
of battle ships at present. I desire no better argument in support 
of that position than the figures to be derived from a table in the 
report filed by the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
I wish to ask the careful consideration of these figures by the 
committee, for it will require careful attention to entirely under- 
stand theirimport. It is desirable to make three comparisons. 

The table to which I refer is the one entitled The strength of 


the principal naval powers; number and displacement of war 
ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacement.” 
e three comparisons include the following: First, the ton- 


nage building as compared with that already built in each: second, 
the tonnage building in the United States as compared with that 
of other nations; third, a specific comparison of the tonnage of 
battle ships building. It appears that the other nations are build- 
ing a tonnage of from one-fourth to one-third approximately of 
that already in existence. That of Great Britain is 1,516,040 tons 
already in existence; the quantity building is 351,210 tons—less 
than one-fourth of that already constructed. In France the quan- 
tity building is 179.649 tons; the quantity already constructed 
is 576,178 tons, so that under construction is between one-fourth 
and one-third. Russia goes slightly above one-third—142.274 
tons now under construction, as against 416,158 tons constructed; 
Germany, 117,745 tons under construction, as against 387,874 tons 
already constructed, or considerably less than one-third. 

Now we come to the United States. We will take it the other 
way and give first that which is constructed—294.405 tons con- 
structed: under construction, 321,870 tons, and we are informed 
in a footnote that two battle ships, already authorized, of a ton- 
nage, I suppose, of about 13,000 tons each, have not been con- 

for. If we were to add these two, the total tonnage 
under construction would be 347,000, as against 294.000, which 
includes all war ships of every nature now in existence, and this 
is true while not another nation on the globe is constructing 
more than one-half of that which it now has, and the usual aver- 
age is one-quarter to one-third. 

The position taken by me on Maay was criticised. It was 
said that I was out of line with the Republican party, as indicated 
especially by the platform of 1896. Is there anything in the Re- 
publican platform of 1896 in advocacy of an enlarged navy that 
reguires us in this year 1904 not only to have under construction 
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more of tonnage than we already have but to add to that another 


battle ship and armored cruisers besides? The gentlemen who take 
that view ure altogether too modest in their estimate of the work 
that they have already done, and it is a very dangerous modesty 
when it to do with the National Treasury. Again, in the year 
1896, when this platform was written, the total expenditure for the 
Navy was $27,147,000; that contemplated in this bill is $97,000,000. 
Is not that an unreasonable increase? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


ired. 
lr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman's time be 
extended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the 
time of the gentleman from Ohio be extended ten minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention in this 
connection to the fact that there is something in the Republican 
national platform of 1900 that points toward peace. In that plat- 
form there is this statement: 

We commend the part taken by our Government in the peace conference 
at The Hague. * * The provisions of The cig Daka rhs vam were wisely 
regarded when President McKinley tendered his friendly offices in the inter- 
est of peace between Great Britain and the South Republic. 

To show that the platform did not contemplate that we should 
become involved in European politics, I quote the following: 


and imposed upon us by The Hague treaty of noninter vention in 
controv' the American people earnestly hope that a way may 
soon be found, honorable alike to both contending to 


That is, between Great Britain and the republics in South Af- 
rica. I now take up the second comparison, that between the 
tonnage building in country and that in other countries. The 


tonnage building is, of course, the largest in Great Britain— | Mass. 


851,210 tons—but our country is a very close second, if we include 
the battle ships already authorized, for as against the 351,000 tons 
there would be 347,000 tons. The tonnage building in France is 
179,000 tons. I think it is fair to count in that which is under 
construction here the ships already authorized, so as to make our 
tonnage 347,000 tons, an ent in this country almost ex- 
actly twice as great as that in ce. 

Russia has 142,000 tons, as against our 847,000 tons, ours being 
about two and one-half times as much. Germany, which seems 
to demand the special consideration of some gentlemen, has against 
our 847,000 tons under construction only 117.000 tons, just a little 
more than one-third. Italy has 70.000 tons, or about one-fifth. 
Japan, at the time this statement was made, only had 10,000 tons, 
or about one thirty-fifth. 

I hastily looked over, last evening, the budget accounts of the 
leading nations of Europe to find how their expenses for the navy 
compared with ours. is bill contemplates the expenditure of 
not less than $97,000,000, counting the amendments made yester- 
day. Great Britain exceeds this with about $155,000,000. France, 
however, expends only about sixty millions pee year. Germany, 
according to the last budget available, t for 1903. spen: 
twenty-one and a half millions. and ours is four and a half times 
asmuch. Russia expends about sixty millions. There has been 
a marked increase since the year 1900. Italy spends about twenty- 
five millions, so that, with the single exception of Great Britain, 
we are at least 60 per cent in excess in our naval expenses of any 
nation in Europe. 

I wish, now, in a word, to compare the tonnage of battle ships 
building, for that is the subject especially applicable to this 

ph. It is shown in this statement that we now have eleven 
Battle ships under construction, and two of 13.000 tons each are 
authorized and appropriated for, but not contracted for. The total 
tonnage of battle ships under construction in Great Britain is 
142.600 tons. Those already under construction in this country 
amount to 166,700 tons, and if we add the 26,000 tons it would be 
192,000 tons, 50,000 tons more of battle ships under construction in 
the United States or contracted for than in Great Britain, and yet 
we are asked to approve of an appropriation for another battle 
ship. Iam told that it will take at least four years to complete 
those already under way. 

Naval warfare is now on, in which it may appear that these 
mighty engines of destruction are useless asagainst torpedo boats 
or the modern methods of attack and defense. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. BURTON. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman permit me to call his 
attention at this time, right in this connection, to a press dispatch 
which says that in the House of Commons yesterday it was stated 
that the programme for Great Britain for the coming year had been 
reduced one battle ship, from three to two, and under certain con- 
tingencies it would be reduced to one, and that that would be laid 


by | new vessels. The committee’s bill carries only 


orn ae coming autumn instead of by the 1st of April, as con- 

T. BURTON. Showing that there, where the naval interests 
are greater, they are waiting to see the results of this war. In 
1862, in a single contest down herein Hampton Roads, naval archi- 
tecture was revolutionized and the wooden ship, you may say, 
driven out of existence as a force on the sea—at any rate, in close 
action. Mr. Chairman, under all these circumstances it seems to 
me oes ome ma me oe area to claim that irk is lack- 
ingin hi ty to the Republican party or to any party in giving 
a word of caution and crying halt upon this very ambitious pro- 
gramme. [Applause.] 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BURTON]. in whose judgment on most matters I 
have great confidence, I would like to read to this committee a 
few extracts from an editorial in the New York Sun, which ap- 
peared the very day the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] was 
making his attack upon the further increase of the American 
Navy. That editorial is headed: It is best for Congress to fol- 
low Mr. Roosevelt's advice.” 

I am not going to read all of it, because there is over a column 


in the article. I want to read a few extracts. 
TO! tion bill 
‘or HEA for 
e reduction 


It says: 
„ to $4,400,000, or more than 12 per Sat of the Department's esti- 
ma 


This is especially true with 
which relates to — increase. 

Mistaken economy; or, rather, economy preposterously misplaced! It is 
like reduci: A thine “4 


to that part of the a; 
he Administration asked 


household expenses by cu down the premiums paid for in- 
surance on the house itself. 
= * . . * s ~ 


Mr. Roosevelt stated the right principles with remarkable clearness and 

vigor when he 8 25 his speech at Secretary Moody's home, Haverhill, 
„a year xy oa 

10 „It is Impossitie after the outbreak of war to improvise either the ships or 
e men of à navy. 

eee samanay ina war depends mainly upon its preparedness at the 
ou 0 war. 

3 as a nation if there is not such preparedness of 
our Navy. 

“No nation has a right toundertake a big task unless it is prepared to do 
it in masterful and effective — a 

“Our Navy is now efficient, but we must be content with noordinary de- 
gree of efficiency. Every effort must be made to bring it ever nearer to per» 
ec 


on.” 

Every effort, and at any cost in mere dollars. Since the fo: words 
were uttered the soundness of the President's PROSODY of naval creasa 
and preparedness has received a most striking and even illustration 
in the actual experience of Russia at the outbreak of her war with Japan. 

= = s * * . * 
Among the more specially technical or professional questions to which the 
oung A ietant Secretary devoted such A obs as was left 

i demands of routine business, and concerning which hi 
conclusion, was that of the probable value of the torpedo boat in actual war- 
fare, and the ency of investing much money in the construction of 
more vessels of that class. It had been a hotly contested question among the 
theorists here in our own service,aswellas abroad. As the result of hisown 
special examination of the subject Mr. Roosevelt became convinced of the 
immense value of the torpedo boat. 
$ $ * * . 


Britain, with 224 torpedo boats and submarines, „with 
815, is buil 53: Germany, with 125, is building 5 . Japan, with 86, is 
adding 18 to her fleet. is away behind other naval powers. 


Our 8 J 
Mr. Roosevelt satisfied himself in that this policy was wrong. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Chairman, which statement does the gen- 
tleman think most accurate, the statement of that newspaper or 
a report filed by the chairman of his committee? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I am reading a newspaper editorial and not 
comparing the statements contained therein with the statement 
of the committee. 

Mr. BURTON. Does the gentleman vouch for its accuracy, or 
is it filled with statements carelessly made? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I have not compared these figures. If the 
gentleman has, and these figures are wrong, I will not stand by 
them. I am only reading this editorial for the idea contained in 
it. To continue: 

What an se em he demonstration of the soundness of his conclusions in 


this respect and of the accuracy of his foresight has been afforded to the 
world by the events during the initial stage of the war in the Yellow Seal 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may be itted to continue for two minutes? 

The MAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that his time may be extended for two minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
this committee to one other statement that has been attributed to 
President Roosevelt. It sounds like hin. He says the American 
poe should tread softly, but carry a big club. And a big club 

or the American people, in my judgment, is an adequate navy 
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I believe the American people are prepared . 
ing the statements of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BURTON], to 
continue to tread softly, but to increase the size of the club they 
are to carry. f ; 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party is in 
line with an increase in the Navy. As has been stated on this 
floor by various Representatives of the may the Democratic 

believes in an increase in the Navy, but along such lines as 
the needs of the service and country demand. What the neces- 
sity for the present increase is and what the needs of the service 
and the country demand must be determined by each individual 
for himself. i 2 : 

I believe that we should have the increase in the Navy that is 
provided in this bill. I believe in making this increase that we 
should build ships of such a size that they will be able to cope 
with battle ships of any other nation on the globe. I am in favor 
of torpedo boats and submarine boats, but if we can not have all, 
let us have the best and heaviest we can get. The constituency 
which I represent on this floor believes in the Navy. They have 
a great pride in the Navy. When the Oregon took that wonder- 

trip around the Horn and arrived at Santiago, the cheers that 
the southern and Yankee tars raised when she took her place in 
the line of battle rang around the world and found an echo in the 
_ hearts of all our people. 

I believe the people of this country want ships of that type— 
ships which, when called to undergo a long voyage or to do effi- 
cient service in time of need, will be capable of meeting the 
emergency. 

Mr. Chairman, the trouble with this country is that the Repre- 
sentatives upon this floor come here not knowing what the people 
of the country want in regard to the Navy. They eachrepresent 
here their individual ideas. This country has seen fit to have at 
different times expositions which have been great universities to 
educate the people along the lines of the advance in science, in- 
dustry, arts, and learning. But, Mr. Chairman, there has been 
no occasion when our ge le could be informed in regard to the 
needs of the Navy or the class of vessels in course of construction 
to make our Navy efficient. There should be given to the people 
some opportunity to be educated upon this line. Let us do some- 
thing to bring the navies not only of this country but of all the 
countries together so that the people may see for themselves and 
compare the wooden ships, the first ironclads, and the ironclads 
of to-day, the great war ships, with vessels of the sameclass from 
every country on earth. í 

Under those circumstances the people who are as anxious as we 
are to be informed on these questions will see for themselves 
what is needed. They will determine this question for themselves. 
They will go home and will impress upon their Representatives 
their views on this question; and then, coming here, we shall all 
come nearer to voting what is the true idea of the people about 
the increase of the Navy, and will not so largely determine such 
questions as we now do upon our own individual ideas. 

There is in this bill a provision for a naval training station. 
There has been long and varied debate here to-day about the ad- 
visability of establishing this training station and about its 
location. Mr. Chairman, what we n for our Navy is not so 
much a school for training boys to naval service; they can be 
sufficiently trained in the performance of their duties; what 
we need is a school established somewhere on the coast of this 
country where we may educate a nayal reserve. Nearly all 
the other countries have a large naval reserve by reason of the 
fact that in those countries there must be compulsory service 
rendered by the citizen or subject in the army and the navy. 
This insures a reserve of trained men that can be used at any time. 
In this country we have no compulsory military or naval service. 
There should be a school established somewhere in which we 
might educate men for the merchant marine, give them a tech- 
nical education, with the understanding that in time of need they 
shall be used as a naval reserve. In this way, Mr. Chairman, we 
shall build up in this country a large class of men suitable for 
that naval reserve, so that if we shall have ships in time of need 
we may easily man them. 

As I said before, I believe the people of this country take a 
peculiar pride in the Navy of the country. I believe they want 
to see our Navy equal to any navy of the world. I do not believe 
they want oor Navy increased with the idea of going to war with 
any foreign power; but they want our Navy so large that in case 
of necessity there will be no danger to our largely extended coast. 
The people I represent live in a coast country. They are very 
much interested in this question; and I feel Ishould be recreant 


to my duty if I did not stand here and urge not only the need of 
ships, as provided for in this programme, but declare that they 
are in favor not only of the Navy, but an increase of ships of the 
mr 2070 kind. [Loud applause.] 

e CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. On this question de- 
bate is exhausted. 


[Mr. VREELAND addressed the committee. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the proposition, 
it is not to abandon the American Navy, and it seems tomea 
little strange that the gentleman from New York [Mr. VREELAND] 
should intimate that the Democratic party is less patriotic than 
the Republican party. Iwill remind him that it was a Democrat 
who first laid down the doctrine that no foreign power would be 
permitted to enlarge its territorial holdings in the Western Hemi- 
sphere. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I will say to the 
gentleman that the Democratic party will now and in the future 
enforce that doctrine. 

Mr. VREELAND. 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes. 

Mr. VREELAND. I am very sorry if any lan e which I 
used could be construed as conveying to the gentleman the idea 
which he suggests. It was entirely contrary to my purpose. 

Mr. RIXEY. Iam very glad I misunderstood the gentleman. 
The question here is simply as to what shall be done on this ap- 
propriation bill for this one year. 

The Secretary of the Navy recommends to Congress the adop- 
tion of the report of the general board, which provided for three 
protected cruisers, one armored cruiser, and one battle ship, and 
stated that their relative importance at this time was in the or- 
der named. That is, the three protected cruisers as the most 
important, with the one armored cruiser next, and, as the least 
important of the three, the battle ship. So that tho proposition 
is now up to this House. If we intend to curtail expenses and 
keep down the appropriations to the limit now reached, we ought 
> commence right here and eliminate the provision for this battle 

ip. 

I submit that the Secretary of the Navy and the general board 
have good reason for regarding the battle path Pon not essential at 
this time, for I find that we are now building thirteen battle ships, 
while Great Britain is only building nine. We are building more 
battle ships in number and in tonnage than Great Britain. Russia 
comes next, with eight battle ships, and Germany and France with 
sixeach. We have under construction twice as many-battle ships 
now as Germany or France, and a third more than Great Britain. 
In view of the re increase in ph abe tea for the naval es- 
tablishment, is there any reason to charge anyone with being un- 
friendly to the naval establishment because he favors omitting 
the provision for the three great ships for this year? 

But a few years ago I remember that the distinguished gentle- 
man from Illinois who is now Speaker of this House supported 
a motion to omit the provision for an increase in the battle shi 
for that year. And my recollection is that he stated,in su 
stance, that it was his opinion that when the ships under con- 
struction were completed we would furnish a navy that would 
practically be sufficient for this country. 

Mr. Chairman, we have a pen good-sized navy as it is. 
Under date of March 28, 1903, the Post published an interview 
with A the nayal maneuvers in the 


Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 


dmiral Dewey in regard to 
Caribbean Sea last year. He said: 

They were the greatest object lesson of that kind, probably, that the 
world ever seen. It was an object lesson to the Kaiser more than to an 
other person. Think of it, fifty-four war ships, inclu colliers and all. 
Germany could not possibly get a fleet over here that could fight such an ag- 
gregation of war ships as 

The Post then adds: 

Admiral Dewey admitted yesterday that the interview as published is sub- 
stantially correct, and saw no reason to deny or correct any portion of it, but 
remarked that he had not spoken inany feeling of hostility toward Germany. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to have about two minutes more. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Virginia 
be extended for five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RIXEY. The Admiral said in regard to these maneuvers 
last year that they furnished the greatest object lesson the world 
had ever seen, and that one of the greatest powers in the werld— 
Germany—could not possibly get sucha fleet to this coun No 


sane man believes that Germany wants to attack the United 
States, but the Admiral’s assurance may satisfy those who are 
notsane. We are now doubling our naval power. We are adding 
to the officers and men every year. We have under construction 
enough ships to double the Navy, and with expenses for the naval 
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establishment quadrupled within the 
the most rabid and insistent advocate of the greatest world navy 


twenty years surely 


should be satisfied with the progress made. I support with 
pleasure the proposition to strike out the provision for the battle 


shi 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I move to strike out as many 
words as are necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be consid- 
ered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Perhaps the most pleasing incident ever seen in this House oc- 
curred yesterday, when my friend from Ohio made his heart junc- 
ture with the peace-loving people of the United States. Did my 
friend vote for the $20,000,000 appropriation that makes the in- 
crease of this navy a necessity? Did he consider the acquisition 
of the Philippines, with the assumption of responsibilities accom- 
panying them, in the interest of peace? He stands now, by his re- 
cent speech, clothed in the garb of George Fox smearing himself 
with the blood of his countrymen, because he has said in that 

h, which we all liked to listen to, as we do to everything 

t he says, in order that we may be improved by the listening, 

that those people who would talk in favor of war he would place 

upon the firing line for the length of time they consumed in the 
discussion. Allow me to quote him correctly: 


I have wished there was a rule in this House that when a man talked in 
favor of war it should be settled that in case war ensued he must stand in the 


most conspicuous place on the firing line for at least the length of time h 
Consumed in his speech. [Applause d R 


ughter.] 

Fo stand conspicuously on the firing line means to stand where 
danger is test and where the risk to life is thereby increased. 
Does the bloodthirsty desire of the gentleman, in warmth 
before the whole country, tend to soothe the passions of men and 
recommend him as a well-suited ally of the peace-loving people 
who would settle their differences with arguments rather than 
with swords? 

If my friend had been consistent in his expressed wish to be with 
those who strive for peace alone, and to them we should all be- 
long, if he had been absolutely consistent he would have found 
himself on his knees praying for those who opposed the doctrine 
which he preaches. He could not have wished that their blood 
run red before his eyes; he would not have wished those op 
to 1 in places of danger that their lives might be 
offered up not for the sake of any cause other than that they op- 

posed the opinion he had at that time. I descended from a class 

of people who have been consistent since the time that George 

Fox established a Christian church known as the Society of 

Friends ”—a people devoted to peace, opposed to strife for con- 

science sake alone, and whose speech is at all times in harmony 

with their performance. I thought when the gentleman from 
Ohio indulged in his love passage, in which ho said Our art and 
our glory, they are but justice, and if we stand for the triumphs 
of just diplomacy rather than by cannons and guns we will gai 
the respect of the world,” that he was in a state of mind to join 
them. When he made the war part of which I have spoken I 
discovered him to be absolutely disqualified. [Laughter. 
The gentleman from Ohio has heretofore and up to this time 
within my recollection, without one word of remonstrance, in 
pe induced this House, because of its willingness to follow his 
eadership, to extend the boundaries of our country and to in- 
crease in number those penin, upon us. Our present situation 
demands that we afford the necessary defense, Which can be sup- 
pa only by armies and navies armed with modern appliances, 
en I camo to Congress seven years ago and was appointed toa 
lace on the Committee on Naval Affairs I discovered that the 
vernment owed large sums of money for war material ordered 
by a Democratic Congress, the inistrations of Whit- 
ney and Herbert Congress had provided for the construction of 
fifty-three ships of war, and many of them were necessarily un- 
ery a at the time I spoke of. [Applause on the Democratic 
Bide. 


Yes, you applaud your own efforts, but many of you decry ours. 
I was willing to continue your Work- believe your only foot- 
steps I have ever followed. e scheme has grown beyond Demo- 
cratic conception and is now opposed by a majority on that side 
of this Chamber because our continuance in the East depends alto- 
gotur upon the effectiveness as well as the size of our naval 

‘orces. 

The Democratic party would force us from our outlying posses- 
sions by depriving the authorities of the necessary means to 
enable them tostay there. The cause here should be a common 
one. Why play politics to confuse it? 


In 1898 the Spanish-American war was forced us, Every 


upon 
method known to man was employed to avoid it. Can any gen- 
@lemaa tell me wherein we postpone 


d have done more to 


gain | Buffalo 


issue with credit to our country? After we had fully exhausted 
our art and our glory we found they were nos only justice, and the 
dramatist had not considered the ish temper when he wrote 
the beautiful lines quoted with such eloquent effect. 

Did my friend vote for the resolution that precipitated war? 
Those of us who did need not hold our heads in shame, While 


purpose except to escape. 

ile we are justly influenced by the opinions of our forefathers, 
we must not forget that they went into the future before the Re- 
public which they made and blessed had fully matured. 

As a result of our victory at arms, we have been able to demon- 
strate to humanity our complete ability to make other republics 
almost perfect images of our own. 

We are not seeking lands in which we can force our institutions, 
and the proposition to increase our naval forces can carry with it 
no such implication. I do believe had we had a sufficient fleet of 
1 5 war ships in 1898 we would have had no war with Spain. 

o is there among us who would rather pay for honor than 
for ships? Wouldn’t the people prefer to spend a proper sum 
each year to honorably prevent conflict rather than engage in it? 
Do the people believe that our efforts if successful here will have 
that effect? Can there be any doubt about the opinion of the 
country upon this 2 to increase the Navy? Does any 
gentleman in this House have an opinion that the country does 


not favor it? 
0 MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I unanimous consent that 
the gentleman’s time be extended for ten minutes. 

The C . Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
of the gentleman be extended for ten minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. How can we get the sentiment 
of the country? You are not voting away your money nor mine 


but we are voting away the money of the le of the Uni 

States. How can we learn what they wis ere are but two 
ways I know of, one through the ballot and the other through 
the opinions expressed by the leading periodicals, And if there 


peri - 

is any satisfaction to my friends to know it, it is a pleasure to 
state here that I have had within the last five daysthe opinions of 
more than 100 ga editorial writers of the United States through 
their papers. How many do you suppose are opposa to the pro- 
gramme as reported from this Committee on Naval Affairs? It 
may be interesting to you, as it was to me, to hear some of these 
eđitorials read. The Buffalo Courier, the Chronicle-Telegraph, of 
Pitts , the Star, of 8 the Pittsburg Gazette, the 

ess, the Brooklyn Times, all advocate this proposed 
increase with strong plausible ent. The New York Herald, 
referring to Senator GoRMAN’s declaration, says: 


as top- 

RMAN liberal 
priations for the naval establishment. 

politics, pure and snl, that was responsible for Senator Gor- 

MAN'S ch, without his vote, for an increase in the cruising and fighting 

8 the Navy in 1896. 


The Times, of Cumberland, Md.; the Boston Globe; the Phila- 
delphia Inquirer; the Chronicle, Portsmouth, N. H.; the Evening 
Post, Chicago, III.; the Republic, St. Louis, Mo., stand upon 
the same side of the issue with equal insistence. We ought not 
to make a parasea issue here, my friends; do not let us come to 
this; one of us loves his country as much as the other. 

Each of us is as patriotic as the other, and none of us wants to 
fight any more than the other. It has only been a few years 
since we as children witnessed our fathers and brothers come 
home from an awful war with their hands stained with the blood 
of their brethren. What would they have done to have prevented 
it? All persuasion had ceased to be effective and no method re- 
mained but the one to which they resorted. 

My first instruction taught me that reasoning in a proper spirit 
would prevent strife among individuals as well as nations. After 
learning from history of the efforts made upon this great occa- 
sion, and after witnessing the results, I have been forced to change 
my mind, and this is not the only historical occurrence that might 
be cited to justify my conclusion. 

All feeling aroused by that conflict has nearly disappeared, and 
we haye now a common country and are all for everything that 
will make the country stronger and greater, and let us not get 
into a feeling of partisanship or spend our time quoting party 


the | platforms and party declarations. 
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But to go further. I have here editorials from the Mail and 
Express, of New York; one from the Louisville Post, which says: 

While it is true that the Army and Navy have since ls required large 
sums of money, these appropriations haye not been made at the expense of 
works of internal improvement. 

The Chicago Tribune says: 

Ameri le will not ind th sacrifi 
Scan Mary Se TASAS DEON core Gare ar eek cee 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the hands on that clock are tearing along. 
I can not stop to read all these editorials or even extracts from 
them, because the time consumed would cover a week. I have 
here further editorials from the Evening Mail, Galesburg, III. 
Also another editorial from the New York Herald of February 
18, 1904, in which it is said: 

Th ility of this Go t bei Ned on to protect 
„jj 

ions, has brought the Navy for- 

t in case anything unforeseen should 

— at this time, the United States would have to depend almost entirely 
on its Navy for the protection of its interests and for the retaining of its 
ETa EAE a rupert to Deval . noe Mitte an eee ee 
I in „ ee Peake 

There is a paper in the United States that is as old in its democ- 
racy as the party itself. and is known as the New Orleans Pica- 
yune. To show you that this is not an issue between your side 
and this side, it is a pleasure to read for a minute a extract 
from a strong editorial appearing in that paper on February 15, 
1904. The writer in his conclusions says: 

Mo spent on the Navy is money well invested. Should we ever become 
y g a einama Ag Bela argo e anh AE ea a tae EN Ee E PEE 
dling it effectively the better it will be. 

Another paper I would like to read from is the Journal, pub- 
lished in Sioux City, in which the writer says: 

When that time comes we want to be in shape to fight to win, and the very 

ty in that direction is the possession of a navy large enough to 
cover the strategic points and ready to do business at the drop of the hat. 
With this object in view we ought to be cheerfully ready to spend money 
both for increasing the —< of our Navy, somewhat in proportion as 
other nations are doing, and in keeping the 
effective fighting form. 

The motion here is to take from this bill the provision for a 
battle ship. If any of this bill must go out, do not let us 
take the ship from the bill that offers the best protection to our 
own ope that we care so much for, the sailors of the United 
States. not send them out to be needlessly exposed to the 
guns of the enemy, but put them on the best ships that can be 
provided. Upon this queen there is no difference among naval 
experts. They are for the battle ship. If they must go, send them 
armed with the best weapon science sorore: 

The Republican. published at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, has a long 
comment, in which the writer says: 


vessels now in commission in 


war. We ough to continue to 
vincible. 


The Ameri guaranty 

able peace than 5 of one of the mightiest naviesafloat. That the 
forward of the t 82 entails large expense goes with- 

out sa: But what of that? ships will all be American built through- 

out. dollar of the money will be expended 

to thousands of American 

A similar expression of opinion comes from the Journal of Com- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time be ex- 
tended one minute. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Gentlemen. Ihave in ten min- 
utes given you yery briefly the editorial comment found in some 
of our great newspapers. But if any gentleman doubts that I 
have nearly a hundred more, let him come to my desk and assure 
himself. ughter. } 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to discuss 
the general proposition in this bill, and I should not have done so 
had it not been that I have some fear that the very able talk that 
has been made by the gentleman from Ohio, my colleague [Mr, 
Bourton], might have a misleading effect upon the House as to the 
attitude of the people of the State which I have the honor in part 
to representon this floor, I am not greatly surprised that my 
friend has taken the course that he has in opposition to the in- 
crease of the Na He is abundantly able to explain his own 

ition, to defend himself anywhere, and always gives a reason 
poe faith that he may have. 

Sometime when he has nothing else to do I would like him to 
explain to me what seems to me to be an incongruity in his ca- 
reer as a statesman. He long ago gave notice that he was op- 
posed to legislation in the interests of the merchant marine of 
the country. Now he is opposed to the increase of the Navy, and 
apparently, if he should vote against this bill, it would be a decla- 
ration that he is in favor of laying up oat of commission a large 
portion of the Navy. But, at the same time, my distinguished 
colleague is very earnestly in favor of deep-water harbors all 
around the possessions of the United States, presumably for the 
accommodation of other people, so that the active navies of the 
world can come in and go out, and the active merchant marine 
of the world can come in and go out, furnishing these great facil- 
ities, I suppose, to be emblazoned upon that flag which he so elo- 
quently described as the flag that ought to be put to the front by 
our nation, the flag of peace to all the world. 

Iwould hardly dig the water deeper, however, to let the enemy’s 
ships in unless I had provided a means of protection for my own 
country after they came in. Now, I do not know of a single pub- 
lic man in the State of Ohio on either side, Democratic or Repub- 
lican, who stands with my friend. I do not remember whether I 
saw him in the convention at Columbus last year or not. I think 
Idid. I think he was there. Whether he was there or not, when 
the party lined itself for the battle of 1903, one of the most sig- 
nificant that we have ever had in the State, my friend was fore- 
most in the fight, everywhere defending the 3 position, 
everywhere proclaiming the utterance of the Republican party, 
and no doubt he carried as his credentials authorizing him to 

ak for the great party to which he belonged the platform of 
the convention then just freshly announced at the city of Colum- 
bus, and which I have no recollection that he voted against, if he 
oe pon gil never heard that he denounced it after it had 
n - 
Therefore, I assume that among other propositions he was at 
least constructively in favor of this proposition—a very brief state- 


will | ment of the plank of the platform on which Governor Herrick 


was a candidate and on which the lamented Senator Hanna was 
so triumphantly victorious, and here, I- may say, is an argument 


merce, of the city of New York: against the very philosophy of my friend: 
A great navy will be costly to construct and to maintain, but it will be an x 
instrumen peace ind d ercia As America’s part in preserving the of the world, we indorse the 
wth 8 gain ped i and e aten zia) — anceng! e 7 Republican policy of developing the United States Navy to the highest effi- 
Sestructive „unless there should be such 8 as itis intended ciency. 
to preveut, and would beyond question be effective in de Consid-| The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


0 ven 
it would bea part of 5 8 of 


of the earth, such as its resources and its eiiean P99 poss its position on the 
face of the peue entitle it to. It needs to bə p 


rful navy, not for war and destruc- 


My friend from Ohiocan see with a prophetic eye and can guar- 
antee to this House that we will have no use for ships of war; if 
he knows better than all the rest of us know, then he may be jus- 
tified in his position. But wherein is the strength of his war- 
ranty? He can not call the advocates of this item jingoes, because, 
if I reraember rightly, George Washington, whose principles he 
would invoke, while he 5 his great faith in the Divine 
Power, at the same time told his men to keep their powder dry. 

Mr. WATSON. That was Cromwell. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Well, it was good advice, 8 15 
how. [Laughter.] Here are further editorials from the j 
Woonsocket, R. L; the Telegraph, Harrisburg, Pa.; the Boston 
Daily Advertiser. Boston; the Burlington, Vt., Free Press and 
Times; the Portland, Me., Advertiser; the Philadelphia Press, 
with advice well worth the follo 8 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, just one min- 
ute more, 


Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have fifteen minutes more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from Ohio may 
be extended fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. W. W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman ponni an interruption right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. The gentleman from Ohio has 
read the ublican platform of 1900, I believe? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Of 1903. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Oh, the platform of the Re- 
publican party in the Stateof Ohio. I thought the gentleman 
was reading from the national platform. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No: Iam now appea ing to my brother 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I will state. Mr. Chairman, I 
have no desire to get into a family quarrel in Ohio. eas hter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, we are entirely too fond of each othei 
in Ohio to quarrel. Sometimes we have to caution our brother 
pape his wayward actions and invite him to come back. 
[Laughter.] I belong to a church that believes in the full liberty 
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of backsliding and then coming back in. [Prolonged eet) 
Therefore, it is that I am jealous of the position of my colleague, 
and I know that he is too good a ublican to wage war against 
the party declarations of the Republican party and against the 
policy of the Administration of that party. 

I have no confidence, Mr. Chairman, no belief, in the gentle- 
man’s doctrine that a great navy is an invitation to war. That 
is the argument of my colleague, that it is a sort of invitation, 
stating to the world, “Here is our great Navy, and, therefore, 
we invite you to come and test the question.” Now, I think 
TA may start at the smallest boy who gets into a fight with 

is small neighbor and carry your investigation clear up through 
the growth to manhood, the aggregation into States, and the ag- 
gregation into an ađministration with a great navy, and from 
the smallest boy up to the great navy the question involved in a 
dispute, nine times out of ten, is whether the other fellow can 
lick you or not. That is human nature. and human nature con- 
trols the action of men and the action of nations. 

Now, we are told that if we build a t navy and go on to 
8 the naval question, the foundation of Which was laid 

y the approval of the Administration in which Mr. Chandler 
was Secretary of the Navy, and which was taken up and enlarged 
with great intelligence and great patriotism by the first Cleveland 
Administration, with the lamented Whitney at the head of the 
Navy Department—that if we do all this we are doing it with a 
danger threatening us that somebody will want to go to war 
with us. Does anybody suppose that when President Cleveland 
figuratively shook his fist at Great Britain when he believed they 
were imposing upon Venezuela that if we had been a small na- 
tion with small power Great Britain would have settled the mat- 
ter in the manner that she did? Great Britain is no better nor no 
worse than other nations, but she is particularly careful to see to 
it that the estimate of guns and men and material shall enter 
largely into her national diplomacy. 

I want to call the attenticn of the House, for this is a very im- 
portant question that we are debating, to the condition that we 
were in six years ago. Some of us wanted to go to war very badly; 
some of us were not so anxious to go to war. What was the con- 
dition of our country then? We are told that for every cannon 
mounted or in use, every effective gun that we had in all the world 
at that time, we had four loads of ammunition, and no more. We 
had just about small arms enough to arm 25,000 men, and no 
more, and ammunition enough for forty rounds for each one of 
those men, and no more. 

Now, it happened that we went to war with an inferior nation; 
yet we learned enough to know that if that demonstration of 
pra and belligerency that we put forth to that inferior nation 

been made to one of the great nations of Europe—well, I think 
there would have been several States that would have called out 
its militia to protect its seacoast, 

Very soon after that declaration of war there would have been 
a condition that none of us would have liked. As it happened, we 

repared ourselves at a rate of progress never heard of before. 

ut what did it cost us? I should like to have the gentleman 
from Ohio, when he admits the possibility of a war with a naval 
power, take the figures of our purchases in ships in 1898—bought 
at the best price at which we could buy them—indispensably 
necessary to the outfit of our small naval force, and then take the 
figures at which those vessels were sold, and see what it cost this 
Government to supply itself with an indispensable naval equip- 
ment. Take also our furnishing of our soldiers—the accoutre- 
ments, the equipments, the camp and garrison equipage, and 
everything that went to fit out the soldiers in the field. The pur- 
chases, upon a basis of the true standard of value, turned out to 
have cost us five times more than the ane pied was worth; and 
all of this because we were carrying that flag of peace that my 
colleague has spoken about to the front. 

Who ever heard of one nation in dispute with another nation 
that ever cared for the! spirit of peace in which that other na- 
tion conducted itself? Russia almost demanded of all the world 
that we should have an international arbitration arranged for, 
yet Russia is the very first nation to provoke or to accept the prov- 
ocation of a war that bids fair to shake the very continent of 
Europe and NEH gas and change its map. 

So that it will be seen that after all the argument that disarma- 
ment tends to peace is met and overthrown by the learning, the 
wisdom, the experience, and the human nature of mankind, which 
recognizes that if you want to have peace on earth and good will 
to men you must have the big; guns, the finest ships, and 
the most of them. They are the heralds of peace; they are the 
missionaries of good will; they are the harbingers of equal rights 
and fair dealing between the nations of the earth, It does not 
follow that because the United States becomes a great naval 
power—because she goes “‘world-powering ’’—that she shall abuse 
anybody; provoke anybody. 
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The distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], 
yesterday or the day before, talked about the tendency of the Re- 
publican party to go ‘‘ world-powering,” and he said it was suffi- 
cient to have a few ships in the harbors of our country, and we 


could not go ‘‘ world-powering’’ if we had those ships. The 
trouble would be that the other fellow“ that was disposed to go 
‘world-powering’’ would very quickly destroy those ships. 
There is nothing in philosophy that justifies the appeal of my 
colleague from Ohio that disarmament or nonarmament is a pro 
osition of peace tomankind. In taking such a position he flies in 
the face of history; he flies in the face of the judgment of man- 
kind. 

I did not intend to make a party question of this matter; in fact, 
Iwas trying to inspire my own party friends with enthusiastic 

triotism on this occasion. But I will call the attention of the 

ouse very briefly to the ships that were projected and builded 
by several Administrations. 

Mr. Chandler began the work of the new Navy in 1881. He 
laid the foundation and builded the Atlanta, the Boston, the 
Charleston, the Chicago, the Newark, the Dolphin, the Petrel, the 
Yorktown. Then came the type of Democracy—a gentleman of 
whom I Hian always with the highest esteem and regard—Wil- 
liam C. itney. During the administration of Mr. Whitney 
we began with the Maine (No. 1). Then came the Texas, the 
New York, the Katahdin, the Monterey, the Baltimore, the Cin- 
cinnati, the Olympia, the Philadelphia, the Raleigh, the San 
Francisco, the Detroit, the Marblehead, the Montgomery, the Ban- 
croft, the Bennington, the Castine, the Concord, the Machias, 
the Vesuvius, the Cushing. 

There is the longest list almost, all but one, that has been pro- 
jected under any Administration. 

Then comes Tracy, with the Indiana, the Towa, the Massachu- 
setts, the Oregon. the Brooklyn, the Columbia, the Minneapolis, 
the Helena, the Nashville, the Wilmington, and the Ericsson. 

Then comes the next Democratic Administration, with Herbert, 
formerly a colleague of ours in this House, who projected these 
mighty battle ships: The Alabama, the Illinois, the Kearsarge, 
the Kentucky, the Wisconsin, the Annapolis, the Marietta, the 
Newport, the Princeton, the Vicksburg, the Wheeling, and the 
Bailey and 18 other torpedo boats. 

Then came Long, with a fewer number even than Herbert’s 
administration. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How many vessels were there pro- 
jected under the two Demovratic Administrations? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Fifty-three under the two Ad- 
ministrations. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where are they all now? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, I can not say. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will tell you one thing about them. 
None of them ever struck its flag toan enemy, and none of them 
ever failed to accomplish any mission on which it wassent. [Ap- 
for So our Democratic friends are committed to the new 

avy. Do not, my friends, now—I have sufficiently appealed to 
my colleague, let me appeal for a moment to you—do not forsake 
the only good thing there is in your record. a Do not 
go off after a new idol. You started pretty vigorously on the 
Panama Canal question, but most of you are back on the reserva- 
tion. [Laughter.] And the dead and wounded will not mate- 
rially affect the result in the coming election. [Applause on tho 
Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HEPBURN, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12220, the 
naval appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


TELEGRAPH OPERATORS IN THE WAR OF THE REBELLION. 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire a change of reference 
of the bill (H. R. 2895) amending the act of January 26, 1897, en- 
titled “An act for the relief of telegraph operators who served in 
the war of the rebellion,” from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the reference of this 
bill will be changed from Invalid Pensions to Military Affairs. 
The Chair hears no objection. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER, LONGWOOD, MISS. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. To ask for a change of zef- 
erence of the bill (H. R. 12304) to appropriate money to revet the 
bank of the Mississippi River at Longwood, Miss., from the Com- 
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mittee on Levees and Improvements 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


of the Mississippi River to 


The SPEAKER. The tleman asks for a change of refer- 
ence of e yanip ied, mar nane Levees sud ppe antaa 
the Mississippi River to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Is there objection? 
re was no objection. 
SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to 
its appropriate committee as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 44. 


e BAS the 
8 
to Gore, hode mnel $ 2 
. een 5 of e 
of § feet at low 
to the Gun on Rivers and Harbors. 
LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker 
_ SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 


r. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. To ask unanimous consent of 
the Honk that those who spoke upon the naval a tion bill 


or . to extend their remarks in the RECORD. 
Mr. of Mississippi. And those who spoke yester- 


2S BUTLER of panpina 


Accepting the suggestion 
made by my friend from Mississippi, I Will include those who 
Pile BARTLE 

Mr. BAR TT. All those who have spoken on the bill. 


Mr. MAYNARD. They were provided for yesterday. 

The SP . The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
those who have spoken upon the zarai 1 bill may ex- 
tend their remarks in the RECORD. ere objection? 

There was no objection. 

. And then, on motion of Mr. Foss (at 5 o'clock and 4 minutes 

p. m), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
5 was taken from the Speaker’ s table and referred as 
ollows: 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
y of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
miting an estimate of appropriation for the enforcement of the 
law spn re to the sale of intoxicating liquors to Indians—to the 
Committee on ADOPTON AA and to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES í ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally re rted from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to several Calendars therein named, as 


follows: 

Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3586) to wre for the 
retirement of ‘chon’ ea officers and 8 men of the 
the same wi 


en 
Mr. BURNETT, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8703) ) granting 
certain lands belonging to the United States and situa 
age of Alabama to the State of Alabama e the - and benefit 
of the common schools of that State, repo the same with 


ied by a (Nort: 120); which said bill 

ere referred to the Committe of the Whole House 
Mr. RODEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5755) for the relief of 
small-holding settlers within the limits of the grant of land to the 
Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company in the Territory. of New 
Mexico, the same with am ent, being eee by a 


reported 
report (No, 1203); aha said bill and xt were referred 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF n oni SLY ATE BILLS AND 


Under clause 2 of 1 


5 0 pim and resolutions of 
the following titles were s XI pri 


from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and refe to Committee of the Whole 
House, as foll 


ows: 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
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sions, — Which 5 ~~ a 845 the Eou R. 3 
granting a pension to Margare 00) esame 

out amendment, accompanied by a report ( 0. 1200); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4578) for the re- 
lief of is pte — N. 409 eee 1 1 
accompani a 0 ; whic an rü 
were referred to the Beivate Calendar. is 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 11664) to reimburse the Ili- 
nois Central Railroad company for damage to Union Depot at 
Louisville, Ky., by blasting in the Ohio River, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1205); which 
said bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11802) for the 
relief of 8 1 ert as the successor of the firm of Spiegel, 

ied b vt (Ho. 1206); which sald bill and seport ware 
pani 8 a pie 0. W. an were 
referred to the voce e 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
2 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 12900) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Portsmouth, in the 
Pace a Virginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

roun 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12901) to provide 
for an appeal in certain cases from the decision of the citizenship 
court of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 12902) providing for the pur- 
chase or condemnation of a tract of land adjoining the custom- 
house in Baltimore, in the State of Maryland—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 12903) authorizing the erection of 
a pokore M building at Gainesville, Ga.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildin: a and Grounds 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 12904) provi for hol 
of courts of the eastern division of the northern Federal judi 
Gatis of Georgia at Athens, Ga.—to the Committee on the Ju- 


ciary. 

ag Mr. SPALDING (by request): A bill (H. R. 2 — for re- 
lief of Turtle Mountain ee Indians in North ota to 

the omamise on Indian Affairs 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12906) to limit 
the N of aliens into the United States to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12907) to provide 
for the completion of certain citizenship rolls in the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw nations of the Indian Territory—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 12908) to appro e 
ate the sum of $100,000 to erect a public building at South 
i | Ground Ind. T.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds, 

By Mr. BENNY: Memorial requesting Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in sang “tase ess from the State of New Jersey to request 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to give early consideration to 
the pending legislation—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 


follows: 

Bra . AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 12909) for the relief of Thomas 
G illiams—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12910) for nae relief of Thomas G. Williams 
to the Committee o m Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. K. 12911) for the relief of Kelly Johns to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12912) for the relief of Kelly Johns—to the 
Committee on Claims. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12918) for the relief of Edwin Calhoun—to 
thə Committes on War Claims. 

1 . BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 12914) for the relief of Edward 

N the Committee on Claims. 
BRANDEGEE: A bill Se R. 7 8 for the relief of 

8 Palmer to the Committee on Claim: 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 12018) f for the relief of Frank S, 
Donahue and Howard J. Donahue—te the Committee cn Claims, 


i 
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By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 12917) for the 5 1 of 
the estate of Camile Berard, deceased, late of Iberia 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12918) for the relief of the estate of William 
Burgess, deceased, late of West Feliciana Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


8 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12919) for the relief of the heirs of Bosman tery 


Lyons, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12920) for the relief of estates of Celeste 
Belanger Tanner and Lemuel Tanner, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12921) for the relief of Florville Kerlegan, 
of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12922) for the relief of the estate of Rose- 
mond Le Blanc, deceased, late of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12923) for the relief of Mrs. Katherine 
Smith, ‘of St. Mary Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12924) for the relief of Paul Duhon, of La- 
BATA Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 

, a bill (H. R. 12925) for the relief of estate of Jean Delille, 
9 lhy late of Iberia Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 


Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12926) for the relief of Louis J. Arceneaux, 
of Lafayette Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12927) for the relief of the estate of Adolph 
C. Orillion, deceased. late of Iberville Parish, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12928) for the relief of Armand Lacour—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12929) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of Lastie Broussard, 
administrator of the estate of Augustine Broussard, deceased, late 
of Vermilion Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12930) for the relief of the estate of Ozeme 
Viator, deceased, late of Vermilion Parish, La—to the Commit- 

tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12931) grant- 
ing an increase of ion to William H. H. Foster—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12932) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the Shope a record of John Haffler—to the Committee on Military 


Affair: 

By] Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 12938) for the relief of the 
heirs of Mrs. D. J. Booth, deceased, late of White County, Ark.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

A Mr. BYRD: A bill (H.R. 1 for the relief of Mrs. Louise 

rmain, of Lauderdale County, Miss. —to the Committee on 
Dead Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12935) for the relief of William R. Butler, of 
Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12936) for the relief of the estate of John 
Graham, deceased, late of Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. sere for the relief of the 
estate of Richmond Pace, deceased, late of Tishomingo County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 12938) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 12939) granting a pen- 
sion to Charles Haselton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12940) to correct the military record of 
John R. Ellis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12941) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eli Shockey—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 12942) for the relief of An- 
drew J. Weese—io the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 12943) granting an increase 
of pension to Isabel Ward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 12944) for the relief of the estate 
of Tiraka Hisey, deceased, late of Shenandoah County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 12945) ting a pension to 
Mary J. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12946) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 12947) for the relief of Mrs, 
Mare English—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a Spill (H. R. 12948) for the relief of S. E. Gallemore—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 12949) 3 a 
pana to Harriet Place—to the Committee on Pensi 

y Mr. KLINE (by request): A bill (H. R. 12950) or the re- 
lier vt Eli Bierman—to the Committee on Claims, 


By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 12951) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert Donovan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 12952) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue patent to Keystone Camp, No. 2879, 
of the Modern Woodmen of America to certain lands for ceme- 

purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 12953) granting a pension to 
Thurlow W. Lieurance—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12954) for the relief 
of Nathaniel R. Carsonand William C. Carson, of Bradley County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 12955) granting an increase of 


pension to Henry Simons—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12956) for the relief of Russell F. Loomis— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 12957) granting a pension to 
Israel W. Bennett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 12958) for 
the relief of James C. Anderson, James H. Tarkington, and Nan- 
nie Jones, heirs at law of James C. Anderson, deceased, late of 
Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12959) for the relief of the estate of Benja- 
min Adams, deceased, late of Tipton County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12960) for the relief of the estates of R. L. 
Evans, deceased, and Elizabeth P. Evans, deceased, late of Mem- 
phis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12961) for the relief of the estate of Hiram 
Howell. deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12962) for the relief of the estate of John W. 
Hester, deceased, ae of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claim 

Also, a bill (H. B. 12963) for the relief of John W. Fowler, of 
Sito Conin Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

ALMER: A bill (H. R. 12964) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth C. Banks—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12965) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Dailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE; A bill (H. R. 12966) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles H. Lakey—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 12967) to remove the chargeof 
desertion from the record of Tobias K. Brenner—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 12968) for the relief of the estate 
of Dr. Joseph Moncla, deceased, late of Avoyelles Parish, La.—to 
the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12969) for the relief of the estates of W. R. 
Brown and Mrs. Elmyra Brown, deceased, late of Avoyelles 
1 La. to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12970) for the relief of theestate of Elizabeth 
W. F. Chevis, deceased, late of St. Landry Parish, La.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 12971) for the relief of Sarah J. 

Walker, of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12972) for the relief of Mason Shipman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 12978) for the relief of the estate of 
James T. Clement, deceased, late of Chester County, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Dlinois: A bill (H. R. 12974) for the relief of 
Mrs. Fredonia Burd, widow of John Candle—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 12975) granting a pension 
to Henrietta Bronson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of 3 A Mets ies R. 12976) for the re- 
lief of certain Indians appeal from the Commis- 
sion to the Five Civiliz Tribes to to the nited States courts—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 12977) for the relief of 
George W. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12978) for the relief of Walter Langley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12979) for the relief of H. Grant Artis—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12980) for the relief of Wormley E. Wrae— 
to ne Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 12981) granting an increase of pension to 
“nay | Dennis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
„a bill (H. R. 12982) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmon H. Short—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12988) granting an increase of pension to 

Wesley S. Witty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12984) gran a on to Caroline 
Carter—to the Committee on a Pee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12985) gaama a ponen to William Varner 

Dykes- wO K. 128800 f 1 0 ES to Ann J. Long 
a 1 ) 15 a pension — 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12987) grantinga ] pension to Isaac J. Tucker— 
to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12988) e a pension to Sarah A. Harl 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12989) ting a pension to Susan V. Chil- 
dress—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12990) granting a pension to Solomon Powell— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 12991) for the relief of Willie 
V. Stockwill—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 12992) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Heide—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8 granting an increase of pension to 
John Hotchkiss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12994) Ranting an increase of pension to 
Daniel G. Lawrence—to the mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of 3 A bill (H. R. 12995) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah B. Hirll—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 12996) removing 
the 1 of desertion from the military record of Thomas T. 
Inslee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12997) removing the charge of desertion 
from the gry = ha record of Henry eee the Committee 
on Military Aff: 

Also, a bill (H.E R. 12998) for the relief of John P. Murphy to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12999) granting a pension to 
Drewry Sellards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1 285 ting a pension to Robert Elliott— 
to the Committee on In Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18001) granting a ponon to Catharine 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1 ting a pension to John A. Miller— 
. ting a pension to Cath 

Mr. RE 1 ) a on to - 
Fad Adams—to the Committee on 5 feral 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13004) for the eee of John "Taylor Win- 

bery—to the Committee on Mili 


By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill ( . 13 18005) ting to the 
city and county of San Fanaa for water-su y f hal set the 
use of certain Jands in a forest reservation in the State of Cali- 


fornia—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 18006) granting a pension to 
Gustayus Zacharias—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 13007) granting an increase of 
n to Frederick B. Schnebly—to the Committee on Invalid 


7 a bill (H. R. 18008 panics a pension to Sarah F, Hall— 
to the Committee on Iny: Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of citizens of Pulaski Township, 
Pa., ae favor = the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 


Roads, 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of piano manufac- 
turers and dealers, in support of bill H. R. 9302—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, in favor of the reni of a light-house 
on Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Scranton Board of Trade, favoring im- 
provement of highways in the United States—to the Committee 

ture. 


By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of V. A. Cox, W. L. Lott. and 50 
other voters of Columbus, Ga., for the passage of the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the J udiciarx. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Rev. J. W. Magruder and 74 other 
voters of Portland and Harrison, Me., = the passage of the Hep- 


burn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By = , BARTHOLDT: Petition of the executive council of the 


St. Louis gymnastic societies, t the passage of the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the iain x. 
2 petition of the Citizens’ Industrial Association of St. 

mis, protesting against passage of the eight-hour bill—to the 
Committee on Labor. $ 

By Mr. BASSETT: Resolntions of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, for the construction of a 
light-house on Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of J.C. Mason and 239 other 
voters of Dallas, Tex., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Lennett; papers to accompany bill 
granting a pension to John T. Horner; papers to accompany bill 
granting an increase of pension to Wilson D. Monnett; papers to 
accompany bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Lacey; papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to John B. Courtright; paper = accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas R. May; 8 to 1 5 
granting an increase of pension to Perry C. Watson; pa 
accompany bill granting an increase of pension to Danie. Will 
hoit; papers to accompany bill granting a pension to George W. 
Baldwin; panes to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Wi H. Jenkins; papers to accompany bill granting a 

ion to Alfred G. O’Neal; resolutions of Indian Springs Post, 

o. 176, Grand Army of the Republic, of Missouri, aan of Stephen 
Decatur Post, No. 142, of Medoc, Mo., in favor of a service-pen- 
sion law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolutions of the Western Associa- 
tion of Shoe Wholesalers, to enlarge powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to the Committee on Interstate and For · 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, a a light-house on Outer Diamond 
Sele North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


Also, petition of merchants of Paola, Kans., 
the passage of the cels-post bill to the 
Post-Office and Post- 

By Mr. BOWIE: Petition for relief of Edward M. Boggs—to 
375 Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of Thomas Palmer, for relief 
e Committee on Claims. 

15 petition of teens of Stonington, Conn., favoring the 
Brownlow 885 roads bill to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Statement to accompany bill for relief 
of estates of Celeste Belanger Tanner and Lemuel Tanner—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, affidavits for relief of Camile Berard, Bosman Lyons, 
William Burgess, Katherine Smith, J. M. Charpentier, Eli C. 
Brown, ea Lastrappe, Jean Crouchet, and papers in case 
of Owen Conlon, all of Louisiana—to the Committee on War 


Claims. - 

Also, affidavits for relief of Florville Kerlegan, of Louisiana— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, affidavits for relief of estate of Rosemond LeBlanc, of 
Louisiana—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Resolutions of Milwaukee 
Foundrymen’s Association, protesting against passage of A bill 
to limit the meaning of the word ‘conspiracy,’ and the use of re- 
straining orders and injunctions in certain cases to the Com- 
mittee on the Judi 

By Mr. BURKETT: Affidavits of Edwin Kirkpatrick, Capt. 
Isaac Niles, Ami B. Todd, and Thomas J. Majors: letters from 
Auditor of the Treasury for the War Department, Thomas A. 
Starrh, of Salt Lake City, Chief of the Record and Pension 
Office, and S. M. Chapman, of Plattsmouth, Nebr.; field order of 
Brig. Gen. R. B. Mitchell, and certified copy of proclamation of 
the governor of Nebraska, all in reference to Territorial militia 
of Nebraska, to accompany bill H. R. 8990—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of A. E. Bacon and 26 others, of Middleburg, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Charles F. Dunbar and 50 
other voters, E. M. Fletcher and 32 other voters of Madison, sd 
William H. ppeners and 90 other voters, of Skowhegan, Me., 
ing passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Ju 
ciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania (by request): Petition of 60 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Alvin Lawrence and 49 other 
stark. for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


rotesting against 
mmittee on the 
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y Mr. CASSINGHAM: Affidavits to accompany bill for relief 
oft Charles Haselton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavits for relief of John R. Ellis—to the Committee on 
8 Affairs. 

iy . COOPER of Pennsylvania: Resolution of Grand Army 
of the Republic Post of Windridge, Pa., in favor of a service-pen- 
sion law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Protest st the parcels-post bill by cit- 
izens of Haverhill, lowa—to the Committee on the P 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Friends’ Quarterly Meeting of Muscatine 
and Cedar counties, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Iowa State Veterinary Medical Associa- 
tion, in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

5 Mr. . J. N oe of J. H. Green and 44 5 5 . — 


dees pea 5 Pittsburg P ne ma, the Hep. 
ons o churches o or 0 

Born th bill—to th F “ia 

Union, No. 7, in 


Also, resolutions of Pittsburg aphical 
w—to the Committee on 


223 of the passage of the 3 
r. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Kahoka, Mo., in favor of 
passage of ex-prisoners of war pension bill—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Papers ry to the claim of Andrew J. 
Weese—to the Committee on Claims 

Also, petitions of R. Hardwick and 17 others, James Logan Fish 
and 8 0 ers, W. H. Cornelius and 46 others, J. B. Workman and 
12 others, and T. R. Alkire and 15 others, all of Davis, W. Va., 
for 5 = ahi the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
a 

Ve FULLER: Petition of Rev. Frank D. Sheets and 52 

5 of Rockford, III., for eee p of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the udiciary. 

By Mr. of West Virginia: Petition of Rev. W. H. 
Austin and 22 others, of Meadow Bluff, W. Va., for the 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the J A rea 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of General 
James L. Bates Post, No. 118, of Swampscott, Mass., for the 2 aed 
2 of a service-· pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 


“By Mr. GREENE: Resolutions of thə Massachusetts State 
Board of Trade, favoring reduction of tax on grain alcohol—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of the New Bedford Builders’ Exchange, fa- 
voring ‘the building of a harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I., 
and resolutions of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, favor- 
ing appropriation for survey of New Bedford Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam 5 al, Now e eÀ na a light-house on 
the Outer Diamond Sh the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Massachusetts State senate and house 
of representatives, favoring the enactment of a law pensioning 
life-savers, their widows, and minor children—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

ai Molten f of Rev. Edgar C. Wheeler and 45 others, of Rock- 

illiam Borg and 55 others, of Easton; Maj. E. H. Keith 

or 57 others, of Brockton, and L. T. Norton and 60 others, all 

of Massachusetts, in ae ‘of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Ju diciary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of John R. Dans and 33 other voters 
of Harriman, Tenn., for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the J * 

By Mr. HASKINS: Resolutions of Whitney Post, No. 21, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Vermont, in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: Petition of Rev. C. W. Leftwith and 41 other 
voters of Ivy Depot, Va., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to 
the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of A. T. Riley and 35 other 
voters of Greencastle, Ind., for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the J udiciary 

By Mr. HOWELL of New ames rsy: Petitions of Joseph Garrison 
and 30 others, of FSE, N. J.; H. M. Browne and 24 others, of 
Cranbury, N. J.; A. Leonard and others, of Atlantic High- 
lands, N. J., and Bavi W. T. Valiant and others, of Toms River, 
N. J., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Je Judiciary 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Resolutions of George Maxwell 


Post, No. 5, Utah, Grand Army of the Republic, for the passage 
of a service- pension bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the National Live Stock Association and Utah 
Wool Growers’ Association, of Salt Lake City, urging passage of 
a bill for taking the census of agriculture in 1905 and every ten 
years thereafter—to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Allentown National Indian Asso- 
ganon praying that lands be granted to the landless Indians of 
northern California in severalty—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 


Also, tition of Eli Bierman, for relief to the Committee on 
Invalid 3 

By Mr. KYLE: Petition of Alexander Bell and E. H. Dornblaser, 
of Springfield, Ohio, for passage of the Hepburn bill - to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary 

By Mr. LINDSAY: 7: Resolutions of Sarar vale o: 149, 
of BU okiyn, N. Y., favoring the 8 of bill H 6, Known 
as the anticoupon bill — to the ttee on Ways at Means. 

Also, resolution of Brooklyn (N. Y.) Council, No. 165, of the 
United Commercial Travelers of America, favorin. amendment 
to the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, 3 of the 5 eos ar ates 1 
tion, opposing the passage o — e Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, of Camden, N. J., favoring the construc- 
tion of a light on Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, favoring a reduction of the internal-revenue tax on alco- 
hol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions from the United German societies of the city 
of New York, opposing the 8 of the Hepburn- Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the qu 

Also, resolution of Allan C. commander of the 
Grand Army of the Republic of New Tonk eb se the passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolutions of theChicago LiveStockExchange 
appro bill ods R. 6273—to the Committee on Interstate and 

oreign 

Also, 8 of the Chicago Board of Trade, approving bill 
H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judi 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of W. S. Daniels and 50 other 
voters of Page, N. Dak., for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
eg seg ag on the J udiciary. 

y Mr. MARTIN: Resolutions of Phil K. Faulk Post, No. 18, 
Department of South Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, for 
passage of the Sulloway bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of A. G. Young and 45 other voters of Brook- 
ings, th Judici for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

len, Remon o of A. C. Shepherd and 10 other voters of Ver- 
milion, S. Dak., for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of the Winnor-Torgerson Lumber Company and 
others, of Palmer, 8. Dak., protesting against the ge of the 
2 ls-post bill—to the 9 on the P ce and Post- 


a Mr. MILLER: Papers to accompany bill gran & pension 

urlow W. Lieurance—to the 8 on Invali wald Pensions. 

8 petition of citizens of Emporia, Kans., for the passage of 
the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Peabody, Kans., for the passage of 
the Curtis bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of C. N. Swihart and 45 other voters of Peabody, 
and O. C. Olson and 21 other voters of Havensville, Kans., for the 
passage of the 1 the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By MORRELL: Resolution of the American Association 
of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, for the building of a light- 
house on or near Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Com- 
7 ]•5â2q Binuacciamaceeing 

on of manufacturers of Pennsylvania, g passage 
8 the bill to provide for untaxed denaturized 8 for indus- 
trial purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Charles J. Kearns and 34 others 
members of Milwaukee Harbor, No. 51, American Association o 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, in favor of bill H. R. 9800— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, resolutions of the Milwaukee Foundrymen’s Association, 
against passage of the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 


the Judici 
Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany claim of Laundry Boillio— 
e rotaria on War Claims. 
es Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of H. B. Folk 
and 29 other voters of Shelbyville, Rev. G. W. Morgan and 20 
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other voters of Fayetteville, and W. R. Long and 48 other voters 


of Petersburg, Tenn.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. R DER: Resolutions of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, in favor of construction of 
light-house on Diamond Shoal, North ‘Carolina—to the Committee 
n Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of Ma- 


son e of Fairfax County, Va.—to the Committee on War turers’ 


By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of rural-delivery car- 

riers, in relation to salary of rural carriers—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

8 petition of Phil Danehy, of East Wayne, Ind., in favor of 

the erection of a monument to the memory of Commodore John 

Barry in the city of Washington—to the Committee on the Li- 


brary 

By y Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the American Association of 
e and Pilots of Steam Vessels, approving construction of a 
light-house at Diamond Shoal, North olina—to the Committee 
on Interstate and 8 

By Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: F. Petition of Genesee County 
(Mich.) Pomona Gran 5 Seg 58 bill—to the 


Committee on the P 
55 Mr. SMITH of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 5226— 
Committee on Public Buildings and 

n ie, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12502—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of Harley & Whitaker and other 
business firms of Defiance, Ohio, o the parcels-post bill— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

3 ene g Congress Bae 8 ai leila tha — 
Commerce, g prevent any on that wo 
curtail the export import business—to the Committee on 
Ways an 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of Rev. F. St. John Fitch and 31 
cer voters of Bramford, and Rey. A. Irvine and 28 other voters 
of New Haven, Conn., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to 
the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of North Dakota Hard- 
ware Association, parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Roads. 

Also, petition of Minnesota Council, for preservation of big 
no in California—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

tition of oid pks Church, of St. Paul, Minn., for pas- 
W of 20 Be Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, in favor of 
the bill to prevent interstate ig and telephone lines being 
used for gambling bo the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of ft the Western Association of Wholesale Shoe 
Dealers, to extend powers of Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of Plymouth 
Congregational Church, St. Paul, Minn., for passage of the Hep- 
burn bill—to the Committee on the Judici 

Also, petition of Nor-Danish Baptist Chure „of St. Paul, Minn., 
sor Daing of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 


par petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 294, of Duluth, 
3 „in favor of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Memorial of rural free-delivery carriers of 
Waseca, Minn., for additional compensation—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of W. P. Lewis and others, for increase of com- 

msation to rural free-delivery carriers—to the Committee on the 

‘ost-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of John Pratt and 23 other voters of Manchester, 
and F. A. Jones and 19 other voters of , Minn., for the 
passa, of the burn bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By 


: Petition of Eli H. eh and 18 other 
voters of Sterling, Mass., for iad passage of the Hepburn bill—to 
the Committee on the Ju 

By Mr. THOMAS of North lina: Petition of the American 
Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, for construc- 
tion of a light-house at Cape Hatteras—to th 
terstate and Forei erce, 

Mr. TIR : Petition of F. P. Hawkes and 39 other voters 
of Hudson, Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judicia 7 855 

By Mr. WADSWOR 8 of eg ee of rural free- 
delivery carriers Nos, 40 and 42, of Gasport, N. Y., in regard to 

rivileges and to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

‘ost-Roads. 

By Mr. WEISSE: Resolutions of the Western Association of 
Shoes Wholesalers, favoring the granting of certain additional 


powers to the Interstate oy ata tere er nani eT the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Forei 

Also, resolutions of Mc 1 Circle, No. 2, ent of 
Wisconsin, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Repu ic, favorin 
m passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Tavalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resulutions of the Manufac- 
Association of New York, favoring bill H. R. 7056—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, favorin 8 of tax on alcohol to the Committee 
on Ways and 

Also, 8 of the United German Societies of New Nore: 
against the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judici 

Also, resolutions of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United 
mercial Travelers of America, favorin amendment of the bank- 
ruptcy law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

, resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 149, favoring pas- 
sage of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York, favoring establishment of a harbor of refuge at Point 
Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, resolution of the Varuna Boat Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y., 
favoring i perans of Sheepshead Bay—to the Committee on 
Rivers and 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 25, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE, 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 5 8 po; 
when, on the request of Mr. Saas “ang by unani 
mous consent, the further reading was 
The PRESIDENT pro UARA The Journal wa stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. 


BERTRAND D. RIDGEWAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed b; the court 
in the cause of Bertrand D. Ridgeway, executor of Lindsay Ridge- 
way, deceased, v. The United States; which, with the pass bn y- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 8878) to extend the provisions of the act of January 
21, 1903, to the Osage Reservation, in Oklahoma Territory; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore Phar ey memorials of Fort- 
schritt Union, No. 12, of Cleveland; of the Liederkranz Singin, 
Society, of Massillon; ‘of the German Beneficial Union, No. 163, . of 
Cincinnati, and of Germania Lodge, No. 7, of Cleveland, all in the 
State of Ohio; of the St. Francis Pioneer Corps, of Wilkesbarre; 
of the Turn Verein of Erie; of St. Joseph’s Society, of Lehighton; 
of the Washington Society, of Pottsville; of the Bloomfield Lieder- 
tafel, of Pittsburg; of St. Boniface Sceiety, of Williamsport; of 
the St. Joseph's Beneficial Society, of Allentown, and of the Turn 
Bezirk Verein of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Friends’ 
Church of Batavia, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liq- 
m which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

CULLOM presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
Hary III., praying that an appropriation be made for the pur- 
chase of a national forest reserve in the White Mountains of New 
Hampshire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the Grace 
Methodist I Episcopal and the First Presbyterian churches of Ne- 
ogo, III., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was re- 


ferred to Committee on the Judiciary 
He also presented petitions of seach A. Miller Post, No, 178, 
of White Pope Post, No. 411, of Pana; of W. W. 


ty; 0 

woes Post, No. 327, of Toulon, and of R. G. Nance Post. No. 
of Loogootee, all of the De rtment of Illinois, Grand Army 

at tthe Republic, in the State of , praying for the enactment 


1904. 
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of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee 


on Pensions. the Star Porcelain Company, of Trenton; of the Eureka Flint and 

He also presented a petition of graphical Union No. 230, 1 of Trenton; of docks Sons & Co., 

American Federation of Labor, of „II., pra for the | 0 Trenton; o: Benjamin Atha & Co., of Newark; of Cole & Tay- 

e of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to lor, of Trenton, and of J. D. Margeram, of Trenton , all in the 

Committee on Education and Labor. Pinia or New Jersey, remonstrating against of the 

He also e eee of sundry citizens of Chicago, III., so-called“ ei bt hour bill,” and also the anti- 5 bill; which 
remonstrating the passage of the so-called anti — nei — ref to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


Mr. HOAR. I present resolutions adopted by the 1 ture 
23 the hepa ion TH ee in pani of lation 

mgress to protect from ‘ks or dogfish, which 
be referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
Seii uest that the resolutions be printed in the RECORD? 

HOAR. I ask that the resolutions be read. I think that 

3 is due to the resolutions of a State esate eee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The resolutions were read, and referred to the Committee on 
Fisheries, as follows: 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in the year 1904. Resolutions in favor of 
legislation by Congress to protect food fish from sharks or dogfish. 


171... OOT ADONE Aa oelah n has become so 

along the shores that it is a menace tothe welfare of Massachusetts, 

especially to that class of its population w which follows the fishing industry 

States asking for a hearing in regard to . tion which 
or a W. 

; oe ee food fish of our coast from these sharks or : There- 

3 


and eee e ee 
77... bes S ie 
of the Beato . Massachusetts in Congress. 


tatives from 
BENATE, February 9, 1904. 
Adopted. Sent down for concurrence. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 12, 190%. 


Adopted, in concurrence, 
JAMES W. KIMBALL, Clerk, 
A true copy. Attest: 1 O00 
Clerk of the Senate. 
Mr. HOAR presented ons of George G. Meads Post, 8 
119, of 3 of P. S 2 J Post, No. 57, of Cam 
and of Bridgewater Post, No. 205, of Bridgewater, all of the 
partment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, in the 
State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
He also presented a petition of the Woman's Club of Norwood 
Mass., praying that an appropriation be made for of Now Han 0 
a national forest reserve in the White Mountains of New Hamp- 
shire; which was referred to Aha (Comittee oa F orest Reserva- 
5 78 and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a tition of Local Lodge No. 674, 
International Association of Mac „of Nashua, N. H., pray- 
ing that an ied ch anon of $2, 8 000 be made to increase the 
capacity of the Naval Gun F Washington, D. C.; which 
ie 1 to the Committee on aval Affairs. 

resented petitions of Mount Washington Grange, of 
Wied of PS Grange, of Marlborough; . Sutton 
Grange, of Sutton, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, and of the 
Friday Club of Winchester and of the Friday Afternoon Woman’s 
Club of Farmington, all in the State of New Hampshire Praying 
for the establishment of a national forest reserve in Se oe 
Mountains; which were referred to the on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 
Mr. BURROWS presented a A pace of Escanaba ig No ie 
515, International Association of Machinists, of Escanaba, Mich. 


f ying for the passage of the 
eens Sg bill; . to the Committee on the 
1 

He also presented a petition of the 

Episcopal Church of Williamsburg, , praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transpo 
of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 
Mr. DRYDEN tition of sundry citizens of Had- 
don Heights, N. J., praying or the enactment of legislation to 
day of the Lewis and Clark Cen- 


provide for the closing « 
tennial Exposition; w. on Sunday of the Lewis and Clark Cen- 


Judiciary. 


? oman E; Y., pra 
0 


9. 105, of Janelle, fia a petition of Typographical Union 

No. 162, of Jacksonville. Fla., praying for the passage of the so- 

i | called e, bill; » which was referred to the Commit- 
on u 


5 eee 5 uae of 5 ; churches 
05 wn, Ky., pra r enactment o; on to 
day ying legislati 


dry to accom: 
for the relief of the Central University of 
FF”... a on which were referred to the 


No. 2 N. 1 of JRE presented 35 


increased appropriations ragil made for the support of 
ent stations; which was referred to ths Oo — — 
iculture and Forestry. 
FOSTER of Washington presen sl csp of Island 
vias No. 238, Independent Order of Go of Good Tene as 
Ec ener of isting gun te the 
transportation o toxica mors; w was re- 
fered te the Taa on the JUA ie 
Mr. DOLLIVER presented itions of sun citizens of Boone, 
Iowa; of the Western Retail Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ As- 
sociation, of Kansas City Mo., ee ee North Dakota and 
Northwestern Minneso ta implemen 


He also athe of the con tion of the Free 
Methodist soar ig cliffe, of sundry citizens of Dunlap, and 
of thec tion of the Con: tional Church of Tsien atl 
in the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to 


regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Comunit Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also Ger ar petitions of Samuel J. Kirkwood Post, No. 8 
of Iowa f George H. Emerson Post, No. 268, of Iowa; of 
Sutherland Post, No. Tih, of Waucoma; of O. S. Fowler Post, No. 
246, of Lamont; of H. J. Sim Post, No. 505, of Lake View; 
of J. M. Holbrook Post, No. of Delhi; of Chauncy Lawrence 
Post, No. 163, of Iowa; of Cascade Post, No. 369, of Cascade; of 
Shelledy Post, No. 84, of 3 and of Jason D. Ferguson P 
a 31, of Nevada, all of the Department of Iowa, Grand Army o 

the Republic, in the State of Iowa „pra ying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which were "ref to the Committee on 


Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of Hurst Post, No. 86 
Camptown; of Phelps Post, No. 124, of East Smithfield; of fost 
No. 168, of California; of Colonel George A. Cobham Pest, No. 811, 
of Tidioute, and of local post of Windridge, all of the 4 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the ublic, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment o: 
law; which were ref to the Committee on Pensions. 

ort LONG presented a pa tition of the Sit sa of the First 

byterian Church of 
on of in- 


ment t of logis tion 5a 
scr ney was referred to sg ie tev on the 


r, YE presented a petition of the Congress Club, of Kings 
for the enactment of tion providing 
men and supplies in Government trans- 
port i by contract with foreign vessels; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Commerce. 
presented a memorial of the Shipbuilders’ Association 
of the Pacific Coast, of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against 
the enactment of legislation to extend the time for applying coast- 
wise navigation Jaws to interisland traffic in the Philippines; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Philippines, 
Mr. HEYBURN A ance 5 of McPherson Post, No. 3; 
Bea aici ton o. 19, and of W. T. Sherman Post, 
89, all of the ore ia t of Idaho, Grand Army of the 
Republic in the State o Idaho Idaho, praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which were referred to the Commitiee on 


E 
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INTERSTATE LIQUOR TRAFFIC, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I present excerpts from a hearing before 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce upon the bill (H. R. 
15331) to limit the effect of the regulations of commerce between 
the several States and with foreign countries in certain cases. As 
this is an important matter, I move that the matter be printed as 
a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMERICAN INSTITUTE, PARIS, FRANCE. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
the subject was referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill (S, 4594), to incorporate the American National Institute 
(Prix de Paris) at Paris, France; which was read twice by its 
title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
95 resolution (S. R. 35) to incorporate the American National 

itute (Prix de Paris) at Paris, France, reported adversely 
thereon; and the joint resolution was postponed indefinitely. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4577) for the relief of 
the estate of Cyprian T. Jenkins, deceased; which was read twice 
by itstitle, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4578) for the relief of C. W. Mof- 
fatt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4579) for the relief of Lemuel 
Turner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He 2 — introduced a bill (S. 4580) to correct the military record 
of George G ; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4581) granting a pension 
to Milly Washington; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4582) 8 a pension to Evaline 
Elrod; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ` k 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 4583) granting an increase 
of ion to Charles Bowen; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4584) for the 
relief of John F. Byars; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 4585) to authorize the 
Southern Indiana Railway Company to constructa railroad bridge 
across the Wabash River in Vigo County, Ind.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 4586) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Angeline P. Root; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEYBURN introduced a bill (S. 4587) granting certain 
property to the town of Coeur d’Alene, Kootenai County, Idaho; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. á 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4588) granting a pension to Hannah B. Nyce; 

A bill (S. 4589) granting an increase of pension to John L. Jane- 
way; and . 

i bill (S. 4590) granting a pension to Annie Valerie Stockton 

with an accompanying paper). 
: Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4591) to authorize and di- 
rect the Secretary of War to purchase certain lands on the battle- 
field of Gettysburg, and ek ts g appropriation therefor; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


cg | Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 4592) to provide for 
the purchase of additional ground and the enlargement and im- 
provement of the public building at South Bend, Ind.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. : . ; 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4593) granting an increase 
of pension to D. C. McMillen; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4595) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Eliza J. Mahon; which was twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4596) concerning receipts 
and bills of lading issued by common carriers engaged in interstate 


commerce relating to property rted in such commerce; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 4597) making an ap- 
Loe Batre for a public building at Houston, Tex.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4598) providing for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Fernandina, Fla., 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $6,500 for grading and improving California avenue, 
from Phelps place to Massachusetts avenue, in the District of 
Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap- 
propriation for the of the fire marshal of the District of 
Columbia from $1,200 to $1,800, intended to be proposed by him 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
es Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM submitted an amendment propecia to ap- 
propriate $125,000 to enable the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to purchase Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, 
near the city of Washington, intended to be pro by him to 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
5 1 0 Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. j 

Mr. WARREN. Isubmit an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $12,000 for 3,000 medals of honor, to be prepared with sunit- 
able emblematic devices and to be presented, in the name of Con- 
press, to such officers, noncommissioned officers, and privates as 

ve most distinguished or as may hereafter most distinguish 
themselves by their errmsg i action, intended to be proposed 
to the army appropriation bill. I move that the amendment be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. As the consideration of the army appropriation bill by 
the committee is nearly completed, I ask that the printing of the 
amendment may be made special and sent to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro N The Bere: will be made 
socu, The amendment will be referred to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $71,000 as the share of the United States for the erection 
of a building to be used as permanent quarters in the city of 
Washington, D. C., for the International Bureau of American 
Republics and the Columbus Memorial Library, and proposing to 
appropriate an additional sum of $50,000 to acquire a site upon 
which to erect said building, intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submittted an amendment providing for a test of 
one 8-inch or 10-inch elevating gun carriage of A. H, Emery’s de- 
sign, and authorizing the Secretary of War to close the contract 
with said Sy under which he is now making a 12-inch gun 
carriage and loading apparatus, by relieving him from all further 
work 1 and contracting ma 75 for cores = 8-inch or 
10-inch disappearing gun e urnis y him in place 
thereof, intended to be 5 by him to the fortifications ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment authorizing the joining of 
Kalorama avenue, Washington Heights, through lot 1 of Little’s 
subdivision, so as to include a triangular piece of ground measur- 
ing 186 feet on Columbia road and 150 feet on Nineteenth street 
extended, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

FERNANDINA (FLA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House f Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of the harbor of Fernandina, Fla., with a view to establish- 


ing 8 rbor line and to determining the necessary improvements for pro- 
viding a harbor of uniform and adequate depth for ocean-going vessels, 


NEWPORT (R. I.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. WETMORE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ‘ 


Resolved by the Senate 2 House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a sur- 


be et be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of extending the area 
of light-draft anchorage in the southern part of the harbor at Newport, R. L 
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SURVEY OF WATEREE RIVER, SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved 
Secretary of 


which can navigate Santee Rivyer as far up as the mouth of the Wateree: 
Provided, That f sufficient data for the purpose are not rere in the War 
o cause an ex- 


pba. ee the Secre ne 
tion and survey of Wateree River to be made with a view to obtaining 
a channel as hereinbefore described, and to submit a report thereof, with an 
estimate of the cost of the improvement, the expense of such exammation 
and survey to be paid from the oe eh phat for “ Examinations, surveys, 
and contingencies of rivers and harbors.” 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8878) to extend the provisions of the act of 
January 21, 1903, to the Osage Reservation, in Oklahoma Terri- 
tory, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask the Senate fo proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 11825, the agricul appropriation bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11825) making appropriations for the Depart- 
ment of 3 for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1905. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate and 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There are two or three minor amendments to 
which I call attention. On page 27, line 24, the word into” was 
stricken out. Ithink the comma should also be stricken out and the 
word “and” inserted; so as to read: 

For riments with reference to their introduction and cultivation in 
this country. 

I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 38, by mistake, the amendment in 
line 15 was made in the wrong place. The words who shall be 
chief of Division ” should be restored, with Bureau substituted 
for Division;“ so as to read: 

One entomologist, who shall be chief of Bureau. 

And the words in lines 19 and 20, who shall be assistant chief 
of Bureau,” should be stricken out. 

I move that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 40, line 17, the same change should 
be made. The words who shall be chief of Division ” should be 
restored and the word Bureau ” substituted for Division:“ and 
in lines 19 and 20 the words who shall be assistant chief of Bu- 
reau” should be stricken out. It would then read: 

One biologist, who shall be chief of Bureau, $3,500; one assistant biologist, 


I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to suggest to the chairman 
of the committee that in the amendment, which is now printed so 
that we can all see it, on page 84, line 25, before the word “ arti- 
cles,” there ought to be inserted the word such;“ so as to read: 

Whenever he has reason to believe that such articles are being imported 
from foreign countries. 

This would make it refer to the articles, because we have c 
the beginning of the paragraph, altering the form it had in the 
original bill, and it makes it more explicit, 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Iofferalsoan amendment. After the words 
oo States,” on page 35, line 1, I move to insert the follow- 

g: 

Or which shall be falsely labeled or branded either as to their contents or 
as to the place of their manufacture. 

Also, after the word “branded,” in line 13, on the same page, I 
move to insert either as to their contents or as to the place of 
their manuf. 92 

This reduces the matter entirely to foods and drugs and liquors, 
and covers other than merely injurious articles. It corresponds 
to what we were speaking of yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 35, line 1, after the words “ United 
States,” at the end of the line, insert: 

Or which shall be falsely labeled or branded either as to their contents or 
as to the place of their manufacture. 

And on the same page, line 13, after the word branded, in- 
sert: 

Either as to their contents or as to the place of their manufacture. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCum- 


l 
e amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I observe by the Recorp that durin 
the debate yesterday a provision which is on page 20, I believe, 0 


the print of the bill that we were then considering was 
out, a point of order having been made against it, 

Mr. COCKRELL. On what page? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is on page 21 of the new print. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is on page 21 of the print of the bill 
now before us. It was a provision which was inserted by the 
Senate committee and went out on a point of order. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that it contemplated new legis- 
lation. I think it will be found by an examination of the provi- 
sion on e 20 that the Secretary of Agriculture has been given 
authority from year to year to do precisely what it was pro 
to do in this new provision. However, to get around that objec- 
tion I propose an amendment at the end of line 3, page 21, of the 
new print of the bill, as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture may fix and collect fees for 
the examination of samples of seeds submitted to and apply the money 
so received to the support of such work. 

I send the amendment to the desk. 

The eget oa the amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It simply broadens the duties which 
the Secretary is now performing, and I do not think it can be held 
that it is new legislation. It merely authorizes the Secre to 
Ce a charge for examining such seeds as may be submitted to 


ued VERDOR Let the amendment be read again, Mr. 
ent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The SECRETARY. page 21 of the reprinted bill add at the 
end of line 3 a colon and the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture ma: 
the examination of samples of seeds submitted to 
so received to the support of such work. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Now, Mr. President, just a moment, 
Let me refer to 1 which is already in the bill. In the 
new print of the bill, on page 20, will be found these words: 

The Secre of 5 is here btain 
ket samples gh seeds o; Brass, cover, or Si teak Oe — — oh 
seeds are found to be adulterated or misbranded, or any seeds of Ca: blue 
Gram or Pon contprees, to publish the TOTE b 

0} 
names of the —— by whom the seeds were offered for 9 

Now, at the end of that provision I propose to add the proviso 
which I sent to the desk, which simply allows the Secretary to 
make a charge for the examination of such seeds as are submitted 
Y napy persons in the trade, Ido not think that that is new 

legislation. 

. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator has removed one ob- 
jectionable feature which was found in the amendment that was 
ruled out by the Chair, but that was not a feature which attracted 
my attention in making the point of order. It is still legislation, 
new legislation, and gen legislation, applying to all the fu- 
ture, in giving new powers to the Secretary, and ially upon 
the point of collecting fees, which he can not do now, and apply- 
ing those fees to this work, when the general law is that in all 
cases where it is not otherwise 1 fees shall be turned 
into the The amendment is just as much subject to a 
point of order as the other amendment, in my view. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota does not state the Senate rule correctly. It is not the House 
rule, which provides agaon new ee presage The Senate rule pro- 
vides against 3 tion. the opinion of the Chair the 
amendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota is general 
1 and subject to the point of order. 

HAN SBROUGH. Of course, if the Chair is inclined to 
rule in 5 I will not offer any further suggestion. 

The PR ENT pro tempore. Are there further amend- 
ments? Is a separate vote desired on any of the amendments 
which have been reported from the Committee of the Whole to 


the Senate? 
Mr. President, I desire to call the atten- 


en 


fix and collect fees for 
and apply the money 


_ Mr. CULBERSON. 
tion of the Senator in charge of the bill toa matter apparently in- 
dicating a double appropriation. On page 85, in line 19 and the 
subsequent lines, it reads: 

Provided. also, That not to exceed $15,000 of this sum may be used to inves- 
tigate the chemical and physical character of road materials. 

On page 54, line 2 and following, it is provided as follows: 

T kein tions in rd to th ods 
the best kinds of read-making materials in the morami Bb 4 eine ang 

It appears to me that this is a double appropriation, and I wish 
to ask the Senator from Vermont if it was so intended? 
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Mr. PROCTOR. It was not, 1 I see the | the 


provision at line 20 on page 35. I should to ask the Senator 
what is the other? 
Mr. CULBERSON. On page 54, beginning at line 2. It reads: 
SF ny aan 
That is included in the total of $65,000, and the bill pectin 
as I have said, ap tly at least, t there is a double ap 
3 to inquirè into the best materials for road making. 


Mr. PRO ROC TOR. I think it is hardly a double appropriation. 
Certain it was not intended for one. The first one is strictly a 
oian i examination. The second is a general examination as 
to the best methods of road making and the best kinds of road- 
material. That is not entirely or necessarily a chemical 


‘itr CULBERSC 

RSON. But the Senator will observe that lines 21 
and 22, on page 35, provide for “‘ the chemical and physical char- 
acter of road materials; and the best kinds of road-making ma- 
terials,” on 54, would simply be a duplication. 

Mr. TELLER, II. President, this is not the only duplication 
ones ave ts saith: tee oF tie eat Ghee 37, 
to which I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Vermont. 
tet Soils there is the following, 


tion of the cause and prevention of the rise of alkali in 
the investiga pre 


tha soils of the irrigated 
If the Senator will turn to page 53, beginning at line 5, he will 
ropriation for Hergation and drainage investiga- 


find the a 
tions.” Now, go down to line 12 and it reads: 


3 of seepage and surplus waters by drainage, and upon the 
use of different Finds of power and appliances for ierightion apd draizage. 


There is a duplication. It seems to me that if you strike out in 
the first item on page 37 those words there 3 
all you want to have done on page 53. I to move some lit- 
tle amendment to 53 before we get through. I do not want 
to interfere with business, but it seems to me that it would 
VVV If, 

not broad enough it ought to bo en- 
ree afe oh pean td Cuenta stand d bestrickenout. There 
is a little more on page 37 about the rise in alkali, etc., but that 
oF Bo Spe en one war oe Se ee 

Mr. PR. R. The wording of this measure has been left 
with members of the committee from the arid region, and I pre- 
sume the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] will explain it 
sare ee 

WARREN. Mr. President, that is true of the wording on 

fos be aad 1 shevid ts pled ts tures fi comcatn enbatacrialiy tate 

E bat as to the wording on 37,1 think it was not submitted, 
ict jorge Spin dyes ners the Senate committee from the arid 


region. I think that the language came with the bill from the 
House 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; it was placed in the bill by the House. 
Mr. WARREN, And it dou om ones bes ouse from the 


Bureau of Soils. Perhaps 
the item for insertion in the bill 
a 5 for the 

1 17 Senator from Colorado, a wale as: if he 
tools 5 so, will move to strike it from the 
Bureau of Soils rath from the other item, where it 5 
3 


drew 
nded 


not aware when thi 
‘that it 3 be comp 


. TELLER. Iwill suggest some amendments which I think 
the Senator from Wyoming will not object to as a member of 
the 8 for he understands this question. In line 7 on 

53, the word laws, I move to insert the words of 
States and Territories.” It reads: 

„ Secretary of Agriculture to investigate and report upon 
8 la 
I do not anyone will object to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Colorado 
offers an amendment 88 Will be stated. 

The SESRETARY. On page 53, line 7, after the word laws,“ 
insert the words of the States and Territories 

The amendment was 

Mr. TELLER. Now, et 10, I want to read the clause and 
see if the Senator who has the bill in charge or any member of 


committee will not agree that what I propose is a better 
method. It is to make a report— 

gestions of Fetter methods ods for the — eis tion —.— 2 — 
than those in common use. 
FFF 
3 that the 1 find something 
they can accom y want by striking ou 
2 ter in king 10, and inegrting tho words “tho. beet” a be 
A Peo egiren ee ‘ than those in common use,” in line 
11. It will then read: 


of the best methods for the utilization of irriga- 
tin rene eats 


That will give them just as much authority as they have now, 
and a little more. 
Mr. WARREN, There is no objection to that amendment. 
Mr. TELLER. It will „ ‘thes to IMLE. GE sate 
methods. 
Mr. WARREN, All right. 
. TELLER. Then, on line 22, where it reads a due regard 
varying conditions and needs, I move to insert the words 
and laws” after needs.“ 
ARREN. There is no objection to that amendment. 
Mr. TELLER. It will then read “conditions and needs and 
laws of the respective States and Territories,” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 
o Secretary. In line 10, page 53, strike out the word 
“better” and insert in lien the words “ the best.” 
In line 11, after the word “agriculture,” strike out the words 
“than those in common use;” and in line 22, after the word 
needs,“ insert the words and laws.“ 
Mr. TELLER, I do not want to interfere on page 87, if any- 
body thinks an amendment there will interfere with the scheme. 
Mr. PROCTOR. In line 101 did not understand that the article 
“ the” was put in before best.“ 
Mr. TE . It is! the best.” 
Mr. PROCTOR. I did not understand the Secretary to so 


read it. 

Mr. TELLER. My amendment is to insert the best in place 
ok better.“ I should like to inquire whether the Senator ee 
Wyoming thinks that if we eliminate some of the matter on page 
37 tt would interfere with the scheme of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the last amendment 2 by the Senator fi from Colorado. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not want to a to be 
thought ta with any effective work on this proposition, but I 
eee t ere we were duplicating it here somewhat. 

REN. Upon reflection, my idea is that while we 

We to 1 — . for the same work under two appropriations, 
one is of the practical side and the other, s perhaps, more scien- 
tific side. I think 3 that the Bureau of Soils are designing 
through their yses to test out certain properties in certain 
soils, while the Bureau of Irrigation in the tural Depart- 
ment is expected to be very practicable and to direct its attention 
to informing the farmer, as a farmer, how to apply the waters of 
irrigation to the growing of various crops and to report their ex- 
periments under the same. 

I do not believe it would do any harm to leaye the language in, 
although it may seem like a duplication. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not want to offer any amendment to the 


item on 37. 
9 ERSON. The Senator from Vermont does not seem 
to be to adopt the ion I made a little while ago, 
but I wish to call attention to it more fully than I did at that time. 
Under the Bureau of Chemistry there is ihata an appro 
- | tion of $15,000 to be used to investigate the chi aul pys- 
ical character of road materials,” as shown at ae 
Under the head of Public road inquiries” ae 
made for the Secretary to inv te in regard to 
ods of road making and the best 35 
in the several States,“ as shown at 54. 
1 oor = my mind, cuore = t may be to ohe, edk the 
uo emistry is autho; to investigate the 
character of road materials, and the Department Bil afc 
public-road inquiry by another appropriation is charged with the 
duty of making the same investigation. 
I should like to clear it up, if I can; and 1 
from Vermont if on lines 21 and 22, page 35, the werds “and 
physical character” be stricken out the two apprepriations can 
stand, so that ny Bureau of Chemistry will investigate the chem- 
12 character of road materials and the road department will in- 
te the physical character other than may be involved in 
emical 8 of road materials. 


1 and 
oe 


the 
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Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator would strike out the words Mr. BACON. It is a thing which calls for governmental action 


“and physical“ leaving the word *‘ chemical.“ 

Mr. CULBERSUN. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
offer that amendment? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I move to amend as I have sted. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 35, lines 21 and 22, strike out the 
words and physical.“ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the junior Senator from 
Towa [Mr. DoLLIVER] yesterday suggested that he was somewhat 
irritated because of some strictures that had been made in refer- 
ence to certain provisions in this bill; and since then I have hesi- 
tated to even make an inquiry. Ido not want to be put in the 
attitude of opposing the Department of Agriculture in any of its 
beneficent work; we all recognize what it done and what it is 
doing; and yet it is ible that there are certain matters in thi 
bill which ought to be inquired into, and possibly amended. I am 
going to call attention to a very trivial matter—I apprehend it 
will be so considered—for the purpose of information. On page 
85, line 23, I find this provision in the bill: 


r the people LOMARTI ANI AVENE te eter 
„de „ and re C] en 
these uniform grade and quality of first-class table — oeri 

Mr. President, that same provision was in the bill of last year. 
Fifteen thousand dollars was appropriated last year to investigate 
the proper treatment and process in order to secure uniform grade 
and quality of first-class table sirup. Fifteen thousand dollars 
would have paid five chemists a of $3,000 a year each to 
make this investigation. We now duplicate the provision and 
give the Department $15,000 more for those chemists to continue 
this investigation as to table sirup. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to the statement which the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire is making. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Georgia, if 
he is particularly interested in this matter—for I do it for infor- 
mation—that I was calling attention to the provision in the bill 
appropriating $15,000— 

or urpose in vestiga’ 4 determining, repor ting proper 
Mah Aner 2 er in 97979 — ie eens and ing ee p first- 
class table sirup. 

Mr. BACON. On what page is that found? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is found on page 35 of the new print of 
the bill, commencing on line 23. 

Mr. President, I ventured to suggest that in the last appropri- 
ation bill a similar provision was inserted. So the Department 
of Agriculture has had at its disposal during the last year $15,000 
to make this investigation. Now, another sum of $15,000 is pro- 
vided for in this bill for, I presume, continuing that investigation. 
What I wanted to know was this: I am interested in having good 
table sirup, as everybody is, and I know we get a great deal of 
very poor table sirup. Those of us who have been in the habit of 
using maple sirup to some extent have been compelled to feel that 
there is a very wide difference between a good article and a poor 
article: But has the Department of Agriculture published any 
bulletin or given any information as to the progress the Depart- 
ment is making in this matter? Are we appropriating money to 
enable chemists to carry on these investigations? 

As I remarked a moment ago, I will say to the Senator from 
Georgia that $15,000 would give five chemists a salary of $3,000 a 
year each, and we can employ very good chemists for a much less 
gum than that. It is a small item; but what I should like to know 
is whether we are getting any information on this subject, and if 
not, would it not be well to add to this provision that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture shall report to Congress the results of that 
investigation? 

Mr. PROCTOR. There could be no harm at all in that; but I 
think there has been a report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. For the purpose of bringing this matter 
before the Senate in proper form, I will offer this amendment, after 
ths word sirup,“ on page 36, line 1, to insert the words: 


And the Secre of Agriculture shall report to Congress at its next ses- 
sion the result of said investigation. 


Mr. BACON. Ihave no objection to that, but before the subject 
is dismissed, I desire to say a word or two on it. Iam not able to an- 
swer specifically the inquiry of the Senator. Ido have some little 
general knowledge of the work which it is desired to accomplish, 
but I am not able to say to the Senator what progress has been 
made, Pores if Isay a word as to the nature of this produet 

Mr. G. GER. I should be very glad to have the Senator 
50. 


or for the action of some one who will take a general view of it and 
make some practical iments of a general character which 
will assist somewhat in determining as to the riety of 55 
ropriation. My knowledge of the matter is 1 e unofficial, 
may say, but it has been gathered in the course of all my life, 
as I have been familiar from early childhood with the methods 
used by Georgia farmers in making sugar-cane sirup for the use 
of their families and to supply the demands of their immediate 
ighborhoods. 
e sirup which is generally found in commercial business, as 
I understand—speaking now of the cane sirup—is the residaum 
after the making of the sugar; in other words, it is the drippi 
from the sugar, which is afterwards by some process of zo ere 
converted into sirup and used for table z 
The farmers of ia from my earliest recollection, and for 
t, have been making sirup which is not 


3 
this | a residuum, but which is a product of the cane juice, boiled to a 


point where the cooking is arrested prior to the stage where gran- 

ulation begins. So that this ioe sirup is not one from 

sugar been extracted, but it contains the sugar, 

and to that extent, ibly—at least it is so thought—is superior 

to the sirup which is residuum from sugar obtained from drip- 
pings wane it is being manufactured. 

is sirup has never heretofore been a commercial article in 

any extended sense. The ical operation has been this: The 

farmers of Georgia—and I presume it is true also in Alabama, 

and possibly to some extent in Florida and South Carolina—make 


the best standard of 5 be made, which 3 would 
be afterwards used by sirup makers, and in t way some 
uniformity be secured in the character of the sirup which would 
be the er manufactured. 

The Senate will easily note the fact that so long as there is no 
very large production of this ay. dag so long as it is left to the 
individual work of each farmer, this diversity and difference will 
necessarily exist. Of course the whole matter is based upon the 
judgment of the Agricultural artment; that if properly sys- 
tematized and the method properly ascertained, this would be an 
extremely valuable product. It is with a view to that, as I un- 
derstand it, that the work has been undertaken by the Agricul- 
tural Department. 

I repeat. I have no detailed knowledge of what has been done 
by the Department, and it is only in a general way that I have 
this information. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I wish to assure the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] that no part of this ap- 

ropriation has been used for investigating maple sirup. That 
oes not need any investigation. 

Mr. GALLINGER, So I understand. 

Mr. PROCTOR. aes apes for itself. If you get your sup- 

ly from Vermont, you be sure to have the finest table sirup 
the PRESIDENT pro te Th dment proposed 
e pro tempore. e amendment 
the Senator from New e r. GALLINGER] will be sated, 
The SECRETARY. On page 36, line 1, after the word “sirup,” 


it is proposed to insert: 
5 — 6 report to Congress at its next ses- 


Mr. ALDRICH. I read this item in the bill with considerable 
curiosity, and when the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacox] took 
the floor I expected that it would be explained. What first-class 
table sirup is, or could be defined to be, was beyond my compre- 


[OR Tee OTB ORE we er Cok, ie ae ey Pan hae 
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hension. It is like requiring sees people of the United States to 


breathe first-class air or to drink water. Of course the 
chairman of the committee would define first-class table sirup as 
maple sirup, and nothing else, and I am inclined to agree with him. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have already defined it as that. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes; the Senator has already done so; but the 
Senator from Georgia, as I understand, thinks that first-class 
table sirup is something which is made in Georgia from cane. 

I suppose there are thousands of different kinds of table sirups 
ased in the United States. It seems to me a rather useless sort of 


thing to appropriate money to get the Secretary of Agriculture to 
af first-class table 3 


define what sirup is or to fix the formula to be 
used in the manufacture of sirup. The object, I suppose, is to 
give employment and to enable people in different parts of the 
country, who think their sirup better than that made at any other 
place, to get the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. BACON. id not hear more than half of what the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island said, and consequently I may have misun- 
derstood him, but I think this proposition is one in accord with 


what has heretofore been recognized as legitimately within the | shire 


poro of the wak of the icultural Porina, which is bs 
roperly ascertain by practi iment how the great agricul- 
testi interests of the country can tat 


be yea In this way 
the Department of Agriculture has extended its work to investi- 
tions and experiments all over the United States as fo all the 
erent kinds of agricultural products, and a very t work 
has been accomplished in giving information as the re- 
sult of practical experiment, which has been of immense service 
to the agriculturists of the country, and adding largely to our 
agricultural products. 
There is no doubt about that, and it is one which is thoroughly 
e not by one section alone, but by all sections. 
to this particular work, it seems a very simple matter to 
show its correspondence, in work which has been done and the end 
which is sought to be accomplished, with all other work which 
has been undertaken and accomplished by the Department through 
investigations and experiments with the intent to lead the agri- 
culturists of the 2 to the knowledge of what is the best way 
to do certain things and to accomplish certain results in any par- 
ticular branch of agriculture. 
As to whether or not the De ent is going to determine what 
first-class sirup is, of course that is ya matter of judg- 
ment for the consumer; but it is within the range of practical 


- knowledge for the officers of the Department, by experimenting, | Th 


to themselyes come to a conclusion as to what methods will pro- 
duce a sirup which they and other parties of ordinary knowledge 
and taste would determine to be of the best grade, as the Depart- 
ment may with = t 5 ge ui ai 

e purpose o not in any way to aid any in- 
dividual in the marketing of his crop by any direct act of the Gov- 
ernment, but it is for the purpose of determining what is the best 
process of manufacture. If the New England Senators who are 
now so partial to maple sirup will make a trial of first-class Geor- 
gia sirup they will agree with me that it is a long way better than 
ez other kind. 

t is a fact, which has been developed by the analyses of the 
Agricultural Department, that there is a very great difference in 
the saccharine matter which is contained in sugar cane in different 
sections of the country, and it is developed that different charac- 
ters of soil are adapted in one case to the production of sugar and 
in another case to the production of sirup. The analysis shows 
that the Georgia sugar cane is very rich insaccharine matter, and 
highly suitable for making the very best sirup. It is an industry 
capable of very large development, and it is with a view to en- 
couraging and promoting it in the same way that the Department 
of Agriculture endeavored to encourage and promote the de- 
velopment of other agricultural interests. It is with that view 
that this work has been undertaken. It is not a work which is 
liable to be extended indefinitely or to involve any large expense; 
certainly it will involve a very small expense proportioned to the 
results which may be reasonably anticipated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. May I ask the Senator from Georgia a ques- 


tion? 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will speak louder, I will, with 
pleasure, endeavor to answer him. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think a large proportion of the sirups used 
in the United States are made from glucose. Now, with the Sena- 
tor’s knowledge—and he seems to have given this matter much 
study—does he think that first-class sirup could be made from 


glucose? 

Mr. BACON. Iam quite sure that nothing like glucose is used 
in the region where these riments are to be conducted. 

Mr. RICH. Notin i 


rgia? 
Mr. BACON. No, indeed. I do not think such a thing has 


ever been used, and sentra d it will not be in the operations con- 


ducted by the Agricul Department. The sirup made in 
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Georgia is only the very purest of sugar-cane sirup, without an 
artificial or deleterious 5 sia = y 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, when I first read this pro- 
vision my disposition was to move to strike it out, but as I assumed 
I did not know as much about it asI ought to know, for that 
reason I raised the inquiry. It seems to me if the amendment I 
have offered is adopted and I presume it will be—that we shall 
obtain the necessary information next year to enable us to deter- 
mine whether this work ought to be continued or not. 

Mr. CLA Will the Senator state what is the amendment 
roposed by him? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Simply asking the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to report as to the t obtained during the two years that 
this matter will then have been under investigation, 

Mr. CLAY. We have no objection to that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The only additional observation I wish to 
make is that I want to enter my protest against the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] 5 g the maple sirup from his 
State and apparently prejudicing the product from New Hamp- 
We make just as maple sugar and maple sirup as 
they do in Vermont. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLINGER], 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I desire to offer a slight 
amendment, on page 53, line 7, after the word rights,“ to in- 
sert the words “ of appropriators and.“ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 53, line 7, after the word “rights,” 
it is proposed to insert of appropriators and.“ 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make an explanation of the 
amendment. This is a very wide and far-reaching investigation 
which is proposed for the Agricultural Department as to the 
„rights of riparian proprietors and institutions relating to irri 
tion and upon the use of irrigation waters, at home and ab: ” 

We inherited from England the idea of riparian rights. There, 
in ancient times, and until quite recently, when water be to 
be used in manufacturing establishments and for other similar 
purposes, it was thought for all concerned to have water run 
in its natural channel. The water was not needed for irrigation. 
When people went to California a different condition of things 
prevailed. There it was necessary to take water out of the chan- 
nel, convey it long distances, and use it for mining purposes. 

e persons owning land upon the streams objected, but the 
courts there held that the principles of the common law as to ri- 
parian proprietors did not apply; that the e 9 of appropria- 
tion applied. The prior appropriation governed. Water appro- 
priated for a beneficial use, followed up with reasonable diligence, 
gave prior right to the appropriators. 

Settlers spread over the Territories, nearly all of which passed 
laws in regard to water appropriation. Congress of the 
United States recognized that doctrine in the act of 1866 author- 
izing the construction of ditches over the 7 88 72 domain. The 
Supreme Court has also ized the right of prior appropria- 
Sa a ee region where prior appropriation of water is im- 
po . 

The same doctrine as to riparian appropriators applies to other 
countries as well as to ours. If we look to the countries similar 
in character to much of the western portion of the United States, 
where they irrigate, we will find that prior appropriations there 
prevail against riparian owners. That was the custom with the 
ancients. Where there was desert land that needed to be irrigated, | 
the principle of appropriation applied. But where land needed no 
irrigation, where it was important that the water should flow in 
the stream, there the principle of riparian ownership prevailed— 
that is, the person owning the land a right to have the water 
flow in the stream, In such cases the water could not be diverted. 

If this matter is not intelligently investigated, if the laws of 
England and the laws of the West are not taken into considera- 
tion, and the conditions and practices that prevail in other irri- 
arg, Wate per are not looked into; in other words, if there is 
not a broad view taken of the question, the investigation will be 
worse than useless. Ifsomebody merely takes up an old law book 
and studies the common law of appropriation, we will get a re- 
port here that will be very prejudicial. I think that when the 
question of riparian rights is considered consideration should also 
be given to the rights of appropriators for mining purposes and 
for irrigation, which are protected by the courts of the West. 

My amendment simply calls attention to those rights which 
have been recognized by the State laws, sng United States 
laws, and even by the Supreme Court of the United States, in re- 
gard to the proper use of water iy appronta, in order that the 
proposed investigation may not be too narrow. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 


offers an amendment, which will be stated. 
On page 53, line 7, after the word rights,“ 


The SECRETARY. 


1904. } 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2349 


5 to insert the words of appropriators and;” so as | 
to : 


Irrigation and drainage investigations: To enable the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to investigate and — 177 upon the laws as affecting irrigation and 
the rights of a tors and of riparian proprietors and institutions relat- 
ing to tion and upon the use of irrigation waters, at home and abroad, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I move to amend the amendment adopted, on 
page 89, line 14, by inserting, after the words small fruit.” the 
words ‘‘shade trees.” The chairman of the committee informs 
me that there is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I accept the amendment of the Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 89, line 14, after the word fruit,“ 
it is proposed to insert the words shade trees;”’ so as to read: 

Burea : Prom nto: ; investiga 
the 11717... T ant DS iculture, re 
ticulture, and arboriculture; ascertaining the best means of destro those 
found to be injurious, ewer pea an investigation into the ravages of 
affecting field crops; investigations of the insects affecting smali fruit, shade 

* trees, and truck crops, ete. 

The PRESIDENT ES tempore. The question ison the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts, 

The amendment was to. 

1 HEYBURN, On page 27, at the end of line 5, I move to 
rt: 

Provided, That the Secre of Agriculture shall have power, and he is 
hereby authorized, to make such rulesand tions and to take such action 
for the prevention of interstate commerce in seeds, trees, plants, and vines 
F Ä 

en A 

Of the United States of such seeds, trees, planta, OF TINA 

I will say, Mr. President, that the evil is a growing one. I 
resent in part one of the number of fruit- ucing States in the 
United States where we are particularly victims of this evil prac- 
tice that has grown up. Unfortunately, in the case of trees the 
evil is one that is not discovered until after the lapse of several 

and we find that we have vast orchards of trees of no value, 
which turn out to be mere seedlings or trees of some other 
variety than those selected. 

The same is trueof the vines and small fruits as well as of seeds. 
This year in one county, after six years of waiting, it was found 
necessary to dig up and destroy something over 9,000 apple trees 
that proved to be of no value. 

They are sold by agents from nurseries in other States into 
these new States that are building up this fruit industry; and 
this damage is a very serious one, which I think might, in a 
measure at least, be prevented by an intelligent investigation of 

the subject and the making and enforcing of such rules as will 
provide for hon in the description and sale of these articles. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Idaho offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 27, line 5, after the word“ plants, 
at the end of the line, it is proposed to insert: 


Provide 
orized, to make such rules and regulations and to take such ac- 


trees, plants, ae 
as 

* e shipment from or into any State, Terri < or de- 
Hevia of the United States of such 245 tre plants, or ven 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, 8 recognizes the evil 
of which the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] complains, but 
it seems to me he is going about ing a remedy in a very 
queer way. If we will pass an act here making it a penal offense, 
punishable after conviction in the courts, to foist this kind of stuff 
on poe who want to plant orchards, that is one thing; but to 
undertake to put it in the power of the Secretary of Agriculture 
to interfere with the great nursery industry of this country and 
to harass, and, you might say, bedevil them, honest as well as 
dishonest ones with all sorts of I do not know what sort of reg- 
ulations, I think is going a little too far. 

In fact, it seems to me that we are trusting so much to the zeal 
and intelligence and common sense of the present Secretary of 
Agriculture that we are willing to do most ye in the en- 
largement of the powers of that Department. we should hap- 
pen to get a fool in there some day, as we undoubtedly will, be- 
cause we have had in the past, we do not know what harm may 
come. I hope the Senator will go about remedying this wrong, 
this nuisance and abuse, in some other way than this. 

In my State we have large orchards, and we are harassed—I 
might say we are robbed—by planting trees thinking they are one 
thing, and then in three or four years, after we have cultivated 
them and they come to bear, we have found we have been swin- 


died. But this is not the way to go about remedying that evil. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to make a suggestion to the 
Senator from South Carolina. I have attempted to be conserva- 
> framing this amendment with a view that the Secretary 
0 
by 


iculture may enter upon the consideration of this ion 
of authority given him in this act. Perhaps in a short 


time we may be able to legislate more directly to the point to 
cure this evil; but let him commence with the limited powers that 
are given him by this amendment, with the end in view that we 
may ultimately provide some penalty and get closer to the ques- 
tion of punishment after we have tried the experiment. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I understand the Senator from 
Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN], he describes the amendmentas conferring 
very limited powers. It is simply to put the regulation of inter- 
state commerce into the hands of the Secretary of Agriculture. 
I am not going to object to that addition to his powers. There 
are Senators here more familiar with the workings of interstate 
commerce than I am. There is a committee that has that subject 
in charge. But I do think, Mr. President, that if we are to be 
protected ese the wiles of gentlemen who sell bad seed and 
who sell defective fruit trees, there are a number of other things 
that we ought to be protected against. 

In my portion of the country certain men are in the habit of 

oing about and peddling lightning rods. They are frequently 
bad lightning rods. I think we ought to have them inspected by 
the Government, if this is to be done, before they are put on 
houses. 

Other men go about in my country and sell a great many other 
things—ladders and things of that sort. I imagine sometimes 
that the ladders thatare sold are not very good ones. And chairs 
are sold by traveling peddlers or agents. I think those ought to 
be inspected, and we ought to have a Government inspector for 
that purpose. I am sure that in the matter of book agents I am 
a ing to a very wide 8 when I say protection against 
them would be very valuable. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, if we are going to give interstate 
commerce into the control of the Department of Agriculture, and 


rep- | if we are going to have the articles that are peddled or sold by 


agents or travelers in this way protected, we ought to extend it. 
I do not think we ought to limit it merely to seeds and fruits. I 
have no doubt of the desirability of the protection in that direc- 
tion, but there are a large number of other articles which, if we 
are to turn the regulation of interstate commerce over to the Ag- 
riculture De ent, I think ought to be equally protected. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Massachusetts if he 
thinks, on the general theory of 5 against sharp practice 
and cheating, two men ought to be allowed to change horses when 
the likelihood is that one or the other will get cheated if there is 
not Government protection? 

Mr. LODGE. It seems that protection in horse trades is some- 
thing we have a right to demand. There is nothing on which 
there is probably more cheating and nothing as to which the 
general public suffers more than in its horse trades. I think if 
we could have a large corps of veterinary surgeons employed by 
the Government to examine horses and certify to them, it would 
be a very great protection. 

Mr. C. K of Wyoming. Mr. President, this is not a new 
idea in legislation by any means. Neither is it an idea that can 
be laughed out of court. Neither is the proposition a safe one 
that because you can not remedy all evils you ought not to at- 
tempt to remedy any. We have legislated time and again on the 
agricultural bill on subjects connected with agriculture where 
noe are carried on to the detriment of the people. Certainly 
it will not be claimed either by the Senator from Massachusetts 
or anybody else that this would not bea good thing to accom- 
puei if it can be done. It is properly in place on the agricultural 

ill. If the citizens of Massachusetts are in danger of being 
swindled by lightning-rod agents the Senator can protect the citi- 
zens of Massachusetts in their guilelessness in some other bill. 

Mr.LODGE. That certainly affects the farmers, does it not? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Perhaps the farmersin Massachu- 
setts. The farmers of other States are able to protect themselves, 

Mr. LODGE. I see. Then why can not they protect them- 
selves on fruits, as our farmers do? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Lightning rods do not come into 
ordinary consumption. Fruits are directly concerned with agri- 
culture and come properly under the suggestion at least, if not 
the control, of the artment of 1 

Mr. HEYBURN. President, the fruit industry is very per- 
manent in its character. Lands that are worth eight or ten dollars 
an acre are converted into lands worth 8500 an acre in our State 
by being converted into fruit lands or orehards lands. The amend- 
ment seems particularly pertinent to an agricultural bill, which 
is kor the patron of considering those things that affect the 
farmers and their home life and their prosperity. Ihaveno doubt 
that if a horse bill was before the Senate or a lightning: rod bill or 
any other bill of that kind, the amendment might be offered and 
considered by the Senate. But, it is no answer to this amend- 
ment to say that because a man may be taken advantage of in a 
horse trade or in the purchase of lightning rods, he should not te 
protected from imposition of this kind which may affect the pros- 
penty of an entire country. 

Within tba last twenty years the sage-brush plains of southern 
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Idaho have been converted into orchards, and while men have not 
always been deceived as to the variety of fruits and vines and 
plants they have purchased and planted, yet they have been de- 
ceived to that extent ee agents of nurseries in other States lyi 
far to the east that it becomes a crying evil, and there is an ac 
necessity for its remedy at this time. 

Where should we goin seeking such a remedy if not to the agri- 
cultural bill? We have experimental stations for all other pur- 
poses. Why not have such an organization within the Agricul- 
tural Department of the Government as will detect and provide 
means for protection against this eyil. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Idaho 
does not class me along with some other Senators who have spoken 
and have cast ridicule and have rather tried to laugh this amend- 
ment out of the Senate. I do not belong to that class. Iam here 
objecting to the scope, the consequence. I want to stop this 
swindling of people by selling them one apple tree, which, if it is 
a genuine one, is very valuable, and when it comes to grow to 
bearing age they find that they have something else, absolutely 
worthless. The purchaser of such an article has not only lost the 
money which he paid for the tree originally, but he has lost all 
his time and the fertilizer and everything else in cultivating it 
and in bringing it to the stage of pul g 

That is an evil, but it is not to be remedied in this way. Iwant 
a penal statute regulating interstate commerce in cases of this kind 
which will make it permissible for the man who has been swindled 
to go into the United States court, without regard to the amount 
involved, and go back on the man who sold him the stuff and have 
him punished; but do not come here and spread the Agricultural 

ent all over creation. You will destroy it if you do. 

am in favor of the Agricultural Department. I am in favor 
of the work that itis doing. Ihave great respect for the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture. He is a man who has done more than any 
other man that I know of in this 2 in the last fifty years in 
behalf of agriculture. But I confess I do not see the wisdom or 
the good policy of undertaking to clothe him with these altogether 
improper powers. If you want fruit trees i ted, he can not, 
by any machinery which you can give him, go all over the country 
and stop swindling. Let us punish the swindlers rather than un- 
dertake to put somebody in possession of a power which will in- 
volve, as I said in the beginning, an immense interruption and 
bother and trouble and harassment of the great nursery industry 
of this country. 

Mr. HEYB . Ishould like to ask the Senator whether or 
not we have information enough at this time or have pro; 
far enough in this matter to take up the questionof prescribing a 
penalty for the infraction of alaw which does not yet exist? Is it 
not better for us, by providing that he shall make rules and reg- 
ulations for the purpose of determining the extent, the effect, and 
the character of the evil, to lay the foundation for doing just 
what the Senator says should be done now? Is the Senator ready 
at this time to propose a specific provision of law for the punish- 
ment of this evil? Is the evil sufficiently circumscribed and de- 
termined at this time? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me that the Senator and I have 
both described the condition, which is one in which men who buy 
fruit trees and vines of one kind, which would be valuableif gen- 
uine, and which prove to be utterly worthless, are swindled. e 
can, in the proper bill here, oe swindling on trees just as 
readily as on anything else. e punish the people who distill 
illicit whisky up and down the mountain streams in the back- 
wW . There is not any trouble, if the Senator will turn his at- 
tention to having a bill passed here for that p , to punish 
this swindling in the Federal courts, because it is interstate com- 
merce, by putting the amount down to $50 or $10 or any other lim- 
ited amount that he wants, which will bring the case within the 
purview of the courts. He need not go and undertake to investi- 

te. If he is going to continue to have an examination of this 
thing for three or five years before he legislates to ponen the evil, 
we will never get any results. I suggest to him that I will coop- 
erate with and help him to framé a bill which will reach these 
peddlers and swindlers who rob people, and we can do it more 
readily and certainly more effectively than in this way. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I spoke only half seriously. I 
did not know that the amendment was very seriously intended. 
But as it has been given a serious turn, I should like to point out 
that the growing of fruits and vines and the use of are not 
confined to one State. It is something which is common to the 
whole country. Even in my little State, Massachusetts, Worces- 
ter County was the third county in the United States in the value 
of its agricultural products in the census of 1890. It is one of the 
first of the counties to-day. We use alarge number of trees and 
vines and seeds of small fruits and vegetables. Why should the 
people who use those things be Angie out for Government pro- 
tection any more than anybody else? 

Thera are a great many other articles in use among the farmers 


in which they are entitled to just as much protection; and why 
should the farmer be singled out for protection above all other 
American citizens? Mr. President, I am in the habit of taking 
pretty liberal views of the powers of Government, but this is 
paternalism run mad to suppose that we are to have the heads of 
a Department here to protect every citizen of the United States 
in everything he buys. If you undertake to protect them on one 
thing, there is no reason why you should not undertake to protect 
them on another. The fruit grower and the grower of vegetables 
have no better claim for Government protection than any other 
class of American citizens. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, to undertake to have the Govern- 
ment come in and protect every buyer against every seller is a 
scheme utterly impossible in practice. Men have their redress in 
courts now. Are we to undertake to abolish the old doctrine of 
caveat emptor and to ero that everybody has to be taken care 
of by the Government like a child in swaddling clothes to see that 
he is not swindled? It was not in that way that this country has 
been settled and built up, but by independent, capable men, able to 
look out for themselyes. You can do a great deal to protect the 
public on matters which the courts can not reach, but are we to 
enter into the daily business and to say that we must protect all 
those in the country who are exposed to the liability of making 
bad bargains? 

_ If you once begin it, there is no place where you can draw the 
line. It seems to me to be entering upon a course of policy utterly 
alien to anything that we have ever done. 

Moreover, Mr. President, this undertakes to turn the regulation 
of interstate commerce into the Agricultural Department. I do 
not believe that this is a wise thing to do, and I agree with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] that to undertake 
to spread the Agricultural Department and its powers in this way 
is the worst thing for the Department that could be done. Iam 
entirely friendly to the Department and am a great admirer of 
the Secretary. 

Mr. President, I believe this amendment is entirely out of order, 
and I make the point of order on it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not know that I undefstand 
exactly what this amendment is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let it be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator allow it to be read? 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have it read again, so as to 
know what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Secretary will again read the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Idaho. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, after line 5, on page 27, to in- 
sert the following: 

Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture shall have power, and he is 
hereby authorized, to make such rules and re tions and to take such action 
for the prevention of interstate commerce in seeds, trees, plants, and vines 
Tank tis ALEE DE Hes ce V 
ven t 
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Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, that may serve a very useful 
purpose, and undoubtedly it would, but there are a good many 
other things that ought to be attached to it, it seems to me, if we 
are going into it. 

Now, out in the country in which I live, under the liberal postal 
regulations, our people send to New York and Boston and other 
places and buy . They frequently find when they get the 
goods that they are not what they sup they were. Why 
should we not put in some provision of this kind to protect them? 
It is not simply the farmer, but the whole community. 

It seems to me that this is such an important question that it 
ought not to be passed on in haste. However, it seems to me 
that this proposition is yery pertinent to the pending bill, for 
there is practically everything in this bill 3 what ought to 
be in it. We had some trouble getting in a little provision that 
might help some sections of the country and some classes of the 
people and benefit everybody. 

I find in this bill some things that strike me as yery wonderful, 
and I want to inquire of those who have this bill in char, I 
want to inquire of the party in power, the party we have 
told again and again here has the responsibility of legislation— 
where this system of the Government doing everything and the 
8 0 doing nothing for themselves is to stop? 

. President, I find in this bill two provisions: First, that the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall examine chemically, as the bill now 
stands, of what kind of material roads in the farming districts are 
to be made. It is confined now, I believe, to the chemical con- 
stituents, You can not pick up anywhere a farmer’s 3 15 years 
of age who does not know of what material a road in the neigh- 
borhood in which he lives ought to be built. Now, is there any 
necessity for this provision? Are the people of the farming and 
the rural districts, where they have been making roads for two 
hundred and fifty or three hundred years, so ignorant that they 
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have now to come here and get Congress to a te money to 
2 ones ty eat ae eee TI 
and pile in the roadway in order to make a good 
For this purpose I find that $15,000 is appropriated. It strikes 
me that in the agricultural field 22 can find many on 
which to spend $15,000 usefully to the agriculturist instead of get- 
ting this information. 
en, on another page I find thereis ana tion of $65,000, 
making an appropriation of $80,000 in , for what? To 
give i poop e of the United States information as to how to 
ild ; to tell the people how they shall construct the wagon 


roads of the country. 

Then, I find more than thatin this bill. I find that the author- 
E ent to construct a road as 
an object lesson. ere is the to construct it? 


tary 
If he constructs it in New England, what will it be to the 
people of rca is West? Or, if he builds it in the great West, 
what good will it be to the rest of thecountry? Anobject lesson! 
You will find it on the last page of the bill: 
d object lessons in road buil ; for the employment of experts, local 
and AA agents, clerks, ete ag and other labor. 

There is no end to whatcan be done under this porion ops 
the limit of $65,000. It is the only limit. Absolute authority 
given to go into the country and interfere with the public high- 
Ways. Bing $08,000,000 fon the. the 2 branch 3 
appropria 000, or the purpose o roads thi 
year. There is a bill in the Senate, and we e hove to an 
argument of an hour on it, which will cost 800,000,000 if it is 
carried out, but it is said that it will be nded so m 
year, so much the next year, and so on, and we will not feel it. 

I believe in the Government of the United States keeping up 
with the pro; of the times, but I do not believe that it is nec- 
essary that the Government should commence giving instructions 
to the people of the United States about building roads, and, above 
all, I know it is not in the province of this Government to build 
roads in the several States of the Union at an expense of $24,000,000 
or any sum whatever. 

I do not deny that under the old system, when the mails were 
and could be carried only over the roads in wagons, the Govern- 
ment did build some roads, and that in the early history of the 
country the Government did build a road across the mountains 
to open the great country known as the Northwest country.” 
But are we going to enter upon a system of making roads? Is the 
Government going to take from the States that which they have 
been doing and doing successfully—the building of their own roads? 

Mr. President, in my youth I went into a country without law; 
I went into a country where there was no regulation except what 
the people themselves made; a country that was open, and where 
for three years the people lived without any interference on the 
part of the General Government or the State of „Which 
claimed some jurisdiction over it, or a of it at least, and 
where there was never a dollar collected anybody for taxes 
during that time, and where the people maintained all the proper 
nucon of a government of the people, by the people, and for 

e e. 

Mr, President, it was a country in which it was difficult to 
make roads. But we made our own roads. We made them by 
parin g our hands in our pockets to build the roads necessary to 
open the N that one community might have intercourse 
With another. e built the roads up the mountains; we built 
them over the mountains, and all that has been done. And While 
Colorado is a comparatively new State, I say here, although Iam 
getting letters from A segs there saying they want the Govern- 
ment to build roads there, the pe of Colorado, as a people, do 
not want the Government of the United States to interfere with 
their domestic and local affairs, and do not want it to build any 


Mr, President, you can not go on with this condition. You are 
to build an object lesson. How long is it to be? Is it to be an 
object lesson 10 miles in ny hag or 1 mile in length? And when 

ou build an object lesson one community, you will have to 
d one in another and one in another and another, and there is 
no end to it. 

Mr. President, a few years ago, to satisfy, as was said, the dis- 
affection and discontent of the farming community, we adopted a 
system which is now known as “rural mail delivery.“ I know 
something of the people who live on farms. I lived on a farm 
until I was old enough to go out and take care of myself. I have 
come in contact with farming people all my life. I know there 
was no considerable demand by the farming people of the United 
States for the introduction of & system that is y us 
$20,000,000 a year, and before we get through will cost us a hun- 
dred million dollars a year. F 

I know that the farmer boy who lives 8 or 10 miles away from 
his ffice, if such a case can be found in these days, and it 
rarely can be, wants to go to town once a week, and it is a bless- 
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ing to him that he 55 and no farmer is demand - 
ing this relief, as it is to the farmer. Who does demand 
it, Mr. President? I get petitions from people in my State who 
want a rural 5 on this line or the other. In 
nine cases out of ten it is the man who wants to be the mail car- 
rier who gets up . Everybody will sign it, and as you 
have entered upon that system I send the petition to the Depart- 
ment, and in many instances they grant it and in some instances 
they do not. If Sisy do not, then you have given a cause for one 
community to ye if they have any desire for the route. 

You can benefit the farmer in a thousand ways better than you 
can by sending the mail to his door. It is true that the local 
countyn pers, which send out their papers through the mail 
free under the statute, have been, perhaps, the strongest adyo- 
cates of rural mail delivery. But I am not going to spend any 
time on that. 

I rose, Mr. President, only to say that I think somewhere there 
has to be a check on 3 riations; somewhere there has 
to be a going back to the old 8 o that you have no right to 
raise from people more taxes than the absolute necessities of 
the Government demand. Every dollar that you , whether 
it is for roads in Massachusetts, or New York, or Colorado, comes 
out of some man’s et, It is not essential to the good condi- 
tion of society. It is not necessary for the 55 of the 
Government. It is not necessary at all that any money should 


Da ppan Tor a pon aay ion of the country, except it 
be in Alaska, an 3 be the last to spen it. 
Mr. President, this bill contains an a ropriation of $450,000 


against the fores 
business. I am a lover of trees, and I think likely I have plan 
as many trees as almost any other man in public life. But it is 
not the duty of the Government of the United States to plant 
trees for the American people. is morning I received in my 
mail a letter from a man out on the prairies who said that the 
to which he had instructed him to ask me to 
ve the Government establish a tree farm in that neighborhood 
to raise timber, he said, for the farmers of the country. Ireplied 
to him early this morning, and I said: 
‘ou want to raise trees on th t prairi 
880 do it by your own 8 ‘ene exertions, and you can ot depend 
upon the Government of the United States, which is absolu incapable of 
doing it and at the same time doing justice to every other of this great 
coun! . 

If you enter upon it in one section, you must enter upon it in 
all. We have extended our e to an alarming extent. 
We have from a comparatively small national expense gone to an 
expense that is terrifying to the men who stop to think. Youare 
demanding in every Department of this Government an increased 
appropriation, whether it be for the Treasury oi ph or any 
other. Your navy appropriation has gone, since I have been here 
in the Senate, from $13,000,000 to an estimate to-day of $105,000,- 
000. In 1889 the entire expense of the American Army and Amer- 
ican Navy was $55,000,000. Last year it was $218,000,000 or 

,000,000. This year, Mr. President, it will be still higher. 
Now, add to that oas road building, add to that your forest 
reserves, and your planting of trees upon the sides of mountains 
and upon the Great Plains, and you have got to revise your revenue 
laws. You are facing a deficit in this year. -There is un- 
doubtedly to be a deficit and not a surplus, although a surplus is 
estimated for by the Treasury Department. Next year the Treas- 
ury Department says there will be a deficit, and the next year 
there will be another deficit, and the deficit will grow as the a 
5 grow, and as they must naturally grow. Let, Mr. 

ident, they ought not to grow abnormally. 

If you are to give the Secretary of Agriculture the right to in- 
terfere with the commerce of this country, and give to the 
Secretary of the Treasury the same right, which you have given 
a the interstate-commercs law, the expense must be paid for 

y somebody. 

I know, as everybody knows, that a country like ours, growing 
rapidly, mustincrease her expenses, and increase them sufficiently, 
I will say, to carry on the Government in the way that this Gov- 
ernment was intended to be carried on by the men who created it. 
Itnever was intended, Mr. President, that the people of the States 
should not do their duty and take care of the affairs in the States. 
It never was intended that the Government should do for indi- 
viduals what individuals can do better for themselves than any 
government in the world, 

Now, Mr. President, I know it is not of any use to move to 
strike out the provision about It comes here from 
the House. It is the tendency of the times. It is the tendency of 
the party in power, Mr. President, to increase the revenues by in- 
creasing taxation on the people. That is the way of the party in 
power. I donot care which party it is, whether it is Democratic 
or Republican; it is the way they keepin power when they get 
hold of the purse strings. 


SESS San ae aoe A N aan ase he 
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Now, Mr. President, I know how futile it is to make these ob- 
jections. I know that they will fall upon deaf ears, and I will 
zimply be charged with entering, as usual, a complaint. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 


of order. Are there further amendments to the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY obtained tte floor. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to say 
a word in reply to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. Probably the Senator from Ver- 
mont could reply to two of us at one time if he would wait until 
I have finished. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I am willing to take it either way; but I 
think the Senator would probably like to have an opportunity to 

ly to me. It will not take him a very long time. 

r. BAILEY. I am entirely willing 

Mr. PROCTOR. Suit yourself. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I am entirely willing that the Senator from 
Vermont shall proceed, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I do not rise to reply to the 
dg of the Senator from Colorado as to the partyin power. If 
1 the ability or inclination I should hardly do it at this time. 
I agree with him substantially as to the legitimate province of 
the National Government and our State and local governments in 
these matters. But I think this line may as | be drawn, thatitis 
right for the General Government proper and its duty to do what 
it can in the educational line. I think that is perfectly legiti- 
mate. 

In reference to roadmaking and forestry, I think that the work 
which is being done and will be done is very useful indeed. I 
had a conference the other day with the road commissioner of 
my State, Who has done most excellent work. 

We have had a general appropriation there, and a provision for 
making a certain amount of ent roadway. I find from 
his experiments that there is great doubt whether the systems of 
roadmaking that we have taken from other countries, the mac- 
adam and telford roads, answer the purpose in this country that 
they do there. The difference in climate makes a great difference. 
On account of our drier climate those roads do not stand as well, 
and the cost of repair, for which he gave me some very interesting 
figures, will be very much greater. 

Now, there is a very earnest effort, I presume, from every State 
in this direction. Weare receiving petitions in regard to national 
aid for roads. I think the Senator and others can well reply, if 
they are opposed to such an appropriation, that we do everything 
we can properly do. We examine the material, we examine the 
different systems, and we make a small appropriation, and there 
can be no question about that, fairly distributed, for an object 
lesson; and beyond that we ought not to go. It strikes me that 
instead of an entering wedge to what the Senator apprehends, it 
is really the best reason to be given against it. 

In regard to forestry, that isa matter which is attracting great 
attention allover the country. There is need of it. Weare losing 
the best of our timber very rapidly indeed, and I think the money 
appropriated to that industry is well expended. 

r. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that if we 
do not now understand the best methods, in my judgment it be- 
longs to the States to find out what is the best method, and not to 
the United States. If the people of Vermont, after the existence 
of that State for one hundred years, do not know how to build 
roads, the State of Vermont ought to take some steps to get the 
information necessary to build good roads. I do not think they 
need any. I think they have had experience enough and know 
how to build good roads. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I simply want to welcome the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] and the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to my small minority in this body. I 
have stood here day after day and protested against this pater- 
nalism until I had about given over the hope of ever inducing 
anybody to believe again that there was any point at which the 
operation of the Federal Government ought to end and the efforts 
of the individual citizen, county, municipality, or State ought to 


begin. 

Put surely when so confirmed a Federalist, I might say so con- 
firmed a Nationalist, as the junior Senator from husetts 
protests against this hasty, general, and indiscriminate substitu- 
tion of the action of the Government for the action of the indi- 
vidual, I may well be encouraged to believe that it will finally 

t so bad that it must get better. That is about the only hope, 
abt, I have that there will ever come a time again when men 
will rely upon themselves rather than upon the Government, 

For my part, I rather wish that the Senator from Idaho had 
succeeded in ingrafting upon the bill that amendment which seeks 
to accomplish the impossible thing of making all fruit-tree venders 
honest. The next step, and that would fail, would be a proposi- 


tion for a civil-service examination to be held for all these fruit- 
tree and seed venders, The Secretary of Agriculture would be 
authorized to give them certificates for varying degrees of honesty 
and good behavior. 

A man who sold apples for apples and pears for pom and did 
no mọre than to misrepresent the exact variety of his apple or 

trees would probably have given to him a certificate of fair 
onesty, and a man who not only sold the particular fruit, but the 
particular grade of fruit he professed to sell would probably be 
given a chromo with a certificate tied with a blue ribbon for each 
dozen trees that he happened to sell. 

I see no more objection to requiring people to stand an exam- 
ination as to their intelligence and integrity than there is in au- 
thorizing the Secretary to make other kinds of regulations that 
interfere with their traffic. Possibly we are going on the theory 
that penal statutes which punish men for doing wrong have failed 
to accomplish the desired result, and we are not going to be con- 
tent with punishing men for cheating others, but we are going 
to tie them hard and fast, so that they can not cheat. 

Why not, then, go onestep further? Instead of allowing a man 
who must buy fruit trees to be victimized by the itinerant vender, 
why not establish a Government station in connection with one 
of these bre:ding farms that we provided for the other day, where 
a man can go and be certain that he buys fig trees that will not 
bear thistles. Then we would have no trouble in protecting our 
simple-minded folks from their cunning brothers. 

Let no man buy or sell except under the supervision and with 
the approval of the Secretaries of Agriculture and the Treasury. 
Take away the rewards of industry, abolish the incentives to in- 
telligent and conservative business methods. Let us place every- 
body on a dead level. It will be low enough, of course, to satisty 
everybody, but so we are all the same I suppose it will make no 
great difference to those new philosophers. 

That is what the Government ought to do and that is what the 
Government will finally do unless it turns back. The Senator 
from Colorado sees what the road building means, I will live, if 
I live as long as my father has done, to see a Federal officer prob- 
ably supervising all the county roads in this country. You can 
induce the people to accept anything if you glaze it over with an 
appropriation and do not take it out of their pockets directly. 

If it were proposed for the Federal Government to lay a tax of 
so many mills on woy citizen’s dollar’s worth of property to build 
these roads, you could not carry that kind of a proposition here 
or elsewhere. In the States where it is spent under their imme- 
diate supervision they will not consent to high taxes for the pur- 
pose of making good roads; but if you can take it from their 
pockets indirectly, pick them while they sleep, then they seem to 
want all that Con; will appropriate. : 

I remember in Cleveland's first Administration he was assailed 
with great vigor and denunciation because the expenditures of 
the Government had then reached $250,000,000 per annum, and the 
country stood aghast atit. He was defeated for reelection, and 
one of the things that contributed to his defeat was the enor- 
mous growth in public expenditures. In less than twenty years 
those expenditures have now exceeded $600,000,000 annually, and 
there are none in this Chamber to lift their voices against the ex- 
travagance but the Senator from Massachusetts Ft LopeE], the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], and myself. 

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator from Texas believe that the 
citizens of the United States are suffering any loss of sleep or that 
they sorrow over the expenses of to-day, according to their in- 
come, as compared with their expenses and income under the 
Cleveland Administration, when spending but two or three hun- 
dred million dollars? Does he feel that we are in any hardship 
now as a people that we were not under then as to the great ex- 
penditure he 1 855 of? 

Mr. BAILEY. I know that to-day in municipal, county, State, 
and Federal taxes the people of the United States are spending 
every dollar they receive for their cotton, corn, wheat, and oats 
crops. And if you required them to come and pay their taxes in 
the produce that comes from their soil and their toil, there would 
be a revolution in this country before any party could levy a tax 
as enormous as they now endure. 

Mr. WARREN. If the people are any happier in paying the 
expenses of the Government under the present mode of collec- 
tion, would the Senator disturb that by going back to a period of 
time and a different mode of government, which would make 
them all unrestful? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I would be uncivil enough to 
awaken a man from the most delightful dream if I thought it 
was carrying him finally toa bad result. When the Senator from 
Wyoming intimates that the people are delighted with the exist- 
ing condition, I might reply that that is because of the facility 
with which our friends on the other side can lull them to sleep. 


Many years ago I read four lines that I hesitate now to repeat, 
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because they have doubtless passed entirely out of my mind, but 
it seems that somewhere in my youthful days I read about— 
A bat of the Indian brakes, 
Whose pinions fan the wounds she makes, 


And soothing thus the dreamer’s pains, 
She drinks the lifeblood from his veins, 


While I entertain the highest respect for the intelligence of the 
American people, I do not flatter them so grossly as to claim that 
they always comprehend their own highest and best interests. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator will not accuse this country of 
having been in one of those delightful dreams of security during 
the years 1893 and 1894, when we were under, or approaching, a 
different system of collection of money and when panic and hard 
times were staring us in the face. 

Mr. BAILEY. Still harping on my daughter.“ 

Mr. WARREN. Selling bonds to pay the running expenses of 
the country instead of taking our revenue as now, for instance. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Administration of Mr. Cleveland—unfortu- 
nate for the country, you say, unfortunate for the Democratic 
party, I say, because the people, mistaking natural conditions for 
political consequences, visited the punishment on us—— 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator is assuming. if I understand the 
thread of his discourse, that the present mode of taxation is too 
high in the way of our tariff; he would have it lowered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, Mr. President, I would not—— 

Mr. WARREN. During the time he speaks of, under Mr. Cleve- 
land, we certainly came nearer to his idea of the collection of reve- 
nue in this country and a lower tariff than we had had for many 
years. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Wyoming is not advised, be- 
cause the criticism against the expenditures under Mr. Cleve- 
land's Administration, to which I refer, were the expenditures 
under his first Administration, when an ideal Republican tariff 
law was in existence and was executed by a Democratic Presi- 
dent, because, this body being Republican, he was powerless to 
secure the modification or repeal of it. 

Mr. WARREN. And the country was executed as well. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, not at that time. The ony did suffer 
under Mr. Cleveland as it has suffered under other Administra- 
tions and as it will suffer again. 

I want to record a prophecy to which the Senator from Wyo- 
ming may haye his attention called hereafter. 

- Mr. WARREN. Well, Mr. President. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me say now that if—which I sincerely hope 
will not be the case—during the next four years there are two 
bad crop years, as there were under Cleveland’s second Adminis- 
tration, this country will witness a repetition of the painful scenes 
and conditions that we suffered then. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I think the Senator is entirely 
consistent, because I have heard Senators and others who are not 
Senators, members of the same political party as himself, say that 
give them one or two years of bad crops and they would get the 
ascendency again in politics in this country. I think he is cor- 
rect that adversity is a factor, perhaps an ally, in obtaining Demo- 
cratic party success. 

Mr. BAILEY. The man who said that ought either to bea 
Republican or a Populist. He ought to believe in monopoly or 
socialism. A man who isa Democrat and who believes that there 
is no hope for his party except in the calamities of the country 
misunderstands the principles of the Democratic party. We do 
not teach that the Government makes the people either prosper- 
ous or happy. We teach that the Government ought to leave the 
people to make themselves both prosperous and happy. Precisely 
what I am protesting against here and now is this eternal and in- 
creasing tendency to take everything out of the hands of the indi- 
vidual and confer it upon the Government. 

No Democrat who understands the principles and knows the 
traditions of his party ever has taught or has ever believed that 

rosperity is the product of the Government. We perfectly un- 
e ee that misgovernment may abate prosperity. We per- 
fecily understand that unjust and unwise laws may take the 
wealth created by one man and confer it upon another man who 
has not honestly earned it. But we have never believed and we 
have never taught thatwealth is the creation of the Government. 
It is a creation of the brain, the muscle, the industry of men, ap- 
plied first to the soil and to the raw materials out of which we 
fashion useful articles of commerce and civilization. 

The Senator from Wyoming gives an excellent reason for the 

litical darkness in which he has wandered so long. A man who 

lieves that the Democratic party has ever been so foolish as to 
teach the people of this country that their prosperity and their 


cg bone depend upon the Government ought never to have been’ 
a 


emocrat. and a man who continues to believe that can never 
become a Democrat. 


tion that now and then seizes a Democrat he does lay so much 
stress upon the injustice of your laws as to imply that if we made 
laws we would make all men rich and all women happy. But 
that is merely the aberration of a moment. A real Democrat 
knows, and knowing it he teaches, that it is the province of the 
Government to make men free, and leaye them to make them- 
selves happy and prosperous. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Wyoming does not doubt that 
aman might be ea 8 and still indulge in an extrava- 
gance not warran y his prosperity. And may the same not 
be true of a country? When the Senator from Wyoming will 
tell me that the wealth of this country has doubled, that the 
productions of this country have doubled, then he can justify 
doubling the expenditures of the Government. Even a double 
population and double wealth ought not to call for double expend- 
itures, because, with so many charges fixed and the same, 
whether the numbers be large or small, the increase in the ex- 
penditures per capita ought to be a diminishing one as the popu- 
lation increases. 

There are certain great and necessary expenses that would be 
the same whether we had 10,000,000 or 100,000,000 people, and 
when they are taken into consideration the expenditures beyond 
that and outside of that ought to be a diminishing scale as the 
population grows. But instead of providing the people of this 
country with that sensible arrangement, we have provided an 
ascending scale of expenditure per capita, and how? By invad- 
ing, as we are doing every year more and more, the domain of 
private and individual effort. 

We started out with a $5,000 appropriation to experiment with 
some fish, and it has culminated in a Commission that now hatches 
them in every State in this Union. We started out with a small 
appropriation to experiment with rural free delivery, and we have 
not only suffered the burden of the expenditure, but we have 
added to it the infinitely worse effect of scandalizing the postal 
service. Twenty million dollars now, for what? To carry the 
mail to people who would prefer to go after it. I live in a very 
excellent town of 8,000, and everybody prefers to go to the post- 
office once a day. Yet you have carriers to carry it to them, 
though they prefer to go after it. 

Why carry your mail to the farmer? It is not half so important 
as his medicine. Why carry mail? It is not half so important 
as food and drink. ey will be carrying almost every kind of 
merchandise in the rural free delivery before very long. Already 
in this and in the other House we have these postal-parcel bills, 
intended to allow the Government to become a common carrier 
on a somewhat moderate scale; and under the enlarged postal 
facilities, coupled with free delivery, it will not be ten years be- 
fore the representative of the Federal Government will be deliy- 
ering to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] the shoes 
and hats which he must buy. 

Mr. WARREN. Providing we have a Republican Administra- 
tion and I am able to buy them. 

Mr. BAILEY. If we have a Republican Administration, the 
Senator’s kind will be increasingly able to buy them and the other 
kind will be decreasingly able to buy them. 

The trouble with the Senator's party is that it represents one 
extreme—monopoly—and on the other hand stand our Populist 
friends representing the extreme of socialism. 

If the Republicans continue to control this Government a few 
years longer, a few people will own everything, and if our Popu- 
lists could control it a few years, nobody would own anything. 
I am not exactly prepared to say which would be the happier con- 
dition. Iwould escape them both by strengthening that great con- 
servative party which holds toa safe and a middle course, demand- 
ing justice toward all and conferring special privileges on none. 

Mr. WARREN. May ask the Senator from Texas a question? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. I have observed with a great deal of interest 
and admiration the Sen:tor’s ability in quoting figures. His de- 
ductions from those fignres are not always. however, such as I 
should draw. The Senator makes the somewhat broad statement 
about the road to the devil we are traveling in our postal affairs; 
that we are spending twenty or thirty million dollars in the rural 
delivery, etc. 

I want to ask the Senator—I do not know myself—what is the 
deficit to-day in the Post-Office Department; how much short is 
it of being self-supporting; and, if he knows, how much short 
was it before we had any rural free delivery? Let us get at what 
the cost may be of free delivery. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will answer that with a principle instead of 
statistics. It makes no difference how much or how little the 
deficit is, the people pay the bills, and the important question is, 
how much are we spending? 

What I complain about is the wasteful expenditure of money 


Iwill confess that in an inexcusable and inexplicable hallucina- ' for an unnecessary service. 
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Mr. WARREN. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me finish my answer 

Mr. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 
make an observation? 


Mr. BAILEY. Iwill, very cheerfully, 

Mr. > I am sorry to see the Senator from Texas 
undertake to give the Republicans thecredit, while he seems to be. 
lambasting them with the wrong or the criminality, whatever it 
may be, of the rural free delivery. If we are not all equally 
chargeable with any sin that there may be in that, then Lam mis- 
take 


nl, 
I want to claim equal credit with anybody about it; I want to 
stand here and say to the Senator, who lives. in a town of 8,000 


people, having his mail brought to him, that he does not realize 
what a great ing it has been to the of this country. 
who share in a somewhat modified degree the blessings of this 


paternalistic Government, which in every city has the mail car- | has 


ried to every door from two to six times a day, according to its 

ulation. And yet these farmers, who pie” ee have 
hitherto been forced to go 10 miles to the ce—or 5 or 7 
miles, as the case may. I say to the Senator, if he thinks 


the people of the United States who live in the country and who 
are farmers do not consider the rural free delivery a blessing 


then he is badly off. 

Mr. BAILEY. T would want to have some further proof of 
that than the mere assertion of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN, And I should like to have some other proof 
than the Senator's assertion that it is the contrary, because I live 
in the country and have always lived in the country, and Iam 
giad of it, and I know how my neighbors feel about this thing, and 

know more about. farmers than the Senator does. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not think there is anything that the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina, does not know more about than any 
other Senator, if we take his opinion on that point. But I decline 
to take his opinion on this particular question. I think I know 
something about the farmers, though I make no parade of being 
one of them. I do not myself think that it is any particular credit 
or discredit: to a man whether he lives in the town or in the 
country, so that he lives uprightly wherever he happens to live. 

The r from South Carolina is no doubt f. r with the 
opinions. of his neighbors, but I still insist that his neighbors 
know that they have to help pay the expenses of this Government. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And they have hitherto received none of its 
benefits. They are mighty glad to get even so small a thing as 
rural free delivery have their mail brought to their doors 
every day, rather than to have to go 6 or 7 miles after it two or 
three times a week. 

. Mr, BAILEY. Then, let us continue; let us carry their coal to 

them. In a great State of this Union a great political party, 
yielding to one of those hallucinations about which I spoke a few 
moments ago, proposed to put the Federal Government into the 
business of mining coal in order that the poor might be cheaply 
warmed. Why not do that? 

Mr. KEAN. Would not the Senator name that political party 
and its leader? 

Mr. BAILEY. I regret: to say it was the party to which I be- 
long; but the difference between my party and the Senator’s 
pare is that we are mistaken sometimes and they are mistaken 
allthe time. [Laughter.] . À 

If the idea is that giving to the people is a wise policy, let us 
sell them coal, letus give them bread, let us furnish them meat. 
Why should the people be compelled to work when the Government 
can do all these things for them? 

Now, Mr. President, it might be very convenient for me, living 5 
miles in the country, to have the Government: bring my mail to 
me, but when it is remembered that, under a just and honest and 
equal system of contributing to governmental expenses, I am 
siinply paying the Government to bring my mail to me, as every 
other man bearing his share is paying to have it brought to him, 
perhaps it then becomes.a mere question—is.the service worth the 
money? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me finish this. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Very well. : 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly, if I have to ride to town from 
my home, 5 miles distant, to get the weekly. paper, it would be 
convenient to have it brought; but if I had to put my hand down 
in my pocket and pay out the ready cash, d I hire it done or 
would I go after it? I would simply do as we did so long, and as 
we did so satisfactorily—I would saddle my horse and go after 
the mail, instead of paying somebody to bring it to me, Is it 


apes that we have devised a way of having something done | these 
‘or 


the people that does not cost the people anything? If that is 
true, if we can perform a legislative miracle and render a service 
without any cost, it would not be sensible or patriotic to deny the 
people such a benefaction, < 


But so long as I live up to my early belief that the Govern- 
iter a, ge to begin with, and only saved from the poor- 
house by the contributions of the people, that the Government 
has no dollar except what it takes from those who.earn it,as God 
intended ney should, by the sweat of their face, or else by the 
exercise of their intelligence, so long as I believe that I shall 
think. it. better to let the people spend their own money in their 
own way, surrendering to the Government each man’s fair share 
toward supporting the Government in the exercise.of its proper 
governmental functions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President; the Senator knows that I have 

t admiration for him—and I am not ing ironically, as. 
FFF He knows also that 
in most of the views he holds and has been expressing so elo- 
8 Ia with him in toto. But he must remember that 
Post- Department is a governmental monopoly which 
existed from the foundation of our Republic; that its pecul- 
jar function is to collect. the mail and ibute it; and when 
he undertakes to discriminate. against the farmer, who propor- 
tionally pays his share of the tax, and deny him the t. that 
may come from haying his mail delivered, knowing that. the 
progress of the world and the demands of business and every- 
thing else have made it necessary, or at least desirable, for the 
denizens of the cities to receive their mail at their doors, I want to 
ask him, where is the democracy which. makes flesh of one and 
fowl of the other; that a man Who lives in the country shall be 
denied the same blessings of this Government which a man who 
lives in the city receives? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, if I contended that, I should say 
that the Senator's dissent was a very sensible one, but I do not 
contend that. On the contrary, I began what I had to say by 
complaining that where I live, in a very excellent little town, 
where all the people make it their business to go to the post-office 
once each day, the Government pays carriers to bring to them the 
mail which they prefer to go after. 

Mr. TILL . In my State there are several little towns of 
the same size as that in which the Senator lives, and there is not 
one of them to-day which is without city delivery that is not 
clamoring and®begging and petitioning the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to give it to them. Towns must have a certain amount of 
postal receipts and certain other conditions. before they can get 
such a delivery, but I do not know anybody in my State who does 
not prefer to have his mail delivered at his door, if he can get it 
done, rather than to go to the post-office for it. I am afraid I am 
not over nice in my views on this question. In the little town in 
which the Senator lives he says the people prefer to go to the 
post-ofñce rather than have their mail brought to them. 

828 5 8 we rat 8 nee 

r. TILLMAN, to tell my friend that a t man 
South Carolinians have gone to Texas. = j 

Mr. BAILEY. Les, and we have put some of them in the pen- 
itentiary. too. ughter.] 

Mr. TILL. And you have put some of them in Congress. 
[Laughter.] You have got one of them for governor now. and it 
would have been better if you had been born east of Mississippi. 
But that is neither here nor there, I want to say to the Senator. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to correct the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. I did not have the good fortune to be born in Texas. Iwas 
born east of the Mississippi River, in the good old State of Mis- 


sissippi. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is a good enough State for anybody, 
though it is more like Sonth Carolina than any other State. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, all jocularity aside, if the Sen- 
ator understood me to say, or to mean, that free mail delivery 
ought to be confined to towns and cities and not extended to the 
country, he misunderstood me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not understand that, but I understood 
the Senator to object to the rural delivery on the principle that it 
was wrong; and naturally he would have this result follow. that 
the people in the cities would have the blessing of this little pa- 
ternalism or this. big pa , Whichever you choose to call 
it, while the farmer would be denied it. I think paternalism is a 
pretty good thing, provided you get your share of it. It is only 
when my people do not get their just proportional share of it that 
Lobject.toit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY, The Senator from South Carolina has hereto- 
fore done himself popu ee of saying that if there is 
any stealin on he wants his share of it, 

Mr. TILLMAN, 


St erecta 
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Mr. BAILEY. I want to say that I certainly o-w-e priation for the St. Louis Exposition as a steal, and then an- 

Mr. WARREN. Ido not want to break in on this little sym- | nounced that he was going to vote for it. 
posium, of course. Mr. TILLMAN. Because I had got some of the same kind of 

Mr. BAILEY. I owe the Senator from South Carolina an stuff for my own State. [Laughter.] 
apology for haying provoked him into giving the sanction of his| Mr. BAILEY. He does not always try to prevent it, then; but 
high name in this high place to the doctrine of theft. The Sena- | the Senator from South Carolina knows the one contention I am 
tor does not mean—— making, that as we multiply these expenditures we compel the 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator does not mean that the Senator | people to pay either for unnecessary services to themselves or 
from South Carolina approves of theft anywhere. The Senator | for unnecessary services to others. 
from Texas knows that. But when I see things here which, in| Mr. TILLMAN rose, 
my judgment, are wrong—and my opinion in regard tothemis| Mr. BAILEY. Just a moment, and then I will yield. The 
based upon the principles which the Senator from Texas has so | Senator says that he gets $1 and gives $10. 
eloquently been enunciating, that the Government has no busi-| Mr. TILLMAN. I do not give onang I can not help my- 
ness engaging in things of this kind—but when I see the Govern- | self. They come and get it. [Laughter.] 
ment engaging in them every day, and going more and more into | Mr. BAILEY. Then I will express it as the Senator does, and 
them, and I can not help myself, what I do—play the fool, | say that the Government takes $10 from him and returns him $1. 
pay taxes, and get nothing back? aughter.] It is a gross inequality, an unspeakable injustice, that it returns 

. BAILEY. Isuppose that is the difference between a prac- him anything in thes of money, because the Government 

tical statesman and a “‘ bookish theoric.“ I presume that if I | ought only to take from him and from every other man his fair 
were a practical statesmen, instead of protesting against the | share toward its support, and it ought not to return him anything. 
spoliation of the Treasury, I would say it ought not to be done, A just and frugal and wisely administered government would 
but vote to do it in the expectation that my share would be duly | not take more than it required, and would, therefore, have 
allotted tome. But, being somewhat of an inelastic quality of | nothing left to return. 
mind—I will not say of conscience—I find it impossible to de- But the Government is not justly and wisely administered, we 
nounce a thing and then demand a division of it. will say; and vpo that proposition the Senator from South Caro- 

Mr. TILLMAN. If it belonged to you originally, would you | lina and myself will agree. The Government does lay taxes that 
not be willing to take a part of it? If you were one of the heirs to | it ought not to lay, and it does discriminate against sections and 
acowand all the other heirs were sitting down to supper and eating | classes in the levy of those taxes, as I see it. Now, believing 
the beef and you had to stand by—my friend, you lean too far | that, as we both do, what becomes the duty of a Senator from 
backward, you had better get your consciencestraightened. That South Carolina or a Senator from Texas? It is to resist every un- 
is all I have to say. [Laughter.] necessary expenditure, for unnecessary appropriations require 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I haye no wonder that the Sena- | unnecessary taxes, and the unnecessary taxes simply intensify 
tor from South Carolina interrupted himself in the course of his | and aggravate the injustice and discrimination. 
illustration. Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will the Senator allow me? 

I am not inclined to believe that any member of this body votes Mr. BAILEY. I will. 
for what he considers a downright violation of his duty. Myas-| Mr. TILLMAN. Ihave been here nine years. Can the Sena- 
sociation with men in public life has satisfied me that, almost | tor point to a single vote of mine where I have not by that vote 
without exception, they strive to do their duty. But they are | undertaken to stop this thing? I voted for the Charleston Expo- 
subject to the same i ities that afflict the rest of mankind. | sition. I had seen the money of the Government, as I have said, 
It is very easy for them to perceive it to be their duty to do what | stolen for such purposes, and I only accepted a part of it because 
makes them popular with their constituents, and, naturally | I saw other cities and other sections getting it.- We have been 
enough, a Senator yields to those who honor him with their con- paying our taxes and 5 That is my defense. 
fidence and with their high office a deference not ont of place. . BAILEY. And it is that spirit which has increased the ap- 

I do not profess that I would not go as far to comply with the | propriations of the Government in twenty years from $250,000,000 
wishes and even to serve the selfish interests of my constituents | to $600,000,000. Continue that sort of thing, and after twenty 
as any patriotic Senator ought to go, but if this whole matter is | years more we will be spending a billion dollars a year instead of 
to be reduced to a mere exchange of favors, if the question of | a billion dollars a Congress. 
right and wrong is to be eliminated or even obscured, and we are | The Senator from South Carolina and myself remember that in 
to do any certain thing because others are doing it or because our | 1890 the people of this country rose with an irresistible power 
people command us to do it, notwithstanding we think it wrong, | and drove the Republican party out of authority in the House of 
then my judgment is that one man could serve as a Senator as | Representatives upon the cry that that Fifty-first Congress was 
well as another. * a billion-dollar Co 5 

If it is to be a matter of bargain, then, instead of going to the In every hamlet, town, and village in this land we arraigned 
law offices of this country to find men learned in the law upon and denounced the Republican party because their Congress had 
whom I would impose the duty of making laws, I would go to | spent a billion dollars of the people’s money. Our Republican 
the great centers of trade, I would engage the services of those | friends sought to answer the charge by saying: This is a billion- 
men who are masters in driving bargains, and I would send them | dollar country,” but did that answer satisfy the judgment of the 
here to agree with their fellow-Senators upon these—I will not people? Read the returns of the elections to the Fifty-second 
call them thefts—I will call them these divisions. But that is Congress for the answer. A party that was in control of the 
not my view. Assuming no higher virtue than I freely accord | Fifty-first Congress found i with barely enough Members to 
to other Senators, I believe that if the Government is entering | demand a roll call in the Fifty-second Congress; and that tremen- 
upon and pursuing an 5 be policy in expending the public | dous revolution occurred because a Republican Congress had 
money, it is my duty to call a halt and not to demand a division. | spent a billion dollars of the people’s money. 

Where shall the end be if, instead of resisting this wasteful and You assailed us in the election of 1888 because we had increased 
I might well say criminal extravagance, we simply protest against | the expenditures of the Government to $250,000,000, and you se- 
it in mild terms, and then say, Let us divide on the basis of | cured a verdict at the hands of the people. We assailed you in 
population?“ From $250,000,000 twenty ygan ago to $650,000,000 | 1890 because you had spent a billion dollars, and we obtained 


now is the bitter fruit ọf this policy of silence and division. from the people a judgment of condemnation against you. And 
Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator accuse me of having been | yet in fourteen years you have added $480,000,000 to the e di- 
silent here on that kind of thing? tures of the Government, and no voice is lifted against the ex- 


Mr. BAILEY. No; the Senator has always proclaimed, though | travagance. Indeed, we are told that the Government is doing 
I have tried to dissuade him from doing it on more than one oc- | something for the people. 
casion, that he will not help to take, but he will help to divide. | I thought it was the duty of the people to do something for the 
That is the Senator’s doctrine. Government. That was the school in which I was trained. Now 
Mr. TILLMAN. Because I help to pay taxes and I do not get we have it reversed. It is now the duty of the Government to do 
anything like one-tenth that I ought to get. I pay $10 or my | something for the people. Under this mistaken and enervatin 
State pays $10, and gets back 50 cents. [Laughter.] pey the people can no longer go to the post-office for their ae 
Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. President, if the Senator from South | but in an incorporated village less than a mile and a half square 
Carolina doubled the taxation and expenditures he would pay $20 | they want it brought to their doors three times a day. 
and get back only a dollar, and he would be $9 worse off. The sturdy American farmer who creates the wealth upon 
Mr. TILLMAN. But J am protesting all the time; Lam doing | which all the industries of this Republic thrive, the man who 
everything I can to stop it; Iam voting against this policy; I am | never forsook his farm until the summons of his country came; 
speaking against it here and un the hustings; but the people seem | the man who responds with alacrity to every call upon his cour- 
e or his labor—this sturdy American farmer, the highest type 
citizenship ever exhibited in the history of the world, can 
no longer go to his trading place to obtain his mail. He has be- 


to loveit. Whatam I going to do—sit down like a fool and refuse 
to get some of our own taxes? aughter. | 
Mr. BAILEY. I recall that the Senator denounced the appro- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


come infected with this miserable habit of demanding that the 
Government shall serve his convenience and promote his pros- 
perity, and he sits Sora aad ‘to Fay until the uniformed mail 
Mr. President, T have lit 0 ope thut we will ever go back to 
‘that, glorious time, but we would make .our sons worthy of our 
fathers if we could renew our devotion to the old idea that the 
people must support the Government rather than that the Goy- 
ernment must support the people. Ifthe munici would do 
nothing for the man that he could do for himself; if the count 
would do nothing for the municipality that it could do for itse 
if the State would do n for tho county that it could do for 
itself, and if the nation sho do nothing for the State that it 
could do for itself, then, sir, we would rear a race of moral and 
intellectual giants, 

But under ‘this policy of ‘having the Government do all for us 
and we do nothing for ourselves we will become a race of palit. 
cal, moral, and physical dwarfs. 

If the ‘Government will accord ‘to me precisely and only the 
game treatment it accords to every other citizen, if it unbind my 
energies andl leave me as {free to work out my own destin: Eare 
consistent with the peace and good orfler of society, it 
have my, performed its duty toward me for the payment 2 ad 
taxes to 

The government which first takes charge of the business and 
next tukes charge of the pleasures of the people can mot esca 
eee: terndlism.and extravagance, and I repeat here what I had 

or to say in another ly, un extravagant government 
becoming a corrupt government than a spend - 
thrift can escupe becoming à bankrupt. Extravagance is a fruit- 
ful source of corruption, Gentlemen who imagine that the Gov- 
ernment can continue to increase its revenues and its appropria- 
tions and not be such scandals as ‘have: 
certain departments in recent 
nition of history. 

But I owe the Senate an apology for ‘having wasted its time 
with these wandering and somewhat disconnected observations, 
Tiredlize that it is a waste of strength and breath, and T some- 
times resolve ‘that I will not again vex the patience ‘of ‘the Senate 
by asking it tohear such things. When Isaythem, distinguished 
Senators say I am right as a mutter uf a principle, ‘but 
they seem ‘to think 4 somehow I am Wrong as a matter 

otice. 

I have not yet been able to learn how a sound can be 
a ball practice, ‘the wiser and more 3 way would 
bo to sit here and watch this go on-Hit has been going, on- until 
a sober second thought comes to the -and ‘they themselves 
conclude 5 are governed too mu 

Probably when 
‘this afternoon from the junior Senator from msetts 
Loba] and as will come from other Senators there, 
because I know many. of them .chafe under ‘this tendency—suffi- 
4 or if perchance their refusal to arrest the tendency 

ereafter transfer their power. as J believe it will, to this 
Side e Chamber, then, r until then thore will 
be some ‘ho; impressing el ng 
a‘truth eh Daten ina that the people 333 
— are governed least. 

R. Mr. President, Lam very sorry to changethe a 
e of this very interesting discussion on agriculture. Sime 14 
suggestion of the Sendter from Rhode Ten or on 
10, after the word any,“ T ask that the word gu 
It makes it conform. 

The amendment was 

Mr. PROC TOR. At e iie: Senator from North 
Dakota ‘two «amendments were ad on page 30, in regard ‘to 
Tulse branfling. It is proposed to add the act a 21 or production a 
in each case. The first place is at the end ofthe first line, where 
his amendment comes in. 

Or udultaruateſl or falsely la heled or branded, either as to their contents or 
‘the place of manufacture 


Now insert: 
ur produotion. 
It seems to me that is the proper word to be added. The sec- 


ond amendment is in line 13, on page 83 of the bill, to insert the said 


same words. 
1 amentments were agreed to. 
e PRESIDENT eae somiy 
mew r wwe to we Seat oy To Committee o 
È ole 


‘Theamenimenits were concurred in. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I donot care to continue this de- 
‘bate, which the Senator from Vermont ‘thinks is not germane to 
‘the appropriation bill. When I Be orate ee 3 
‘tating a discussion of this kind. I did not intend, nor do I intend 
now, to give it any political aspect, for I do not hesitate to say 


ys, give little hid of the admo- 


of | of my friends think 


from the other side there .comes—as there did 


that if the Democratic 

power us long as the Republican party has been there would be 

a large party party in the party at all events, judging from what I have 
or 


came into power and remained in 


the last ten years, who would be induced ‘to take 
practically the same ground that is now ‘taken by the dominant 


The fact is that the growth of these appropriations thas largély 
come from the fact that there isa demand for places and a de- 
mand for profit and patronage for the that is in power, and 
that ĩs true on any party, and it would be cult somewhat for 
the party in power to resist those importunities and the‘tempta- 
tion to a ee its success by providing liberally for its friends. 

if thatthe time come When the Government of 
the United States should confine itself to g. AndI know 
when I say that I speak the sentiment of some Senators at least 
who sit on the other side. I believe I speak the sentiments of a 


great majority of the; eaf the United States. The people do 
not.ask these unusual and unnatural methods. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. BAuEII said he would like to 
see the Government admissions at the gates of a fair, 


or something like that, in order to e ore Object lesson. You 
have on your tables a bill that has the Senate and is lix 
to become a law that will put the Government in ‘the wood an 
lumber business. It proposes to buy 4,000,000 acreswof land, part 
of itin one State and part of it in another, seven States being in- 
erested in it. I do not say it will receive the support uf the 
Senators from the seven Stutes, but my experience here leads me 
‘to believe that without much reference to its merits it is v 
likely to receive a pretty heavy support from the States which 
think they will be ‘benefited. 
ow, What is the purpose of ‘that bill? It is to make n great 
Government timber reserve: and we are told by those who are in 
favor of it that if the Government will handle it properly and cut 
ont the right kind of trees at the right time and sell them at the 
igi an the Government can make it pay a return on 810,000, 
saw that bill go through the Senate once by practically a 
unnnimous vote. It 5 the Senate again, I have no 
doubt, if it is ore it, It did mot pass the House then, 
but it probably next time. 
Is it not time somebody called a halt? I do not wish to step on 
ang body's toes here abont a measure that [know S e 
y ought to support, but I.do not believe it 
is the business of this Government to create reservations for 
If the Government, as to its own land on which there is ‘timber, 
sees fit to reserve it from public sale for the time being, that is 
another matter. That is very d from buying lan ol indi- 
viduals and making a reservation of it. 
Mr. President. in 1892 we ‘had a tremendously large expenditure 
pe Seb In 1893 we had increased our D ee poon, 
ears ago the:expenditures of the Navy 
5 Last year they were f eee 
amoun 
This year, as I said before 1 and 
‘the bill Which has been reported fr om the committee in the other 
‘body carries $96,000,000—ahnost $97,000,000. It isa bill which 
will carry with it every year an appropritaion toincrease the Navy 
to the extent, at least, of $30,000,000. 
But, Mr. President, all those things are within the province uf 
ernment, and it becomes a simple ion of Judgment as 
o much money we ure to d. other p tion that 
Thave mentioned here is not within ‘the -province of a constitu- 
ernment. It may be within the province of the consti- 
ent of France-or Austria or Russia or Germany, 
ape beige eta 
Mr. Beatin Tdo ndi warto dals fhis bill, th I dowish 
‘to disclaim, for I said somethi may have indicated that 
I thought this tendency eee ublican party, that 
I have any such belief. I do not believe it. I have seen votes at 
this session which seemed to me to indicate that the tendency is 
9 sides of this apes 1 
e to keep up with great progress of events. I want the 
United States Government to have an army and navy commensu- 
rate with its needs, and no more than that. I want to see this 
Government confine itself to ie legitimate operations of govern- 
and in those 1. „no matter who is in 
T am in fie bet eal give the Government the 
proper amount of money, , 50 far as my vote goes, to. it out. 
somehow we ought ‘to stop these ‘appropriations h are 
25 e for the maintenance of the Government 
e. Tagres that there may be an honest difference 
it comes to the question of the necessities of the Navy: that 
Z apy a difference when it comes to the necessities 


of the Army; but there can not be any difference when it comes 
to the 1 a ‘troop of Government 
agents Who are of no: 

T have seen in the city of aoe RA from my own State 
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for the a 

a Rep 

wer, indging from m W while Mr. Cleveland was: 
x wer, it would have the same. 

President, „„FEFFFFCCCCT ered 

ment. We said: it was in the interest af commerce and trade . 


States, twenty. 


get the money to do it. Now, the Committee on Appro 
of both Houses will be assailed year after year, year after year 


for money to 3 out ar 
Then you have consuls t yei of the: world 
reports; you have special: agen ts from the tof Com- 
merce and Labor making qei and so will duplicate all 
these efforts to get information, which are honest and proper and 
properly belong to the Treasury Department and not to an inde- 
ndent bureau. Yetthat Was created with less care, 


Mr. President, if I had not had some feeling upon this subject, 
growing out of transactions for the last year or so here, I do not 
suppose L should have mentioned. it, and perhaps it it would have 
nee mene if I had not said anything about it. 

Mr. President, I do not see any reason to complain 

of tha the preat extra ce of the Agricultural Department. 
the Senator from Georgia will permit me, I 
. not been com; plaining a moment about the Agricultural Do- 
partment, I have been oa general. tendency of 


this body. 
Mr. Y. Wewilla this year about $96,000,000 for 
the purpose of supporting and $75,000,000 for the purpose 


of supporting the Army. Something might be 
large appropriations, But. this appropriation bill carries only 
$6,000,000, as T understand it, and I do not Believe there is a De- 
partment connected with the eee more value to this 
country than the Agricultural Departmen 
section af Georg e havea large tract of land in the soutien 
from which the pine timber has been cut. 
value of this land was not known. We sent 
les of pary aa 3 = 3 5 = has devel- 
to of great ue for purpose ucing cane. 
z lands have advanced fivefold in value: 
Take the northern section of my State. We have devoted that 


section largely to the cultivation of fruit: trees —— 
tion of fruit. Large orchards were about to be d by in- 


s 4 
just e $250,000 for the purpose of destroying the boll 


weevi Department of ture: can destroy it with 
$5,000,000 it will be a blessing to the people of the United States. 
3 other . 


aa — by it, =< it has been of great value to the le of the 
ted’ States. I shall Sathya srs bet hm future in 
regard to our appropriations ‘avy and Army. 

‘ow, a word in regard to the free rural delivery: I am amem- 
ee eee Post-Roads, and inevery 
instance I have supported that . because I thought 
it was proper and just.. L have me now the report of the 


Postmaster-Ge appear that the people of the 
United States are largely in favor of that iati I fin: 
that on July 1, 1902; there were 11.728 petitions pleading 
for new routes; that during the year 8,339 cases were aas up 
for investigation; that 1,714 were adversely reported, and that 
6,653 routes: were established. 

The Postmaster-General tells us in his report that thepeopleare 
constantly 5 the door asking for new routes, but that 
it has been impossible to comply with the petitions sent to that 


ent. 
say that the farmers of this country receive more benefit by 
reason of the establishment of the free rural-delivery routes and 


Republican, or ‘Demooratic,. will in favor — | 
ing the free . ever declare im favor Wehave 


lessons bottle here [exhibiting], and 


under consideration a bill to provide support: forthe Agricnitural 
nt which. carries $6,000,000, and no Department: in my 
er eee tem mae administered than. it. 


Ido not agree with the Senator from Texas. I shall'neyer vote 
ta abolish it, and I do not believe that you would ever get any 
political convention in this country, of Republicans or Democrats 
or Populists, to declare in favor of the abolishment. of that great 


* 

want to.say; Mr. President, that if you will take the free rural- 

delivery system, and if you will take it for the last ten years, it 

has been made a success in almost eyery instance. Not only that, 

but it has grown in popularity and it has grown in 

Not only that, but the Department of Agriculture has also grown 
5 usefulness, 


may. good reason for assaulting an 

appropriation that increases your Navy $14,000,000 or $15,000,000 
per years: may be some gaod reason for an army 
that carries $75,000,000. or $80,000,000 a year in time 

. — peace; there may be some reason and some excuse; 
and we may be able to show why these appropriations should be 
cut down; but in my judgment there can be no just. assault made 
upon. this: bill: that we are now or on account of the 
eee eee Let me tell you, when i 

intelligent 


happy 
intely safe. In your citie 
of the country, but when the farmer is intelligent eg 
thoughtful, and when he is satisfied, and when his.sons are satis- 


‘fied with farm. life, you need not. have any fear for the future of 


this great Republic. 
Mr. eee the Senator from Georgia 


who has assailed. partment? Certainly he can 
not charge that I did. Poem against tliat part of this DHI 
was that it does not belong tothe Agricultural The 


making of pore roads has nothing to do with e Agricultural 

It is an innovation brought in 83 It is 
not the 8 I do not think it will be the last one, either. 
It will come ultimately to a point where, if it does not destroy the 
8 it will at least minimize its influence as an agricul- 
tural a 

Mr. Y. Inever mentioned the name of the Senator from 
Colorado. I never said a word about the Senator. 

Mr. I know you did not. 

Mr. CLAY, TF 
tural Department the views expressed upon the 
other side of the question. I did that and nothing more: I liave 
nothing but the kindest feeling for the Senator from Colorado. 
He knows that. I simply did not agres in the general views ex- 
pressed in reference to extravagance, if they were applied to the 
Agricultural Department and te the free rural-delivery service. 
I simply rose for that purpose and no other, and I did not even 
refer to the Senator from Colorado.. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course not. I did not say that the Senator did. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I do not want to appear to un- 
duly magnify a trivial incident, but I was informed by a Senator 
on this side that while E was in debate with: the Senator 
from Texas one of my friends on the other side took the liberty to 
cross over and, unknown to . 8 5 to take out of my t a little 
to uncork it and it and then 
replace it. It was something 5 a liberty, but fen; can some- 
times take those liberties, and I have no grievance against the 
Senator from Mg patra 

In view of the fact I have been: here nine years and my 
habits are well known and no harm could result to me at pease 
might pass the- incident without notice, but to prevent the send- 
ing off of distorted and untruthful reports in regard to this little 
matter I merely wish to say that I have been suffering for three 


d| or four days with am ulceratiom of the throat, and I have here 


some boracic acid and I have been gargling with it: that is all. 

Mr. WARREN. In a somewhat playful way I have trans- 

gressed. I owe myself the justice to apologize to the Senator and 

to 53 Senate for the incident. 

Mr. T. That is all right; Laccept.it as such. 

„ pro tempore. Shall the amendments be en- 
gross 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION. BILL.. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up House bill 9480, the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial a riation: bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minois 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration = the: bill 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iask that the formal reading of the bill be 

dispensed with, and that it be read for action on the committee 
amendments as the reading proceeds. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ilinois asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 
mittee amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded toread thebill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
Legislative,“ on page 2, line 10, to increase the appropriation 
for ihe MIAT of the Chaplain of the Senate from $900 to $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 2, line 19, after the word 
“incumbent,” to insert minute and journal clerk, 83,000; and 
in line 21, after the word clerk,“ to strike out minute and 
journal clerk.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 7, after the word | 
* dollars,” to insert ‘‘ clerk, $1,600.” 

Mr. CULLOM. That was a mistake. I desire to insert, in- 
stead of 81,600, „81,440“ in line 7; so as to read: 

Clerk, $1,440. 

I move that amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 10, after the word“ dollars,” 


enty-eight laborers, a h; sixt for th 5 
at the Fate of $2.80 per day each daring the session, SLA in all, AS 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 15, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert assistant machinist and electrician, $1,000: 
in line 18, before the word laborers,“ to strike out six and 
insert ‘‘fiye;’? in the same line, after the word ‘‘ each,” to insert 
“laborer in charge of Senate toilet rooms in old library space, 
8660,“ and in line 22, before the word ‘‘dollars,”’ to strike out 
“twenty-six thousand five hundred and twenty-five” and insert 
‘twenty-seven thousand four hundred and sixty-five;“ so as to 
make the clause read: 

Superi ; 

Under p rintendent of the Capitol 1 


and Grounds: For chief 
engineer, $2,160; four assistant engineers, at $1, 


each; eight conductors of 
elevators, at $1,200each; machinist and electrician, $1,400; assistant machinist 


and electrician, $1,000; three firemen, at $1,0% each; five laborers, at $720 each; 
27455 in charge of Senate toilet rooms in old library space, $660; in all, 

ty e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 23, before the word 
annual,“ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five’ and insert thirty; and 
on page 9, line 2, before the word dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘ fifty- 
two thousand five hundred ’’ and insert “forty-five thousand; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For thirty annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees 
at $1,500 each, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 9, line 5, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out three and insert four: and in 
line 6, before the word thousand,“ to strike ont ‘‘ fourteen ” and 


to strike out and $400 additional While the office is held by the | insert fifteen;”’ so as to make the clause read: 


present incumbent; two messengers, at $1,440 each,” and insert | 
** messenger, $1,440.” | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the total of appropriations for the 
office of the Secretary of the Senate, in line 17, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘ eighty-six ” and insert “‘ ninety-six;’’ so 
as to read: 

In all, $71,596. 


Mr. CULLOM. In lines 16 and.17 I move to strike out the 
amount specified there and to insert ‘‘ seventy-one thousand four 
hundred and thirty-six.” That is made necessary on account of 
the change of the amendment above reducing the amount. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lines 16 and 17 strike out ‘‘seventy-one 
thousand five hundred and ninety-six and insert seventy-one 
thousand four hundred and thirty-six.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 6. line 7, 
before the word “clerks,” to strike out “nineteen” and insert 
“ twenty-two;’’ and in line 9, before the word“ hundred,” to strike 
out thirty- four thousand two“ and insert thirty-nine thousand 
Six; so as to make the clause read: 

For twenty-two clerks to committees, at $1,800 each, $39,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 1, after the word 
* dollars,” to insert janitor, $1,200.” i 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire thattheitem “janitor, $1,200,” shall be 
transferred down to the third line and inserted between the word 
“each” and the words skilled laborer,” so that the sentence 
above will read as it was intended. ; 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to transpose the committee 
amendment in line 1, page 7, “janitor, $1,200,” so as to follow 
the word each,” in line 3. 0 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The matter will be read as it 
would then stand. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

and locksmith, $1,440; three mters to assist at 
l Janker fl. 80 ile inboter, f 8 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was in line 4, before the word “ skilled,” 
to strike out two and insert four;“ inline 5, after the word 
“ each,” to strike out two janitors, at $900 each;” in line 10, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out six hundred ” and in- 
sert seven hundred and twenty; and in line 19, before the 

„dollars,“ to strike out 
ia e font? and insert fifty-four thousand eight hundred 
and sixty-four;” so as to read: 

p in e of private a, 
hg F e — KA 2 at each; 


operators; at $900 each; telephone 


e, $720; press ry 
wo telephone — — twenty-four iaborers, at each; 


page, $720; two 


ne 


For contingent expenes, namely: For stationery and newspapers for Sen 
ators and the President of the Senate, including $4,000 for stationery foa 
committees and officers of the Senate, $15,875. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 11, to insert: 

To enable the Postmaster of the Senate to keep a constant supply of post 
age stamps for sale to Senators, $50. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 16, to increase the ap- 
propriation for expenses of maintaining and equipping horses and 
mail wagons for carrying the Senate mails from $5,000 to $6,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 20, to increase the ap- 
propriation for folding speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not ex- 
ceeding $1 per thousand, from $2,000 to $6,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 6, to increase the 
appropriation for miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, from 
850.000 to $160,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ House of Rep- 
resentatives, on page 12, line 6, to increase the appropriation for 
the salary of the secretary to the Speaker from $2,350 to $3,000; 
and in line 12 to increase the total apropian for the main- 
tenance of the office of the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives from $9,750 to 810,400. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was,on page 15, line 8, after the word 
“ Judiciary,” to insert Labor;’’ and in line 11, after the words 
Revision of the Laws,” to insert Territories;“ so as to read: 

` Clerks to Committees on Accounts, Agriculture, Banking and Currency, 

Claims, District of Columbia, Election Nos. 1, 2, and 3, Foreign Affairs, Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, Indian Affairs, Insular Affairs, Invalid Pen- 
sions, Judiciary, Labor, Library, Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Military 
Affairs, Naval Affairs, Pensions, Post-Office and Post-Roads, Printing, Pubtic 
Buildings and Grounds, Public Lands, Rivers and Harbors, Revision of the 
Laws, Territories, War Claims, and clerk to continue Digest of Claims under 
resolution of March 7, 1888, at $2,000 each, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 6, to increase the 
total appropriation for clerks and messengers to committees from 
$91,600 to $95,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 12, before the word 
clerks,“ to strike out ‘‘ thirteen ’’ and insert ‘‘ eleven;’’ and in 
line 15, before the word “dollars,” to strike out nine thousand 
four hundred and thirty-eight” and insert seven thousand nine 
hundred and eighty-six; so as to make the clause read: 


For eleven clerks to committees, at $6 each per day during the session, 


-three thousand five hundred | 7,986. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was.on page 16, line 23, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘clerk in charge of pairs, 81, 400.“ and 
insert two clerks in charge of pairs, at $1,400 each: and on 
page 17, line 2, before the word hundred,“ to strike out eight- 
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een thousand eight” and insert “twenty thousand two;’’ so as 
wn hele ee ee 
t-at-Arms of the House of Repre- 


8 For Sergean 
e 3 * 57 to the Sergeant at-Arms. $2,000; cashier, $3,000; Pay- 
8 JI. S0; assistant bookkeeper, $1,200; m 3 


5 in charge of pairs, at $1,400 each; page, $720; and skill 

rer, $840; in all, $20,210. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Library of Con- 

„on page 29, line 7, to increase the total ap Sp, Ta e 
fhe maintenance of the Copyright Office under 
the Librarian of Congress from 874, 400 to $74,700. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 20, to increase the 
appropriation for miscellaneous and contingent expenses of the 
Li , stationery, supplies, etc., from $5,000 to $7,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 1, after the word 
„messenger,“ to strike out telephone operator. 8600 and insert 
ee ree ar n 50 as to read: 


Custody, care, and main building and grounds: For 
superintendent i of the Li ram a grounds, $5,000; chief clerk, 
$2,000; clerk, Hog clerk, $1, — 100 9 one m ; one assistant 
messenger; tw hone Batme at $000 each; captain of watch, $1,400, etc. 

The e e was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 81, line 22, to increase the 
total ap 57 for the custody, care, and "maintenance of 
Library bui ding and grounds from $76,185 to $76,785. . 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Department of 
State,“ on page 35, line 22, to reduce the total 5 for 
compensation of Secretary of State, etc., from $177,620 to $175,520. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Depart- 
ment,” on page 36, line 24, after the word dollars,“ to strike 
out one ie k of class 4, "who shall be a physician; and on 
page 37, line 4, before the word “hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ forty- 
six thousand two” and insert ‘t forty-four thousand four; so as 
to make the clause read: 


the $2500; 
to each Assistant 

of Sa, tg tad lace of thems bee cise of cas oa 
rept 21 4145 four messengers; three assistant messengers; and one laborer; 


he amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 39, line 14, before the word | por S 


“ clerks,” to strike out “three” and insert “ four; ” in Hne 15, 

before the word clerks,” to strike out three and insert 

four: in the same line, after the word each,“ to strike out 

“three clerks, at $900 each ” and insert “one clerk, $200,” and in 

line 18, before the word hundred.“ to strike out “four” and 
insert eight; so as to make the clause read: 


Division of customs: For chief . of divi- 
das F oe 33 . — clerks of Sis of cas 1: four c eack; 
one $900; and two assistant messengers; in all, $33,890. 

The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. CULLOM, Loffer an amendment to come in at the endof 


that . which was overlooked in the printing of the bill. 
The PR. ENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
The SECRETARY. o_o pee ese line 18, after the word “ dollars,” 

itis proposed to insert 
Provided, Thist authority ds hereby given anadditionalassistan’ 
of Boston and 

pe a at the port of Boston, customs ast? grees ner acon 

The amendment was agreed to. 


000 70 $05,700. 
e as to. 


The next amendment was, on page 40, line 17, before the word 

“ clerks,” to strike out sev » and insert “eighteen; ” in 
line 18, before the word expert,“ to strike out eleven andin- 
sert twelve; in line 20, before the word “laborers,” to strike 
out seven“ and insert nine; in line 28, before the word 
„paper,“ to strike out “thirty-four and insert ty-six;”” 
and on page 41, Tine J, before the werd. dollars.” to out 
“seventy-ceight thousand nine hundred and nine” and insert 
‘‘eighty-three thousand and eighty-nine;“ so as to make 


the 
clause read: 

Division of loans aud currency: For chief of division, $3,000; assistant chief 
of 8 five e of class 4; additional to two clerics of elass 4 
recei and ee ng ama ni erk of class 3; tw: 
clerks 8 erks of class . — 
clerks, at $900 each; arra expert counters, REPI cach: one messenger; two 
assistant messengers; nine laborers; superintendent 


of 


ii 
i 


cutter, at counter, 
aaa lnhorers: at ere an P pisane 20 in all 

The e det was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 17, after the word 
‘t of,” to insert printing and; and in the same line, after the 
word “stationery,” to strike out and printing; so as to read: 

Division of printing and 1 For chief of division, $2,500; assistant 


-six counters 
on aT 


chief of ship aca pare clerks of class 4; four clerks of class 3; three 
clerks of class2; one clerk of class 1; eee sation two messengers; 
two assistant 3 one laborer, ete. x 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 46, line 17, to increase the 
number of clerks of class 4, in the Office ‘of the Anditor for State 
and other Departments, from fifteen to sixteen; and, in line 22, to 
increase the total appropriation for maintenance of the Office of 
se oi for State and other Departments from $106,840 to 

108,64 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 12, after the word 

“messengers,” to insert “six watchmen;” in line 15, before the 
word “‘charwomen,”’ tostrike ont “eighteen ” and insert twen- 
ty- ~one;”’ and in line 17, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 

thousand and seventy” and insert ‘sixty-five thousand 
one hundred and ten;“ so as to make the clause read: 

Office of Auditor for Post-Office Department: For Auditor, 8 chiens 000; 2Depu 
Auditors, at $2500 each: chief clerk. $2. $2.00; law — e 
sion, at f. U each; 37 clerks of class 4; a 
clerk, ; & clerks of class 8: 91 clerks of class 2; iis oe ‘ot 3 1; & 
clerks, at $1, 000 each: skilled epee $1,000; 76 clerks, at 8 55 skilled 
. eee eee 25 male 5 at dae —— 
borers, at $560 each; and 21 charwomen; in all, $703,110. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 18, after the word 
“nine,” to strike out clerks *’ and insert expert counters; so 
as to read: 

ine expert counters, a h; mail m at 

sie AES APLE: T ames, aes cae eee a 

pressman, $1,500, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 9, to increase the 
total appropriation for the maintenance of the office of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency from Puan to $121,420. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 5, after the word 
two,“ to insert one of whom shall be translator; So as to read: 

Office af 8 — pF vate Health and Marine-Hospital Service: 
FFT Aal D 
FF shall be 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Before the reading proceeds further, I desire 
to offer an amendment, on page 54, line 11, after the word „the,“ 
to insert iey mees and; 5 soas to read: Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appro priations was, in the same clause, on page 
54, x 11, after wa word Service,“ to insert: 


t until — —.— law: 
partment jeer cee one Executive — — 


Mr. NELSON. * order against the amend- 
ment, that it is new legislation and that it changes entirely exist- 
ing law under the act establishing the Department of Commerce, 
section 12 of which reads as follows: 


division, or other branch of the — — stical oF ecien- 
tific work, from the of State, the Dej ury, 
„ ut of A — Dect 
a Department of — ph o or the Department of the Interior, to 


the Department of Commerce and 


This proposed amendment — to an absolute repeal of 
that provision. Ido not object to the of the amendment 
down to the words “provided by law,” followed by a semicolon, 
in line 18; but I object especially to that part of it commencing 
with the word ‘ ‘and.” at the end of line 18, and going to the end 
of the amendment. 

Mr. LOM. I am inclined to believe that the Senator's 
point 1 if he leaves in the first part of the amend- 
ment, as he said he was willing to do. 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it is very important legislation; but it 


9 : 
ENT pro tempore. The Chair hopes Senators will 
not make their points of order under the Honse rules. By the 
rule of the Senate it is not new, but generul legislation. which is 
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the Chair sustains the pòint of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, the first part of the 
amendment will stand, as no point of order is made on that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not understand that the Senator from 
Minnesota makes any point of order on the words in the amend- 
ment— 
and said Service shall remain under the 
ment until otherwise provided by law. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. He only objects to the part after that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order was only 
made against the part of the amendment following that which has 
been read by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iso understand. 

Mr. NELSON, Is the latter part of the amendment, to which 
I have objected, ruled out, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was ruled out. The 
question now is on the part of the amendment of the com- 
mittee, which will be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 54, line 11, after the word Service,“ 
it is proposed to insert: 

And said Service shall remain under the jurisdiction of the Treasury De- 
pzrtment until otherwise provided by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 55, after line 18, 
to insert: 

For rent, including heat, light, and janitor and elevator service, for office 
of Life-Saving Service, $3,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ilinois in 
regard to the item on page 55, beginning with line 22. This is 
simply a general appropriation of $15,000— 

For rent of additional reenter for accommodation of clerical force of 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department. 

I ask, for information, of the Senator what is the law or the 
regulation which determines what quarters shall be rented and 
what price shall be paid for them? 

Mr. CULLOM. The officer in charge of the Department finds 
quarters suitable for his use, and makes a contract as well as he 
can in the interest of the Government. Then he comes to Con- 
gress with the information, and we provide for the appropriation 
if we think it right to do so. 

Mr. BACON. Well, the inquiry which I had in my mind is 
not fully answered by that reply. Does the Department submit 


jurisdiction of the Treasury Depart- 


information as to the particular buildings desired and the rent to 
be paid for them? 
Mr. CULLOM, I do not know just how that is or in what 


shape it comes to us. 

Mr. BACON. I will state very frankly the reason why I have 
made the 1 

Mr. CULLOM. The chairman of the committee [Mr. ALLISON] 
states that it is an estimate from the Department which comes to 
the committee, and then, if we see proper to inquire further into 
the matter, we do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. The head of each Department, where addi- 
tional room is necessary, rents suitable offices, We do not par- 
ticipate in any way in the matter of providing these buildings. We 
have in certain instances, of course, refused to appropriate the 
money that has been agreed to be paid by the head of a Department. 

Mr. BACON. The question that I wished to get information 
on is whether the committee has communicated to it by the De- 
partment the name and location of the particular building that is 
in any instance proposed to be rented and the price which it is 
proposed to pay for it. 

r. ALLISON. I think that has not been done in this particu- 

lar instance, but Ihave no doubt that the Secretary of the Treas- 
will see to it that suitable provisions are made for this office. 

. BACON, Mr. President, I want to state to the committee 

very frankly the reasons which prompt me to make the inquiry. 

I have information, the source of which I can not properly dis- 
close, but it comes direct and first hand to me from one who I am 
sure has noobject inany misrepresentation, and who is eminently 
qualified to judge of the matter, that there is one building rented 
by the Post-Office Department which is entirely unsuited to the 
purposes for which it is rented, an extremely inferior building 
and utterly unsuited for comfortable and healthful occupation by 
the employees of the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think probably that is true. I have heard 
something of that, but just where I do not know. ~ 

Mr. BACON. Senators on the other side of the Chamber may 
feel some little delicacy in stating it, and, therefore, I am going 
to state it and call attention to the 17 8 building. It is the 
building known as the Busch Building which is rented by the 
Post-Office Department. 

I have had a very strong representation made to me by one who 
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will state, does not belong to a different political party from the 
one now in power, that that building is an inferior building, ut- 
terly unsuited to the purpose, and the conclusion drawn was that 
there must have been some motive in the selection of that build- 
ing other than its adaptability to the purpose for which it is used. 

Mr. TELLER. What is its price? 

Mr. BACON. Ido not know the price, although I understand 
itis excessive; but I am myself thoroughly convinced, considering 
the source from which I derived this information, that it is cor- 
rect; that the Government has that building when it ought not to 
have it, when there are better buildings that could be secured, 
and that it is being used when it is not to the interest of the Gov- 
ernment to use it. What the exact price is I do not know. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. BACON, The Senator will pardon mə a moment only. 
The Senate will perceive the reason which prompted the inquiry 
to be made by me. I wanted to know, Mr. President, whether 
this matter is exclusively in the control of the Departments or 
whether Congress knows what any Department does in such a 
matter, or whether we simply take the statement as to the amount 
of money they want and, without knowing the particular use to 
which they cee to devote it, appropriate it. 

Mr. LODGE. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Georgia, 
if I may if the building to which he refers is the one on E 
stree 

Mr. BACON. It is across the street from the old Post-Office 
Department building. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has no connection with that building. 

Mr. LODGE. Is it the building connected with the old Post- 
Office Department building by a bridge across the street? 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that, if I am correctly informed, it is the building in which the 
Civil Service Commission formerly sat. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the one I mean. 

Mr. BACON. Iam going to be a little more frank and state 
that the information which I have leads me to believe that the 
renting of that building was prompted or rather influenced by a 
consideration to pay some political debt. I have no objection to 
the payment of political debts when it can be done properly and 
when full consideration is received, but I do object, eat am sure 
not only I, but every Senator on the other side will object, as 
oor other Senator will, to the use of an inferior building which 
would not be selected except under some such influence. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is a pretty serious charge. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator says, and I understand it, that this 
is a pretty serious charge. I do not mean that it is dong cor- 
ruptly. I disclaim that. But I mean that the building would 
not have been rented, probably, but for the fact that there was a 
consideration or an influence of the kind I haye stated. The pay- 
ment of political debts in various ways is constantly being dcne 
by whichever party is in power, and when this is done with proper 
regard for the interests of the Government it is not to be criti- 
cised. But it is otherwise when the interests of the Government 
are subordinated to some personal interest. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Busch Building has been rented 
fora Jong time either by the Post-Office Department or by the 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department; but it was occupied, my 
recollection is, by the Auditor for the Post-Office Department be- 
fore the new Post-Office Department building was completed, and 
afterwards in some way, I was informed, that it had been occu- 
pied by employees of the Post-Office Department. 

I regard the suggestion made by the Senator from Georgia as 
a very serious vival against the management of those under 
whom the matter of the renting of this building comes, and I 
hope the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] who has charge of 
the bill will investigate the matter. 

Mr. BACON. Permit to say, Mr. President, in that con- 
nection, that nothing that I say can apply to anybody now in 
office. My understanding is that the renting of that building 
dates back beyond the present Administration. I do not even 
know when it was rented, and I have no details; but I say 
that the information came to me in such a way as to produce con- 
viction in my mind. I haye in mind no special or particular 
official as the one responsible for the selection and renting of this 
building. I ag 88 have general information that it is an inferior 
and unsuitsble building for the Government use, and that it 
would not probably have been selected and rented for the pur- 
pe but for an influence of the character I have mentioned. 

hile I do not know the figures, the impression is on my mind 
that much more than the rental value of it is being paid for it by 
the Government. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS. I did not understand to which item the 
Senator referred. 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. BERRY. Page 55, line 22. 


1904. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I want to say, if the Senator will allow me, 
he I observe on page 55 several items for rent of buildings, as 
ollows: 


For rent of buildings, 812, 0. 
For rent, including heat, light, and janitor and elevator service, for office 
of Life-Saving Service, $3,600. 


quarters for accommodation of clerical force of Au- 
ditor for the Post-Office Department, $15,000. 


Mr. CULLOM. The last item is the one under discussion. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In these three items we have a total of 
$30,800 paid in a year for the rent of three buildings in the District 
of Columbia, when the Treasury of the United States is filled with 
idle money with which the necessary buildings could be con- 
structed. More than this, the appropriation bills will carry 
$316,000 this year for the rent of buildings in the District of Co- 
lumbia. This enormous sum is paid for inadequate accommoda- 
tions. 

Capitalized on the basis of the Government credit, it represents 
a sum in excess of 815,000,000. The payment of these large sums 
every year for the rent of buildings not fit in many cases to be oc- 
cupied by the Government and when the Government has the 
money on hand with which to build is the most profligate, inex- 
cusable waste of the public money. We should remedy the evil 
of which the Senator speaks by providing the necessary buildings 
at Government expense for the accommodation of the Govern- 
ment business. Iam opposed to renting $ 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask my honorable friend a question in the 
line of his argument before he sits down? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Lonly ask because I desire information on the sub- 
ject. Isthe Senator willing to state to the Senatein general whatis 
the progress of the public-bnilding bills that have been considered 
by his committee and discussed publicly recently—that is, when 
will the bills for the new building for the Court of Claims, the 
Department of Justice, the Department of Commerce and Labor, 
aod far the Supreme Court on the site near the Library be likely 
to be so prepared that they can be presented to the Senate? 

Mr. F BANKS. There isa bill for a building for the De- 
partments of State, Justice, and Commerce and Labor on the Cal- 
endar; it has the unanimous report of the committee; and there 
is also a bill providing for the construction of a hall of records; 
but there has been objection to the consideration of all those meas- 
ures. Nothing has been done at the present session toward pro- 
viding for the construction of a much-needed building for the 
ie ape Court. a 

he committee has been diligent in bringing these matters to 
the attention of the Senate. Experience shows that years are 
taken in the consideration and maturing of building legislation 
for the District of Columbia. 

The necessity for action seems to me most urgent. I simply 
interrupted the Senator from Georgia to make the observation, 
which I think is emphasized in this bill, that the Senate owes it to 
itself and the country to proceed with the prompt consideration 
of the measures for public buildings in the national capital. The 
Government should own its own department and office buildings 
and stop wasting money paying extravagant rent. 

Mr. HOAR. r. President, I quite with my honorable 
friend’s view, and I am very sure that his committee has been 
diligent. I put the question in order that that might appear. 

I should like to say that in addition to the two bills he men- 
tioned, I hope we shall have at a very early day for consideration 
a measure fora building for the Supreme Court of the United 
States, which is a part of Mr. Morrill’s plan when the Library 
plan was adopted. Every Senator knows that in spite of the in- 
creased accommodations we have, resulting from the construction 
of the Public Library, by which so many excellent rooms have 
been provided, the Senate itself is straitened for room in the 
Capitol, and there are Senators whose time is of great value to 
themselves and the country who are obliged to go out to other 
buildings than the Capitol for quarters. 

Now, if the Supreme Court is provided for, we should have the 
room of the Supreme Court, and perhaps the room of the law li- 
brary, and the room of the clerk’s office, very excellent rooms, and 
the rooms below where the records of the court are. They all be- 
long to the Senate, and we would not have to divide them with 
the House of Representatives. They are in our wing. It seems 
to me that while we should provide for the Court of Claims and 
the State . do not refer, of course, to my honorable 
friend the chai of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, for he knows very well that a man who provides not 
for those of his own house * * * is worse than an infidel— 
I think the first provision we ought to make is for suitable quar- 
ters for the Senate of the United States. 

And, if I may add one other thing, if I were to make a criticism, 
as the result of very long experience and obseryation, upon the 
character of Senators at the present day as compared with those 
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of the past, when I first came into public life. and from the 
beginning ofthe Government, I should say, and I think my hon- 
orable friend the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], whose 
experience and observation are longer than mine, will with 
me that in the matter of ability, in the matter of devotion to the 
public service, and in the matter of high and elevated morality, 
personal conduct, and everything that makes the dignity and char- 
acter of the statesman and the gentleman, the Senate never stood 
higher than now. 

Mr. STEWART. I can say there is a marked improvement in 
many respects, and in many respects the condition can not be com- 
pared with what it was forty years ago. 

Mr. HOAR. But in one thing I think the Senators do not com- 
rare favorably with their predecessors, and that is in their asser- 
tion of their own dignity and quality. I do not speak now of per- 
sonal dignity, but of the dignity and authority of the great office. 
Is not the Senator who represents the State of Illinois, or New 
York, or Pennsylvania, with four or five or seven million inhab- 
itants, as important a public official, and is not the performance 
of his public duties so important as when New York came into 
the Union with three or four hundred thousand inhabitants only, 
and when Illinois came into the Union with inhabitants enough 
to make a single Congressional district? 

Mr. CULLOM. And hardly enough. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, in the matterof the compensation of Sen- 
ators, our salary, I believe, was fixed somewhere forty or fifty 
years ago. I do not remember the date. 

Mr. STEWART. Eighteen hundred and sixty-five, I think. 

Mr. HOAR. Eighteen hundred and sixty-five. The $5,000 at 
which it was fixed then is not now in value equal to more than 
50 per cent. Our salary is also now lower in practical value than 
it was before it was raised fifty years ago. And yet the one thing 
that we do not seem to have courage enough to do is to say to 
the people of the United States that the compensation of this im- 
portant office shall be at least in some degree adequate to its dig- 
nity and character. Take the salary of a judge of the district 
court of the United States. Is there a judge of a district court of 
the United States who would not consider his promotion to the 
Senate of the United States an advance in dignity and authority? 
And yet we have put up their salaries and the salaries of the 
judges of the circuit courts to $6,000 and $7,500 and da not ven- 
ture to touch our own. ; 

Soin the matter of proper accommodations; the accommoda- 
tions which we have now were for a Senate representing perhaps 
thirty States. There were not so many States as that in 1861. 
When was it that this wing was added? 

Mr. STEWART. It was completed in 1861. 

Mr. HOAR. It was completed in 1861, I should have said. We 
had thirty States at that time. Now we have forty-five. and we 
have practically the same accommodation for ninety Senators that 
we had then for sixty. 

I think that, with all respect, the first public building we 
should take hold of is that of a hall of justice, and then we should 
add to our own accommodations all the quarters in this wing of 
he Capitol now occupied by the Supreme Court of the United 

ates. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I simply desire to say, in reen- 
forcement of what the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
has said, not so much in the way of salary as in the way of ac- 
commodations to us. that one-half of the Senate are compelled to 
occupy quarters in a building which has been condemned as unsafe; 
and that the Senate of the United States should hesitate for one 
second to provide itself with safe quarters is an amazing thing to 
me. The building is not an inviting one, but I make no question 
about that. But it is surprising that we will house ourselves in 
a building wherein one wonld not be permitted to conduct a tav- 
ern or a theater, and we do it, I will not say because we are afraid 
to appropriate the money, but becanse we are a little too careful 
ab age for ourselves, though we are lavish in spending for every- 

y else. 

Mr. CULLOM. Referring to the item to which the Senator 
from Georgia made reference, it is not the Busch Building, as I 
understand, but it is a building in which files are placed. I sup- 
pose it does not 2 1 8 a very fine building for that sort of use. 
But the fact is, and I am frank to admit it, that being placed 
there by the House of Representatives, the committee supposed it 
was the usual rent and was all right. r 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will not understand me as saying 
that any part of the $15,000 is devoted to the rent of that build- 
ing. Ido not know. 


Mr. CULLOM. No. 
i Mr. BACON. Isimply used that item asa basis for the inquiry 


Mr. CULLOM. I understand. The truth is, I do not know 
what the building is. A year or two ago— 
Mr. BACON. Iam not referring to this particular item. [am 
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only using it as the basis for an i as to the precticé of the 
. that are rented and 
e price 


Mr. CULLOM. I was going to say, however, that a year or so 
ago—I forget whether it was one year or two years ago—we had a 
list of all the buildings rented by the Government of the United 
States in this city, when we examined the rent, the amount paid 
per square foot for each of the buildings, and we made some 
changes in reference to them, so as to have nearly the same amount 
of rent per square foot, one with the other. edid some good 
in that respect. But really as to what this building is, or whether 
it is a reasonable rent, I am not able to say. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator refer to the Busch Building or 
to this particular item? : 

Mr. CULLOM. To this particular item. 

Mr. BACON. I have no criticism to make of it. I do not un- 
derstand that the Busch Building is used for a file depository. 

Mr, CULLOM. It seems to be so, according to the Book of Es- 


timates. 

Mr. BAGON. If my information is correct, it is used by one 
of the branches of the De ent of the Post-Office. 

Mr. CULLOM. According to the Book of Estimates the rent of 
the Busch Building is only $3,000. 

Mr.BACON, I am not speaking of therent. Istated explicitly 
that I know nothing about the paid for it. 

Mr. CULLOM. mokia y 

Mr. BACON. And I was not criticising the rent of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say, furthermore, as to the 2 
of the Senator from Indiana, that it is not for the 
Appre it apg, to take charge of the question whether we wet 

d more buildings for the Government's use. I think we 
ought, but the Senator and his committee have charge of that 
subject more than anybody else. I hope he will prosecute the 
question whether the Congress.of the United States ought not to 
provide for sufficient buildings for the Government use without 
this promiscuous renting all over town. It is very difficult to find 
out just what the Government should pay. The head of a De- 
partment makes a contract, and then he submits the amount of 
rent that he wants us to a iate, and we go on and do it, un- 
nf... ARNE Wika Sn seers kari 

And as to the matter the Senator from Georgia suggests, if 
there is any way of finding out whether there has been any wrong 
in any way or any. paying 0 of political debts in the renting of any 
of these buildings, to find it out. 

Mr. BACON. I think, if an investigation is made, it will be 
found to be as I have stated. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on ee was, on page 56, line 15, to in- 
crease the appropriation for purchase of , wood, engine oils 
and grease, etc., for the Treasury Department from $12,000 to 
813.500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 21, to increase the 
ap tion for purchase of gas, electric current for lighting 

power purposes, etc., for the Treasury Department from 
$15. 000 to $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed 


to. - 

The next e ee on page 57, line 12, to increase the 
appropriation for washing and towels, for the purchase 
of awnings and fixtures, ete., for the Treasury Department, from 
$9,000 to 812.500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 5, before the word 
“For,” to insert ‘‘ Contingent and miscellaneous expenses, Office 
of Auditor for the Post-Office ent, namely; in line 11, 
before the word dollars,“ to out ‘‘five thousand! and in- 
sert six thousand five hundred; in line 12, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out ten thousand ” and insert “ eleven thou- 
sand five hundred; and in the same line, after the word dol- 
lars,’’ to insert “to be expended under the direction of the Aud- 
itor for the Post-Office Department; so as to make the clause 


gg Ea 
— 3 — the Post- 
3 — name miscellaneous items, of w. not ex 
pro may ye paed for rental of telepliones, nd not — — be 
of law 


for carpets and repairs, $2,000; for furmitnse aaa ; in all, 
e ha ce 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Collecting in- 
ternal reyenue,” on page 59, line 16, after the word dollars, sid 
to insert the following provisos: 

7 of the s the internal- 
a 5 nae the fi per daya chief revenue 
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each, to be fixed by the Commis- 


agents, shall receivea sum not to exceed $3 
of Internal Revenue with the 8 of = of the Treas- 
ury: Provided further, That internal-revenue ts assi to the duty of 
examining the accounts of ge ape of bf ean i rovene receive for per 
diem in lieu of subsistence, when absent fro: dences on duty, 
acum, to be fixed by the Commissioner of fst enue and approved 
by the Secretary of the „not to exceed $4: Provided That 
hereafter internal revenue acon shall have the same authority to adminis- 
ter oaths that is now possessed by of int revenue, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The 77 amendment was, under the subhead “ Independent 
age 61, line 7, before the word “ clerks,” to strike 
5 insert “five; in line 9, before the word “clerks,” 
to strike ont «three ” and ‘insert “four; and in line 14, before 
the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out “forty thousand five” and 
insert ‘forty-five thousand one; so as to make the clause read: 


sexi assistant treasurer at Boston: * * * five clerks, at $1,200 each; 
= $1,100; four clerks, at şi 000 each; clerk, $800; messenger and chio 
and typewriter three watchmen ani 


Janitors, at $850 each; 3 3 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 21, after the word 

dollars,“ to insert silver and redemption toller, $1,800; ” on 
page 62, 1, before the word clerks,” to strike out “twenty” 
and insert “ twenty-three; ” and in line 7, before the word * hun- 
dred,” to strike out fifty-six thousand three and insert sixty- 
one thousand seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 
cashier, $20 mitclerk. 8 dier $1,800; ancietan 1 — 

er. 

1 500; assortin r talor, PLS elver He Siar er 3 teller, een 

er, $1,700; k, $1,600; two bookkeepers, at $1,500 each; four coin, con- 
pon, and currency, lei at e apeadtoony yong ao 
tor, $000; and threo watchmen, ai $180. cach, in all, $61,700. 1,700. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 22, after the word 
“each,” to strike out ‘‘ bookkeeper, $1,500” and insert “two 
bookkeepers, at $1,500 each; vault clerk, 81,500; and on page 63, 
line 6, before the word “thousand, ” to strike ont “twenty-five” 
and insert ‘twenty-eight; ” so as to make the clause read: 


at Sy 
Spares 


“watch > 
rapher 5 es ening 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, line 9, before the word 
“assistant,” to strike out nine and insert eight; in line 10, 
after the word “ each,” to insert six assistant tellers, at 81. 100 
each; and in line 12, after the word “each,” to strike out Six 
assistant tellers, and one clerk, at $900 each” and insert one 
clerk, 8800;“ so as to read: 

8 jerks, at 1 —— r — N 400 h; s 
an a a 
ant tellers, at $1,000 each; Gas clerk, $000, eto, 8 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 66, Iine 3, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert assistant assorting teller, $i, 500; in line 6, 
before the word “assistant,” to strike out “three” and insert 
four; in line 11, after the word dollars,“ to insert ‘‘ laborer, 
$600:” and in line 13, before the word hundred,“ to strike out 
‘thirty-three thousand five” and insert “thirty-six thousand 
eight; so as to make the clause read: 

Office of assistant treasurer at St. 1 For assistant ee 
cashier and chief clerk, $2,500; first teller, $2,000; second teller 80 $1.80); th 
teller, $1,600; fourth teller, $1,200; assorting teller, 8 assorting 
tell coin teller, $1,200; bookkeeper, 4 assistant bookke2pers 

each; assistant coin teller, 8 writer, 
1000 each; 8 day watchmen and coin counters, at each; 
“$720; laborer, $600, and janitor, $000; in all, $86,890. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

oa next rece er tie was, 2 "e meets of Keres and Assay 
ces,“ on page 67, line 17, before the word oyees,™ to in- 
sert clerks and; 80 as to make the clause read: 


For of workmen and watchmen and not exceedin; for other 
clerks and employees, $5,000. 2 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 67, Iine 21, after the words 
* at eee Colo.,“ to strike out: 


in charge, $3,000; melter, hief clerk, $1,800; h cler! 
A G2 $i e tae calculating e at $1,400 eh, two Ger AISE 


8 ae 
er, melter and refiner, and coiner, at 


CCC 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 10, to strike out: 
Pac et ian i 


1904. 
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And insert: 

For wages of workmen, including not exceeding $14,000 for other clerksand 
employees, $29,410. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 17, to increase the ap- 
poistan for incidental and contingent expenses of the mint at 

myer, Colo., from $6,500 to $14,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 24, to strike out: 


Mint at New Orleans, La. (to be hereafter conducted as an yy ogee 
He assayer in charge, $3,000; assistant assayer, $1,500; one clerk, $1,000; in 


And insert: 

Mint at New Orleans, La.: For superintendent, $3,500; assayer, melter and 
refiner, and coiner, at $3,500 each; nt assayer, assistant melter and re- 
finer, and assistant coiner, at $1,900 each; chief clerk, and cashier, at $2,000 
each; bookkeeper, $1,600; assistant cashier, $1,200; private secre to super- 
intendent, $900; one clerk, at $1,200; one messenger, at $900; six watchmen, at 
$800 each; one elevator conductor, at $800; in $35,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. f : 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 17, to strike out: 

For wages of workmen and watchmen, $7,500. 

And insert: 

Tor wages of workmen and adjusters, $38,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. n : 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 21, to strike out: 

For contingent expenses, $3,000. 

And insert: 

For incidental and cont: nt expenses, including machinery and re 
wastage of operative pet poe eh ioe on sale of sweeps, $19,000", palts, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 70, line 15, before the word 
employees,“ to insert “‘clerks and;“ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For wages of workmen, adjusters, and not exceeding $78,640 for other clerks 
and employees, $450,000. | 

The amendment was agreed to. J 

The next amendment was, on page 71, line 12, before the word 
“ employees,” to insert “‘ clerks and; so as to make the clause 
read: 

For es of workmen and adjusters, and not exceeding $32,540 for other 
clerks bite p eiaa $175,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 71, line 24, before the word 
employees,“ to insert ‘‘ clerks and; so as to make the clause 


~ read: 


For wages of workmen, and not exceeding $1,840 for other clerks and em- 
ployees, 2500 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 7, before the word 
*t employees,” to insert clerks and; so as to make the clause 
read: 

For wages of workmen and other clerks and employees, $1,080. 


The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 15, before the word 
„employees, to insert “‘ clerks and;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For wages of workmen and other clerks and employees, $4,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 1, before the word 
„employees, to insert “‘ clerks and;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For wares of workmen, and not exceeding $6,090 for other clerks and em- 
ployees, $14,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 23, before the word 
„employees,“ to insert clerks and; so as to make the clause read: 

For wanes of workmen, messengers, and not exceeding $11,530 for other 
clerks and employees, $30,000. À 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 18, before the word 
„employees,“ to insert “clerks and; so as to make the clause read: 

For wages for workmen, and not exceeding $11,140 for other clerks and 
employees, $27,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 12 on 
page 75. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That should be district of Alaska, I sug- 
gest an amendment, to strike out Territory“ and insert dis- 
trict,” in line 4, page 75. There is no Territory of Alaska. It is 
the district of Alaska. In line 10, page 75, the last word should 
be “ district“ instead of Territory.“ 

Mr. CULLOM. If that is the fact—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is the fact. 


Mr. CULLOM. That it is not a Territory in any sense 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is correct. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to the change. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The official title is the district of Alaska. 

Mr, CULLOM. These officers would get their pay whether it 
is changed or not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think they would; but accuracy is the 
rule that governs the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The subheading will he 
changed so as to read, Government in the Territories and the 
district of Alaska.” The amendments will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Page 75, line 8, after the word “ Territories“ 
in the subhead, insert ‘‘and the district of Alaska;’’ in line 4, 
strike out Territory and insert ‘‘ district;’’ and in line 10 strike 
out “ Territory“ and insert district.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of War 
Department,” on page 80, line 7, to increase the appropriation for 
continuing the employment of such additional temporary force of 
clerks, messengers, laborers, and other assistants, rendered neces- 
sary because of increased work in the War Department, etc., 
from $325,000 to $385,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 80, line 12, after the word 
“vacancy,” to strike out nor shall vacancies occurring from 
any cause hereunder be filled except by promotion of persons em- 
ployed under and paid from this appropriation ” and insert: 

i Mee of a specifi 
Siod ger: Provided Fur ter That the Secretary of War ia Boray dicecten to 
submit, in the regular annual estimates for the fiscal year 1906, estimates in 
detail and under each bureau and office of the War Department for all clerks 
and other employees . arcane Racer req for the conduct of the | 
aon AATE DA seb ͤ TTT. 
appro; 3 

2 and other obi a Aeg = = 

So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no person employed hereunder shall be paid any ter 
rate of compensation during the fiscal year 1905 than he was paid N this 
appropriation prior to January 1, 1904, except on promotion to fill a vacancy, 
in any force of any bureau or office of the War Department specifically 
provided for: Provided further, That the Secretary of War, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 15, to insert: 

The services of skilled draftsmen and such other services, not clerical, as 
the Secre prt fe War may deem necessary, may be employed in the office of 
the Chief of Ordnance to carry into effect the various appropriations for the 
armament of fortifications, to be paid from such appropriations, in addition 
to the amount specifically appropriated for draftsmen in the Army Ordnance 
Bureau: Provided, That the entire expenditures for this purpose for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, shall not exceed $25,000, and that the Secretary of 
War shall each year in the annual estimates report to Congress the number 
of persons so employed and the amount paid to each. 

Mr. CULLOM. At the bottom of page 84 I desire that the sum 
“ $25,000 ” shall be stricken ont and the sum 840,000“ be in- 
8 in its place. It is not an increase of the appropriation gen- 
erally. 

Mr. NELSON. IL should like consent to move an amendment 
now on e 3, line 7. 

Mr. CULLOM. Weare going through with the bill in regular 
order for action on the amendments of the committee. I hope 
the Senator will let us go on. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois of- 
fers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Page 84, line 25, before the word “ thousand,” 
strike out “‘ twenty-five” and insert forty;“ so as to make the 
proviso read: 

Provided, That the entire expenditures for 
sadia, gane Leahy ip SON nor Journ 0,00, and hat the — War 

ann 
persons so — and the 8 aid tee each, R 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 85, line 25, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out two“ and insert three; in the same 
line, before the word “‘clerks’’ where it occurs the second time, 
to strike out six! and insert ‘‘ eight;” on page 86, line 1, before 
the word “‘ clerks,’’ to strike out twelve and insert fourteen; ” 
in the same line, before the word “‘clerks” where it occurs the 
second time, to strike out“ ten“ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ in line 2, 
before the word “clerks,” to strike out “ ten” and insert four- 
teen;”’ in line 3, after the word each, to strike out one mes- 
senger” and iusert two messengers;’’ in line 4, before the word 
laborers,“ to strike out three and insert five;” and in line 
6, before the word dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘ sixty-five thousand 
two hundred and forty ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-nine thousand eight 
hundred; so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Bureau of Insular Affairs: For the fo 
and being paid from the 8 ‘tor . tarts eal 


= 
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others in the War r 8 
000; aye, clerks of 3 class: 8; 
fourteen clerks of class 1: twelve lor, — 
assistant; messengers; five 


each; t two: 
women; In all. SU: 
The amendment was agreed 


The next amendment was, on page 87, line 6, to increase: the 
appropriation for rent of buildings for Ordnance and Signal offices 


For „. 500 chi 


e e ou 
fourteen clerks, at 
laborers; two char- 
toi 


from $2,100 to $2,500; 

The amendment was agreed to: 
The next amendment was, om 
total appropriation: for rent of bni 
ment, ete,, from $18;400 to $18,800; 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head’ of Navy Depart- 
ment.) on page 95, line 10, after the word “ dollars,“ to strike out 

“one ' draftsman, under instruction, 8720; im line 13, before the 
word.“ hundred,“ to strike out three and insert four:“ in line 
19, after the word “each,” to strike out one engraver, $900?” and 
insert two engravers, at $900 each; in Iine 22, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out one apprentice engraver, $700;’" in line 
295 before the word hundred, to strike out five and insert 
six: and in Iine 24, before the word hundred,“ to strike: out 
“three” and insert “four; ; so as to read: 


87, line 11, to increase the 
for use of War Departe 


Hydrographic Office: For the following, now authorized’ and paid 
E aba i pon i general namely: One 

% one three a ca draftsmen, at 

one chief vor, $2,000; two.engravers, at. $1,900 each; three en- 

gravers, at $1,000 each; one engraver, $1,400; twoengravers, at $1,200each;' four 
engravers, at $1,000 eac . „% 
e ver, $720; engraver, one apprentice engra ver, $400; 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, on Toe 3, after the word 
% ench,“ to strike ont “two plate at $700. each,” and in- 
sert one plate ter, $700; one apprentice: plate printer, 800; 
one apprentice plate printer, 8300; and apy 9, before the word 
“hun „to strike out and insert “four; 80 as to 

PE apg rg ter,.$1,400; one Pane ite pri — ane plate-printer,. 

at $800 anch: one plate on approntice 
one chief li 
2 ˙— — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 15, to increase the 
total appropriation: for the maintenance of the Hydrographic: Of- 
fice from $100,920 to $101,000; 

The amendment was: to. 

The next amendment was, on page 98, Iine 5, to insert: 
ot charts ot᷑ the South Atlantio Ocean and of tlie South Pa- 

value and the muri. 


The amendment was agreed toi 

The next amendment was, on e 108, line: 9, to increase the 
number of clerks of class: 2 in Bureau of Supplies and Ac- 
counts from two to three; im line 10 to reduce the number of 
clerks of class 1 in the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts from 
eleven to ten; and in line 14 to increase the total a ation 


ppropri 
for the maintenance of the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts from 
$45,800 to $46,000. 
The amendment was agreed to: 
The next amendment was, under the head of ent of 
the Interior,’’ on 9 line 7, to increase the number of clerits: 
of class: 4 in the Land Office: from f- 


ur ta 
ane in line 8 to increase thie number of 3 
to sixty· four; in the same line to reduce the number of clerks: 


2 from eight to sixty-seven; and in line 9 to reduce 
the number of clerks of class 1 15 seventy: to sixty-nine. 
The amendment 5 


The next amendment was, 8 111, Ine 12, after the word 
“Taborers,’” to insert who may act erg ee e PEA a 
required; and in line 21, before the word thousand,“ to strike 
out “fifty-two” and insert “ sixty-three;” 80 as to read: 


Six skilled la Ho. act as — 
at £ $500 ench. —— . 
the Commissi 


The amendment: was agreed to. 

The next amendment each i te Pasion Oi, om 25 to 
mimber of clerks at $1,000.each im from 225: to 
249, and, in line 16, to increase the to for the 
maintenance of she Drouin Ofte tone | „210 to $1,961,210, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 118, after line 14,.to strike 


m producing the Official Gazette, including weekly, mo: 
and annual indexes therefor, exclusive of expired: patents,, 


Tle amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 118, aften lins: 17, to insert: 
i A ; 

the Onal G e anit 25 5 . yr and 2 


„ bimonthly, 


Office, in Gazette, inclndin akg then 8 A 
ay paper Yy mnd annual indexes. therefor, exe „ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 122, line 20, to increase the 
appropriation for rent of buildings for use of the Geological Snr- 
vey from $27,200 to $8,200, 3 123. line eee 
the total appropriation: for rent of buil 
of the Interior fram: 850,900 to 35,00. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, ae: the subhead ‘ Surveyors- 
general and their clerks,” on page 128, line: 10, to increase: the 
appropriation for clerks in the office of the Survexor- general, 
Territory of Arizona, from $5,000 to $6,000; and in line: 17 to in- 
crease the total appropriation for the maintenance of the office of 
oe of the Territory of Arizonn from $7,000. to 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 123, line 22, to increase the 
8 8 rent of office for the surveyor-general, Territory 
of Arizona, etc., from $1,000 to $1,500 

was to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Post-Office De- 
eee Dar he line 24, to increase the ap oy riation for 
=< ostmaster- 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 181, line 18, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert “ assistant superintendent of classification 
division, 82,000; so as to read: 


Assistant. Postmastar-General: p Third Assistant Post 
3 ee eee 


. sup: 

. es ee aad unts, $2,500; che nape 0 tem of — 

Rane s asinis ive bendi such amount as the Bostmasier-Gonoral ma 
determin e for the faithful discharge of his duti perintendent ot 


classification Pog cs $2,750; assistant superintendent erat — diyi- 


E — „ 
he amendment was agreed to. 

— amendment was „on page 132, line 3. before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out“ six” and insert “seven; in line 5, be- 
fore the word laborers; "to strike out nine and insert ten.“ 
and in line 7, before the word „dollars,“ to strike out fif teen 
thousand three hundred and eighty” and insert: “‘ eighteen. thou- 


Twenty-titreaclarks, at $1,000 each: seven.clerks, at $900 cach; ane messen- 
ger; five assistant messengers; ten laborers; in all, PIs, H0. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 138, line 15, to increase the 


posi- | sand nine hundred and sp Ducat eee, 


number of messengers. in the Office of the Fourth Assistant Post- 


master-General from four to flve; in line t6 to reduce: the number 
of assistant messengers from thirteen to twelve; and in line 18 to 
increase the total appropriation for the maintenance of the Office 
of the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General from $405,700: to 


agreed to. 
The r of the: bill was continued to line 11, on page 136, 
the last item 1 51 being as follows: 


For rent of suitable buildings for — es post-office supplies, and for 
the rural free- delivery service, $12,800. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move, in lina 11. before the word“ dollars,” 
to strike ont. ‘‘ twelve thousand. eight hundred and to insert 
nins thousand three hundred. I do it for the. purpose of giv- 
ing me an. opportunity to investigate the whole question before 
the bill gets into conference and to deal with it then as the facts 
seem to require. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the Senator proposes, then, - 
“ie GULOM fon 

= CULLO 


M. That is my purpose in arin the amend- 
ment, .so that we shall have an opportunity to investigate it here- 


Mr. BACON. I am perfectly content that the Senator shail 
give the matter that direction, and Iam sure if there is any in- 
ag 2 5 ont the eee will correct it. 8 

e pro tempore. question: is on agree: 
. the amendment proposed by the Senator from IIlinois. 
The am ent was arrest to, 


3 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2365 


The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head af De- 
partment of Justice, on page 138, line 21, to reduce the total 
appropriation fer the maintenance of the office of the Attorney- 
General from $207,540 to $207, 425 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, on pare 40, after line 4, to insert: 

Office af the Solicitor of the Department 

nt of Comme 


licitor of the . 4 ted by the 
President. byan with the advice and consent the Senate, law clerk, 
bart ; Clerk of class 8,.clerk of class 2, clerk of class 1, and in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, under the head of “ tof 
Commerce and Labor,“ on page 140, Tine 20, after the word “* dol- 
lars where it occurs the second time, to insert ‘‘ three -chiefs of 
division, at 82. 000 each; in line 22, before the word “clerks,” to 
strike out eight and insert „mine: i in line 23, before the word 
“ clerks,” to strike out fire and insert “seveni : in the same 
line, before the word “‘clerks” where it occurs the second time, 
to strike out twelve“ and insert ‘‘thirteen;*’ in line 24, before 
the word “clerks,” to strike out nine and insert ten; in the 
same line, before the word “clerks” where it occurs the second 
time, to strike out “four” and insert $ 
the word — to strike out “fee” - 
page 141, line 9, a ACANA mont each, 79 le out 9 
man, $890; and insert “two firemen, at $660 each;”’ and in line 
17, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “twenty-five thousand 
two hundred and sixty”’ and insert “forty-three thousand three 
hundred and twenty; so as to make the clause read: 


of Commerce 
Secre- 


each; seven clerks, at $900 each 
assistant telephone 3 


. KEAN. 
858 Illinois of all the increases in this appropriation for 
the perte of Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM. Whatis it the Senator from New Jersey de- 
sires to know? 

Mr. KEAN. There seem to be a great many increases here in 
oe apre tr the salaries of chiefs of divisions, and so 
fo 

Mr. CULLOM. We struck out a good Provisions for 
chiefs and assistant attorneys and ee te legislation on 
a limit. We have given them very much less than the Depart- 
ment desired. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not doubt the bill has given the Department 
gap was wage 


£ - i 
Department finally into such shape that we could tell exactly what 
ought to be REN ap for this purpose, us in the case of ‘other 
De ents. Department now is not in such a condition. 


ohare atebed, the us to give hima gross sum 
; 9 to be used to ils enes in 
: Department. Wo haahi — to Ti ‘the amount in 


os wa: 
Mr. KEAN, I knew the ‘Senator from IIlinois would give a 
eee explanation. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 141, after line 17, 
insert: 


tq; be fixed by the and Labor, 
of experts and temporary assistants to carry out the provisions par ha 
‘ebruary 


from their p 
d persons, and for actual n 
sary sleeping-car fares, $25,000. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment ‘was, on page 142, after line 12, to strike 
out: 


F ttorn: ing tenes ial atto: t 000 each; f 
or oe ro ere re ls 8 ree special a pb por! Hc elemental ‘our 

lal agents, at $1,600-each; inal geh 

And to insert: 


or the Bureau of — — 
by the F the advice and consent of the Sena Senato.. 
For compensation, to be fixed by the e Commerce and bor, of 


I should like to have an explanation from the | three 


not to exceed i 
2 e sof Corporations, and for tho employment of spec 
for tha purpose of x eee the work af arpa tha 
34,1608; in all, $58,000," ies afar 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 148, line 11, before the word 
“ special,” to strike out aud; in the same line, after the word 
“agents,” to insert and temporary assistants; and in line 15, 
before the word dollars,“ to strike out “‘fifteen thousand three 
eee nese “twenty-five thousand; so as to make the 
clause r 


.. a eee the Becretary of 
Commerce and may prescribe, in lieu of subsistence, at a rate not ex- 


ceeding da: rE said special attorneys, special 
TTT — 2 
— or their actual traveling expenses, including 


sleeping-car fares, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 148, line 19, after the word 
“one,” where it occurs the second time, to strike out one clerk, 
$1, 000; one clerk, 8900, and insert ‘two clerks, at $1,000 each; 
two clerks, at 8900 each; and in line 24, before the word hun- 
dred,” to strike out Fourteen thousand three and insert six- 
teen thousand two; so as to make the clause read: 

; chief 


Bureau of Manufactures: Chief of Bureau of Manufactures, $4,000; 
clerk, eer one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 2: one clerk of class 1; two 
t $1,000 er; one assistant 


clerks, each; two clerks, at $000 each; one m 

8 one messenger boy, $480; two laborers; in all, 
2 
The next amendment 144, line 2, after the word 


and in line 14, afer he wot "dll, to insert: 
and the . bor transferred to the Department of Commerce 
8 7 tho net approved e 180, shall hereafter be known 


* 
771.0... a oe ench; Eggo te 
at $1,000 each; two copyists; one — — 
ae ‘omen; two special agents, at 


ail, FIONA and tho B fhe ees 
— an 
The amendment was 


to. 
Nr. CULLOM. In line 4, on page 144, I move that the word 
“four” be stricken out, ‘and the word five inserted in its 


place; so as to 
Five clerks of class 4. 
1 
Mr. CULLOM. Now, on page 144, line 18, I move to change the 


sum total of the appropriation from $104,380, as recommended by 
the committee, to $106,180. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment uf 


K the Committee on Appropriations “was, on page 145, line 10, after 
the word N . annual subscriptions sy 
newspapers and periodicals for Bureau may be paid in 
vance; so as to make the clause read: 

For bodks. periodicals, and 5 library, in addition 
amount authorized by section 192, Revised Statutes, the 5 $100 — — 
expended for ne the purpose of procuring strike data. and the 
annual'su and periodicals fur the Bureau may be 
paid in advance, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was. on page 146, line 14, before the word 
For,“ to strike out Bureau of the Census” and insert The 
Ce Office; in ‘line 18, after the word dollars,“ to insert 
“ geographer, $2, 000; in Tine 19 before the word one tostrik 

A and insert secretary to the Director; in 
line 20, before the word expert.“ to strike out four and in- 
sert eight: in line 21, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
done thousand eight hundred” and insert -two thousand; *in 
line 22, before the wo “ clerks,” to strike out twelve ‘and in- 
sert Jine, class, to strike 
and insert seven clerks of; * in line 23, before 
the word class,“ to strike out ten clerks” and insert “sixteen 
clerks of; in line .24, before the word class,“ to strike out 
“forty-nine clerks” and ‘insert eighty-seven clerks of; in line 
25, before the word “‘clerks,’’to strike out “four” and insert 
“ twenty; on page 147, line 1, before the word ‘‘clerks,’’ tostrike 
out ni and insert twenty-one;“ in the same line, after 
the word each.“ to strike out one clerk, $720” and insert ex- 
5 mounter, $1,000; skied” o stri électrician, 81,000; 

before the word to strike out four and in- 
— e in line 5, after the w. each,“ to strike out one 
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skilled laborer, $900; one skilled laborer, $840,” and insert five 
skilled laborers, at $900 each;’’ in line 8, after the word mes- 
sengers,’’ to strike out one skilled laborer, $780; one skilled 
laborer, $720,” and insert two firemen, at $720 each; ” in line 11, 
before the word ‘‘ unskilled,” to strike out “fifteen” and insert 
„Sixteen; in line 14, before the word “and,” to strike out 
‘seven thousand for hundred ” and insert seventeen thousand; 
so as to make the clause read: 

The Census Office: For Director, $6,000; 4 chief statisticians, at $2,500 each; 
chief clerk, $2,500; disbursing cieri» 6.0 geographer, $2,000: secretary to 
the Director, $1,500; 8 expert chiefs of m, at $2,000 each; 4 clerks of ¢ 
ee 
Sir, electrician, $1,000; 2 skilled laborers, at $1,000 each; 5 died laborers, at 

each; 10 watchmen; 6 messengers; 2 firemen, at 8720 each; 13 assistant 
messengers; 16 unskilled laborers, at $720 each; 35 charwomen; in all, $717,060. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 146, line 17, after the word disburs- 
ing,“ I move to insert and appointment;” so as to read dis- 
bursing and appointment clerk.’ That makes it in accordance 
with the present law. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 147, after line 14, 
to strike out: 

F nts and detailed employees, to secure information for cen- 
sus i ged 7 Fo for by law, $134,000. 

And insert: 


diem compensation of special 
9 95 8 the cost of 
0 


nd Lacing ee That 
no ex t. named items unless the same 
shall have been previously authorized by the Director. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 148, line 3, before the word service,“ 
I move to strike out personal“ and insert temporary. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 148, line 7, before 
the word special.“ to strike out twelve“ and insert thir- 
. teen;’? in line 8, before the word“ the,“ to strike out the 
Bureau of; in the same line, after the word! Census,” to insert 
“ Office;’? in line 12, after the word assigned,“ to strike out to 
clerkships of class 4 and insert as follows: Four as chiefs of 
division, at $2,000 each; four as clerks of class 4, and four as clerks 
of class 2; so as to make the clause read: 

i lo: in the ffice on other 
toe 3 e h t A EA BAIIA T r 10 of the 
D I ee i ye 
ome, Sway N of division, at $2,000 each, four as clerks of class 4, and 
four as clerks of class 2. 

Mr. CUL},0M. On page 148, line 13, I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting before the word Four“ the words One 


geographer, and.“? i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 148, line 13, it is proposed to amend 
the amendment of the committee by inserting before the word 
“ Four” the words One geographer, and,” and making the word 
Four commence with a letter instead of a capital; so as 
to read: 

i ial t: mployed in the Census Office on other 
an 8 — 1 thers, as authorized by section 10 of the 
actof March 6, 1902, entitled “An act to provide for a permanent Census 
Office,” are hereby transferred to the classified service, to be assigned as fol- 
lows: One geographer, and four as chiefs of division, at $2,000 each, four as 
clerks of c 4, and four as clerks of class 2. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 148, line 15, to 
strike out: 

For transcript of registration records, $14,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

The next amendment was, on page 148, line 24, after the word 
“office,” to strike out furniture“ and insert fixtures;’’ sd as 
to make the clause read: 

rniture, ice, lumber, hardware, d goods, advertising, tele- 
5 e e 8 and wa; : ns, feed finan shoeing of horses, dia- 
grams, awnings, shelving, file cases, file holders, office fixtures, fuel, light, and 
other absolutely necessary expenses, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. f 

The next amendment was, on page 149, line 1, after the word 
“of” where it occurs the first „to strike out law books;” 
in line 2, after the word “and,” to strike out manuscript in- 
vestigation of census work in other countries” and insert man- 
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uscripts;” and in line 4, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
‘five thousand ” and insert two thousand five hundred;“ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For purchase of books of reference, periodicals, and manuscripts, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amenement was, on page 149, line 15, before the word 
“clerks,” to strike out eight and insert nine;“ in the same 
line, before the word“ clerks” where it occurs the second time, 
to strike out twelve“ and insert ‘‘thirteen;’ in line 17, before 
the word “clerks,” to strike out ten and insert twelve;’’ in 
line 18, before the word laborers,” to strike out “ four ” and in- 
sert“ five;’’ and in line 21, before the word“ dollars,” to strike out 
“ seventy-five thousand five hundred and seventy” and insert 
Pines eae eight hundred and thirty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


1,500; nine clerks of class 2; thirteen Gone of class1; ce n 
clerks, at $1,000 each; four copyists; one messenger; three assistant messen- 
gors; five rers; and one female laborer, $490; in all, $30,830, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 149, line 25, to increase the 
appropriation for payment of the services of experts, and for 
other necessary expenditures connected with the collection of 
facts relative to the internal and foreign commerce of the United 
States, from $2,000 to 85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 150, to insert: 


To enable the Bureau of Statistics, under the direction of the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor, to collate and ith nge the tariffs of foreign countries 
e 


in form for distribution, to be gamen English language, 8 
far as ble the reports of the International Bureau for the Publication 
of Customs Tariffs, and accompanied by a statement showing the equivalent 


in currency, weights, and measures of the United States of all fore: 
of currency, weights, and measures used in such tariffs, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 151, line 11, after the word 
dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘ one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 
1; one clerk, 51, 000,“ and insert one clerk of class 3; three clerks 
of class 2; three clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 each;” 
and in line 16, before the word “hundred,” to strike out“ eight- 
een thousand four” and insert “twenty-seven thousand two;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Immigration: For Commissioner-General of Immigration, $4,000; 
chief clerk, $2,500, and $250 additional for services as actuary; confidential 
clerk, $1,800; statistician and stenographer, with power to act as immigrant 
inspector, $000: one supervising immigrant inspector. to be attached to this . 

in Washington for special work outside, $1,800; one clerk of class 3; 
three clerks of class 2; three clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 each; one 
paid foe one messenger; one assistant messenger; in all, $27,210, which, to- 
gether with other expenses of regulating pain, aie shall be paid 
permanent appropriation for expenses of regulating immigration. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 151, after line 22, to strike 
out: 

The Secretary of Commerce and Labor may, by written order, detail from 
the Immigration Serviceat large not more than two additional or 
two clerks to the Bureau of Immigration at Washington, for duty in connec- 
tion with the work of the Bureau, to be described in each order of detail, for 
a period not exceeding one hundred and twenty days: Provid 


J ided, That de- 
talls so ordered may on expiration be renewed from time to time by written 
order of the Secretary of 


minerce and Labor in each particular case for 
periods not exceeding one hundred and twenty days. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 152, line 10, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert associate chemist, $2,200; ” in line 11, after 
the word“ associate, to strike out chemist ” and insert physi- 
cist; and in line 12, before the word “associate,” to strike out 
four“ and insert three; so as to read: 

Bureau of Standards: For Director, $5,000; physicist, $4,000; ch ` 
associate chemist, $2,200; associate cach srg Wade er PRA BE E pa o 
at $2,200 each, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 153, line 13, after the word 
“laboratory,” to strike out “assistants” and insert appren- 
tices;’’ so as to read: 8 

Three laboratory apprentices, at $480 each; janitor, $300; and one char- 
woman, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was, on page 153, line 23, to reduce the 
appropriation for apparatus, machinery, tools, and other appli- 
ances in connection with the buildings or the work of the 
754500 of Standards, laboratory supplies, etc., from $75,000 to 

74,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The next amendment was, on page 154, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation for fuel for heat, light, and power, office expenses, 
stationery, printing, binding, ete., from $10,000 to $11,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Bureau 
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The next amendment was, on page 154, line 11, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert of which sum 8500 shall be immediately 
e so as to make the clause read: 

T roads and walks, piping grounds un 3800 


corps 2 n 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The 77 85 5 Was, on page 50 line 2, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent capna epartment of Commerce 
and Labor, from $75,000 to $100,000. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

ae 97 lin a, to neres jeg e the raip to eee on 
page 15 e 9, to increase the appropriation for the salary of re- 
200 court of appeals, District of Columbia, from $1,200 to 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 157, line 15, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert “ for file cases and filing facilities, $500;” and 
in line 17, before the word “hundred,” to strike ont “ twenty- 
nine thousand eight“ and insert “thirty thousand six;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

n enditures in the duct o 
PR ge araog Hw eon th . £ the ee haat Se} 


file cases an g ties, in A one iait of whi: 
paid from the revenues of the ict of Colum! 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 158, line 22, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out four” and insert “nine: and in the 
same lino, after the word dollars,“ to insert and of this smout 
$1,500 shall be expended for the library of the eighth circuit; 
as to make the clause read: 


Books for 5 of circuit courts of a For the purchase of law desire 
books and rebindi: w books for the nine es of the United States cir- 
cuit courts of appeals to beexpended under the direction of the Attorney- 
General upon requisition of the court (a i books p nder 
be plaint ae The y of nited Stas"), $a sense a g this 
amount $1,500 shall be expended for the i library of the 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 161, line 2, = 
fore 12 wor “incapacitated, * to insert permanently; 80 as 
to rea 


Sxo. 3. That the a 
persons e tda aeia in 


a and 
com- 


ropriations herein made 5 5 the office: 
e public service shall not be available for the 
ns permanently 


pensation of any perso! incapacitated for performing such 
service. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 161, line 8, after the word 
‘* this, to insert “or any other: in line 5, before the word 
use,” tostrike out‘ eu ete ” andin line6, after the word “for,” 4 
5 herein and insert “by this or any other act; 
as to make the clause read: 


No part of any mone: gna Sh this or any other act shall be avail- 
2 k i4 * on baad, therefor for the 


the President, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was concluded. 
Mr. HOAR. Ishonld like to inquire of the Senator in 
of the bill seca 15 the 3 of the amendment on page 161, the 


OM. e , 


No partof money OF horses and carriages or drivers therefor f 
able for paying conve mses of ho and rivers therefor for 2 — 
use of ony: ee provided for by this or any other act other than Presi- 
dent ot the nited Sta tes, the heads of Executive Departmen 


retary to the see Sng 


Mr. HOAR. Is st a repeal or a change of law? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know that there is actually any law 
about it, but there has grown up a practice whereby almost every 
head of a bureau or Assistant Secretary or Assistant Postmaster- 
General seems to have been able to get a carriage at Government 
expense. There has been a good deal of talk aboat it, and almost 
a scandal, and the committee thought it was desirable to limit it 
to certain officials, so that there should be no further question as 
to who is entitled toa carriage at ent expense. We have 
none ourselves at Government empen; and a good many other 
a a ought not to have them, I think. 

OAR. We have when we do Government service. If 
Ge cing goes to the White House, he is furnished with a car- 


PMT oe He does not go at Government expense. I 
never 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator goes to the White House at the be- 


eM GULLOM. Obl 
Mr M. Oh! 


Mr. HOAR, ee cate that the Senate is in ses- 


sion, he is provided with a 
Mr. OM. I think ‘probably I have been honored witha 


carriage two or three times during my twenty years’ service, 


the 
ae the heads of Executive Departments, and the 580- bill. 


Mr. HOAR. Itisahack. Thereisnothing toit. The Senator 
does 95 care about such a trifling matter; but striking out the 
word personal and leaving in for the use of any officer pro- 
vided for by this or any other act” would seem to prohibit the 
use of a carriage by Senators who are chosen to attend a public 
funeral in the city of W ton. 

Mr. TELLER. That would not be personal use. 

Mr. HOAR. But they have stricken out the word perso: 

Mr. TELLER. Oh! 

Mr. HOAR. And it says that it shall not be for any use what- 
ever, as the committge’s amendment reads. At the begi g of 
the session two or three Senators go to the White House, and 
Lai he Roa FON PE It is not their personal use. It is in 
the service of the Senate. 

Now, as I understand, the House left it properly; that where it 
was an ‘official use req e Era thedischarge of official 
duties, it was permitted; but our committee propose to strike 
that out and provide that under no circumstances, so far as this 
appropriation goes, shall they have the use of a carriage for any 

5 8 8 is 257 I want to have explained. 
CULL the Senator understands it aright. 
Mr. HOAR. n Then, I hope the amendment in that respect will 


not be agreed to 

mer, CULLOM. Iam inclined to move to reconsider the vote 
by which the word “personal” was stricken out, and to consent 
that it shall remain in. 

Mr. HOAR. Leaving it as the House proposed? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. L understand the House has made the rule exactly 
in accordance with what I suggest and what is the Senator’s 


Mr. CULLOM. That is true. 

Mr. HOAR. Where it is a mere official duty I do not see why 
a carriage should not be paid for the same as a piece of paper or 
the fire in a committee room. It is of very little importance, how- 
ever. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know it is, and therefore I will allow the 
word to remain in. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. Thope the Senator from Pennsylvania will not 
do that. T would like to get the bill through this evening, for the 
reason that I desire to be absent from the Senate part of the day 
to-morrow. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Are there not a lot of amend- 
ments to be poge: 

M. I do not know of any. The Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Netson] desires to make a suggestion. 
Mr. PENROSE. I withdraw the motion. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the chango made in the last 


use? 
Mr. CULLOM. It is. The word ‘personal’ remains in the 
Chie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment in that re- 


is disagreed to. 

8. "NELSON. T call attention to line 7, page 3. There was 
an amendment reported by the committee, “clerk: $1,600.” I - 
understand that . on the motion of the Senator from 
Illinois to $1,440. Am I correct? 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment to the amendment was adopted. I think the original 
n as it was reported by the committee ought to be in 

It relates to the position of a. young man who has up to this 
time been stirred es the roll as a messenger, but who ever 
since last November performed the duties of a clerk in the 
office of the Secretary of the Senate, and, owing to the sickness 
and disability of other clerks, most of the winter he has been per- 
forming duties at three desks, working late and early, working 
in the evenings and working sometimes, to my knowledge, on 
oer „Every clerk at desk knows how that boy has 
work 

This is simply an inerease of $160 as the committee reported it. 
It was a very small increase, but I was content with it. Now it 
has been stricken out, and he gets nothing for his except 
the change of designation—from messenger to clerk. He does 
not get one dollar increase. I submit, in view of the work the 
young man has been doing all winter, that it is utterly and en- 
tirely unfair, I trust the Senator from Illinois. will. make no 
objection to the reinstatement of the committee amendment. 

. CULLOM. I understand that this is a very excellent 
young man. Ido not know him at all. Ido not know whether 
or not I eyer saw him; but: he has been getting $1, stoa year, 

which is a pretty good salary and which is much more than many 
clerks get who have been in the service a long time as clerks. 

I should like very much to see this young man promoted, as he 
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will undoubtedly be in the course of time, probably next year; 
but the House in dealing with this subject undertook to keep the 
salaries of the force in Washington down, and we have attempted 
to do the same thing, feeling that we ought to check up a little 
in reference to increases in salaries. We have added a good many 
clerks in the service, where the testimony seemed to. show that 
they were absolutely required, but we have made no increases in 
salaries. This item for his promotion really got into the bill, I 
may say honestly, without my observation as to when it was 
done or how it was done. 

When it was done I found that almost every clerk around here 
said, That is not fair unless you promote us.“ They are gcod 
young men, and some of them are advanced in years. It seemed 
to me that the only fair thing for the committee to do was to 
treat them all alike this year and refuse to increase their pay. I 
would have been very glad to do this, and I hope my good friend 
the Senator from Minnesota will appreciate the fact that the 
young man comes out of the catalogue of messengers and takes 

is position as a $1,440 clerk, and undoubtedly he and others will 
be taken care of later on. I hope the Senator will withdraw his 
motion and allow us to pass the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. I can not withdraw it. It is a matter of very 

t injustice. The Secretary of the Senate, realizing the faith- 
ul work and the extra work this clerk has done, went before the 
committee and asked for this increase. 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly he did. 

Mr. NELSON. It was not at my request. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no doubt of that. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to do the Secretary of the Senate jus- 
tice by saying that being informed of the extra and unusual 
amount of work, under circumstances that the Secretary could 
not help, which the young man was obliged to do, he felt that 
this clerk was entitled to this little increase. It is only $160 
a year. Now, to merely change the name from messenger to 
“clerk” is no promotion. 

Mr. CULLOM. The young man getsintoa different class, and 
I know he will be very glad to have that much done for him, 
though he does not get the additional pay. If he was getting the 
ordinary pay of a messenger, of course in raising him to a clerk- 


ship we would have been compelled to haye given him an in- | P 


crease, in 5 with the ordinary pay of a clerk. 

Mr. NELSON. Here are the facts. I call the attention of the 
Senator from Illinois to the fact that he has not been doing the 
work of a messenger. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iknow. 

Mr. NELSON. He has been doing the work of a clerk. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true. 

Mr. NELSON. A good deal of the time, on account of the sick- 
ness and disability of other clerks, he has had the work of three 
desks to do, and he has worked after the sessions have been over, 
late in the evenings, and to my knowledge has had to work sey- 
eral Sundays. 

Mr. CULLOM. A good many work nights and Sundays. 

Mr. NELSON. Isubmit, as a matter of fairness, that his case 
is not on a parity with the other cases to which the Senator from 
Illinois referred. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it were absolutely so that he is a better 
clerk and doing more work than any other clerk, I would feel 
that he had more claim than he has now. 

Mr. NELSON. I do not claim that he is a better clerk, but I 
say he has done more work in proportion. 

r. CULLOM. Possibly so. But the clerks are good men; 
they work hard; they deserve promotion and deserve additional 

y; and if we take this up we must run through the whole list 

fore we can stop. I hope the Senator will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. NELSON. I can not withdraw it, because I think it is an 
act of injustice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Minnesota to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senate agreed to the amendment striking out “ six 
hundred” and inserting ‘‘four hundred and forty.” [Putting 
the question.] By the sound, the “ayes” seem to have it. 

Mr. HALE. A division. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it go, Mr. President. 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The “ayes” have it. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Presiden 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend- 
ments, the bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will be very brief, if the Chair will not be 
impatient. On page 3, line 20, after the word “ room,” I move to 
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strike out one thousand eight hundred ” and insert two thou- 
sand,” being an increase of salary of that officer in the document 
room to $2,000; and in line 21, after the word thousand.“ I move 
to strike out the word four and insert eight: so that it shall 
agr eight hundred,” and to strike out the words `‘ and forty,” in 
ine 22. 

Mr. CULLOM. Imake the point of order on 
the Senator from Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the point of order 
which the Senator from Illinois makes? 

Mr. CULLOM. That it is an increase. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Without an estimate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Without any estimate for it or anything else. 

fee PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 

of order. 

Mr. BURROWS. Was the other amendment which we have 
just passed on estimated for? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether it was or not, but I did 
not make the Roe of order on the amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS. The point of order was not made on it? 

Mr. NELSON. And it was reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend- 
ment, the bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BUILDING FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETO. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to give notice that after the com- 
letion of the routine business to-morrow I will move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 1508) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public 
building to be used fora gt yenas of State, a Department of 
Justice, and a Department of Commerce and Labor. 
Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was ed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 45 minutes 
. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 
26, 1904, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


the amendment of 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 25, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupsn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr, FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 


| the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 


The motion was agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. OLMSTED in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 12220, the naval od eae bill, and the ques- 
tion is upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Burton]. . 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Louisiana de- 
sires to be heard. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, concerning the 
clause for the construction of one first-class battle ship embraced 
in the pending bill making i pt ee for the coming fiscal 
year, I wish to say at the outset that I am in favor of this pro- 
vision. Naval strategists recognize ships of the line, i. e., the 
battle ship or the armored cruiser, as the unit of naval power. 
In the tonnage recently and now being built abroad the largest 
share is set aside for battle ships fully armed and armored. Ar- 
mored cruisers come next in importance to the battle ships. Their 
qualities of speed, coal endurance, and means of coaling rapidly 
render them especially valuable to the commander of a fleet. 

Mr. Chairman, in discussions of this bill much has been said 
about the platform of both political parties with especial reference 
to the Navy. 

SUBJECT OF THE NAVY NOT FOR PARTISAN DISCUSSION. 

I do not think the Navy a subject for partisan discussion. It is 
one that ought to lift a man above the rancor of a partisan. I 
should be very sorry to believe that the American people are will- 
ing to have the subject of the Navy considered in this way and 
the occasion of providing for the public defense converted into an 
opportunity for flings at any Member of this House of any party. 


1904. 
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Mr. Chairman, in his 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] took occasion to read from the Democratic 
platform of 1900 —the Kansas City platform with a view to call 
the Democrats of this House to what he conceived to be their duty. 

DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM. y 

That platform contained a clause under the caption of ‘‘ Mili- 
tarism opposed,’’ which all Democrats, and I trust all Republicans, 
have ever approved. It represents the common sentiment of all 
true Americans and those who love human liberty and free insti- 
tutions. But, sir, nothing contained therein applies to the argu- 
ment against a strong, efficient navy commensurate with our needs 
as a great and growing power. I quote it here, that its declaration 
may be again imp upon this House. 

190 PLATFORM—MILITARISM OPPOSED. 


3 militarism. It means conquest abroad and intimidation and 
opp: onat home. It means the strong arm which has ever been fatal to 
= free er 18 It is what os of our ee — * ae: from in 

urope. It will impose upon our peace-lovin: ea 8 arm 
and EEan burden 52 taxation, and w 3 menace A the 
liberties. A small standing army and a well-disciplined State militia are 
amply sufficient in time of peace. This Republic has no place for a military 
service and conscription. 

But, sir, the gentleman might well have read to you an extract 
from the Democratic platform of 1892, upon which the party went 
to the country and achieved one of the most glorious victories in 
its annals. It might almost seem a corollary to the other. With 
your permission I shall read it: 

Szo. 10. The Democratic party is the only party that has ever given the 
country a foreign policy. consistent and vigorous, compelling respect abroad 
and inspiring confidence at home. While avoiding entangling alliances, it 
has aimed to cultivate friendly, relations with other panos, san 5 
with our neighbors on the American continent, whose destiny is closely link 
with ours, and we view with alarm the 5 to a 1 An irritation and 
bluster, which is liable at any time to confront us with the alternative of 
humiliation or war. We favor the maintenance of a navy strong enough 75 
all purposes of national defense and to properly maintain the honor and dig- 
nity of the country abroad, 

Upon that platform, Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party has 
always stood and stands to-day. As I have on a former occasion 
stated, the new Navy owes its beginning almost entirely to the 


Democratic party. 
THE NEW NAVY. 


True, under the administration of Secretary of the Navy Mr. 
Chandler three wooden unarmored cruisers, to wit, the Chicago, 
Boston, and the Atlanta, and one dispatch boat, the Dolphin, 
were commenced, but under the iring touch of Mr. Whitney, 
a Democratic Secretary, the na aspiration for a navy to be 
built on modern lines, with all the modern appliances of science, 
seemed to find an outcome and impression that gave the profound- 
est satisfaction to 5 regardless of party. 

The CHAIRMAN. e time of the gentleman expired. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man’s time may be extended ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked thatthe gen- 
tleman from Louisiana may continue his remarks for ten minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. At the time Secretary Whitney 
entered upon his duties, as was well stated by the President in 
December, 1886, the country did not possess a single vessel of war 
that could keep the sea against a first-class vessel of any impor- 
tant power. 

There was no establishment in the United States that could turn 
out armor for modern vessels, and not one that could furnish the 
forgings for a modern gun larger than a 6-inch caliber. 

Ho eatomobite torpedoes had ever been manufactured in this 
country, no modern rapid-fire guns, and not a grain of powder for 
a high-power gun. 

Since that time both parties have united in the great work, and 
none haye contributed to it more efficiently than Secretaries 
Whitney and Herbert. 

In my service on the Naval Committee, I, together with my 
Democratic colleagues have ever held this object of preparing the 
Navy for national defense above party, and sought beyond part 
to develop our strength to the highest degree commensurate wi 
our greatness and safety. 

In fact, Mr. Chairman, the support of the Navy has been a 

favorite measure of the Democratic party from its earliest days, 
and the great statesmen of our party have handed down this pol- 
icy as a cherished one. We all can recall the victories of the war 
of 1812. They were won by ships fashioned in American navy- 
yards, administered by Jefferson and Madison. 

Such has been our traditional policy, and the aspiration of 
Whitney was only the logical outcome of his sound Democratic 
training. 

ACTION OF MINORITY MEMBERS OF NAVAL COMMITTEE CONSIDERED. 

Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BURTON] took occasion to censure the minority of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs because of omission to make a minority re- 
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h on Tuesday last the gentleman from | port” consistent with his views as to the objectionable character 
of this bill. I have been a member of the Naval Committee, Mr. 
Chairman, for over twelve years, ever since my service in this 
House, and at no time has the minority, of whatever party, made 
aminority report, with butoneexception. Inthe Fifty-sixth Con- 
gress there was a minority report made upon a single subject, one 


relating solely to armor plate. 

We have never deemed it necessary to make a minority report. 
In that committee, Mr. Chairman, politics has but little play. 
Each member follows and votes his judgment as to what he 
deems for the best interest of the naval establishment and the 
country, and differences that may arise are rarely, if ever, on po- 
litical lines. Some may want a large scheme of new construction 
in ships. Others may contend for more moderate ones. In the 

resent instance I may say, for illustration, that my friend from 

irginia [Mr. RIXRVI, as well as my friend from Georgia 15 05 
TATE], seemed disinclined to any important addition to our ships 
at this time. 

Mr. RIXEY. Battle ships. 

Mr. TATE. Not cruisers. 

Mr. RIXEY. But not the small cruisers. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. My coll e on the committee, 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. Krrohix]. 
contended that we should haye a large 3 for to 0 
boats, believing them to be more effective and more economical; 
whilst my friend from Missouri [Mr. TAAT in his spèech 
of Wednesday last, urged that the naval battles of the future will 
be fought below the water, and thus render surface boats useless, 

I FAVORED THE ENTIRE PROGRAMME, 

I mention these incidents to show the difference of opinion con- 
stantly occurring, with no occasion, however, for a minority re- 
port, reserving the right and privilege to express our views on the 
floor of the House, though they may vergo: Now, I would 
re fully ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], were 
he here, whether there has ever been a minority report made 
by the committee of which he is the distinguished chairman. In 
my service in this House I haye never known of such a minority 
report, 

a IMPORTANCE OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 

I consider the appropriations and the provisions of the river 
and harbor bill, Mr. irman, as the most useful and most 
important of any appropriation bill in this House. I have always 
voted for them cheerfully, because I believe they are carefully 
considered and are needed to promote the commercial interests 
and every other interest of our great country. No other bill, for 
2 N appropriated, brings so great a return in benefits to 

© people. 

I do not criticise the able chairman because his committee has 
never offered a minority re It is amonument to his fairness 
and acumen, but I certainly think he ought to extend the same 
consideration to his colleagues who serve on the Naval Affairs 
Committee. Mr. Chairman, I repeat that I approve in every re- 
spect the river and harbor bills which the gentleman has brought 
in this House, and yet we know also that noseverer criticism 
ever been uttered in this House at times than has been devoted to 
the great river and harbor appropriations. Then why should we 
be criticised for not advising this Honse to vote against the naval 
appropriation bill; to yote in a way which, if adopted, would 
paralyze the entire establishment for the next fiscal year? 

Mr, Chairman, I can not but wonder that the gentleman, in his 
purpose to reduce governmental expenses—a purpose which I 
would not treat lightly, for I believe him actuated by the highest 
motiyes—did not, some weeks since, apply his efforts to the 
reduction of the army appropriation bill, which, if I remember 
rightly, carried some $76,000,000. Without disparagement to our 
Army, it seems to me that there was a better field for curtail- 
ment. We can not improvise a marys but to our present splen- 
did nucleus of an army we can readily bring more than an ade- 
quate number of men and arms into service for any possible 
emergency. Here was an opportunity to strike a blow at militar- 
ism, imperialism, and greed of power! 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman from Louisiana permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do J understand the gentleman as complaining 
against the size of the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Not by any means. 

Mr. PAYNE. I did not suppose he would, but I was afraid he 
might ges tate that category. r 

Mr. YER of Louisiana. No, sir; I am speaking of the 
army 8 Canine bill. I neyer complained of the size of the 
river and harbor bill. -I think it has been moderate and always 
framed with fairness and judgment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Except the gentleman might have thought it 
was too moderate when it approached New Orleans, [Laughter.] 
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Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I have never thought it too large. 
I have always voted for it and supported it, and I take occasion to 
say now that we of New Orleans and the whole country owe the 
gentleman from Ohio gratitude for his fairness and ability. Ican 
not even now assert that the army appropriation bill could have 
been reduced materially in view of the policy of world power- 
ing —a phrase, I believe, coined by our able minority leader, Mr. 

ILLIAMS—which compels us to be ever on the alert, and to be 
prepared for the contingencies thus involved, 

THE BATTLE SHIP MOST IMPORTANT. 

Mr. Chairman, to return to our battle ships, I would state that 
the board of which my friend [Mr. Rrxey] spoke yesterday at 
one time mentioned that the battle ship should be last in the fur- 
ther order of construction. I do not understand that it was in- 
tended to convey the idea that this type is the least important. I 
think, Mr. Chairman, that at the t juncture the battle shi 
is of the utmost importance. It is a fighting ship, and Admi 
Dewey in his statement before our committee stated distinctly and 
unequivocally that the battle ship is the fighting ship, and of the 
first value. tected cruisers, which seemed to have so much 
favor with the board of which my friend [Mr. RIxxx] spoke, he 
a obsolete vessels and would be of but little use in our 

avy. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will my friend allow me to ask a question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield 
to the oe from Virginia? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Certainly, with pleasure, 

Mr. RIXEY. Is it not a fact that Secretary of the Na 
recommended the adoption of the report of the joint board whic 

vided for three protected cruisers, one armored cruiser, and one 
battle ship, and he not also state that their order of impor- 
tance was in the order he stated? 

Mr,MEYER of Louisiana. But the Secretary of the Navy also 
stated that in his recommendation he followed strictly the recom- 
mendation of the board to which we have referred; that he per- 
sonally did not presume to state what was best, that he relied 
upon the board; as my colleague will remember, subsequently Ad- 
miral Dewey testi before the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
and with all due respect to the board of which we have en, 
and with all due respect to our distinguished Secretary, who cer- 
tainly devotes close attention to his duties, I am inclined to rely 
upon the statement of Admiral Dewey, who has had practical 
experience with fighting ships, and who has seryed in the Na 
for over ony years; who has examined every type of cine 
sailed them, fought them, and, in fact, seen them under all con- 
ditions. 

Mr. RIXEY. Now, will my eee allow one further sug- 
gestion? I would ask my friend if Admiral Dewey is not the 

ident of the board which recommended the ships in the order 
i which I have stated them? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. And after the committee had given him, as the 
minority on that board, a hearing, would it not have been a fair 
thing to have called in the members of the board who con- 
stituted the majority who agreed on this report? It is a fact we 
did not hear them at all, is it not? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. The statement made by my col- 
league is correct, but he will remember also that Admiral Dewey 
stated that he was in a minority, but he still maintained his 
opinion. 


Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. And, Mr. Chairman, I would say 
that we may safely rely upon the experience and the wisdom and 

triotism of Admiral in relation to matters of this kind. 

e Admiral did say he was in the minority on that committee. 
So was the Admiral in the minority with reference to a great trial 
that was had some years ago, but the majority of the American 
people believe he was in the right. 
WARS HAVE NOT CEASED TO EXIST. 

Gentlemen may dream of , they may quietly and 
calmly in the beatific 5 — that the enium been reached 
and that all the people of the earth have beaten “ their swords into 
plowshares and their spears into pruning hooks;” but there are 
many of them who are not convinced that wars on our continent 
and with other nations have ceased to exist. 

At no time has there been more unrest, more disquiet, more 

divisions, more readiness to employ brute force. The two 
nations now at war furnish an example. possesses 
the monarchs and cabinets of the world; all an armed 
camp, momentarily — SE convulsion, the end of which no 
man can tell. The sword is drawn, the guns all shotted. Itis 
im ible not to see that the conflagration may become general. 

such an hour I hope we may be guiltless, but it is our duty 
not to be caught unprepared for the emergency if it shall come 
upon us. 


ear of 


If a general war should come we may be drawn into it, how- 


ever pacific our policies and purposes 
123 CHAIRMAN The time of the gentleman from Louisiana 
expired. 


5 MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five min- 
utes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks that 
his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I, of course, do not want to 
object to the extension of time, but I want to give notice that I 
am anxious to get a yote on this proposition, and I shall object to 
any further extension. 

he CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The 
Chair hears none, 
“DON’T GIVE UP THE SHIP.” 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I thank the Chair and the commit- 
tee. Mr. Chairman, the ote peg for new construction in this 
bill is for one first-class battle ship, two armored cruisers, three 
scout cruisers, two submarine boats, and two colliers. Were Ito 
follow my own judgment and desires, I would urge upon my col- 
leagues, and i aug yÈ i 
of construction. I believe, 
sir, that now is the time to build up our Navy. But, sir, yield- 
ing to perhaps the better judgment of many of my friends, I am 
quite willing to advise a somewhat more moderate programme, 
by waiting another year for the armored cruiser. We have a 
goodly number building, and no harm, I trust, will come from 
the delay; but the battle ship, Mr. Chairman, should not be 
neglec We ought to have it, and I trust that all our friends 
on this side will realize the importance of their action and will 
vote to sustain the provision. Lask them to give it careful, patri- 
otic consideration, and in the words of Lawrence, who in Boston 
Harbor fought his glorious fight, as he fell, maintaining the honor 
of his country, “ Don’t give up the ship.” [Loud applause. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I have taken no part in this dis- 
cussion thus far because I felt that there were others who could 
better do it, and for the additional reason that I have been with- 
out the details of information that I would like to have had, 
because of my inability to attend but very few sessions of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs while in the consideration 
of this bill. 

I feel, however, sir, that so much has been said and so much def- 
e as to the position apon this bill of amuch more 

istinguished gentleman from Maryland than myself that I, asa 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs from that State, 
ought, at least, to rise here in my place and go on record as tomy 
own views upon the subject-matter of the increase of our Navy, 
which I very 2 and earnestly favor. 

An impression has been created, sir, or songht to be created in 
this debate, that the extravagance of the majority in the make-up 
of this bill has been so great that we have even gone beyond the 
recommendations of the Secretary of the Navy in the programme 
we have presented to the House. 

Such an impression, if created, is very far from being in accord 
with the facts. 

I read from the statement of the of the Navy, made 
in the Committee on Naval Affairs, upon the increase of the Navy: 

Secreta yY. Ihave referring tothe General Board of the Na 
their official: — FTT . theory 

we 


that the amount of new ships authorized by Congress this 
equal in cost to that authorized in last year’s bill, and pre Sen mee 


in 
that the amount would be a less sum than that C au last Ea 
$30,000,000. ey haveadvised me, ina — that they do 
pot thik either of thee — is sufficient. z $ i 

In other words, the Naval Board, or the ‘‘ General Board,” asit 
is termed, composed of men who have had experience in the han- 
dling of ships in war as well as in peace, a board constituted of 
experts in matters relating to the construction and needs of the 
Navy, recommended, at the request of the Secre two alter- 
native propositions providing for ships. neither of which did they, 
nor does he, in my ent, thi ient. 

To continue with what the Secretary said: 

however, that if we are to havea me equal 

tp coed to Unt ene te made last „they recomm: end I battle po 1 
armored cruiser, 3 protected cruisers, Seyi ekerin and 2 squadron co 
liers, making ships which would cost $34,500,000 complete and ready for sea. 
eee — — 3 3 — . — and 2 3 
ron collier, and in addition they recommend, . case, 2 submarine 


And the Secretary us to understand that the general board 
considered neither of these provisions as being cient. 

Now, then, it will be seen that we have not only not recom- 
mended more than the Secre sought to impress us with the 
need of, or more than the general recommended in its lowest 
estimate; but as a matter of fact, if the calculations which I have 
hurriedly made are correct, we have limited the diture au- 
thorized herein to an amount slightly below that of the smallest 
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be ee i in point of cost, as recommended by the Navy De- 


en 

We have, it is true, substituted a battle ship for the three pro- 
tected cruisers, which we have stricken out of the bill, and for 
the very good reason that should appeal to those of us who want 
a navy of fighting capacity and who claim no technical, scientific 
knowledge as to its construction and its needs, and that reason 
was that Admiral Dewey, whose opinion we can all afford to re- 
spect, made the statement to us that protected cruisers were obso- 
lete and of no practical use at this time and that the battle ships 
were tho essential thing needed now, as constituting the fighting 
arm of the navy of the future. 

It seems to me that we can well afford to adopt the scientific 
opinions and advice of men who have commanded and those who 
have been associated with them in the command of our ships in 
actual warfare upon the seas. 

It has been said that this whole proposition for the increase of 
our Navy should be abandoned because of the asserted fact—and 
it is a fact—that our naval shipbuilding in the last five or six 
years has been larger in the aggregate than that of any other 
great nation. 

Such, in substance, was the argument of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BURTON]. 

That statement, Mr. Chairman, is essentially true, but that fact 
ought to be considered alongside of the other pertinent fact, that 
when we commenced, five or six years ago, to provide this large 
ponani of shipbuilding now in progress we had done prac- 
tically nothing in the upbuilding of our Navy upon the modern 
and effective basis that we have now ado 


ted. 
It might with just as much propriety be argued that if there | land 


were two neighboring cities in our country, one of which had kept 
its streets, its sewerage system, and other public works in a high 
degree of improvement, and the other had entirely neglected these 
matters for a period of five or six years, but after that time had 
awakened to a sense of 8 and begun to make an earnest effort 
to catch up with the other—you might just as well say that be- 
cause one of these cities, owing to these conditions, had very much 
more work to do in a given time in order to reach a basis of com- 
parison with its rival—had, in a recent period of years, accord- 
ingly expended more money in providing pavements, sewers, and 
other municipal improvements, therefore the other city should 
suspend its work forthwith and entirely and make no provision 
whatever for municipal progress. 

The gentleman from Ohio further argues—and this is, in fact, 
a reproduction of his comparison of the aggregate work for the 
last few years—that the proportion of ships contracted for and 
authorized to those already constructed and finished is larger, in 
relation to the Navy of this country, than in that of any other 
nation, and for that reason his contention is that we might dis- 
pense with any programme for the coming year. 

This statement, as a matter of fact, is true, and true for a rea- 
son similar to the other one; but the argument based upon it is 
fallacious, because, up to the time, I repeat, when we began a few 
years ago to provide for the complement of ships now under con- 
tract or authorized, we had practically made no progress in this 
direction at all; 

The essential fact, however, to be borne in mind, Mr. Chairman, 
by all those who want to see an op be navy for our country 
lies in this, that we are to-day only the fifth in rank in the ton- 
nage of our Navy among the great nations that maintain effective 
navies. 

Indeed, sir, I rather incline to the opinion that since Japan has 
added cag td to the number of her ships by purchase, in order to 
carry on the conflict in which she is now engaged, we have prob- 
ably a down to only the sixth in rank. 

Just whoever it may be who can feel a pride in this compara- 
tive condition of the Navy of the United States I leave to gentle- 
men who are standing here in opposition to this programme of 
increase to point out for themselves. 

If the construction of ships that we have heretofore provided 
for shall be completed in several years from now, we expect to be 
third in rank, only England and France surpassing us; but we 
shall not reach to that rank if we stop now in our work in this 
direction while the other nations that are ahead of us are going 
on and making continuous and tremendous progress. We 
fall behind farther eyen than now if Congress, upon the pretext 
of a spurious economy, should adopt the stand-still policy of build. 
ing no ships at all. 

ere is another feature of this debate to which I want now to 
call attention, 

I have never taken any part in partisan discussion since I have 
been in Congress, and I have no disposition to enter upon it now, 
but I do want to call attention to some remarks in the speech of 
me 1 from Virginia [Mr. RIXEX]J, which has not 

e 


qe en printed in the RECORD, but which I think I can remem- 
substantially as delivered. 


I want to give the House an idea of what, from the standpoint 
of the gentleman from Virginia and those who agree with him, 
must be the kind of navy that this country may expect to have if 
Democracy shall have its way in the building of it. 

Now, the gentleman from Virginia, according to the custom 
and course of procedure in this House, is fairly entitled to the 
rank of leader of his side in regard to the pending naval bill, be- 
cause the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER] has, for the 
time being—on the question of battle ships, at least—joined this 
side, I do not know how long he will stay with us. I hope he 
will remain with us until the finish upon this measure. 

Mr. RIXEY. My friend does me toomuch honor. Iam only 
the third on the committee on this side of the House. 

Mr. MUDD. That is right, but Iam not prepared to accept 
the disclaimer which the modesty of the gentleman prompts him 
to make. If not the ranking member of his party upon the com- 
mittee—the gentleman from-Louisiana and the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Tare] preceding him in the order named—as I 
understand, he has, nevertheless, taken the leading part among 
those whom he has designated as a majority of the minority of 
the committee in manifesting opposition to the essential features 
of our increases in this bill, both of ships and men. 

The gentleman from Virginia, in his opening remarks upon this 
bill, undertook to quote, with approval, from a speech of a dis- 
tinguished Marylander in the other wing of the Capitol, but for 
which fact I should not feel that it were quite the oy 5 thing, 
perhaps, to refer to it; and there was just one thing, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I liked about this, and that was that I liked to see 
Virginia acquiring a habit of following in the footsteps of Mary- 


My friend from Virginia spoke of this distinguished gentleman, 
the junior Senator from my State, as being a very prominent can- 
didate for the Presidency of the United States, and unreservedly 
ave expression to his willingness to adopt the views of that dis- 
inguished gentleman upon the Navy for himself, and, as far as 
he was able to do so, as the position of the Democratic party in 
— to the Navy. 
e utterances of a prominent and in this case, it may be said, 
a probable candidate for President of the United States are en- 
titled to great consideration in this country everywhere. 

I assume, of course, that he is entirely sincere in the position 
which he has seen fit to adopt, and that he had adopted it—in 
the conspicuous attitude in which he stands before the public 
to-day—after mature and careful consideration and with deliber- 
ate, fixed purpose; and I want to say that if the distinction of the 
nomination for President should come to him from a party, though 
it may be across the line from that in which I stand as an humble 
member, as a citizen of Maryland I feel that I ought to accord 
to him, and to contribute my mite in haying others accord to 
him, in all candor and fairness, and with as much of the spirit 
of altruism as I can summon to my aid in such a situation, 
in giving him full credit for the economy in public expendi- 
ture, particularly in reference to this subject-matter of an in- 
aes the Navy, for which he now stands, and to which he is 
entitled. 

And yet I do not believe that this gentleman would be willing 
to rest the reputation which he now enjoys upon any special rec- 
ord for rigid economy. 

Now, what does this distinguished Senator and probable nomi- 
nee of the Democratic say as to what he thinks this country 
ought to have in the way of a navy? 

He says, as all others have said who have spoken upon this 
y haa as my friend from Virginia has said, that he was in 

avor of an adequate and sufficient navy—a navy adequate and 
sufficient for the protection of all the interests of our country 
everywhere. 

That, however, is a truism upon which we all can stand. We 
all favor an adequate and sufficient navy, but we decide upon its 
adequacy and sufficiency from our different and divergent stand- 


points. 

Iquote now from the extracts that the gentleman from Virginia 
has already quoted and placed in this debate from the speech of 
the distinguished gentleman from Maryland. I read as follows: 

Navy is 7 $ 
ies scans EN NEDAVNE tice ODER o protect ws eat 70 
all our interests upon every sea upon the face of the globe. 

Now,“ guns afloat,” I take it, no one will dispute, are guns on 
sipe ee there are too many guns afloat there are too many 

ps afloat. 

r spe age of Mississippi. From whom is the gentleman 
quoting: 

Mr. BARTLETT. He is quoting Senator GormAn’s speech in 
the Senate. 

Mr. MUDD. I am quoting, as the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARTLETT] has stated. from a pae made by a distin- 
guished gentleman from my State, which has already been quoted 


2372 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


here, and, I repeat, I would not make an 


on from it 


unless it had alread: by one of his 


y 
y been brought into this debate 
political friends, 
This gentleman, however, occu 


Democratic President should come to us, I believe I should prefer 
to have it served up to me in the form of the Democratic Senator 
from my State than in any other shape. 

If, as he says, there are already too gig done. too many sail- 
ors, too many guns afloat; if now, as he further says, we have 
more than enough to protect us and guard all our interests upon 
every sea upon the face of the globe,” why, then, we want no 
more — 5 we have too much already, and we must content our- 
selves with the occupancy of the inferior rank in which we stand 
to-day; and when the gentleman who seems to have been assigned 
the task of leading the minority, or, as he has phrased it, the 
“majority of the minority,” upon this floor upon this bill places 
his feet upon the same ground occupied ed the gentleman who so 
ably leads the minority on the floor of the other body, and who 
may be called upon to lead his party, as my friend from Virginia 
hopes, to what prospect there may be of Democratic success in 
the election of this antumn, I want the Members of this House 
to consider what sort of navy we would be likely to get at the 
hands of a party whose greatest leader predicates his position 
upon the assumption and assertion of fact—honestly made, I am 
sure—that our Navy is already “‘ top-heavy ”’ and too large. 

Mr. Chairman, I take the position of another gentleman from 
Virginia, who in different strain here yesterday. I think 
that if there is any criticism to be passed upon this programme of 
increase it is that it is not large enough. It is not as e as the 
other great maritime nations of the world have provided in the 
last authorizations of their respective legislative ies of which 
we have any accurate information. 

England and Russia are buildihg more ships to-day than we 
are, and Germany is building about the same number, I have 
no particular information as to what France is doing. 

But, sir, there can be no reason why an analogy should be 
drawn for our guidance from what Russia, France, and Germany 
are doing in the way of building a navy—certainly no sort of 
reason worthy of a moment’s consideration in the example of 
Germany and France. 

There is no force in the argument, no patriotism, in my judg- 
ment, in the desire that we should content ourselves with a 
smaller navy than those maintained by countries that are away 
below us in territory, in population, and in interests that are to 
be subserved by that arm of the military service. 

Gentlemen need not lecture us upon our duty, with compari- 
sons as to what France and Germany are doing in respect to their 
navies. 

In contrast with either of these we have vastly more e, 
EENT ee territory, and marvelously more general prog- 
ress—which progress has largely come to us, in my judgment, 
from the added prestige of our country, built up by the splendid 
achievements of our Navy in recent times, 


W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I have listened 
interest to the various that have 


tingnish 
battle ship. I presume many of you have discovered, as I have, 
ma a to answer the gentleman’s naj Si 


side, instead of using the facts and appealing to the judgment of 
the members of the Republican party. And yet poet boxe who 
speaks says boldly that it is not a party question; that is no 
politics in it; and in truth it is not a party question. I challenge 
any man who speaks for the Republican to show me a sen- 
tence or a line in the last Republican platform that you can truth- 
fully say requires us to adopt the specific provisions of this bill. 

The last national Republican platform did not contain any ex- 
pea in it which would justify this as a matter of proclaimed 

publican policy. On the contrary, the ublican House, by 
its conduct since the last national Republican platform was 
adopted, in the last Congress put a construction upon that plat- 
form in harmony with my statement about it. How did de 
make that the construction? You assembled in Congress in 
cember after that platform was formulated, after you had elected 
a Congress upon that platform, and yet during that session did not 
authorize the construction of a single war mp 

If you can now appeal to your Republican platform in justifica- 
tion for this bill. how can you excuse your conduct then in not 
authorizing any ships? 

No, Mr. Chairman, the truth of this matter is, in my judgment, 
that you think—and the infiuence that is largely shaping your 
policy is the belief that now the American people are wild npon 
this question—that now you can succeed in getting great battle 
ships in large numbers through Congress, and the fear that here- 
after you may not be able to get so — great ships when the 
people are a little further removed from the Spanish war. You 
are going to defer the construction of the little ships—the torpedo 
boats and the submarine boats that you all know we must have, 
and that good judgment requires us to have, thus ignoring an 
economical and effective defense—in order that you may continue 
to enormously increase the battle ships of the Navy. We have 
some authority for this statement. No longer than this morning, 
a gentleman who has been in close touch with the Administra- 
tion—I refer to Admiral Bowles—has given it as his opinion that 
that is one reason that is actuating Congress now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I would like to have permis- 
sion to extend my remarks, We on this side of the proposition 
have had very little debate. 

The C MAN. The gentleman asks an extension—for how 


long? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. For ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to see if we can not limit debate on 
this proposition to half an hour, and come to a vote in half an 
hour, and that the time be equally divided. 

Mr, WILLIAM W. KIT This is a very important propo- 
sition—the most important in the bill. I think the country, and 
I think the membership of this House, would like to have a full 
debate. As long as anybody on either side of the House can throw 
any light upon the subject it seems to me that the country ought 
to have it. We do not have these debates often. It is a nonpar- 
tisan question, and let us have a full debate upon it. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I desire to suggest to my friend from North 
Carolina that another opportunity will be offered for debate on 


this proposition when a motion is made, which, I understand, will 
be made at the close of debate. 

9 É There will be no debate on 
that motion. 


Mr. VANDIVER. I hope the request of the chairman of the 
committee will be granted—coming to a vote on this proposition 


in minutes. 

The Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina that his time be extended for ten 
minutes? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I object to ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. CHIN. Make it five, then. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time be ex- 
tended five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSS. I will ask that we close debate at half past 1 and 
come to a vote upon this question, and thatthe time between now 
and then be divided equally between the two sides. I ask unani- 
mous consent for that. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman 

The . The Chair will state that the debate is now 
proceeding pon a pro forma amendment to strike out the last 
two words, ə request of the gentleman from Illinois is for 
unanimous consent that all debate on the paragraph and amend- 
ment be closed at half past 1. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I hope that est will not 
be put now. While I have not gone over it, I think the time oc- 


cupied by gentlemen against this motion has been twice as much 
as 


ually divided. 
gentleman from Ohio 


those in favor of it. 
Mr. FOSS. I think it is 
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Mr. Gnosvxxon] had twenty minutes, the gentleman from Penn- 
Bylvania [Mr. BUTLER] had his time extended, and the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] this morning has had fifteen minutes. 
Ican not enumerate them all now; but you have had twice as 
much time, in my opinion, as we have had. So I hope you will not 
ins st on your request being put. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the 
tleman from North Carolina to extend his remar. 
utes? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. irman, may I interrupt the gentleman 
for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. For information; what is it? 

Mr. MUDD. I would like to ask if Admiral Bowles, to whom 
the gentleman referred, is not now disconnected from the Navy 
and the president of a shipbuilding company which has a contract 
for building submarines? 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Yes; I stated that he had been 
connected with the Navy. I do not know his position now. 

Mr. MUDD. And that his company has acontract for building 
submarines? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I do not know. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, why do we need such rapid increase of the Navy? Do 
we need it? For what purpose? [understood the gentleman from 
Massachusetts yesterday quoted the President as saying, in refer- 
ence to the Navy, that when we have a task to perform we 
must perform it in a masterful way. hat task haye the Amer- 
ican people to demand this immense navy? Is it to take Santo 
a oy Isitto takeany of the Central Americanrepublics? Is 
it to take any country on the American continent? If you suspect 
such purposes, we will not need a larger navy than we now have 
toaccomplishthem. IsittomeddleinChina? We had influence 


mest of the gen- 
for five min- 


there before the Navy was as large as it is now. Do we intend to 
cross the Atlantic grapple with some of the Euro ers? 
There is no necessity for that and no probability of it. No; we 


grain 

fields of the West area guaranty that ae anes will not fight us. 
's peace. 

Are you afraid of Germany? You are not afraid of Germany. 


ith 
dent upon the 
building of ships I can imagine how appeals to him may seem to 
justly im in 3 . that way. 3 

eny, as a general proposition, people such 
crease. There may be a few localities d ing it. 

Are you going to increase the Navy for the benefit of the ship- 
builders? Then let me remind you that now we have uncom- 
poet in their yards thirty-five ships of the Government. We 

ve to-day eleven great battle ships; we have eight great ar- 
mored cruisers and six protected cruisers, besides many smaller 
ships being constructed in private yards. Will not that satisfy 
the private yards? Do you owe them anything further? cay 
that you ought to go further merely in their behalf. Is it pa 
otism that requires it? Letme remind you, Mr. i tha 
the greatest patriotism you can show is to preserve national safety 
in an economical, honest, and honorable way. The people do not 
demand extravagance. Ten years ago we had a naval bill of 
$25,000,000, and we were not afraid of Germany or any other coun- 
by now we have $96,000,000 in this bill. 

he CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM W.KITCHIN. Ionly want two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
3 consent to ae for two minutes. Is there. ob- 
j After a pause. e Chair none. 
gentleman from Ohio, when you 


Now, when you answer the 
can not successfully appeal 


to 


t| war with China, and of the Ja 


the fears of the country or to the economic interests of the coun- 
try or to the wishes of the masses of the country, you fall back 
upon the Monroe doctrine and declare thatis in r. 

But it is proclaimed that the Monroe doctrine is no stron 
than the Navy. That is not true. Ifthe Monroe doctrine is right, 
and I believe it is, it is as strong as mankind’s respect for human 
rights—it is as strong as conscience. Before we had our present 
Navy the Monroe doctrine was strong enough, when President 
Cleveland sent his Venezuelan message to Congress, to shake 
Europe in its proclamation. We should want no navy to enforce 
a wrong, and, if this doctrine is right, as we proclaim it to be, we 
have found by experience that an immense navy is not requi 
for its maintenance. Some of you think that your platform de- 
mee it. It does not. Some think the people demand it. They 

o not. 

It seems to me if you lock at this question calmly and without 
bias, in the light of the interest and safety of the American peo- 
ple, in the interest of the Treasury of the American people and 
the great masses who have to pay the taxes, you will not further 
be stampeded into the support, in time of peace, of such an im- 
mense programme. [Applause 

Mr. MONARY. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended at this time 
to make any remarks on this subject, but later on to offer an 
amendment striking out a certain paragraph of this bill and to 
provide for the building of ten to o-boat destroyers, but I am 
moved by the remarks of the gen on my right to say that 
for myself I fail to observe that the Democratic party in any man- 
ner or at any time has opposed the upbuilding of the American 
Navy. I for one, as a ee would like to have any man 
here, Whether it be the gentleman from Ohio or any other, either 
upon the Republican or upon the Democratic side, point out where 
the Democratic party has been against it. 

I want to call the attention of this House to the fact that under 


lution it was the command of the sea by the French fleets that 
brought about the victory of Yorktown and the triumph of Amer- 
ican arms. In the war of 1812 we were defeated on the northern 
border, and the Capitol was burned by British forces, but it was 
nayal victories that saved the country, and these, the most i- 
ous years of our naval history, were under a Democratic Admin- 
istration. In the civil war the North could never have been suc- 
cessful had it not been for our Navy, which blockaded the south- 
ern ports and „ the imports of arms and ammunition and 
the exports of southern products. In the Spanish war the same 
was true; it was our naval victories on the sea at Santiago and 
Manila that brought about our success. 

The objection to this bill does not lie in the great appropriation. 
It lies in the character of the bill itself,in providing for the build- 
ing up of the Navy in quarters where it does not need it and neg- 
lecting certain essential parts which should be properly provided 
for in order to round out and complete our equipment. e have 

rovided for a battle ship when we do not need it, when the 
nited States as respecting battle ships is at the present time 
fourth in rank among the nations. We have provided for three 
cruisers when we can buy them in the open market and do not 
need to provide for the building of them at all; but in the essen- 
tial matter of torpedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers it has 


been the fashion of our naval constructors and of the Naval Com- 
mittee to neglect those craft for years. 

I believe that the American Naval ent has thought in 
the past that torpedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers were not 


essential, that they were not good instruments of warfare. But 
the experience of the Chileans in their war, of the Japanese in the 
eso in their war with Russia 
has porn vie N -os Een 555 Soe pa isa 
provision for ten or more 0 and to o- boat — 
ers and for less battle ships and scout cruisers. Then 1. world 


meet the approbation, I think, of practically every man in this 
House and in the country. 
For one, I shall vote against this provision for the batti 


prepared by the 
committee itself show that as regards torpedo boats and torpedo- 
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boat 8 we are the last of all the nations on the list, and 
as regards battle ships we are number four, and there are eleven 
battle ships now being built, with two more authorized, but not 
contr for. We need no more at present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 


Mr. McNARY, Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask for five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks for five minutes, Is 
there objection? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, withholding for a moment 
the objection, I would like to ask if we can not reach an agree- 
ment as to the time for voting on this proposition. I renew my 
request of the chairman of the committee. If that can be done 
then I shall have no objection to the extension of time. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would ask unanimous consent 
that we close debate on this paragraph in half an hour. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will that exclude debate 
on other amendments to be offered? 

Mr. FOSS. I can not hear the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the debate on this paragraph and all amend- 
ments conclude in thirty minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. CHIN. How is the time to be con- 


trolled? 

Mr. FOSS. I would Mpio the gentleman that I would like to 
close the debate with the ten minutes myself, and the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] would like fiye minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I presume that 
probably the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] ought to con- 
trol the balance of the time left in favor of the motion, except so 
much thereof as is granted to the gentleman who now has the 


floor. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to the gen- 
tleman that his request will shut out debate on other amendments 
that might be offered to this paragraph, and I suggest that he ask 
unanimous consent that there be thirty minutes’ debate on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FOSS. ell, that is the only panem that I refer to, I 
mean the battle-ship proposition in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN . Is there objection? 

Mr. BENNY. Mr. Chairman, I object. I think this matter is 
of so much importance that it ought to receive all the debate that 
this House cares to give. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McNary] 
that his remarks may be extended for five minutes? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts rose. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order at this time. 

Mr. McNARY. Then the last four words. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is already pending to strike 
out the last four words. 

Mr. McNARY. Then I will move to strike out the last six 


words. 217 7 755 

The R . Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GILLETT] desire to be heard upon the amendment which was 
already pending before his colleague makes this motion? 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish 
to interfere with my colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McNary] moves to strike out the last word. : 

Mr. MONARY. Mr. Chairman, I did not desire at this par- 
ticular time more than a chance to finish my sentence, because I 

ro to move a little later on an amendment providing for the 
Pait ding of torpedo-boat destroyers. Ihad practically said every- 
thing I wanted to say as regards the battle ships; but I must ex- 
press my thanks to the gentleman on my right for his remarkable 
courtesy in refusing to allow me a few minutes more, remarkable 
when you consider the fact that I have occupied none of the time 
of the House during this entire session up to the present moment, 
while the gentleman has managed to inject himself into a number 
of debates, 

I have stated that I shall vote nst the battle-ship proposi- 
tion, hoping thatif that provision should be stricken out we may 
have an 1 th to insert a provision for torpedo-boat de- 
stroyers. is will save over three millions and a of dollars 
to the United States Treasury; it will increase the efficiency of 
the Navy; it will give us an op to round ont our nayal 
establishment in the proper tion, and it will benefit the 
whole morale of the service in a way I will speak of. 

We all know that these torpedo-boat destroyers are uncomfort- 
able vessels to serve in, but they give an opportunity for inde- 


pendent command by the younger officers of the Nayy—an oppor- 
tunity to become acquainted with our coasts and inlets, a knowl- 
edge which is extremely valuable and in a matter of independent 
command something which is absolutely necessary for the proper 
development of the best qualities of an officer. 

This morning I asked former Admiral Bowles (who appeared 
before the Committee on Claims, of which I am a member) why 
it was that our Navy Department insisted on the building of 
battle ships, and had not paid more attention to the torpedo boats 
and destroyers. 

I received from him the reply that the reason was that while 
Congress is willing to grant great appropriations for the building 
of battle ships, the Navy Department will continue to ask for 
them; that there was not any real objection to torpedo boats or 
torpedo-boat destroyers as compared with the heavier and more 
important vessels which are costing much larger sums; but the 
sense of his answer was that the torpedo boat ought to be built 
and placed in the Navy at the vec time, but as the battle 
ships cost much more they would get them as long as possible 
and then turn to the torpedo boats, which cost less, and would 
therefore be easier to get. 

Mr. GILLETT of sachusetts obtained the floor. 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to renew my motion that debate on the 
pending paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed in thirty 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT]. 

Mr. G. of Massachusetts. I yield a moment for the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIR . The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss 
moves that all debate on the pending paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto be closed in thirty minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
£ of Massachusetts. I agree with the statement 
made by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. 
Kiron] that this is not a partisan question. I think it is pre- 

rous to say that any man is violating Republican doctrine or 
mocratic doctrine by advocating or opposing any fixed number 
of battle ships. Isympathize very heartily with the principles laid 
down by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] that this is a na- 
tion of peace, not of war, and that all our efforts should be to stim- 
ulate, by effort and by example, the arts of peace. I thoroughly 
agree with his principles, but I differ from his conclusions. It 
seems to me that while all our effort ought to be directed to peace, 
he himself and every other gentleman will admit that we must 
have anavy. No one denies that we must have a powerful, vig- 
orous navy, sufficient to defend us against any probable attack. 
And it seems to me the question, and the only question, is one of 
detail: Is our present force too large or is it too small? 

I honor the gentleman from Ohio 8 Burton] for making his 
proposition, because I think the tendency of the time, stimulated 
as we are by our recent naval successes and by the atmosphere of 
war in the world, is to go too far. The pendulum has for some 
years been swinging toward a larger navy; popular opinion is 
strongly on that side; and under these conditions there is always 
danger that we will not stop in time, and I think the gentleman 
from Ohio has rendered a courageous and a wholesome public serv- 
ice which will bear good fruit in the future, But I do not think 
this bill does go too far, although I am glad the note of warning 
has been sounded. It seems to me the present condition of war 
between Japan and Russia is the strongest illustration and argu- 
ment against this amendment. 

The gentleman says: The United States is a great peace power 
with unbounded resources; let us rely on them. In Europe, the 
counterpart of the United States is Russia, enormous in extent 
and enormous in resources of men and minerals and agriculture— 
in every natural source of wealth. Yet what do we see to-day? 
We see that enormous power humiliated, menaced by a power not 
a quarter of its size in population, not a twentieth of its size in 
power and in territory and resource. And why? Is not the one 
and clear and indisputable reason because the power of Russia on 
the sea is not commensurate with her power on the land? [Ap- 
pawe] Is not the only reason because Russia has not propor- 
tionately developed her navy, and therefore this small, compara- 
tively insignificant power, with a highly developed navy, hag 
attacked her and humiliated her and brought her to a mortifying 
condition, where the world thinks the chances are perhaps even 
between these disproportionate antagonists? 

Mr. RIXEY. I should like to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. No; I have but two minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. That, it seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, is a strong and conclusive argument that we can not 
safely rely on our vast natural resources. It shows that a nation 
must depend on her navy for defense. And to-day what would 
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Russia give if she could retrace her policy, if she could have had 


a naval administration for the last ten years that had been bring- | YY, 


ing in bills for battle ships and cruisers? i 

What could she not afford to give? Must she not to-day regret 
bitterly the fact that, because of neglect of her navy, she is lyin: 
at the feet of Japan—a nation which never would have da 
even attack her if her force on the sea had been at all commen- 
surate with her force on land? It would haye been economy for 
Russia to have lavished millions on her navy, for this war would 
never have been heard of if Japan’s naval superiority had not 
been wholly disproportionate to her other resources. 

Why, it is said that it invites an attack to havea strong navy. 
Is that the reason Japan attacked Russia? Wasit because Russia 
had a strong navy? Was not the only reason Japan ever dared 
to commence this war because she knew that in naval power 
Russia was comparatively weak and she was strong? By devel- 
oping her strength upon the sea in some proportion to her strength 
on land Russia would have saved herself not only vexation and 
humiliation, but expense, for she would have saved herself a war, 
with all its present possibilities, if. she had in time of pre- 

ared rt i for war upon the sea. [Applause on the Repub- 
er side. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. SOUTHARD, and Mr. BRANDEGEE 


Tose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
BrRANDEGEE], a member of the committee, is recognized. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. WII aan W. Krronin] complains that what he 
calls the charge or accusation of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Burton] has not been met, but has been avoided. Well, Mr. 
Chairman, nobody is attempting to avoid the statement of the 
gentleman from Ohio that when the present naval programme of 
the United States is completed the United States will be the third 
nayal power in the wor Nobody wants to avoid that state- 
ment, and in my judgment everybody ought to be proud of it. 

The gentleman from North Carolina further says that the 
American 
building the ships provided for in this bill. Nobody is attempt- 
ing to stampede the American people. This programme is no 
device of this Naval Committee, and when it is adopted, as it 
will be adopted, it will be in the even pursuance of a policy long 


ago begun and consistently and uniformly advocated and put | pai 


through, irrespective of partisanship, by every Administration 
that the country has seen for the last twenty years. 

Now, everybody knows this. This country has made up its 
mind to have a navy consistent with the amount of its property, 
itsimportance, and its great commercialinterests. Thereishardly 
a dissenting voice, outside of this Chamber, to the programme 
outlined by this Naval Committee. 

-I desire to read a short extract from the New York Mail and 
Express of February 12,1904, commenting upon the statement of 
the chairman of the Naval Committee . Foss] in the report: 

[From the New York Mail and Express, Friday, February 12, 1904.) 


“The American people will not introduce the . of sacrificing the 
American Navy for internal improvements, nor is 4 
Foremost and above all must stand considerations of national defense, main- 
tenance of our foreign policies, and pt ey of American citizens every- 
where. The American people are not willing to lessen their influenceon 
he nor forsake their interests on the other.” 

This is a complete and patriotic reply to the “little American” potter ad- 
vocnated by Senator GORMAN, and expresses clearly the views of those who 
wish to see the United States maintain the position she has won in the past 


seven years, 
The bill carries a total of $96,338,088, about $14,500,000 more than thatof last 
T, but $9,500,000 less than the ent's estimates. Of this nearly 
-#30,000,000i8 or new co e battle ship is to cost $7,775,000, the 
A ored cruisers $6,505,000 each, the scout cruisers $2,200,000, and the colliers 
1,250,000 each. The amount can not fairly be considered excessive. Itshould 
looked upon as an insurance premium merely, and as such no American 


e a Spark ot paoue and compre! on of the nation’s responsi- 
bilities will object to it. 

And the Philadelphia Inquirer of February 14, 1904, says: 
to urge the construction of a great 


abreast with the times, and 
audience agreed with oy and 


people will not be stampeded into favoring this bill or | pas 


re any such necessity. | 


have — a E our growing Navy will be materially strengthened 
Great attention is being given 
We learned much from the San 


service. 
The naval bill carries 9 for naval stations in Cuba and the 
Philippines. Too much im nce can not be attached to these stations. 


can be settled ina day nor a year, nor in many a year to come. With our 
growing interest in the Far East, to be prepared. 

of prudence. A nation must have power if it is to count for anything oe 
e chances for 


The buflding of the Navy onght not to be a partisan matter. Our ships 
d when Whitney was at the head of the Na 


race much of his prestige. He is still ed to be a candi- 

rae he ee ee = President. Probably ho —— 
chances, any even great thinking would never 

such. man in the White House. ws z 


The Washington Star of February 12, 1904, says: 


t of the Navy, says: 
unf we zu e pubio — W y Se is in favor of the continuance of 
the ees of Ik wo stopped now, we would be left 
behind the leading countri 


“The American — 4 — will not indorse 2 of sacrificing the Ameri- 
can Navy for internal improvements, nor is there any such necessity. 
“Foremost and above all must stand considerations of national defense, 
the maintenance of our foreign policies, and the protection of American citi- 
zens page pe The American poops are not willing to lessen their influ- 
ence on hemisphere nor forsake their interests on the other.” 
This is as en eae! a, “ors Congress is not called upon to choose between 
appropriations for the Navy and a iations for meritorious internal im- 
Both have strong c! upon the country, and both have been 
liberal recognition. Public sentiment indorses the attention that 
has been bestowed on the rivers and harbors, as well as on the Navy. 
To the great importance of the Navy no man can afford to shut his eyes. 
with to that feature of the national 
be a nntional crime. Our investments so far have 
turned out admirably. Our ` 
have handled them with a skill and an intrepidity to which all the world has 


ioned upon approved plans for those who have shown the ca to use 
them. ere is nota of the ninsty-six millions asked for in the pres- 
ent bik which will not help $o sery the.constr ys ips 

he nations are not adopting 


a Quaker policy in the matter of 


so. They talk peace in 

Adam in their composition. A himself was nota fighting man, but the 
spirit of contest showed in the second generation, and it has been showin; 
ever since. Only a few years ago the Czar put out a p tion, an 
the world was asxed to admire him as the advocate of univ 

To-day, after months of diplomatic shilly-shallying, he has drawn the sword, 
and is calling on his millions of soldiers to fight to the death in behalf of his 


We ourselves are at peace with all the world and hope to remain so. But 
po an fet Cre erg Sgr 
aan who votes to starve tho. avy votes against the Mane faa best N 

The country wants to be a strong naval power. By the time 
we have become the third power upon the sea it will have taken 
ma quarter of a century of continuous building to achieve that 
r t. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] has moved to strike 
out the paragraph which provides for thé construction of the sin- 
gle battle ship authori by this bill. I hope his motion will 
not prevail. 

The battle ship is the backbone of the nayy. It is the real 
fighting strength of all sea 1 

It is upon the high seas that this country will ſight its decisive 
battles if war ever comes. 

If we can defeat an enemy there, our coasts will never be ex- 
qoan: Great Britain now has 52 battle ships. We have 11. 

hen the battle ships now authorized shall be completed she will 
have 59 and we will have 25. We shall then have made some re- 
spectable approach to the naval strength which we ought to 


possess. 
Why should we take the back track just as we are about to at- 
tain the object for which we have striven for over twenty years? 
It is not good sense; it is not statesmanship; it is not patri- 
otic. The American Navy has never failed us in a crisis. Let us 
stand by it now. 
The MAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I move to strike ont the last two words. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not extend the gentleman’s 


hostility : to farther navale co: on. X time under the limitation put upon debate the committee, 
1 ic been reported from followsthe general | The Chair will recogniz some gentleman 
ve Sear | —— na powerful battle shi Jia — Poa two armored proposition to strike sag the 5 . 
ani 0 f; » 
'a fleet are reco: o wish a second battle ship might . FITZGERALD, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mas- 


2376 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


sachusetts [Mr. 85 7 in discussing the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton], referred to the fact that the 
sea force of Russia was not at all commensurate with her land 
force. He compared Russig to the United States in certain re- 
spects—that its territory, its people, and its natural resources 
were relatively equal to those of the United States. He asserted 
that if Russia had had the opportunity she would have built up 
a navy that would have been able to cope with the aor of Japan. 

The gentleman evidently has not even looked at the figures sub- 
mitted by the Committee on Naval Affairs in its report. Before 
the war broke out between Japan and Russia, the naval force of 
Russia was about double that of Japan in tonnage. 
17 battle ships, with a total tonnage of 201,129; Japan had 6 battle 
ships of 84,300 tons. Russia's total naval force consisted of 59 
war vessels of 416,158 tons, while Japan consisted of 44 war ves- 
sels of 243,586 tons. 

The reports of the press associations were to the effect that be- 
fore the attack at Port Arthur by the Japanese fleet the power of 
the fleets of the two countries at the scene of warfare was prac- 
tically equal. 3 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Is Japan anything like equal 
to Russia in all other resources? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It was not even equal in naval force, but 
it is not even tonnage or mere numbers that count in naval bat- 
tles and naval strength. It is the efficiency of men and equip- 
ment of vessels. This is evident, because the history of this coun- 
try shows that in all naval engagements those who man the 
American war fleets have been of much higher efficiency than 
those that man the fleets of any other nation. The only nation 
whose crews can compare at all in efficiency with those of the 
United States are those of Great Britain. 

The pending motion is that made by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Burton}, to strike out the provision for the first-class bat- 
tle ship at this time. Gentlemen on that side have stated that 
this is not a party question; it is simply a matter of opinion 
whether the United States has now, and under construction sufti- 
cient first-class battle ships: and 7 they haye read the gentle- 
man from Ohio out of the Republican party in practically every 
speech made upon that side. 8 

I am of the opinion that at this time the United States has suf- 
ficient vessels which are regarded as first-class battle-line vessels, 
and that this is the time to consider, when our naval budget has 
reached the $100,000,000 mark annually, what will be the effect 
of submarine and torpedo boats in future naval warfare. There 
seems to be a fear that this country will be launched into war; 
and yet with the exception of the recent fisticuff affair that this 
country had with the Spanish nation, we have not been in a for- 
eign war since the Mexican war, and that was not a war that re- 
quired a naval force. y P 

It will not do to rest simply upon the assertion that it is neces- 
sary for us to have a great navy. Those who are advocating the 
programme in this naval bill should make some definite statement 
as to the ultimate force that it is believed in all reason the United 
States should have. i ; 

Nobody, so far as I know, desires to dispense with the Navy or 
to cripple the Navy; but there are those who are honestly of the 
opinion that the United States has reached that stage in its con- 
struction that it can afford to stop for some years and ascertain 
whether it is the part of wisdom to continue to add to the first- 
clas3 battle ships and armored cruisers, 

Mr. FOSS. r. Chairman, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
that I may have the balance of the time to close debate. I have 
tried to be liberal toward the committee, and have not spoken 
upon this paragraph at all. 

The CHAIRM The Chair states that under the rule of the 
House the Chair is not permitted to allow more than five minutes. 
A motion prevailed in the committee providing for thirty minutes 
in which this debate shall be closed, of which fifteen minutes has 
been used, and the gentleman from Illinois now asks unanimous 
consent to consume the remaining fifteen minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio in reference to a matter which he called to the atten- 
tion of the committee relative to our present construction of bat- 
tle ships. It is true to-day that we have thirteen battle ships 
under construction; but it is also true that our construction of 
battle ships w is very much congested, due in a great measure 
to the labor strikes which have been going on thro 
country. Take, forinstance, the battleship Ohio, named after the 

ntleman’s own State. We authorized the construction of that 

ttle ship on the Ist of May, 1893. 5 

The date for the completion of its construction was June 5, 
1901. The degree of completion to-day is 84.5. It is at the pres- 
ent time thirty-seven months behind the contract. That is due 
to the fact that that mg a is in process of construction in 
the Union Iron Works, Francisco, where there haye been 


Russia had 


5 the 


labor troubles; and that great shipyard has been practically 
closed up, and the employers have been obliged to get in new 
men ractically train new machinists and new engineers to 
carry on the construction of this battle ship. What is true of 
the battle ship Ohio is true also of other battle ships. 

Now, the total displacement of all battle ships under construc- 
tion to-day is 192,000 tons, but if the contractors had been able to 
have lived up to their contracts we would have had in commis- 
sion to-day five battle ships, about half, I should say, of the present 
construction of battle ships. So I think, gentlemen, in voting 
upon this proposition you must take that fact into consideration, 
that while to-day this diagram, to which the gentleman from 
Ohio has alluded, shows the large construction of battle ships, it 
has been due to labor troubles and other causes throughout the 
country. Now, for instance, looking over a period of years, tak- 
ing it from January 1, 1898, down to the present time, how many 
battle ships have we completed within those six years? 

I will read you the number of battle ships we have put in com- 
mission. The Alabama, the Illinois, the Kearsarge, the Kentucky, 
the Maine, the Wisconsin, and recently there has gone into com- 
mission the Missouri. That is to say, in six years we have put in 
commission seven battle ships, a little more than a battle ship a 
heey Going back even farther and taking into consideration the 

act that we started to build up the American Navy in 1883, more 
than twenty years ago, how many battle ships have we to-day? 
Eleven battle ships built. How many under construction? Thir- 
teen battle ships. How many in all? Twenty-four battle ships 
a little more, just a little more, than one battle ship a year. How 
many has England to-day? She has fifty built. How many has 
she under construction? Nine. How much does that make in 
all? Fifty-nine battleships. We will have twenty-four, she will 
have fifty-nine, nearly sixty. 

Now, my friends, there are other things to be taken into con- 
sideration. The gentleman has called attention to the fact that 
we are expending here upon our Navy, or maintenance of the 
Navy, in this appropriation bill $96,000,000. He calls attention 
to the fact that England's naval appropriation this year amounts 
to $170,000,000, although I saw in a morning paper that she has 
put in estimates to the amount of 8184. 000,000. France, Russia, 
and Germany have large estimates also. This thing must te 
taken into consideration in comparing, for instance, the mainte- 
nance of our Navy with foreign countries. 

Germany’s naval appropriations for maintenance of the navy, 
and I may say, also, France and Russia, are smaller in propor- 
tion to the number of ships and men than ours, because naval 
service is compulsory there, whereas in our service it may be 
said that we pay the men more, we give them better rations, we 
clothe them better, and we pay our officers better than any navy 
in the world. Now, I propose to put in the RECORD here a state- 
ment showing the reason for delays in construction of ships, and 
also a statement showing what the foreign countries are paying 
or hi Page for their navies this year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman said the other day that 
there was no necessity for a navy in order to defend the Monroe 
doctrine. He alluded to the fact that we had a controversy some 
time age with England over Venezuela; that that little difference 
was submitted to arbitration. It is true. We had our quarrels 
with the mother country a hundred years ago, and I think the 
mother country came to respect her offspring upon this hem- 
isphere and we, too, came to respect her. But, my friends, re- 
member that Canada is a hostage of peace upon this hemisphere 
forever between the United States and Great Britain, and I am 
glad it is so, because I want always to see peace between those 
two countries, as, indeed, I want to see peace between all the 
countries of the world. 

What makes the proposition of the gentleman to strike out the 
battle ship so significant in this debate is this fact: When he 
moves to strike out the battle ship, he moves to strike out the 
fighting arm, he moves to strike out that particular ship that 
stands for preparation for war above anything and everything 
else. If he had moved to strike outa cruiser, a ship of peace, 
that would have been another thing. Now, gentlemen, the issue 
between the gentleman from Ohio and the Naval Committee is 
this: We are all for peace, but we believe in peace backed up by 

reparation for war. We believe in that peace which comes from 
eing prepared. The father of our country said that one of the 
most effectual means of preserving peace is to prepare for war. 

That is why the debate on this battle ship issoimportant. We 
are all for peace— among the nations of the globe, peace 
between other nations and ourselves; but we do not believe in 
striking down that ship that stands for the largest armament, for 
the largest ordnance, for the largest guns; that ship that is the 
fighting arm of the United States Navy. Thatis what makes the 
significance of this debate so great. 

am well aware that the Czar of Russia called the representa- 
tives of the foreign countries together at that great peace cele- 


1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 2377 


marked that no serious actual delays have occurred up to the present time 
on account of delay in delivery of armor and ordnance, use the other de- 
lays which have occurred on vessels under contract have caused the failure 
by the Government to deliver armor to become unimportant. Had the yes- 
se's been otherwise advanced, the failure of the Government to deliver armor 
would have been a serious cause of 7 82 

“With reference -to delays due to the slowness in delivery of steel and 
other structural material, it may be stated that the delays due to failure to 
deliver structural steel have, within a few months past, greatly decreased, 
owing to the falling off in the general demand for structural steel, but delays 
in delivery of nickel steel continue to be serious, with, however, prospect of 
improvement in this respect. 

It may be further remarked that the original contract period of thirty- 
six months in the case of the five battle ships of the Virginia class and the six 
armored cruisers of the Pennsylvania class was inadequate to complate the 
vessels, even had no delays occurred from the causes enumerated, and it is 
believed that the contract period assigned to the later large battle ships and 
armored cruisers, of from forty to forty-two months, is about the minimum 
time in which these vessels can be completed. It is further to be noted that 
the battle ships of the Louisiana and Vermont classes and the armored cruis- 
ers Tennessee and Washington are making much better progress than has 
heretofore been usual for vessels of the Navy, and at the present time are es- 
timated to be in most cases but a short time behind the contract period. 

“The only important question which may cause serious delays in the later 
vessels and which will increase the delays already existing on the earlier 
vessels in the annexed list is the 9 amcor of elaborate changes in arrange- 
ment of all these vessels, which will be necessary if submarine torpedo tubes 
are installed.” 

Indorsement dated the 12th instant: 

“ With reference to the verbal instructions of the Department, the Bureau 
has to submit the following additional statement: 

“(a) The table of ‘Vessels under construction,’ showing tho degree of 
completion and the months behind the contract time, is intended to indicate, 
under the heading ‘De; of completion, per cent,’ the estimated propor- 
tionate value of the hull, equipment, and installation of armor and ordnance 
as comps to the total value of the same when completed under the con- 
tract. The Months behind the contract time’ is a statement showing the 
difference between tho actual elapsed time from the date of the contract and 
the estimated time which would have been required to bring the vessel to 
the degree of completion indicated in the first column if the work had pro- 
gressed in such manner as to advance the vessel at such rate as required to 
complete her within the contract time. It therefore makes no assumption as 
to pro in the future, but many of these vessels will accumulate addi- 
tional delays beyond the contract time as they progress further toward com- 
pletion, owing to the fact that the original contract time was too short, as 
previously indicated. 

“(b) The third column indicates the original contract date on which the 
vesselsin question were to be completed, and it may be noted that for the 
Ohio the contract time has already been largely exceeded, and for the five 
vessels of the Virginia class the contracttime of completion is about to ex- 
pire. The original contract time of completion for the six armored cruisers 
of the Pennsylvania class hasalready osporen, 

e) The question of strikes has not been directly touched upon in the 
previous indorsement. The Ohio, Nebraska, California, South Dakota, and 
Milwaukee have been genr delayed strikes on the Pacific coast, at the 
Union Iron Works, Francisco „and at Moran Brothers Company, 
Seattle, Wash. The strikes in question extended over a period of at least a 
year, and their after effects may still be said to exist to some extent. 

In some measure the strikes were a concurrent cause of delay with other 
causes previously mentioned, but there is no doubt that the vessels on the 
Pacific coast would be further advanced than they actually are had it not 
been for these extensive strikes. Strikes on the Atlantic coast have been of 
minor importance as regards the vessels on the inclosed list, although they 
have had some slight effect in addition to the other causes of delay.” 

Very respectfully, 


bration at The Hague, and those representatives in solemn con- 
vention resolyed upon the disarmament of the military estab- 
lishments; but I am also reminded of the fact that no sooner was 
that resolution passed by the representatives of all the countries 
than the nations themselves began to build their military estab- 
lishments with greater vigor than ever before. And I say here 
to you to-day that we must continue this policy of building the 
American Navy. 

Why, the gentleman says that we are isolated upon this hemi- 
sphere, True, we are isolated. We were more isolated one hun- 
dred years ago than we are to-day. We were more isolated fifty 
eg ago than we are to-day. We were more isolated twenty- 

ve years ago than we are to-day. We were more isolated five 

ears age than we are to-day. Science is annihilating space every 

our and every minute. e are brought into closer and closer 
relations with the nations of the world in our commerce and in 
our trade, and the time is fast coming when we will be still fur- 
ther interwoven with them in all their relations. Not only that, 
but foreign nations have coaling stations here right in the sight 
of our coast. 

Why, you remember when the Spanish fleet, in the Spanish- 
American war, started from the other side and we knew not its 
destination there was a shudder that went down the whole New 
England coast, and many of those estimable gentlemen who live 
along there and preach in times of peace about the cost of war 
and the necessity of cutting down the military establishment 
would not go to their summer resorts on the shore, but, on the 
contrary, went to their safety-deposit vaults. and took their boxes 
and heels into the interior. [Laughter.] Now, I tell you, in 
time of war we see the necessity for a navy. 

If we are to turn our backs upon the Philippines; if we are to 
give them up and our islands of the sea; if we are to refuse all 
8 to American commerce wherever that commerce goes; 

we are to say, Oh, yes, there is nothing but peace; there will 
never be any war,” why, then, I say let us stop building battle 
ships, stop building all kinds of ships, dismantie the guns along 
the coasts, and refuse to put a single dollar into fortifications. 

Why deepen the rivers and harbors? What is the use of creat- 
ing a foreign commerce unless you can protect it? Why not go 
back into some corner of the world and there hide away in sol- 
itude and isolation? Yes, why not take down from the masthead 
of our battle ships that old flag of glory, placed in the sky by the 
united work of the Army and the Navy in every great national 
struggle, placed there by the bravery of our soldiers and our sail- 
ors, all the way from Washington to Chaffee, all the way from 
Esek Hopkins and old Jack Barry to Dewey. 

Why not take down that flag and run up to the masthead the 
white flag of peace; that kind of peace that means surrender of 
national duty, of national obligation, of national responsibility? 
And then take ourselves away into some remote corner of the earth 
and pray God may we carry Old Glory along with us as a sweet 
and gentle reminder that we were once a nation and once a people. 
Go back, I say, into some isolated corner and sit down and write 
the word Nation“ so small that no people on the face of the 
globe can see it, and we ourselves ashamed to look at it, and there, 
with humiliation and grief, mourn over the better and more glo- 
rious days of the Republic. [Loud applause. ] 


Caas. H. DARLING, 
Acting Secretary, 
Hon. GRORGE EDMUND ons, 
Chairman Conmittee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


VESSELS OF THE NEW NAVY UNDER CONSTRUCTION. 


Number of months behind contract time, as reports of superintending con- 
structors on hull to January 1, 1904, based on percentage of completion, 


Degree of Months be- 
comple- | hind the 8 
tion contract of com- 
cent). time. pletion. 


APPENDIX. 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 15, 1904. 
` Sır: Referring to your letter of the 30th ultimo, asking for a statement 
showing how many and what vessels are behind the contract time of com- 


létion, and the ig Se of the delays on each, tively, and the causes for i 

Fach delays, I have the honor to inelose herewith a copy of a letter dated ee y 6 vane porh 
February 18, 1893, addressed to the Department by the Chief of the Bureau 85 19.2 | Mar. 7,1904 
of Construction and Repair, furnishing information upon the subject of then 42.5 20.4 | Fob. 18,1904 
existing delays in completing vessels of the Navy, together with a list of the 49.4 18.9 Feb. 15, 1904 
vessels now under construction, indicating the percen of completion and 50.6 18.6 Do. 

the number of months behind the contract time in each case, and to quote 81.5 1.1 Mar. 15,1906 
below an indorsement, datod the Sth instant, upon © 80 — letter cf the chief 2.7 1B | Dec. 20,1903 
of said Bureau, in whose statements the Bureaus of Ordnance and Steam En- 26 2.5 | Dec. 16.1908 
gineering, which are also concerned with the construction of v concur, 12, a1.6 | Dec. 20,1908 
anda supplemental report, by indorsement dated the 12th instant, of the Bu- 7 . 
reau of Construction and Repair, viz: 

Indorsement dated the 6th instant: 

“The Bureau incloses herewith tabulated statement (inclosure 1) showi 64.9 11.8 | Jan. 10,1904 
the vessels of the Navy under construction under contracts, the degree 01 70.5 12.1 Jan. 24,1904 
completion January 1. 1904, and the number of months that they were then 51 20.5 | Jan. 10,1904 
behind the contract time, 69 10.8 i 

With reference to the causes for such delays in gti wert attention is 65.4 13.4 Jan. 24,1904 
invited to the Department's letter of February 18, 1903, addressed to the 47 22.5 Jan. 10,1904 
President, inclosing copy of u's letter of February 13, 1903, for- 15.1 7 Aug. 9, 
yara] heravitk (inclosure 2). The causes of delay therein enumerated still 12 2 | Ang. 10,1006 
ap mera 

Rt — 5 be remarked that the contracts for the following vessels have 
been forfeited, viz: To: o boat Go h, contracted for by Wolff & 

Zwicker; the protected cruiser Chattanooga and torpedo boats Nicholson and 98 19.5 | June 14,1902 

O’Brien, contracted for by the Crescent hipyard Lewis Nixon); the pro- 19.5 Do. 
cruiser Galveston, contracted for by the William R. Company, 2 |----0~---00- Do. 

and the torpedo boat Stringham, contracted for by Harlan 5 70.5 |-....--.---- Do. 

each case the company having the contract had previously gone into the 36.2 22.5 | Mar. 11,1904 
hands of a receiver and were unable to complete the con 41 20.5 | Apr. 17,1904 

“With reference to the causes of delay enumerated in the letter of the l4 30,1904 
Bureau of Construction and Repair, dated February 13, 1903, it may be re- a Ahead of time. 
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Number of months behind contract time, eto. Oontinued. 


You will notice that soa ber tonnage the armored cruiser 
is a more expensive vessel for its hull and machinery than a battle 
ship. A statement has already been read to you showing the ton- 
nage of other nations. Now, we havo completed and already in 
course of construction more tons of battle ships, armored cruisers, 
and tected cruisers than any other country in the world ex- 
cept land and France. The chairman of the Naval Commit- 
tee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], admits that there is 


1905 | no danger whatever of our ever having a war with England. 


and Galveston and torpedo boats Stringham 
O'Brien are still under construction, but the 


The cruisers Chattanooga 
Goldsborough, Nicholson, and 
contracts have been forfeited and the vessels delivered to the Government. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1904. 
Memorandum for the anes of at cn on Naval Affairs, House of 
ves. 


epresen 
Battle Shipa pacet in cómmission since January 1, 1898: Alabama, Illinois, 
Kearsarge, cky, Maine, Wisconsin. 


Tons, 
Total displacement of United States battle ships now under construc- — 


JJ e 
88 vessels above 1,000 tons authorized and now under E 


COO e a tig seen oe A ß SAE Ea ANS 


lacement to its Navy 
since Jan 1, 1898, 117,000 tons; Russia has added 160,000 tons; Germany has 
added 190,000 tons; France has added 218,000 tons; Great Britain has added 


tons. 
6 have been or are ready to be placed in commission. 


Estimates for great naval powers for 1903. 


Total. 
— „808, 000 
homage f 10.05 000 
Russia . 09.088 
Germany .. ah i 
United States WEDS EE Rae 79,105, 000 


In foreign navies, o to compulsory service, except in England, the pay 
of enlisted men is, Poln Tari to our standard, gene nominal. e officers 
also are given a minimum of pay, ‘haps with the intention of keeping out 


1 civil, of European na is much 
eo Jabor, Sie 8 —— — n e case inthe United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph is closed. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. i , Lhave been out of the Hall 
attending a committee meeting and have just come in. Lask that 
I may have five minutes. s 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I will object. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I am very sorry, for I wanted to give the 
Honse a breathing spell. 

Mr. FOSS. There is another paragraph upon which the gentle- 
man may be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
eee offered 3 gentleman from Ohio, the motion to 
strike out the paragra 

The eee je 58 and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BURTON) there were—ayes 63, noes 126. 

So the motion was lost. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Two first-class armored cruisers, of not more than 14,500 tons trial dis- 
placement, carrying the heaviest armor and most powerful armament for a 


vessel of its class; to have the highest practicable speed and great radius of 
nt and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding $4,400,000 
each. 


tt thie air the mot A pep goin ean 
out thi à ə motion made gentleman from 
Ohio had prevailed I would not make this motion, because I am 
in favor of building one big ship, whether a battle ship or an ar- 
mored cruiser, but since we areto have the battle ship, I favor tak- 
ing out both of these armored cruisers. The armored cruiser is 
not considered by some of the naval experts as dangerous a ship 
in actual battle as the battle ship, yet it costs practically the same 
amount of money, 


Well, if you are never to have a war with England, there is no 
use in comparing our naval strength with the strength of England. 
All the figures in the report show that we have a stronger Navy 
already authorized than any other country in the world except 
France, and in my judgment our Navy will be a more effective 
navy than the navy of France, certainly more effective for our 
country than the navy of France is effective for France. Euro- 
pean countries adjoining each other, with old enmities trans- 
mitted from generation to generation, have more opportunities 
for war, have more causes for war with each other than we. War 
between European nations is more fatal to the 8 than any 
war with a foreign nation could be tous. Take England, for ex- 
ample; if England has a war with a foreign nation, and that na- 
tion could blockade the English ports, the English people would 
perish of hunger. 

If a foreign navy should by any possibility succeed in blockad- 
ing our ports, we could survive indefinitely. Wecould survive 
if never another 1 into our ports. It would be impossi- 
ble for any navy to blockade our ports. We can leave out these 
two armored cruisers and yet continue to build up a navy with 
good ships, as the gentleman from Illinois pe Foss] says, with 
the best ships that go to sea, manned by the best men, commanded 
by the best officers, ata rate of increase that will satisfy the Amer- 


- | ican people and in time of war insure our success over any enemy. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to explain this fact in ref- 
erence to the armored cruisers. As far as the armored cruisers 
are concerned, we have just two completed and in commission. 
We have building to-day eight armored cruisers, and had the con- 
tractors lived up to their contracts six of these armored cruisers 
would have been in commission. In this bill we authorize two 
more armored cruisers. This would give us ten. Now, it is the 
opinion of all our nayal experts, including Admiral and 
others whom we have had before the committee, that our armored 
cruisers should just about number one-half of our battle ships. I 
call for a vote. 

e . The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from North Carolina, to 


strike out the 3 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I desire to detain the com- 
mittee but a very short time and to say but a very little. 

It seems to me the course of this debate, in a certain sense, has 
been to relegate to oblivion, in the American Congress, cherished 
traditions of the American ple. Certainly, in time gone by, 
it was the view in this country that we were peculiarly situated; 
that we had a system of government all our own, unique and ex- 
cellent; and that in determining what our policy and what our 
course should be with reference to any particular matter, we 
should take counsel of our own Constitution, of our own Declara- 
tion of Independence, and of the genius of our own institutions. 

The debate upon this bill, on the one side at least, has proceeded 
very largely—and I can not but think unconscionsly—upon the 
ground that itis now advisable for us, if not absolutel Aertel 


to de from our old policy and to take our course by the mark- 
ings in the Old World—by the question how many ships Great 
Britain has built, how many ships Great Britain will build, of 


the nature and character of those ships, the nature and character 
of the armament; what navy Germany has, and what provision 
she is an, Pair its increase, what is the relative proportion of 
the different kinds of vessels to be added tothat navy, and of what 
armament. So of Russia, and so down the line. 

F ascertained what Great Britain and Germany and Rus- 
sia and the other great nations of the Old World have done—hav- 
ing ascertained or assumed to know what they are doing or what 
they are likely to do—then by a very easy process of transition, 
unless it be shag else, gentlemen arrive at their conclusion 
as to what the United States ought to do. If Great Britain has 
built an immense navy, then, according to the reasoning of these 
gentlemen, ignoring all other things as unworthy of considera- 
tion, the United States ought to build a great Navy—and, if pos- 
sible, a greater one. If Great Britain is adding immensely to the 
number of ships she now has, then the United States should add 
eyen more largely to the number they possess, 

Now, I note this as a peculiar departure from old-time princi- 
ples, and I must think, notwithstanding the de , correct 
principles. ‘The same philosophy isely wi apply to the 
standing army. If Great Bri an army of 200,000 men 
and Russia has an army of a million or two or three million 
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men, then by the same process of reasoning the great United 
States of America ought also to have a vast standing army. The 
reasoning of the fathers was different. They thought—and I 
irast will think, notwithstanding what is said hy these gentle- 
men who argue the other way—that our position in the world 
is—still is—peculiar; that our institutions and our tendencies 
and our desires are such that we are not in great danger of being 
brought into conflict with any of the nations of the Old World, 
much less with all of them. a 

Our border is comparatively broad—a narrow line, it is true, 
between us and Canada, and a narrow line between us and Mex- 
ico, along each of which has prevailed for long years, and 
nothing now threatens that peace. Upon the east of us rolls a 
mighty ocean, and upon the westa mightier ocean still. Our con- 
cerns are much more at home, are very much greater in this hem- 
isphere than in all the rest of the world. It ought not, it seems 
to me, to be a part of our desires or purposes to menace the peace 
of the world; and unless we menace the peace of the world, there 
is no danger, it seems to me, at least no serious danger, that the 
peace of our own country will be menaced, much less endangered. 

Hitherto it always was the belief of our statesmen of all schools 
of politics that our strength lay, and must ever lie, in the patriot- 
ism of the people and in their power, backed and inspired by their 

atriotism, to defend our rights at all time against all invaders. 

t has been the belief—we have lived more than a hundred years 
in it and thrived under it—that we would not be seriously men- 
aced from abroad if we would but attend to our own business; 
and now we have grown so mighty, we are so great a nation in 
the history of the world and of time, that no single nation could 
attack us with boat Fg of success, and that no combination of 
hostile nations which could be made against us, even in the 
dreams of the wildest enthusiast, could seriously disturb our 
national welfare, 

The be pau The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I should like to have five minutes more, 
if the committee will grant it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman from Missouri five minutes? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, Mr. Chairman, would it not be well 
for us to consider the other side of this question—why are we 
building a very great navy? I am not going into the general dis- 
cussion of that question, but what really is the argument for a 
very great navy? Why, gentlemen say that the power to effectivel 
defend ourselves, the power, if need be, to attack, is that which 
secures us peace; and they refer to some of the utterances of the 
fathers as the sanction for their application, and misapplication, 
of what the fathers said in the early days. 

There was a time, of course, in the history of this country—then 
a solitary little republic in the family of nations, an ent 
in the great world of affairs, jealousy and opposition and conten- 
tion all about us—there was a time when very wisely it might be 
said, as very wisely it was said, that our safety depended upon 
being prepared to defend ourselves against unjust aggression. At 
the same time it was said—and was said with equal wisdom, and 
it is equally wise to say it now—that we ought to keep ourselves 
from entangling alliances with the other nations of the world, and 
by doing so we would save ourselves from the dangers imminent 
to those who take a course less wise. 

Our condition is widely different from that of the nations of 
the Old World. The population there is dense, and in the case 
of a good many of them the ecient A is restricted. Humanity 
presses upon humanity, within as well as across national lines, 
A thousand causes of disturbance, a thousand provocatives to 
war, exist and arise with reference to those nations and among 
those nations, not a solitary one of which is present in this most 
favored land. So it seems to me that, patriotically profiting by 
the examples all around us, examples of the past as well as of the 
examples of the present, learning from the wisdom of the ages 
that have gone, rh oy the wisdom of the fathers, who laid 
deep and well the foundations of this great Republic, we ought 
not, while building a navy of reasonable proportions and adding 
as may be r § necessary to the Navy, to allow ourselves 
to drift off on that broad sea of exploitation which is wholly 
European and not a drop of the water of which is American, 

We ought to adhere to the mottoes of the fathers. We ought 
to have such a navy and such an army and such institutions gen- 
erally as are befitting in a mighty republic, bent upon peacefully 
working out its own destiny for the benefit of the people who 
dwell here and of those who are to dwell here in the future, and 
as a beneficial example to other people the wide world over, and 
not bent upon, but set against, aggression upon the weakest or 
the greatest of the nations of the earth. 

Adhering to that line of policy, we do not need to make the 
preparations for war, for offense or defense, which may be neces- 
sary in nations differently situated and pursuing a different 


course. The Atlantic defends upon the one side; the Pacific de- 
fends upon the other; the Gulf is a defense upon still another; 
and greater than all these, the love of liberty, devotion to coun- 
try, the inherent and developed genius of the American people, 
the genius of our own institutions, the character of our Govern- 
ment, the aims and objects that we have in view, the high destiny 
that is before us—all these admonish us to tread in the pathway 
of republican, democratic, patriotic, independent America and 
not to drop back into the trodden ways, the blood-stained and 
crime-darkened ways, of the nationsofthe Old World. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FOSS. I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. Kircuny] to strike 
out the paragraph. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
TATE) there were—ayes 57, noes 116. 
ene of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, let us have 

ers, 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS of Mississippi and Mr, Foss. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. Krremx], who 
made the motion, be appointed one of the tellers instead of myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
WILLIAM W. Kircnr] and the gentleman from Illinois will take 
their places as tellers. 

The cones again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 65, 
noes 126. 

1 motion was rejected. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ameng page 70 by inserting, at the end of line 19, the following new para 
graph: 

Ten torpedo-boat des carrying the proper ord: 
ment for cid of that oraren beet bs Highest ‘speed compatible with god 
cruising qualities, and to cost not 5 $850,000 each: vided, That the 
Secretary of the Navy shall build five of the torpedo-boat destroyers herein 
authorized at such navy-yards as he may d te.“ 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
that amendment that it is not germane to this paragraph. The 
question of cruisersis now under consideration. There is another 
paragraph to which it would be germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that it is offered as 
a new paragraph, but the Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to withhold his amendment until the next para- 
graph is read. 

r. MCNARY. Mr. Chairman, let me say one word. It might 
affect this amendment which the gentleman from Illinois says 
can come in later. I ask him to let it come in now without the 
point of order, for the reason that it seems to me we do not want 
to increase the amount carried in this bill, but that we might 
reach an arrangement by which the House might vote some tor- 
pedo boats if we could cut ont something else. It is my purpose 
to move to strike out the next ph, providing for the scout 
cruisers, which can be bought and need not be built if we get 
these torpedo boats. 

Mr. FOSS. Then, if that is so, the gentleman ought to wait 
until the next paragraph is read, and then make a motion to 
strike out the three scout cruisers. He certainly ought to wait 
until the paragraph is read. 

Mr. McNARY. But the gentleman from Illinois well under- 
stands that that gives him the best of the argument, whereas if 
I can get my torpedo boats in now I have the best of it. 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman that he can offer it as 
a substitute in place of that ph. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I think if the provision in this 
bill for the increase of the Navy is in order, that a paragraph 
amending any part of it isin order also. For that reason, there- 
= I ba without further discussion, leave it to the Chairman 

ecide. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the amend- 
ment is germane and is in order at this time. 

Mr. L of Connecticut. Do I understand the Chair to de- 
cide that this amendment is in order at this time? 

The CHAIRMAN, On the question of germaneness, which is 
the only point made. 

Mr. of Connecticut. Then I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. Thereseems to be a difference of opinion as to what 
this amendment is. I ask the Clerk to read it again. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the rk will report 
the amendment. 2 

The amendment was again reported. 


1 HILL of Connecticut. Iwill withhold my amendment for 
e present. 

Mr. Me NaRx. I would like to call the attention of the Chair 
to the fact that I referred to line 18, instead of 19, as the Clerk 
read. I do not know whether it is my mistake. 

bas CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the correction will be 
made. 

Mr. McNARY. Now, Mr. Chairman, my reason for offering 
this amendment is this: As I saiđ a few moments ago, I am not 
opposed to an increase of the Navy, but it seems to me that this 
increase should go on in a proper fashion. 

I was surprised, with many Members of this House, to find that 
the Committee on Naval Affai 
our torpedo-boat establishment, and, on questioning one Member 
and another, I received noconclusive answer; but I did, however, 
get an answer this morning from former Admiral Bowles, who 
gaid that so long as Congress was willing to vote large sums of 
money for the heavier armored ships, so long will the naval au- 
thorities ask it.“ 

Let me call the attention of this House to the fact that our 
Navy is being developed in a rtionate manner. Our 
friend from Illinois, the chairman of the Naval Affairs Commit- 
tee, declared that the armored boats were the fighting arm of the 
Navy. So they are. But we have seen only within the past few 
days that some of these great battle ships, costing seven and eight 
million dollars, have been put out of action by torpedo: boats, 
costing perhaps $300,000. 

Itisa ificant fact that the United States, which, according 
to the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, stands fourth as 
regards battle ships, having 24 either built, building, or author- 
ized, against England's 59, France's 26, Russia's 28. and Germany's 
20, leaving us fourth in that line and third in the line of scout 
cruisers, having a total of 93 to England’s 239, France's 110, and 
Germany's 86; in the case of torpedo boats eighth in rank, the last 
of all—behind eyen Austria-Hungary. 

Including: submarine: torpedo boats, France is No. 1, with 268; 
England is No. 2, with 255; Russia, No. 8, with 214; Italy, No. 4, 
with 158; Germany, No. 5, with 140; Japan, No. 6, with 80; Austria- 
Hungary, No: 7, with 69, and the United States, No. 8, with 58. 

If there is any arm of our Navy that needs development, it is 
the torpedo boat. Experience has proven in the Chilean war, as 
was shown when the Almirante Condell and the Almirante Lynch 
torpedoed the battle ships, that these form a very forcible offense. 

ə Japanese navy in the war with China sent its torpedo 
boats into Wei-hai-wei and destroyed several battle ships, and a 
few days ago at Port Arthur the Japanese torpedo boats put sev- 
eral Russian battle ships out of action. This shows that the tor- 
pedo boats, property manned and directed, are able to destroy 
these great armored vessels. 

Now, what can be the reason that this committee has not re- 
an increase of our Navy in this particular? The only rea- 


son is the reason given by former Admiral Bowles this morning, 
that so long as we are willing to vote great sums of money for the 
heaviest s the Navy Department will ask for it, but as a mat- 


ter of fact any sensible man who reads and reflects knows that if 
our naval establishment is to be properly built up we ought to 
hare a much larger number of these o vessels, 

A good reason why we should have additional torpedo boats is 
because younger officers of the Navy will thus be given an inde- 
pendent command, and by this means they will become acquainted 
with the inlets and harbors of the coast; se 1 g them a 
small independent command over men, they wi enabled by 


observation and experience, better to command men in the future | in 


on larger and more important vessels: From every standpoint— 
from the stand of statistics, from the standpoint of effi- 
ciency—we ought to adopt a provision of this character. 

Let me point out also that of these vessels will be built in 
the navy-yards of this country if this amendment is adopted, 
which wall give our naval constructors and mechanics an oppor- 
tunity to display and develop their skill and give them also needed 

ience in construction. 
addition, the cost of these ten boats as provided will be but 
$3,500,000, whereas the cost of the three scout eruisers, whichcan 
be bonght at any time from among the trans-Atlantic fleet and 
which need not be built by the Government, will be, with arma- 
ment, $6,600,000. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois for a question? 

Mr. McNARY. Assuredly, 

Mr. FOSS. I would say to my friend from Massachusetts that 
we can build to boats in less time than we cam build scout 


cruisers, particularly those scout cruisers which are cruisers of 


which go 22 knots an hour. They can not be built 
as easi 5 75 as the other articles. 
Mr. MoNARY, Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Commit- 
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7... Decne en 
we can 0 or o- boat destroyers. ey can 
be bought ee deer but the scout cruisers can be bought. z 
[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Tho time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, there has been such a clear 
misstatement of the condition of the United States Navy's ships, 
and especially in reference to the smaller classes of vessels, that 
I want to the committee's attention just for a moment to the 
actual situation, We have eleven battle ships of the first class 
and are building thirteen. We have of second-class battle ships 
and armored ironclads, such as monitors, twelve, and none build- 
We have two armored cruisers built and eight building, 
making a total now built of twenty-five fighting ships. I hope 
the gentleman from Massachusetts will give me his attention, as 
I think I can explain to him that there is no nocessity for the tor- 
pedo-boat destroyers or torpedo boats. 

We have twenty-five battle ships, armored cruisers, and iron- 
clad monitors built to-day, and have twenty-one building. That 
is the fighting line. 

We have protected cruisers, sevonteen; small cruisers and scouts, 
twenty-three; a total of forty; and we have nine of those two 
classes building. This is the messenger and commerce-destroy- 
ing service of the Navy. The very character of the vessels fits 
them for this occupation and substantially for none other. We 
have sixty-seven gunboats built and one building. I do notknow 
just exactly what to characterize that, You may say that it is 
the pop fighting line of the Navy. It is the fighting line in 
the harbors or ports against small vessels that may need its 
attention. It is not the real fighting line. We have sixteen tor- 

o-boat. destroyers, thirty-one torpedo boats built and six build- 
ing, and we have eight submarine torpedo boats, making a total 
of fifty-five in that of vessels to-day belonging to that arm 
of the service that may be characterized as the guerilla-warfaro 
service, and we have six building. In other words, we have fifty- 
five of that class of vessels against twenty-five vessels that can 


fight. 
When we have our 8 Navy completed we will have 40 
vessels in the fighting line, 47 in the messenger and commerce- 


destroying service, 68 in the gunboat-warfare service, and 61 in 
the guerrilla-warfareservice. Now, I want to call your attention 
tomy reason for calling these torpedo-boat destroyers and to: 0 
boats and submarines as vessels engaged in warfare. 


run away. Now, Mr. 
attention to the fact that hi 


siete her occas The time of the gentleman from West Vir- 
nia has e ; 
Mr. DAYTON, Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more, 

Mr. BAKER. I object. 

Mr: GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, my attention was attracted to 
what seemed to me a new objection to the Republican policy of 
creasing our Navy, and I was somewhat. surprised to hear that 
objection from so distinguished a gentleman as the gentleman 
from Missouri. The objection ə by him was that this in- 
crease of the Navy would logically be followed by an increase of 
our Army; that because we acc compared the needs of 
our Navy with the size of the navy upheld by other great nations, 
that we would follow up that policy by 3 e example of 
England, with her 200,000 standing army, and by the standing 
army of ee and by the still greater standingarmy of Russia. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. „I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. GRAFF, Very well. 

Mr. McNARY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he did 
not this morning hear the statement of former Admiral Bowles 
that the reason why they had not asked for torpedo boats was 
00 
ons they or 0 
Ir. GRAFF. I will refer the subject of torpedo boats to the 
Naval Committee, who know more about thesubject thanI do. I 
desire to deny that there is any necessary connection between the 
necessities of a great set Ber any pretended necessity for a great 
army. Theterritory of United States is not contiguous to the 
territory of any great power which would threaten ug. If we were 
to have a war in the future, it would necessarily be a war upon the 
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sea, and any man who 
ORALE DE EOE AAA GIT 
is own stren, mipment o an is certainly 
an unwise man. aA aa caida aan a have for the necessi- 
ties of 1 nation in the way of a navy than the present 
equipment of naval strength of other contending powers? 

The policy of the Republican with relation to our military 
establishment has been entirely different from the policy of the 
nations of the Old World. Our policy has simply been to give us 
a skeleton army, those things which we must necessarily be 
equipped with in order to make a framework, the ranks of which 
shall be filled in by the thonsands of patriotic citizens who flock 
to our standard and make up the powerful Amg o the United 
States. The impulses which are awakened in breast of the 
American citizen when an American conflict has been at hand is 


country, and hi 
as well as interest. 
States, if we had one, could not be improvised into battle ships 
when the conflict came. We must necessarily have them pre- 
pared in time of peace for time of war when it comes, 

It takes four or five years to reach the completion of a battle 
ship after it is provided for by Congress. In addition to this, our 
friends seem to have great fear in the face of the fact that this is 
a world power; but it is a world power, and our having become a 
world : grees Mig pouot, DY one 
stren, and not by the policy of any party. 
objections in regard to the increase of the Navy because they sa; 
it is not necessary for the protection of our own shore, as 
this 80,000,000 of people had no interest except between these par- 
ticular oceans which cover the eastern and western boundaries of 
this country. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Ilinois 


expired. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks that his 
time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. GRAFF. The United States of America has more money 
invested in manufacturing enterprises than the Kingdom of Great 
Britain. The United States produces 32 cent of all the food 
products of the entire world. It will always remain true. In 
view of the increased productive power, asa resultant from these 

t factories already built, from American invention, and from 

e steady employment of American workmen, a large lus is 
being produced, and will continue to be produced unless there is 
retrenchment in the production in the United States, unless the 
American workman ceases to be employed so generally, or ceases 
to be employed all the time throughout the . So that the 
pressing problem before the United States, whether the Demo- 
cratic party wins at the next election or whether the Republican 
pen wins at the next election, is, How are we going to provide 

or the consumption and sale of the surplus of our farms and our 
factories? 

In what direction are we looking for that? Shall we presume 
that European nations will continue to furnish an outlet for the 
most of the surplus of our factories and farms? Ah, no. Already 
a public sentiment has been sufficiently aroused in England, in- 
trenched as she is by past experience and by prejudice in the 
pops of free A to protect herself the invasion of 

er markets by the products of American factories. The direc- 


tion in which we must look is toward the Orient. and if this Con- 
should go before the eof the United States at the com- 
eee and confess that they thought that an isthmian canal 


was so necessary that it warranted us in expending two hundred 
millions of the people’s money and then provided no navy com- 
mensurate with this great enterprise for protecting our interests 
with relation to our foreign trade, present and prospective, we 
would meet with condemnation at the hands of the intelli 
citizens of the United States, The people of the United States 
have an interest in regard to the open ports in China. 

Who believes that we could have succeeded in obta those 
open ports if it were not that the power and dignity of the United 
States was partially represented by a powerful navy, willing to 
back up its just demands? Any intelligent student of the present 
time knows that there is a conflict going on. You may talk of 
peace, but there is a conflict, not of arms, but of commerce; a 
eeu between 115 3 ee of Russia and 

5 gory m by water balance o European pow- 
ers =e t 1 ae It was in vewa eee ficis that the 
people of the United States unanimously deman: openin 
of the Isthmus of Panama by a canal. The South eee 
the demands and the necessities of the hour for better facilities 
for the sale of her surplus cotton in oriental markets. but 
you say that the present trade with China is insignificant, 


either in the conflict of war or | years 


t | nois how he will explain 


ago Japan would not permit one of her citizens to go be- 
rmit a foreign citizen to enter into her 
th, so exclusive was she. 
We have discovered, in studying the characteristics of the Chi- 
nese and the Japanese, in the last year, that the Chinaman con- 
tains as many of the faculties for development for receiving the 


yond her borders nor 
gates under penalty of 


impress of western civilization as the Jap. Already are 
pong opened ap i0 Chins. Already there is a large and increas- 
ing demand in China by her citizens for the products of the na- 
tions of the West. 

We can reasonably look for a change in China industrially sim- 
ilar to that now so eyident in Japan. If the per capita 
tion in China of American products were to increase to the present 
lige cst consumption in Japan, China would be to-day a very 

customer. 

o! Naval stations in the Philippines, fortifications there. and 
like improvements in the Hawaiian eed and the increase of our 
Navy are to preserve our commercial interests ab: 
in which every citizen of the United States is vitally interested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman the expired. 
The question is on the adoption of the amendment offered by the 
tleman from Massach 


man means, as , if adopted, an expenditure of 
3 This recommendation which we make in this bill for 
ana 


programme is a recommendation which is backed up by 
our naval authorities, who have given careful consideration to the 
different t and characters of ships. 


like to ask the gentleman from Ilinois 
if that programme was not made out and recommended to the 
Committee before the events at Port Arthur? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, I will answer my friend from Massachusetts, 
this programme was made out before the battle of Port Arthur, 
and that is just the point exactly. Since the battle of Port Arthur 
we have had no further recommendation from the Secretary of . 
the Navy or from Admiral Dewey or from the general board, and 
I wish to call the attention of the gentleman to this fact: I sub- 
mit that the House of resentatives should not be moved onan 
occasion like this by the hearing of news of one battle or another. 
Why, if that were so, we might be building torpedo boats to-day 
and we might be ing battle ships to-morrow. When I first 
heard of that successful attack by tlie Japanese torpedo boats 
upon the Russian ships, I naturally felt that we ought to build 
torpedo boats, perchance; but then I reflected a little further, and 
the next morning I saw that the Czar of Russia had said that he 


did not t war; that there had been no declaration of war; 
that the Japanese had made their attack before the Japanese 
minister left St. Petersburg or the Russian minister had left 


Tokyo. There was no declaration of war until two or thres days 
after that attack. He gave that in 8 I presume. 

It is barely possible that Russia been adopting that peace 

cy which we hear about, which means nothing less than never 
ing 3 for war. I do not know what it was, but I know 
this, that I do not believe that we can gather up the results of 
this war until after the war is over, because I sea in the papers 
to-day that the Retvizan, built by the Cramps, in Philadelphi 
has raaes saa put to flight the Japanese boats. Now, we have 
imperfect news. We have had no official statement whatever 
with reference to the battle. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetis? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. McNARY. I should like to ask the gentleman from Nli- 
in to this House the fact that while the 
United States is number four in regard to battle ships and number 
four as regards cruisers, which are provided for in this bill, she 
is even below Austria as regards torpedo boats? What has brought 
about this condition of affairs? On what theory has the Navy 
been built in “7 a way as = 3 es rey below 
France, England, Germany, Russia, y, Japan, Austria 
as regards torpedo boats? Why 

The The time of the gentleman from Iliuois 
[Mr. Foss] has expired. 

Mr. I ask unanimous consent to proceed five mizutes 


longer. 
Mr. McNARY. I hope the gentleman’s time will be extended, 
and I should like to have my question answered 
TheCHAIRMAN. The 


gen from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that his time be extended for five minutes. Is there ob- 
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Mr. McNARY. I hope I may be allowed to finish my question. 


I hope the gentleman from Illinois will kindly explain to the 
Honse why it is that England, France, and Germany have seen fit 
to build so large a number of torpedo boats, a much larger num- 
ber, proportionately, than the United States? What objection is 
there on the part of our naval authorities to a similar policy? 

Mr. FOSS. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that in considerations of 
this kind as to the particular character and type of our ships, the 
Naval Committee has always thought it best to follow the advice 
and opinions of our naval authorities. I know that whenever 
Congress has gone the other way we have only been led away 
from the right course. I know that upon one occasion there was 
a proposition brought in here with reference to a wonderful gun, 
and Congress appropriated a good deal of money for the manu- 
facture of such a gun. Indeed, I believe it was stated on this 
floor that if we could only haye this gun it would put to flight all 
the navies of the world; that it was such a powerful arm that it 
would even almost blow the earth off its axis. But the only thing 
it eyer did blow was $250,000 out of the Treasury of the United 
States. And so I say to my friend that I think it better for us to 
take the advice and follow the opinions of our naval authorities. 

Mr. McNARY. Will the gentleman kindly explain to the 
House what the opinion of the naval authorities is? What reason 
do they allege for ating, tuny up the 1 0 disproportionately? 
Why is it that we have been allowed to fall down to the eighth 
place in reference to torpedo boats, whereas France and England 
and Germany have built a larger number proportionately? hat 
theory is beneath or behind the action of the Department? The 
gentleman answers my question by saying that the committee has 
merely taken the advice of the nayal authorities. Will he kindly 
tell us why the naval authorities have taken such a position? 

Mr. FOSS. I think it is due to the fact that torpedo craft of 
every character have been largely experimental. There have 
been comparatively few instances—for example, in our civil war 
where the torpedo boat has accomplished much. Of two excep- 
tional instances which I recall, one was the blowing up of the Albe- 
marle. The torpedo boat is yet to be developed and to prove its 
usefulness. 

Then, there is another consideration. We can build those boats 
quickly. It takes comparatively few months as com with 
years that have to be expended in constructing a great battle ship 
or an armored cruiser. I think thatis, perhaps, the main reason 
why the buildi g of such craft has not been recommended. The 
general board did not recommend and our naval authorities do 
not recommend torpedo boats this year. But it does not neces- 
sarily follow that this committee next year or at some future time 
may not bring in a proposition to increase our to o fleet. 

But what I do insist upon is this, that in the building up of our 
Navy we should not be moved by the passion of the hour or by a 
newspaper recital of this battle or that. I have insisted, if I have 


ever insisted upon anything, that we should build up this Navy | bnil 


with calmness and with poise. We shall find it infinitely better 
and safer to stand always upon the recommendation of our great 
naval authorities in this regard. 

Why, sir, Congress, against the advice of our naval authorities, 
appropriated $350,000 for a dynamite cruiser called the Vesuvius, 
It was stated at that time, upon this floor, that that was a won- 
derful ship, and we appropriated that sum of money. But the 


Vesuvius to-day is fit only for the scrap heap. The American 
Congress a 5 a million and a half of dollars for a batter- 
ing ram called the Katahdin, against the advice and opinion of 
our naval authorities, and that battering ram is now fit only for 
the scrap heap. 

Mr. McNARY rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. FOSS. No. I must decline to yield justnow. Mr. Chair- 
man, it is infinitely better for us to have something back of us— 
something to stand upon—like the opinion of our naval authorities, 
whose business, whose profession, whose duty it is to recommend 
to the American Congress the best type and the best character of 


ships. [Applause. 
The HEN, The question is upon the adoption of the 


amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. McNary]. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the amendment read 
again, 

There wang se objection, the amendment was again read, 

Mr. MoNARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire, without any attempt 
at following the oratory of the gentleman, to point out this fact 
that on the statistics prepared by the committee of this House 
we are No. 4 as regards battle ships and No. 3 as to cruisers, and 
No. 8 as regards torpedo boats; in other words, we are behind 
Japan and Austria. 

Let me say to this House that either our naval authorities are 
wrong or the naval authorities of other nations are wrong. If 
they were right in building up a large number of to o boats, 
we are wrong. If they were wrong in building up a large num- 


ber of torpedo boats, we are right. Now, you ean have your 
choice. In my judgment, the American naval authorities are 
wrong. Thegentleman says that the torpedo boat is experimental. 
So is the battle ship. A battle ship ten years of age is regarded 
now as worthless and sent to the scrap heap. You can not eyen 
sell it. So the battle ship is. in a sense, experimental. What are 
all these naval vessels at the present time but experimental? 

But I desire to call the gentleman’s attention again to the fact 
that he has not refuted the evidence that in three wars—in tho 
Chilean war, in the China-Japan war, and in the present war be- 
tween Japan and Russia—the torpedo boat has proven a most 
effective article of warfare; and the only reason that it did not 
so prove in the war between the United States and Spain was the 
fact that we did not have torpedo boats. If we had had them, in- 
stead of lying many wi weeks before Santiago, we might have 
done what the Japanese did at Wei-hai-wei. 

Instead of sending in a coal-laden steamer to try to block the 
entrance, we might have done what the Japs did when they sent 
their to o boats into Wei-hai-wei and torpedoed a number of 
Chinese battle ships and what they did when they sent them into 
the harbor at Port Arthur the other night and torpedoed a num- 
ber of the battle ships of Russia and gained command of the sea 
thereby. There was no need for all those weary weeks if we had 
had the boats, because we certainly had the men to man them and 
the skill to operate them. 

We have fallen short in this r t. Gentlemen can not dis- 

ise the fact that either our naval constructors are wrong or the 

oreigners are wrong. On the side of the foreigners stands the 
experience in the three wars that I have mentioned. On the side 
of the Americans there is no argument whatsoever. 

Mr. FOSS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MoNARY. anang: 
Mr. FOSS. Whom doesthe gentleman wish to follow, a foreign 
naval authority or our own naval authorities? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I want to follow the teachings 
of any nation at any time that shows itself superior to us. What 
should we follow, the experience of people or the theories of peo- 
ple? Iam backing the experience of nations against the theories 
of our own officers. What would any sensible man follow? 

Experience has shown that these boats ought to be constructed; 
and as regards the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois that 
we can build them quickly, let me tell this House that it came out 
before the committee of which I am a member that it took four 
years to build the torpedo boats we now have, and that is not 
Niet Re ae 

. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONARY. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. That is due to the fact that those were the first we 


t. 

Mr. McNARY. No, Mr. Chairman, they were not the first we 
built. They were the first to be built by private contractors, 
The delay was partly due to the fact that the Bethlehem Iron and 
Steel Works and the Midvale Steel Works had, in combination 

cornered the market and jumped up the yee of steel, and held 
the contractors by the throat, and refused to deliver the goods, 
and because Con had inserted the provision that they must 
be constructed of American materials, thus making the builders 
the prey of the steel combination. The result was that every- 
thing was held up, depending upon the steel works, but the fact 


remains—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURLESON. Tunderstand the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts intends, if this amendment carries, to move to strike out the 
paragraph providing for the scout cruisers, 

Mr. MoNARY. Yes. 

Mr. BURLESON. I will not vote for this unless he does. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Several MEMBERS. “Vote!” Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
MoNary]. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 56, noes 81. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The clerk read as follows: 

Two colliers to be capable of accom h 8 
tons of cargo coal. 28 and to arg el enge opt 3 
to cost not exceeding $1,250,000 each. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 71, at the end of line 4, insert: 

5 vided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall not pay more than $398 per 
ton for armor 
in case he is unable to make 


ditions, he is authorized and directed to erect, on owned by the Govern- 
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ment, s factory for the manufactureof armor plate, and the sum of $4,000,000 
is hereby 3 tor that purpose. pata 


Mr. DAYTON. I raise the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. DAYTON. I simply submit that it is legislation and not 
germane to the section. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It is a limitation. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the bill provides for certain ships. 
It is necessary to have armor plate, and I refer the Chair to page 
845 of the Manual and Digest, where it is held to a paragraph 
1 for armor and armament of naval vessels, providing 

t the total cost of armor shall not exceed a certain amount, 
and that no contract shall be made in excess of a certain price per 
ton, was held to be a limitation.” 

Mr. MUDD. May I ask that the amendment be reported again? 
I did not get the full purport of it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment will again be reported. 

The amendment was again 

Mr. MUDD. Well, I would like to be heard a moment on that. 
The latter part of the amendment is clearly new legislation, be- 
cause it provides that the Government shall construct an armor- 
plate plant, which is as yet unauthorized by any provision of law 
and is not a public work or object already in progress in wed 
view of the rule. That, of course, can not in any sense be said to 
be a limitation upon anything in this paragraph or in this bill. 
Further than that, Mr. Chairman, the amount of money to be 

- paid as provided by the amendment for armor is not in any sense 
a limitation upon anything authorized to be in this 
h, or up to the present time in this b That amend- 


ment would more properly come in when we get to the section re- | thorized b 


lating to armor and armament. There is a provision for armor 
and armament, and an authorization for the purchase of it. We 
have not reached that yet. You can not put in a paragraph lan- 
guage which otherwise would be new legislation on the ground 
that it is a limitation on an nditure authorized by law, unless 


the expenditure is autho in the particular ph to 
which you undertake to im your limitation or in some prior 
portion of the bill which committee may be said to have 

passed upon. 
We have not authorized the of armor in this 
ph. Therefore the am ent can not be a limitation; 


an it can not be . ee eee eee 
respects is new and new legi a eo 
existing law ” which Rule XXI forbids. 

I understand also that it is the rule that if a part of a proposi- 
tion is out of order all of it is unless the author of it makes the 
separation of that which is in order from that which is not. The 
latter part of the proposition is clearly out of order, and that has 
been ruled upon several times. 

I refer to page 342 of the Digest: 

A proposition to a te for the establishment of an armor-plate fac- 
tory was held not to be in order on the naval appropriation bill, such a 

tion not being in continua’ of a public work or object. (3d sess., 

mg. and Ist sess., 56th Cong.) 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia desire 
to be further heard? 

Mr. RIXEY. In reply to the statement of the gentleman from 
Maryland that the amendment ought to be offered to the last sec- 
tion of the bill, I will state that I feared that the last section was 
subject to a point of order itself, because it provides that in cer- 
tain contingencies the of the Navy shall procure a 
site—that he shall re land for the p j section 
which I have offered comes in as an eai e ent 5 at 
the end of increase of the Navy, and provides that the Secretary 
it does not cost over $398 a 


in order as any provision w be direct- 
ing the construction of a building in any of the various navy- 


We have just 7 7 for the building of ships, and in order 
to perfect these ships we must have armor plate. We direct the 
Secretary to purchase armor plate, if he can do so at $398 a ton. 
If he can not, then he is to expend $4,000,000 in establishing an 
armor-plate factory to be located upon p owned by the 
Government. This is certainly a limitation. It is a direction 
that the Secretary is to get armor plate; it does not direct him to 
potas land, but provides how the armor plate shall be secured 
y the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. MUDD. The only 3 as to the germaneness of that 

is that we have not yet provided for the purchase of any armor 


te at all. 
r RIREY. But it is necessary to provide for it in the bill, 
and this is offered as an independent f the in- 


crease of the Navy. The reason that I not offer as an 
amendment to the last paragraph was that I was afraid that the 


of the amendment in 2240 


last 1 subject to a point of order, because it provided 
for the 1 land. 

Fa a W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, just a word 
about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. As the law stands now, there 
is no provision whatever for the construction of the ships author- 
ized in this bill. Theamendment of the gentleman from Virginia 
pertains to the vessels authorized in this bill; and if the point of 
order is good against his amendment, why certainly it would be 
good against the entire paragraph providing for the construction 
by contract, etc. 

There is no law whatever so tar ae pre to anything con- 
nected with ships in this bill authorized. Now, when we author- 
ize these ships, any directions to the Secretary of the Navy per- 
taining to the construction or to the equipment or anything else 
for a completed vessel would be germane to the item carrying 
these battle ships. There is no law that this amendment contra- 
venes. The utmost you can say is it is new legislation, but it is 
new legislation just as the entire paragraph is new legislation, 
just as the entire provision on page 71 is new legislation, and the 
only question is, is it pran; is it germane to the construction 
of battle ships in this bill authorized? If so, and the peragraph 
remains in the bill, this amendment would not be subject to the 


point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Rule XXI provides that— 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in comer ta an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously au- 
y law, unless in continuation of 55 for such public 
works and ohoo as are already in progress; nor shall any provision c 
existing law be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any 
amendment thereto. 


Now, in regard to the decision to which the gentleman from 
Virginia referred, on page 845 of the Manual, the Chair has made 
investigation, and finds that the provision passed upon—it is found 
on page 296 of Parliamentary Precedents—was a proviso that— 

See fa E Toke en eee en AAA nanata 


three battle ships rized the act 


the cost of nickel in the same, and exclusive 


don SIGE Po MAAE aa tos etree rade DOA ane tae toe ok 
e atan av: ra nm 
including the nickel as pa nae 7% =a a 

That amendment was ruled by the Chair to be a limitation 
merely upon the Le ghar epee and therefore to be in order; but the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia, after limit- 
ing the price to be paid for armor to $398 per ton, proceeds fur- 
ther and declares ‘‘that in case the Secretary of the Navy shall 
not be able to make contracts at that rate he is authorized and 
directed to erect on land owned by the Government a factory for 
the manufacture of armor, and the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby 
appropriated for that purpose.“ That seems to the Chair to be 
not a limitation upon the appropriation contained in the paragraph 
that has been read, but an authorization, to the Secretary of 
the Navy to do something which he was not previously author- 
ized to do, and therefore it is an enactment of law and a change 
of existing law. It may furthermore be questioned whether, as 
the amendment attempts to limit the price to be paid for armor 

other vessels not mentioned in the paragraph to which it is 
ered, but provided for in peneana which have already been 
agreed toand passed, it is in order upon this paragraph, which 
relates merely to two colliers, and therefore whether it is ger- 
mane to this particular paragraph, to which it is offered as a pro- 
viso. Finding that part of the amendment is out of order, the 
Chair is forced to sustain the point and rule out the entire amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the Chair this question: 
Would that amendment be in order to the last paragraph in the 
bill, or, rather, would the amendment if offered to the last — 
graph of the bill be subject to the same objection which the 
now states, that the provision for an armor-plate factory is new 


a rage 
e MAN. The Chair has not read the last paragraph 
of the bill and will not attempt to pass upon that at this time. 

Mr. RIXEY. I will state that what is called an amendment 
was offered as an independent section to apply ta all the para- 
graphs under the head of increase of the Navy,’ dut I will offer 
this latter under the head of armor and armatnent.”’ 

Mr. BELL of California and Mr. DOUGLAS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN (to Mr. Doveias). For what purpose does 
the gentleman rise? 

Mr. DOUGLAS, Mr. Chairman,I move to strike ont the last 

words. 


two 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BELL] desires to offer an amendment, which 
the Clerk will report. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding after the word “each,” in line 4, page 71, the following: 

“ Said colliers shall be built in the ged hg one on the Pacific and the 

N50 757 the Atlantic coast, and the same to be designated by the Secretary 
e Navy.” 


Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on that 
amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland will state 
his point of order. 
MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to debate the point 


of order to any extent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like the gentleman to 
state his point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. My point of order is that the proposed amend- 
ment is clearly and unequivocally a limitation upon or restriction 
of the discretion of the Secretary, and points of order made toa 
similar provision have been over and again held to be good on the 
last appropriation bill and others. 

On several occasions this proposition or one similar to it has 
been made by a Member from California or from some State on 
the Pacific coast, containing generally a provision giving a mar- 
gin of 4 per cent discrimination to plants building ships on that 
coast and containing also a mandatory clause that so many ships 
should be built there, and on every occasion when a point of order 
was made it was ruled out on the ground that it was new legisla- 
tion and on the further ground that it was a restriction of the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. Perhaps it may be said 
with greater propriety of language that both of these groundsare 
obnoxious to and are embraced within the prohibition of a change 
of “existing law ’’ on a general appropriation bill. In my judg- 
ment, also, this amendment is in no sense germane to anything 
that precedes it in the paragraph or in the bill. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard 
on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BELL of California, AsI understand the gentleman from 
Maryland, his point of order runs to that portion of my amend- 
ment which relates to the Pacific and the Atlantic coasts. Ido 
not understand the gentleman raises any point of order as to our 
right to direct that these colliers be built in the navy-yards of the 
Government, because, as I understand it, that point was ruled 
upon in the second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress when Mr. 
Moody, of Massachusetts, now Secretary of the Navy, was in the 
chair, and it was then held by him that there was no existing law 
requiring that these ships be built by contract, and therefore it 
was proper in an appropriation bill to direct that they be built 
either by contract or in the navy- = 

that these two colliers shall 


This amendment mg Bat or 
be built in the navy-yards and further states that one shall be 
m the Atlantic coast. 


bui!t upon the Pacific coast and the other u 
If Congress has the right, as has been held in committee and in 
the House, to direct that these vessels be built in the navy-yards, 
have we not at the same time the right to direct which yards the: 
shall be built in? Now, we have a precedent in the Fifty-seven 
Congress where it was directed that at least one battle ship be 
built in a navy-yard, and as a result of that one ship is now in 

ess of construction in the navy-yard at re bint I would 
Bike to ask the gentleman from 1 if he simply directs his 
point of order against that part of my amendment which pro- 
vides that one be built on the Pacific coast and one on the Atlantic 
coast? 

Mr. MUDD. Mainly that, but the other provision also, They 
both have been ruled against. : 

Mr. BELL of California. One was ruled against. It was held 
on a point of order in the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress 
that a provision directing the Secretary of the Navy to build in 
the navy-yard was not in order, and sa poni of order was sus- 
tained. But in the next session, the Fifty-sixth Congress, Mr. 
Mcody himself being in the chair, ruled that he could find no pro- 
vision in the existing lawsof the United States that required these 
vessels to be built by contract, and subsequent to that Congress 
directed that one battle ship be built in the navy-yard, and that 
ship is now being built at the Brooklyn Navy-Lard. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I want to get straightened out on this, be- 
caus? if the Chair sustains the point of order as to my right to des- 
ignate the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts I shall modify my amend- 
ment so that the colliers may go to the navy-yards generally. It 
seems to me to be unwise at this time to raise this point of order, 
because the time may came, and come soon, when we will desire 
to build all our cruisers and ships in the navy-yards, and some 
5 may rise and make a point of order preventing our 

oing so. 

I cat the Chair's attention to the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
second session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, pages 1414 to 1428. I 
think the ruling is on page 1428, ' 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that there is at 
pei no law directing where vessels of this character shall te 
milt. This p amendment makes law on that subject by 
directing that they shall be built in the places indicated in the 
amendment. It has been tedly held that a provision in an 
appropriation bill which es law where none previously ex- 
isted does change existing law in violation of the rule. There is 
some conflict of decision, as has appeared from the rulings cited, 
upon provisions of this kind. It was ruled in the Fifty-sixth 
Congress, the present Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Moody, then in 
the chair, that, there having been no general law suggested to 
the Chair which would be altered by the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York, the Chair is compelled to think it 
is in order, in the absence of any such statute, and therefore over- 
rules the point of order.” 

But that decision itself was in conflict with previous decisions 
that the making of law in an appropriation bill where none pre- 
viously existed is itself a change of law, or is, as we say, legisla- 
tion upon an appropriation bill. In the Fifty-seventh Congress, 
about one year ago, on February 19, 1903, the naval appropriation 
bill being then, as now, under consideration, an amendment was 
offered providing, among other things, that the Secretary of 
the Navy may build any or all vessels herein authorized in such 
nayy-yards as he may designate; and shall build the vessels 
herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate,” etc. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. GILLETT, in the chair, 
ruled that the provision was out of order, saying: To the Chair 
it seems perfectly clear that the provision in this section that the 
Secretary of the Navy shall build the ships at certain navy-yards 
is a change of existing law because it limits the powers which ex- 
isting laws give him.” An appeal was taken from his ruling. 
Upon that appeal very exhaustive debate was had, at the conclu- 
sion of which the committee sustained the decision of the Chair 
by a vote of 109 to 88. That appears to be the last ruling upon 
this precise point. 

The Chair will call attention to the distinction between a limi- 
tation upon an . Tee and a positive enactment which 
limits the powers of Government officers under existing laws. A 
mere limitation of the appropriation is in order. There is no 
ottigation on the House to appropriate at all, and therefore it 
may provide that the money appropriated by it shall not be used 
in any except such manner as may be specified in the bill. A limi- 
tation is best expressed in the negative, as that the 5 
shall not be available unless used in a certain way. That leaves an 
option. The money can be used or not used, but if used it must 
be in the manner specified. No law is changed, because there is 
no obligation to expend the money at all. But where an amend- 
ment, or the bill itself, goes beyond that and places a limitation 
which would not otherwise exist upon the discretion of one of 
the Executive Departments of the Government, forcing the head 
of that Department to do certain things which otherwise he would 
not be required to do, that is more than a limitation upon an 
appropriation. It is substantially a positive enactment requiring 
him to apenn the money, and to expend it as pointed ont in the 
act, which takes away the discretionary power vested in him by 
previous authority of law. It is, in the opinion of the Chair, a 
change in existing law and new legislation, and, finding that in 
this amendment, the Chair is compelled to sustain the point of 


order. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, is the point of order 
sustained as to the entire amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis well settled that where there is in an 
amendment any provision which is out of order the whole amend- 
ment falls with it. 

Mr. BELL of California. WhatIdesire to ascertain, Mr. Chair- 
man, is whether the point of order would simply run as to the 
designation of the navy-yards, for I would gladly modify that, if 
that is objectionable, so that these colliers might be built in any 
of the yards, leaving it to the discretion of the Secretary to select 
the yard in each case. I desire now to make that modification, 
and I now offer my amendment as modified. 

Mr.MUDD. Mr. Chairman, let us hear what the amendment is. 

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman sent his amendment to 
the Clerk’s desk? 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I will state the 
amendment. After the word “each,” line 4, page 71, add the 
ea tafe language: Said colliers shall be built in the navy- 
yar . 55 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order to that 
that it is mandatory. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be 
heard just one moment, because while this matter may not be of 
the greatest importance at this time, it may be of supreme im- 
8 on some future occasion, and these rulings may at some 

ture time place this committee and this House in a very embar- 
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rassing position, and may, in fact, shackle it so that it can not act 
as it desires. Now, if it be true that there is no existing law as 
to where this work shall be done, and that therefore we can not 
direct where it shall be done, then is not the very provision itself 
which confers upon the Secretary of the Navy the right to let 
these contracts to the lowest and best bidder subject to the same 
point of order? 

It seems that we have no law upon the subject. We are mak- 
ing an appropriation. Now, why have we not the right in making 
this appropriation to designate, not only the number of the ships 
that we shall build and the character of the ships that we shall 
build, but also where they shall be built? The bill itself is in the 
alternative. It gives the Secretary of the Navy the power to ask 
for bids and to let contracts, or he may have them built in the 
navy-yards; and, further, if he should find that there is any com- 
bination or trust that is conspiring to raise the price upon the 
Government, it shall be his duty in such case — it shall be his 
duty,“ isthe language; he is not allowed discretion—to build those 
in the Government yards of the country. Now, is not that lan- 
guage where you direct him and yon say, you shall do a thing 
upon a certain contingency, just as objectionable as the amend- 
ment that I have offered? 

I believe that some liberality should be indulged in. I, for one, 
am willing to rest upon the judgment and the judicial knowledge 
of the gentleman who sat in that chair, and who now is a member 
of the Cabinet, when ho said that this point of order should not 
be sustained. These colliers do not amount to much, but it is 
the principle of the thing. Are we to surrender our right to say 
that we shall use the public yards of this country for the purpose 
of constructing our battle ships? 

I ask that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mupp] withdraw 
his point, in order that this committee at this time may say 
whether or not some of these vessels which we are generously 

roviding for shall not be built in the navy-yards of the country. 
will leave it to the Secretary of the Navy to select any of the 
dozen Government yards in the country; -but let us carry on the 
work of experiments as we are doing and have these ships built 
in this way. I will ask the gentleman to yield his point, in order 
that future Congresses may not be embarrassed by a ruling ad- 
verse to this amendment at this time. 

Mr. McDERMOTT. Will the gentleman from California [Mr. 
BELL] allow me to suggest that a direction to build in certain 

rds is not allowable under the rules asan amendment to this 

ill, but an appropriation to pay for such vessels as may be built 
in those yards would be permissible? So that the gentleman may 


get at his point in that way. 
I should like to have the ruling of 


Mr. BELL of California. 
the Chair on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. OLMSTED). In the opinion of the Chair 
the amendment just offered is open to the objection made by the 
gentleman from Maryland. This amendment is not a limitation 
upon the appropriation; it is in the nature of a law—a command 
to the Secretary of the Navy to build these vessels in a certain 
place. As the Chair has already attempted to make clear, it is 
within the power of the House to say, We will appropriate 
money for a certain purpose, but no part of it shall bs used un- 
less in the way we direct.“ But under Rule XXI it is not within 
the power of the House, having appropriated the money, to ac- 
company the appropriation with a command which is itself legis- 
lation changing existing law. 

Mr. BELL of California. I fully comprehend the ruling of the 
Chair, and a way has been sopetas by which I can meet, I 
think, the views of the Chair and also of the gentleman who made 
this point of order. 

I move to amend by inserting after the word each.” in line 4, 
page 71, the following: and none of the appropriation for the 

oregoing purposes shall be used for any colliers not built in the 
yards owned by the United States Government.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BELL of California. In offering this amendment, having 
for its object the construction of these two colliers in the navy- 
yards of the United States, Iam well aware that I am touching 
upon a subject that has received considerable attention in previous 
sessions of Congress. Iam well aware that this subject was fully 
and amply discussed in the sessions of the Fifty-sixth Congress, 
but I believe that such changes have occurred in the meantime 
that we ought now to give the matter our further and our earnest 
consideration. 

It must be apparent even to the dullest mind that we intend to 
increase the great American Navy until it shall become the mis- 
tress of all the seas. There may be some differences of opinion 
among us, but those differences all run to the question of the rate 
of increase, not the fact of increase itself. 

Navy building in America has attained a momentum that no 
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power can stop. Now, this amendment affects only one phase of 
the question, and that is, Where shall we build the smaller ves- 
sels that are provided for in this bill? Are we going-to confess 
openly and publicly that the great navy-yards of this country, 
planted upon the three coasts of America at an expenditure of 
tens of millions of dollars, are impotent to discharge one of the 
highest purposes of their creation—that of building our war shi 
Are we going to admit unreservedly before the world that while 
England and Germany and France can build their war ships in 
their own yards as cheaply as they can have them built by pri- 
vate enterprise—and the reports will show such to be the fact— 
here in America we can not do the same? 

I know some of the objections that have been urged in the past 
to the navy-yard system. It has been alleged that it costs twice 
as much and takes twice as long to build our ships in those yards 
as it does to build them in private yards, but I for one have not 
seen the evidence in support of so startling an announcement. I 
for one am not 5 to accept as a fact so deplorable a condi- 
tion of affairs unless sustained by the most satisfactory evidence. 
Iam not willing to admit that such gross inefficiency exists upon 
the part of our Goverriment. 

If those statements be true, then there has existed an ineffi- 
ciency that should have called for the most searching investiga- 
tion at the hands of Congress, and if the allegations had been 
sustained would have warranted a revolution in navy-yard meth- 
ods and a renovation in the officialdom of the Navy, so far as the 
yards were concerned. I believe those statements are exaggera- 
tions. Some of them have been innocently made, but most of the 
defamation of our nayy-yards has come from men who were 
counting the dollars and cents and who found it profitable to 
defame the Government yards of this country. There are, un- 
fortunately, men sordid enough and base enough to stoop to any- 
thing in order that they may divert public moneys from certain 
channels into their own pockets; yet I believe that if you would 
call the roll of all the yards in existence to-day and would consult 
their commandants and constructors, if you would go to the Navy 
Department and there consult the Chief of the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair, you would find that the yards of this coun- 
try can do this work as cheaply and as well as the great ship- 
building trusts and combines of our land. [Applause.] 

3 the hammer fell.] 

. BOWIE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. BELL] be allowed five minutes more, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELL of California. Now, Mr. Chairman, during the in- 
vestigation before the committee in 1900 much of the ineijiciency 
existing or claimed to exist in the navy- yards was attributed to 
to the fact that they had become strong political factors, that the 
navy- yards had gone into politics and were used for political pur- 
poses. Iknow that in the past such has been the case, but that 
condition of affairs has passed away. With the reformation of 
ourelection laws and the reformation in our public service through 
ciyil service that condition has ceased to exist and never will re- 
turn. I know that at Mare Island some twenty-five years ago the 
men were lined up like a lot of sheep, were marched up to the 
pols, and voted, each one holding in his hand a “tapeworm” 
ticket. 

But these“ tapeworm ” tickets are no longe: used. and they are 
now merely looked upon as curiosities, and the old condition of 
demoralization does not exist. The yards can not now be used 
for political purposes. Under our system of balloting and hold- 
ing elections a man can walk into a booth; and in the privacy of 
that booth he can register the dictates of his conscience and there 
exercise, untrammeled and unaffected by outside influences, the 
greatest privilege of the American citizen. 

And then, again, I have heard it urged in support of this ex- 
cessive-cost theory that in the navy-xyards men can only be re: 
quired to work eight hours a day, while in private yards men are 
worked nine, ten, and eleven hours a day. But, gentleman, it is 
a most shameful assertion whenever it is claimed that we should 
take advantage of that fact. 

True it is that the men at the Mare Island Navy-Yard or any 
other navy-yard can not be compelled to work more than eight 
hours a day, and it is equally true that in 1892 we spread upon 
the statute books of this country a law that no man, laborer, me- 
chanic, or otherwise, could be compelled to work more than eight 
hours a day upon a job of the Government, whether it was let by 
contract or otherwise. I know that the decision of a former Attor- 
ney-General has had the effect to nullify this law to a certain extent, 
but the law is there, and I do not believe the great Congress of 
the United States is going to seek an advantage, is going to accept 
the fruits of the wrong of some one else. When you say that you 
should build these ships in private yards because they can work 
their men more than eight hours a day, you are becoming a party 
to the crime of those shipbuilders and those contractors, because 
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they are violating the letter and the spirit of the law which says 
they shall not work men more than eight hours a day. 

Again, suppose some man should rise in this Chamber and say 
we ought tó build these ships by contract because the contractors 
can steal their material and therefore build the ships more cheaply. 
Why, anyone making such a suggestion as that would incur the 
scorn of every one of his colleagues in this House. He would call 
down upon himself the just censure of every good citizen in 
America; and yet that argument is akin to the other. You say 
because a contractor can work his men over hours and violate the 
Jaw he can do the work more cheaply than the Government can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOWIE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from California be allowed to proceed another five minutes, as he 
has not finished his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from California be permitted 
to continue his remarks for five minutes, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELL of California. Now, Mr. Chairman, in 1900 the 
committee listened to the testimony of three of the most promi- 
nent nayal constructors of America—Constructor Bowles, Con- 


listened to the opinion of Admiral Hichborn, the Chief of the 
Bureau of Construction. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. BELL of California. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. Did not Admiral Bowles in his 1 say that, 
in his opinion, it would cost 25 per cent more to build ships in 
navy-yards 8 contract 

Mr. BELL of California. I do not know whether he did or not. 
If the eman says he did, I will accept his statement. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. Iwant to say to the gentleman that perhaps 
we can come to some agreement on this. Will the gentleman 
yield for a moment to me? 

Mr. BELL of California. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. I-want to recall to the gentleman the fact that we 
are now constructing the battleship Connecticut inthe New York 


Mr. BELL of California. That is true. 

Mr. FOSS. And that we are constructing the Louisiana, aship 
of the same type and character and tonnage, at Newport News. 
We are making the experiment in the construction of ships 
to see whether or not we can build cheaper in Government navy- 
yards than under private contract. 

Mr. BELL of California, Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, now, I want to suggest to my friend that we 
had Constructor 8 65 before us, and he said that he had not got- 
ten along far enough in the construction of the Connecticut to be 
able to arrive at any comparative statement of cost between the 
Connecticut and the Louisiana, butthat he would notrecommend 
building any large ships in a Government navy-yard. 

Mr BELL of California. Let me ask you a question. Will 
you yield to me? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. BELL of California. You recognize the difference be- 
tween a collier and a great war ship? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. BELL of California. Do you notthink that with these two 
colliersthe United States might well continueits experiments and 
arrive at even better results? 

Mr. FOSS. Now, right on that point; thatis just what I was 
coming to, I will say that I am not entirely opposed to this, but 
I want to get at some result from it. Iwantto obtain knowledge 
which will be of future benefit here in the House of Representa- 


tives. 

Now, I would suggest that if the gentleman desires to build one 
of these colliers in a Government navy-yard, out and out, and 
then build the other by a private contract, so as to have a basis 
of comparison on the proposition of cost between the building 
under private contract and the Government yard, I would accept 
that amendment. Would not that be a ble to the gentleman? 

Mr. BELL of California. Will you let it include one of the 
scout cruisers also and one collier? 

Mr. FOSS. No; just one collier. 

Mr. BELL of California. So long as the gentleman thinks this 
a is so good, why not it in the other? 

. FOSS. I am not saying it is good; but I am willing to do 
it in this case. I want to do it for our own benefit in securing 
information. 

Mr. BELL of California. Providing that one of these colliers 


shall be built in a navy- 
Mr. FOSS. a, to that amendment. 
Mr. BELL of ifornia. I accept the amendment, [Ap- 
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Mr. McMORRAN was recognized. 

Mr. FOSS. I ask the Chairman to direct the correction to be 
made, so that one of these colliers shall be built in a navy-yard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not in possession of the amend- 
ment as it now stands. 

Mr. FOSS, I will offer an amendment, if it is agreeable to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BELL of California. I would like to offer the amendment. 
The amendment will be i to provide that one of these ships 
shall be built in the navy-yard. Add after the word each,” in 
line 4, “Provided, That one of said colliers shall be built in a Gov- 
ernment navy-xard.“ 

Mr. FOSS. I accept that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 


the amendment? 

ee ee of Mississippi. I hope the amendment will be 
e CHAIRMAN, The Chair had recognized the gentleman 

from Michigan. 

Mr. McMORRAN. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill several questions with respect to these colliers. Is it not 
a fact that you can go into the open market and buy colliers of 
the description named in the bill on thirty-six hours’ notice? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; you can go upon the market and buy mer- 
chant colliers, but can not buy naval colliers. You can not bu 
such colliers as our naval officers desire. They only eee 
these two colliers, and want them in connection with the two 
great ms, one in the Atlantic and the other in the Pacific. 

Mr. McMORRAN. I understand the definition of a collier to 
be a vessel capable of carrying coal for the war ships. Now,any 
ship that will carry 5,000 tons of coal and will run 16 miles an 
hour should be suitable for a collier. Now, if it is a fact that 
this Government can go into the open market at any and all times 
and buy a collier at one-fifth of the amount set out in this appro- 
priation, I would like to ask the chairman whether it is good 
policy for this Government to appropriate five times the amount 
necessary for the purchase of a collier? 

Mr. FOSS. In the first place, I can not agree with the state- 
ment of the gentleman that you can go out and buy a collier 
such as the naval authorities recommend for one-fifth of what it 
costs to build this collier, either „ or at a navy-yard. 

Mr. MMORRAN. I will say this: That a collier with a capac- 
ity of 5,000 tons of coal and a speed of 16 miles an hour can be 
8 in my judgment, for $250,000. And they can be built 

or less money than that. Now, I have in my hand a morning 
paper which contains a statement concerning the letting of a con- 
tract with the American Shipbuilding Company for a vessel car- 
rying 10,000 gross tons, twice the length of this collier you require, 
and for the information of the House I will read it. 
LEVIATHAN OF THE LAKES, 
Another mammoth steel freighter is building at this point— 
This is Lorain, Ohio— 
keel for it has dy been. and it 
5 3 now N Ao Treat deb fect lor gery he ee 
next April. Its building will mark a revolution in lake commerce, for it has 
Poet duroni supposed that the maximum length has been reached in 500 
“The American Span 
ee 


building the big freighter. 
will have a beam of 56 fi ig fre Sne 


is 
feet, her keel measures 540 feet, and 
she is to have 32 hatches 


It is figured that the new ship will carry 10,000 tons gross. 
Now, you appropriate here $1,250,000 to build a collier of 5,000 
tons carrying capacity; and it strikes me that if the Government 
can go into the market at any time and buy its colliers, it is poor 
policy to pay $1,250,000, and at the same time realize that when 
that collier is built it brings upon this Government the expense 
of keeping a crew there for all time. ol 

WIL r. Chairman, I am upon 


fon depth or B 


Mr. LIAMS of Mississippi. 
general principles unalterably opposed to the Government mak- 
ing or manufacturing anything 5 Rea 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Michigan had concluded his remarks; but it seems he had not. 

Mr. McMORRAN. I supposed the gentleman was going to ask 


me some question. 
M WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Oh, no. 


t 
Mr. McMORRAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like the 
further information, whether as a business proposition it would 
not be betterfor this Committee on Naval Affairs for the present, 
in consideration of the business interests of this country, to with- 
draw that appropriation of $1,250,000 and strike it out entirely? 
The MAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan 


has ag 

Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I be given five minutes more time. 

The C MAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended for five minutes. Isthere 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


1904, 
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Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the en- 
Ho paragraph carrying the appropriation of $1,250,000 for two 


colliers. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, Ido not think that motion is in order 
at present. 

e CHAIRMAN. The motion is not in order. 

Mr. FOSS. But it may be in order a little later. I will say, 
Mr. Chairman, that this recommendation came to us from the gen- 
eral board, and in the Secretary’s hearing he speaks of these col- 
liers and gives here the reasons of the general board. Now, when 
the Secretary was before the committee he stated the reasons for 
the recommendation of the general board in hy poet these two 
colliers, and this is the language of the general : 

Squadron colliers—that is, colliers of steam high 8 to accompany and 

ty adequate to ly the fleet—do not exist in the merchant marine 
sna can not be improvises.” 

Now, when the Secretary of the Navy came before us he recom- 
mended that these colliers be put in the bill. Now, on the gen- 
eral proposition of building colliers I am free to say to the gen- 
tleman that I sympathize to some extent with him, but as to the 
. these two particular colliers, squadron colliers, spe- 
cially adapted for the two great squadrons, I think that we ought 
to do it and build them adequate in capacity and swift enough in 
speed, and in accordance with the recommendations of the De- 
partment and the Secretary of the Navy. a 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will my col- 
league allow me to ask him a question? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan has the floor. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I concede that all naval 
officers want the very best equipment that they can have 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. McMORRAN (continuing). But there is one unfortunate 
thing about the whole transaction, and that is that the naval offi- 
cers do not have to foot the bills. The people of this country have 
to foot these bills, and we are here voting the people’s money and 
not the money of naval officers. Now, no private corporation in 
this country, with a fleet of battle ships such as we are building 
and with the knowledge that ore could go into the open market 
and buy colliers at any time, would consent to pay two and a half 

* million dollars for two colliers which we do not need and may 
never need. I assume that a collier can be built on the Pacific 
or Atlantic suitable for carrying 5,000 tons and a capacity of from 
16 to 20 miles an hour if ee sufficient to carry out the 
wants of the Navy, for a sum not to exceed from $300,000 to 
$350,000. Now, if that is true, why should we appropriate 
$1,250,000? 

Mr. FOSS, Now, the gentleman is making some statements, 
and I would be glad if he would go down to the Navy Depart- 
ment and try and reconcile those estimates with the estimates of 
the Board of Construction as to the cost of colliers and as to the 
cost of these colliers. It seems to me that he is making a rather 
extravagant statement. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If my friend will permit, I think 
the Navy Department might get some useful information from 
the gentleman from Michigan. He has had a good deal of expe- 
rience—— 

Mr. FOSS. That is why I recommend that he go down to the 
Navy Department and try and reconcile the estimates. 

Mr. McMORRAN. If these colliers were to be built in a navy- 
yard of the Government I have no doubt they would cost at least 

$500,000 apiece, but I can not conceive they would cost $1,250,000. 

If the estimate of the Secretary is correct that it will cost 

$1,250,000 to build each of these colliers, I think it is full time 
the Government abandoned empress its own colliers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I believe there 
is only one exception to the general principle that the Govern- 
ment ought not to go into the manufacturing business of any sort 
or into private business. I believe, however, that an exception 
does exist in the case of articles that are manufactured for self- 
defense, articles that are purely governmental and absolutely nec- 
essary for self-defense—cannon, torpedoes, powder, ships, and 
things of that sort. I think that the question of mere economy 
ought not to cut quite as much of a figure as the gonnen from 

Ilinois would attach to it. Even if it costs a little bit more money 

to build ships and cannon and make armor plate in Government 
navy-yards, it would still be better to make them there, because 
then you are independent of everybody except the Government in 
case of great emergency, and great emergencies may arise at any 

time. : - f 

I shall support the 5 of the gentleman from California 

Ir. BELL] in the hope that later on, before the discussion is over, 

we may go yet further and order that all of the lesser craft pro- 
vided for in the bill, everything except the two cruisers and the 
battle ship—all the colliers and scouts shall be built in the navy- 


When you first build a battle ship or a scout or a collier in a 


navy-yard, in comparison with a private yard, you are going to 
come out on the wrong side of the ledger, of course, because they 
have the skilled labor, the experience, the routine, and all of that. 
The first great battle ship or cruiser you build, com in cost 
with the same type of vessel built in a private , is going to 
bring the balance against the Government on the cost of building, 
for the reason that I have stated. Butas you train your men and 
get them accustomed to the grooves in which they must live in 
order to complete this work, then the product becomes itself 
cheaper and cheaper. 

There is this much to be said, at any rate. The item of profit 
is cut out. When the Government builds its own ship, makes its 
own powder, and makes its own cannon, the item of profit is 
eliminated. Now, if the Government can build as cheaply as a 
private yard, then of course the Government will have to pay 
less, because it has to payits own profit. If it can not build quite 
as cheaply, yet if it can build less than the cost in a private shi 
yard, it places the profit itself still ahead, and if it pays a li 
bit more it is worth something to have the matter of necessary 
self-defense under governmental control and management. 

Now, one other point; something has been said about the fact 
that the Government could not build as cheaply because the Gov- 
ernment navy-yards work their men a less number of hours than 
the private yards. All the better. If this thing will incidentally, 
or in some other way, redound to the benefit of American labor, 
that will certainly be no objection to it; and if it will set a shin- 
ing example in favor of old Sir Matthew Hale’s division of time— 
eight hours for work, eight hours for sleep, eight hours for wor- 
ship, education, and edification—all the better. [Applause.] 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. It is quite evident that the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. McMonnax{ has entirely misunderstood the nature and re- 
quirements of these two naval colliers. He speaks of a collier 
just being laid down somewhere on the Great Lakes as haying a 
speed of 16 knots and carrying 5,000 tons cargo. But that sort of 
a collier would not answer as a nayal collier fora moment. It 
could not for a moment fill the place of the colliers designed in 
this bill. Whatis wanted by the Navy Department are two col- 
liers that will have, in addition to the capacity to carry 5,000 tons 
of coal, sufficient capacity to carry coal enough to enable them to 
steam 8,000 miles, tis what is wanted—an entirely different 
ship from the ordinary collier that will go up and down the lakes, 
touching at one portand another. The collier that is wanted here 
is one that has additional space for coal enough to carry them 
across the ocean. 

Furthermore, the colliers designed for the Navy must be of a 
much stronger construction than the ordinary merchant collier, 
because it is designed to coal the battle ship at sea, which naval 
officers will tell you is a most dangerous proceeding, dangerous 

ially to the collier, which is not ordinarily built as strong as 
a battle ship, Furthermore, the collier designed in this bill is a 
collier that would be fitted with special appliances for coaling 
ships at sea. The collier the gentleman from Michigan speaks of 
is a collier that we see on the Atlantic coast, made a little larger 
than the ordinary collier, but they do not themselves have the 
appliances for handling coal. They have no apparatus for han- 
dling the coal taken from their own holds. They go up alongside 
of the wharf or a shed or a coal pocket where there is machinery 
to hoist the coal out and 5 into the coal pocket. 

They have not the machinery to take that coal out of the hold 
and put it on a neighboring ship. That is why these colliers cost 
more than the ordinary colliers. 

Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman say that 
the ordinary collier does not have facilities for taking the coal out 
of the hold? 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is true. 

Mr. McMORRAN, Did the gentleman ever see one that did 
not have it? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Why, Mr. Chairman,I have seen as many 
colliers, I venture to say, as the gentleman from Michigan, and 
none of them are equipped with apparatus for hoisting the coal 
out of the hold. They come up alongside of the pocket and there 
is machinery on the shore that does the business. Those colliers 
are not large enough to carry that heavy and expensive and com- 

licated machinery to lift that coal out and deposit it alongside. 
ermore, Mr. Chairman, he speaks of the ease with which 
colliers to fill these requirements can be purchased. The general 
board of the Navy tell us that these colliers are not now in exist- 
ence and can not now be improvised, and yet the gentleman would 
have us strike these two items out because a collier which will, 
according to his ideas, meet the requirements is to be built on 
Lake Michigan or some one of the Great Lakes. 

How long would it take, or would it, indeed, be possible in time 
of war, to get those colliers ont of the lakes and down to the port 
of New York, or Norfolk, or San Francisco, or wherever they are 
wanted? The idea is to have these colliers ready to go witha 
flying squadron at a moment’s notice, if necessary, to the other 


2388 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSBE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


side of the earth, and you can not go out into the market, even 
if there were hundreds such, and buy them.at a moment's notice, 
get them loaded with coal and at the point pa yer ee 

be, ready to start with them; and an hour's delay or a day's 

may be fatal to the success of the undertaking. I trust piped 
items will remain in bill. They are urgently needed for the 


er equipment of this Navy. 
Pr, M CMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, a 


liamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman wat at I state it. 
Mr, McMORRAN, Is my motion to strike out the paragraph 


pending? 
The ie CHATRMAN. The motion to strike out the paragraph will 
be held in abeyance until the paragraph is perfected g 


upon the amendment offered by the gentleman from ornia. 
Mr. McoMORRAN. It is not now, then? 
The CHAIRMAN. Tho gentleman 1 California offered an 


amendment which 1 ts 


understands, by deten ht himand the gentleman from 
modified. 


survey to ba wea a harbor of Fernandina, Fia., with a view a 


8 
provi a harbor of — — and adequate depth for ocean-going amiol 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 45. 

Resolved re the Senate (the House o; eee Ten 75 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized directed 
survey to be made o and testo be nee ot ties costes of exending the 
oo light-draft anchorage in the southern part of the harborat Newport, 


The message also announced that 8 Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the eee Pria 

H. R. 6345. An act for the relief the State of Iowa: 

H. R. 8435. eee mage ne ial of March 11, 
1902, relating to homesteads; an 

H. R. 7620. Anact defining fhe limit of navigation of the Osage 
River, in the State of Missouri. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the 
cause a 


Minois Mr. Foss], has been And the contract for the construction of said ¥essels shall be — 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the amend- . 3 
ment. Stall of said be the provisions of ous dliyepy: and n e 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, aat to increase thenaval estab as tomatermistor vessels, their 
The Clerk read as follows: s boilers, and mac con hich they are —.— 
ths notice of 8 the same, the plans, dra: —.— cations 
ee art r after the batt Epe 3 “in . for anid collars aalt not be therefor, and the method of neue: said contracts shall and 
“Brtthe aprova tons y used unless followed, and, subject to the provisions of this act, all said ae shall be 
* ina mawy 8 terms of said N 
of domestic manufa ; an 0 % 
Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. 5 s move Ree 3 out the | factura, and of the quality and adapted to the pps 
last two words. Saute E t Mars; aad A E C enit tiation 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I to that amendment, although | Peate in this act shail be built Ey ome contracting Part. Pro Provided, ‘That 
I would rather it had been a little differently worded the § Secretary ofthe Navy may baila any ae atk all of the vessels herein author: 
The CHAIRMAN. amen ‘ered | ized in such navy- as he may designa any 
th tl fro 8 tion is on the dment off sels guth: in such navy-xurds 3 may designate, should it 
by the gentleman from bly appear that the persons, tions, or the agents 
Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. 8 I move to strike out the th patting for the — — ion of an 8 
ords any com on, Agreement, or un 0 or purpose 
last two w ~ = is to deprive the Government open, unrestricted com- 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate close on this 
h and all amendments. 


Mr. McMORRAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the floor. 
ghter. 
Os MAN. What is the motion of the gentleman from 
Minois? 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I rose and made the motion that 
we ea eae debate on the ph and amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
debate be closed on the paragraph and amendments. The Chair 
5 not yet recognized gentleman from 

uestion was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the adoption of the 
ameniment offered by the gentleman from ornis. 
estion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
* cCMORRAN. Mr. , 1 move to strike out the 


wre porate covering the appropriation of $1,250,000 each for 
on ca. 


The CHAIRMAN. The 5 from Michigan moves to 
strixe out the entire para 

Mr. McMORRAN. . in this connection I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] — 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that debate isc 
on this paragraph. The question is on the amendment naed 
by the gentleman from Michigan to strike out the paragraph. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MeMonnsx) there were —ayes 27, noes 86. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. PAYNE having taken 

= chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 

Mr. Parxrsson, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 

had passed ago a Sos o n aor the concurrence 
e House 0: 

8. 3780. An act authorizing the Yankton. Norfolk and Southern 
Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
ey oF Lenken N the Missouri River at or near the 

of I. 


g 3204. An act permitting the Kiowa, Chickasha and Fort 
Smith Railway Ss eae Bed sell and convey its railroad and other 
property in the Indian Territory to the Eastern Oklahoma Rail- 
way Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company to 
avs all its railroad and other property in the Indian mene 
to the Atchison. Topeka and Santa Fe Railway ae 

S T 5 
chison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad 

The message also announced that the Senate Tan paot ihs fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 48. 


the Senate (the — pee Representatives co That the 
hereby, catharived — 


Resolved b 
Secretary of War be, 


fair, 
pstition in leti . 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. . 
which T send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Cue armored crater and o greeting E 
“One armored cruiser Soe ded for, shall be 


built on or near the coast Pacific Ocean, or the waters 

t but if i 8 satisfaction of the of the 

eee bidding for such cts, that said vessels can not be con- 
on or near the coast of the Pacific Ocean at 2 cost not 4 


per e cent above the lowestaccepted bid for the correspon: vessel i 
in this act, he shall authorize the construction of said vessel elsewhere in 
the United States, subject to the limitations as tocost hereinbefore 


Mr. RIXEY. I make a point of order against this amendment. 
5 s poi ; 
rsa m of the Secretary ofthe Navy — build a por- 


atthe CHAIRMAN, T The Chair will will hear the gentleman from 


5 8 of order, if he so desires. 
HUMP. ashington. I ask the gentleman to re- 
oe his t of order for a few moments, 
Mr. R Y. Iwil do so 


Mr. Chairman, I do not 
believe it to be good policy that all the vessels of the Navy should 
be upon the Atlantic coast. I believe that some of 
them should be built upon the Pacific coast; and I believe that 
this amendment will have some tendency to bring about that re- 
sult. Everything that enters into the construction of a vessel of 
the Navy, except labor, has to be brought from the East and is 
subject to freight rates across the continent. 

Labor is to-day, and always has been, higher upon the Pacific 
coast than upon ths Atlantic. Under such conditions it is abso- 
lutely absurd to talk about there being any honest competition 

the builders upon the Atlantic and those upon the Pacific 


coast. 

I do not believe that we can construct any of the vessels pro- 
vided for in this bill unless we do have this protection. I do not 
believe that a vessel ever has been constructed upon the Pucific 
coast without this protection. 

I know that without this advantage we can not construct one 
at Seattle, where we are to-day building a battle ship. The ship 
now being built there has not only the advantage of this protes- 
tion, but when it became evident that the re could not 
construct the battle 3 at the stipulated pri 

Mr. WILLIAMS of i. Dol understand the gentle- 
man to be advocating’ one sort of protection“ of. some part of 
FT United States? 

Mr. HUMP: of ; 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Thatis ing“ on” 
further than T ever heard it cxrried. 5 
Mr. HUMPHREY af Washington. We are asking a protec- 
tion of 4 1e cent on battle ships constructed upon the Pacific. 
coast. I desire to say to tue gentleman that such protec- 
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tion has existed for the last fifteen years until the last Congress, 
and that all the vessels, so far as I know, that have ever been 
constructed on the Pacific coast have been constructed under this 
protection. ; ‘ 

Now, I desire to say further that not only was this protection 

given to the battle ship now being constructed at Seattle, but in 
addition to that fact, when it was discovered that the contractor 
could not build it at the price bid, the patriotic people of Seattle 
in twelve hours subscribed a bonus of $100,000 and gave it to the 
builder in order that he might accept the contract. 
We have constructed some vessels upon the Pacific coast for the 
Navy, and we are justly proud of the record. We constructed 
the Monterey. We constructed the magnificent Olympia that 
bore Dewey on that historic day at Manila. We have constructed 
the great Oregon, the wonder of the seas, the most marvelous 
fighting machine that the deft cunning of hand and brain has 
ever yet wrought, and to-day we are building at Seattle a battle 
ship that will be greater in size, more terrible in battle, as per- 
fect in construction as the heretofore matchless Oregon. 

We have an advantage in climate, in evenness of temperature, 
that enables us to construct these mighty monsters of steel more 
perfectly than is possible upon the Atlantic coast. 

By actual test, by the test of battle, this statement has been 
changed from argument to demonstration. When the Govern- 
ment pays 4 per cent more for the construction of a vessel upon 
the Pacific coast, outside of the question of policy, it gets more 
than it pays for. Bnt we ask this protection, not only on the 
ground of wise public policy, not only on the ground of more per- 
fect construction, but, as the gentleman has said, as a protection 
to our industries upon that coast. z 

[Here the hammer fell.) ; 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague have five minutes more, 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, never did 
we need this protection so sorely as we need it to-day. Not since 
the keel for the first ship was laid upon Puget Sound has our 
shipping been in a condition so deplorable as now. Practically 
the only work that is being done in our shipyards is work upon 
the ships of the Navy. : ; h 

One other point: The company now carrying on this construction 
at Seattle does not belong tothetrust. It is an independent com- 
pany, and that in itself ought at least to entitle it to fair treat- 
ment. I think it is better that the Government should pay 4 per 
cent more upon one vessel than that there should be no competi- 
tion upon any. I call the attention of gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, who are always so anxious and willing to fight 
trusts with their vocabulary, to the fact that here is an opportu- 
nity to hit the grasping octopus with their votes. [Applause.] 

Now, this advantage has always been allowed us until the last 
Congress. It is just, it is right; our shipyards need the protec- 
tion, and therefore I say, in all fairness, we ought to have it. 
[Applause. } 2 = 

Mr. RIXEY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. RIXEY. Does the gentleman mean to say that all the ship- 
yards on the eastern coast are in a trust? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. No, sir; I do not mean to 
say anything of the kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry] to insist on his point-of order? 

Mr. RIXEY. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will ask the gentleman to state 
it more specifically. 

Mr, RIXEY. My point of order is to the amendment. I under- 
stood the amendment to provide that the Secretary of the Navy 
should build at least two of these ships on the Pacific coast and 
that the Pacific coast was given a preference of 4 per cent. Now, 
this is a limitation on the discretion of the Secretary. Under the 
law as it exists the Secretary can build these ships wherever he 
chooses to build them, but this provides that he shall build some 
of them in a certain portion of the country. As I say, it is a lim- 
itation upon his discretion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Virginia to the fact that the paragraph of the 
bill as read and assented to by the committee itself contains pro- 
visions changing existing law. The Chair would like to hear the 
gentleman if he has anything to say upon that subject. The 
Chair is ready to rule unless the gentleman desires to be heard. 

Several MEMBERS. Rule! Rule! 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. HumpHrey] would be subject to the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Virginia were it not for the 
fact that the paragraph as read (and which. no point having been 
made against it, must be considered as having gat to by 
unanimons consent) is itself subject to the point of order, or 
would have been had the point been made, that it changes exist- 


ing law in several particulars. It provides specifically that the 
contract shall be awarded by the Secretary of the Navy to the 
lowest and best res ible bidder, but that not more than three 
of the vessels provided for in this act shall be built by one con- 
tracting party, which is legislation and a change of existing law. 

Now, it has been held, as may be seen by reference to page 
348 of the Manual, that a paragraph which changes existing law 
being allowed by general consent to remain, it may be perfected 
by any germane amendment. The Chair therefore overrules the 
point of order. 

The question is upon the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, the point of 
order — e overruled, the question comes up on its merits. 

This is a fair sample of the degeneration of reason and the dis- 
ease of imagination that comes from a system of protectionisia. 
Here is a proposition now deliberately to pay cut of the publio 
Treasury 4 per cent more to people in a certain section of the 
United States for doing certain work than is paid to other peopte 
in other sections for doing exactly the same work, Where is it 
going to stop? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Is the gentleman aware that this same pro- 
vision has been in the naval bill heretofore? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Perfectly aware of it. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Why did not the gen raise his voice 
against it before? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It happened not to be my re- 
sponsible duty to do that. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Is it your duty now? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, itis now; it always is. 
Whenever a question of inequality comes up, it is the duty of any 
man who has been imagined to be fit to represent the Democratic 
party or to stand for it to raise his voice. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. That is exactly the reason why I asked you 
why you did not raise the objection before. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I frankly confess to the gen- 
tleman that, as is the case with himself and a great many other 
Members upon this floor, a great many things have gone into the 
statute laws of the United States that I did not know anything 
about at the time. It was not then my special duty to notice it. 
I was thoroughly astounded a moment ago to learn that this same 
sort of a provision had appeared in previous laws of the United 
States, - 

But a wrong does not make it right to repeat a wrong. It 
never can. Nobody but the narrow intellect of the lawyer, when 
he is nothing but a lawyer, ever had an idea that a precedent 
constituted a right. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, how far is this sort of thing to go? After 
a while when the Post-Office Department wants to get certain 
material, when the War Department wants it, when the Interior 
Department wants certain work done, are we to say that we must 
pay 4 per cent more if it is done on the Pacific slope than if it is 
done in Mississippi, or 3 per cent more if it done in Pennsylvania 
than if it is done in New Jersey? 

The 5 of the United States against the balance of the 
world has been partially dignified by the adherence of a great 
many men of intelligence, but protection of one part of the United 
States against another is mere disease of the imagination in eco- 
nomics, and this is as good a time to strike it down as any other 
time that can possibly present itself. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to the reason why this was stricken out, and I may as 
well read what I said on the floor one year ago. I will say to the 

entleman, addressing myself tothe gentleman from Washington 
Mr. CusuMan],I said last year: The Committee on Naval Affairs 
had always reported a preferential of 4 per cent; but last year, in 
the report on the bill to the House, wd left it out, and the reason 
given at that time was that the Union Iron Works, on the Pacific 
coast, and the shipbuilders there, had shown in a recent bidding 
that they could compete with the East and the eastern shipbuild- 
ers. The Union Iron Works, in a bidding for cruiser No. 9, South 
Dakota, had bid less than the eastern shipbuilders at Cramps and 
Newport News, and by reason of the fact that the Pacific coast 
shipbuilders had shown by actual bidding that they could furnish 
these vessels to the Government at a less cost than the eastern 
shipbuilders here, it seemed to the committee that there was no 
ee for this preferential of 4 per cent. That is all I have to 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, in rising to support the 
amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. Hompurey of Wash- 
ae wa address myself first to the gentleman from Mississippi 

. WILLIAMS], who is opposing this amendment. Iam not at 
all surprised that, belonging to the political party that he does 
and entertaining the views that he does on the subject of pro- 
tection onay, e has made an onslaught on the proposed 
amendment to this bill, which amendment embodies a feature of 
the protective law, : 
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It is somewhat surprising, however, to think that the gentle- 
man from Mississippi, who was so earnestly in favor of a million- 
dollar appropriation being made at this same session of Congress 
to protect the cotton industry of Texas from the ravages of the 
devastating cotton worm, can work himself 7 ere such a tre- 
mendous spasm of virtue over this provision. t was a provi- 
sion to 7 hain ag money to protect an agricultural industry of 
the South. 

This is a provision to appropriate money to protect a manufac- 
turing ind of the West. He was in favor of that. He is 
against this. I always admire the somersaulting proclivities of a 
political acrobat whenever I am privileged to witness them. 

Permit me, Mr, Chairman, to remark in passing that I am not 
only in favor of the passage of this naval appropriation bill, but 
I most cordially support the borat behind this bill, which is the 
policy of building a large United States navy of modern con- 
struction and equipment. 

I am utterly unable to agree with the statements of those who 
claim that a great navy is an invitation for war. On the con- 
trary, in my judgment, it is acommand for peace. Both in a 
nationaland an individual sense he who is prepared for attack and 
capable of defense is less likely to be assaulted than the weakli 
who depends upon a peaceful disposition, with no means at han 
to compel respect for his opinions or regard for his rights. 

Now, I am not only in favor of a large modern navy, but I am 
in favor of haying the same built in the cheapest practicable man- 
ner that will produce satisfactory-results. And that is the exact 
reason why I am to-day sity aed this amendment to give a 4 
per cent preferential rate to Pacific coast constructors on one na- 
yal vessel to be built on the Pacific coast. 

Now, then, there is only one principle in all this wide world 
that keeps down the price of anything—and I don’t care whether 
the articleis a bag of peanuts or a battle ship—and that one thing 
that keeps down all prices is competition. When you take the 
element of competition out of any contest involving price, you 
have then lost thelast anchor. You, the purchaser, are then help- 
less as regards the cost of the article. 

If it is an article that you are obli to have, and one single 
person or combine controls the cost, the price that they will wring 
out of you will only be limited by the degree of your necessity 
and the extent of their avarice, ose statements are axiomatic. 
They are fundamental. : 

Now, then, it is to the interest of this Government for numer- 
ous reasons to have part of the battle ships for our Navy built on 
the Pacific coast. 

First, it is advisgble to build part of our battle ships on the 
Pacific coast because experience taught this nation that the 
very best specimens of naval architecture, not of this nation 
alone, but of the world, have been turned out of the Pacific coast 

ards. Second, it is advisable that part of our battle ships be 
milt on the Pacific coast in order to maintain and stimulate a 
healthy competition in this gigantic and necessary work. 

As I have heretofore stated, if there is no competition the Gov- 
ernment is powerless to control the price in any degree. Any 
competition, in order to be of any benefit to the Government, must 
be real competition. 

Let me illustrate what I mean by real competition. If the Gov- 
ernment advertises for the construction of a battle ship worth 
$3,000,000, and the shipbuilding concerns of the Atlantic coast 
enter into an agreement between themselves that none of them 
will bid less than $4,000,000, and regardless of which one of them 

ets the contract they will all divide the profits—now, in a case 
ike that, it don’t make any difference what the amounts of the 
different bids may be on paper, there has not been any real com- 
petition, and the Government is beat out of a million dollars by 
the system. 

Now, in a practical sense, that is about the oe ition we are 
face to face with to-day. A number of the shipbuilding concerns 
on the Atlantic coast have entered into such a combine, agreeing 
to act together in the matter of bidding on these battleships. It 
is not necessary for very many of these concerns to get together in 
order to absolutely control the price, for you must remember that 
concerns able to build a battle ship are not located on every street 
corner, There are only a few of them, and when those few get 
together they are masters of the situation as regards the work 
which they produce. ; 

Now, then, the Moran Brothers Company at Seattle, Wash., is 
one of the new shipbuilding yards of this nation; but, regardless 
of the fact that their is comparatively new, they are to-day 
building the battle ship Nebraska for the United States Govern- 
ment, This shipbuilding concern, the Moran Brothers Company, 
is not to-day and never has been a member of any trust or com- 
bine for the purpose of “holding up“ the Government. 

Therefore the real competition, which is the only relief of the 
Government, must come from the Pacific coast bidder. Now, 
then, what position is the Pacific coast shipyard in as a competi- 
tive bidder against the Atlantic coast shipyard? By the very na- 


ture of things and by virtue of geographical location it is possible 
for the Atlantic coast people to build a battle ship cheaper than it 
can 5 be built on the Pacific coast. This is because nine- 
tenths of all the material that goes into every battle ship is manu- 
factured very near the Atlantic coast. 

All the heavy steel work is done on the Atlantic coast, and I 
think that statementis equally true 8 of the way in which 
you spell the word steel.“ [Laughter.] All the large steel 
plates and all the heavy material that go into a battle ship are 
3 on or near the Atlantic coast, and from there they must 

transported to whatever place the battle ship is to be built. 
And if a battle ship is to be built on the Pacific coast at all, the 
Pacific coast contractor must ship all this heavy material, hun- 
dreds and thousands of tons, across the continent and pay 75 cenis 
per hundred freight charges on it. 

Now, then, some gentlemen on the Naval Committee—and they 
are gentlemen, too, whether they with us or not—some 
gentlemen on the Naval Committee will probably tell you that a 
contractor can build a battle ship on the Pacific coast as cheaply 
as it can be built on the Atlantic coast. I do not mean to be of- 
fensive when I say that is not true. All it requires to demon- 
strate its falsity is a rudimentary knowledge of arithmetic—just 
plain addition and subtraction. 

When a man can prove to me that it is as great a distance from 
Pittsburg to New Jersey asit is from Pittsburg to Seattle, or that 
the freight rates are the same, then I will believe that statement, 
and not before. 

They may tell you that some man on the Pacific coast at one 
time bid less on one vessel than some Atlantic coast bidder. Mr. 
Chairman, that is a mighty small foundation on which to build 
up a great system of procedure. You can’t ship material clear 
across the continent and pay freight on it and then compete in 
price of construction with a man whose manufacturing plant is 
within the shadow of the steel works. 

When this same question was up for discussion on this floor a 
ear ago I read and placed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD on 
ebruary 19, 1903, page 2401 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, the 

letters and statements of Pacific coast builders fully sustaining 
this position which I now take. 

You can't get the heavy material from the factory to the Pacific 
coast as cheaply as you can get it from the factory to the Atlantic 


coast. 

Therefore it is a physical and financial impossibility for the 
Pacific-coast shipyard to build a battle ship as cheaply or to bid 
as low on its construction as the Atlantic-coast concern. 

And for these reasons we have to-day offered and are support- 
ing this amendment to the naval 3 bill, which amend- 
ment in substance provides that the Secretary of the Navy shall 
give a4 per cent preferential to Pacific-coast bidders over Atlan- 
tic-coast bidders on one of the naval vessels authorized by this 
bill; that is, in comparing and considering the bids of the two 
the Pacific-coast bidder shall be given an advantage of 4 per cent. 

This 4 per cent advantage, if allowed, will not any more than 
offset the advantage which the Atlantic-coast bidder now enjoys 
in cheap freight rates and short haul from the factory to the ship- 
yard on all of this tremendous tonnage which constitutes the chief 
material out of which a battle ship is built. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
[Cries of!“ Vote!“ 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that my colleague may have five minutes’ more time. 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent that his colleague may have five minutes 
more. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, let meimpress upon you and 
upon this House that Iam not urging the adoption of this amend- 
ment here to-day wholly or even chiefly on account of the welfare 
of the men who own the Pacific coast shipyards. I am urging the 
adoption of this amendment more for the protection of the Gov- 
ernment than for the benefit of the Pacific coast shipyard owner, 
and the reasoning is plain. It is like this: If you do not allow 
the Pacific coast bidder a preferential rate, you shut him out as 
a practical bidder. - 

you shut out the Pacific coast bidder you leave the Atlantic 
coast bidders standing alone, ee a combine, and you 
thereby eliminate all real competition. en you eliminate this 
real competition you leave the Government open to the rapacity 
of and defenseless against the eastern combine. If there is any 
man on this floor who hesitates to yote for this amendment be- 
cause he thinks he will thereby add to the burdens of the Govern- 
ment, I want to assure him thatin voting for this amendment he 
is throwing an additional advantage on the side of his Govern- 
ment and saving his country’s money. [Applanse] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Before the gentleman sits 
down may I ask him a question? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. inly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There wauld be no practical 
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competition in 6 to buy lumber, 

5 treeless plains and the balance of the 
country. Then you would advocate—because that was true, you 
would give a bidder from the treeless plain country a 4 per cent 
advantage when the Government wanted to buy lumber? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I may be unusually dull, but 
I confess I do not see the applicability of that question in this 
controversy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the gentleman a moment 


ago said that the reason why we could not build ships as cheaply | Am 


on the Pacific coast was that they do not have the steel and they 
would have to transport it. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes; weare obliged to transport both kinds. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The reason why men could 
not furnish timber as cheap from a treeless plain country would 
be because og Boe not have the timber and would have to trans- 
port it there before they could sell it. Then would you in the 
matter of Government contracts give those men an advantage of 
8, 4, or 5 per cent in bidding for Government work? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Not necessarily, because I do not consider 
there is any com between the two ay Sepa I might 
say that we appropriated in this House—and the gentleman sup- 

rted it—a million of dollars to protect the cotton industry of 

‘exas, because that industry aes protection. Why can we 
not appropriate a few dollars with equal consistency to protect 
the shipbuilding industry on te Ps c coast, which needs it? 

Now, let me state one other matter that in the haste of my re- 
marks I have overlooked. Another proposition that ought to 
appeal to the gentleman from Mississippi is this: We need a por- 
tion of our naval vessels on the Pacific coast after their construc- 
tion. Experience has taught this nation that the very best spec- 
imens of naval architecture, not of this nation alone, but of the the 
world, have been turned out of the Pacific coast 

Now, does the gentleman from Mississip . WILLA} 
consider that there would be any material erence in principle 
between paying this additional 1 cent and having one of these 
vessels constructed on the coast, where we need it, and 
transporting it around the Horn and paying 4 per cent of cost for 

gso 

Mr. WILLIAMS of 5 Oh, me I can imagine that 
there would be an appreciable Now, I am not an — 

t upon that A hemes and I really do not know the figures, bu 
3 no idea that a trip, say, from New York or Norfolk to San 
oor an ann MS hn at a eg ps eae 

1p. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Iam frank to say neither do I think sucha 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. We are not taking it pa 
granted that we are engaged necessarily i i 
after a ship is built; we can not take that for granted. The gen- 
mesar g apa tarcems varies 4 oor aaa e aa Daa 
greo of difference between eee carrying 
a ship, let us say, from New 3 or 

My reply is, yes; I imagin e that there is a very great deal of 
difference. FFC 
battle n to Liri it from New York to Francisco. 

Mr. CU think the gentleman is right on that; I do 
not think it does, itie 


Mr. JONES of e agen ac Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 


8 the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Washington moves 
to strike out the last word. the absence of an nage we desires 
to speak: * amendment, the Chair 
gentleman 


Mr. JONES of Wachingtan. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 


say a few words, because more may have a bad effect 5 T desire ton has 


first to reply to the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi. 
I will say to him if by giving the preference to which 3 
would bring up a good forest where there is not any without loss 
to any other forest, I would be in favor of it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississi Do you ask me—— 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; 8 
tion, and it seems to me 3301 A few 
— apr bids from the Pacific 

of Mississippi. I pliner site 


a 
55 Certainly. 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi. T would like to ask the gentle- | baila 


sian tds enue ee ee building up or creating 1 
ee eee 


an American industry by 
dustries within the Uni States? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. If the other industries are abso- 


lutely controlled by trusts, yes. .. 
. existing, y 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississi i In the illustration I have of 


fered there was no question of trusts. The gentleman says he 
would give a bonus in Government contracts for the of 
creating a forest in some part of the country. Then I ask him 
whether he will follow that out to its ultimate end and will mg 
that he is in favor, by Lappe at in contracts or otherwise, of 

building by ds one American industry in competition with another 

erican ind within American territory? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. If it results in the general good 
of the people and to the Government and without injury to the 


existing ind , I Say 

Mr. of Mississippi. I thought protectionism hith- 
erto wasa question 938 = and foreign nations. Iwanted to 
know how far we had got al 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, we are getting along very 


Mr. ie get Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


wa TONES of Washington. Certainly. 
Mr. MORRELL, Does the gentleman know how long the bat- 


tle ship Nebraska, now being constructed on the Pacific coast, has 


been under construction? 
Mr. 5 I do not know; but a year and a 


half or two 
Mr. MO Il. 5 Does the gentleman 
know What percentage of the battle has been completed? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. do not but I know there is a 
F she is 

eee 5 the information 
37 per 


Mr. SONES of W. Let me ask the gentleman from 
„566 
* within the time limited in the contract? 
Mr. MORRELL. Yes. 
Mr. JONES. I would like to know the name of it. 
Mr. MORRELL. The ee ee eae Bare 
Daa En Pa Gne 
AT JONES of b Washington. {mould like know the name 


Mr. MOR: Ican not give the gentleman the names, be- 
cause I am not sufficiently informed. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. In answer to the intimation of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the Moran Brothers are 
behind in their contract, I wish to read a telegram that I haye 
from them here, as follows: 

RYO aro ee RARIAS celery y ee See 


We do not deny that they have been delayed. They have been 

th URNS De ee eee ne 0 

y | delayed becar and the plans, and because the Department has 

changing the plans from time to time, and these people had 

po ent. That is one reason they are be- 

hind. Itisbynofaultof theirs. One other reason is, and a reason 

that comes only in Republican times, that we had a strike out 

there that tied up the t for a long time, and they were unable 

to work. We have e times and there was 

some inducement for men to strike; there was a chance for them 
to win. 

Now, then, the proposition made 2 the chairman of the com- 
mittee that the reason they opposed this ition before was 
because one bid upon one “battle ship had submitted at one 
time from the Pacific coast less than on the Atlantic coast. That 
may have happened, and probably did, but remember that the 
company that submitted that bid was in the trust at the time it 
was submi only occurred once anyway, and I submit 
it is not a sufficient reason. The bids have been higher since, and 
therefore the reason fails, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Washing- 


expired. 
Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
cat the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent that the time of his colleague be extended five 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause. 5 The Chair hears 
none, 


. 

= Navy Department there 
was only one bid submitted from Pacific coast, and that bid 
was submitted not mot Dy Oas Uistion Irena Works, of tian. FARDO 


ie 
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but by the new and 
which sprang 1 epee 
They relied and ari 
policy that had been 5 for fifteen years. This is another 


struggling and competing yard at Seattle, 
e fostering care of the Government. 
ght to rely upon the continuance of the 


reason why they should have thisencouragement. That bid, how- 
ever, was 6 per cent over the lowest bid of Cramp & Sons and 10 per 
cent over the bid for the twoships. The Moran Brothers, you have 
been told, submitted a bid for the ship they are now building. 
They were awarded the contract by being given the benefit of 4 per 
cent and with the assistance of the patriotic and public-spirited 
people of Seattle, who raised $100,000 to help them out. With 
this assistance and relying on the long-established policy of Con- 
gress they enlarged their plant and prepared to compete in this 
work. They should not be denied thisencouragement now. The 
Pacific must be manned by our ships, and good shipbuilding 
plants are a national necessity and should be promoted. 

Will Congress refuse to these people of the Pacific coast aid that 
is not, as the gentleman from Mississippi would have you under- 
stand, entirely for the benefit of the Pacific coast, but is for the 
benefit of the Government, for the benefit of the nation in build- 
ing up other competing plants, plants that will bring to this Gov- 
ernment contracts cheaper and cheaper for the building of these 

t battle ships and be a great bulwark of safety in time of war? 
eon the Pacific coast are proud of the vessels that we have con- 
structed; their achievements are emblazoned upon the scroll of our 
nation’s history, and they have enriched the traditions of our Navy 
with victories most precious to us and humanity, and the glory 
they have brought to our will be a priceless heritage to our 
posterity. Itrust that this House, having the opportunity to give 
us this assistance, will giveit not for private gain, but for national 
advancement, and put a Government industry on the same plane 
it was for fifteen years prior to the last Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment pro- 
viding that all ships mentioned in this bill shall be constructed 
within the State of New Jersey, and I want to say in advocacy of 
that proposition, which has so much merit upon its face that it 
really needs no advocacy [laughter], that New Jersey is entitled 
to more consideration than California. New Jersey is one of the 
_ original States of this Union. [Laughter.] New Jersey is so 
situated that when you look from one side of it you see the great 
city of New York, while from another side you behold the village 
of Philadelphia. New Jersey is so situated that when the great 
nayal yard that will be necessary to construct these ships gets 
busy the por of Pennsylvania and the people of New York, 
traveling but 100 miles, one eastward and the other westward, 
can come there in the early morning and remain there until the 
late hour of summer's sinking sun watching the progress. There 
you have the eyes of three States looking upon these ships in 
course of construction to see that they are honestly constructed. 
[Laughter and applause. | ; 

Nobody but the Chinese can come westward to investigate the 
shipbuilding in San Francisco. [Laughter.] Others have to go 
to bands End in order to understand it. Thereisanother reason, 
and it is a reason that appeals to economy and perhaps tocharity. 
The receiver of the great ship trust is now a resident of the State 
of New Jersey, and its yard is there. Pansies and applause. ] 
What are you going to do when you find a property owned by 
men who thirteen months ago were known as the princes of finance, 
a property owned by men who held it up in France for specula- 
tion and in England for contribution of pounds, to-day lying 
prostrate, nobody working there, the boys jumping over the ma- 
chinery, the wood going to rot and the iron going to rust in the 
great Nixon shipyard of New Jersey? May I not, with a voice 
more t that which comes from California, appeal to 
you all, mocrats and Republicans alike, to come to the rescue 
of that ship trust and have the ships mentioned in this bill built 
in that yard? olonged laughter and applause. ], 

Mr. FOSS. . Chairman, I call for a vote. 

Mr. LIVERNASH rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California desire 
to be heard in opposition to the amendment of the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. McDERMOTT, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I regret that anything has 
been said here treating as matter of ridicule the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Washington. 

The amendment has regard to the importance to our nation as 
a nation that there shall be on the Pacific as well as on the Atlantic 
seaboard facilities for building war ships in private shipyards. 

It is not enough that we have a navy-yard on the ific coast. 
We should have also effective private plants. The public and the 
private plants are checks upon each other, and in time of trouble 
we might have grave occasion for such rapidity and extent of 
8 as neither could meet alone, though within the power of 


th. 
The condition is not one of local interest to California or other 


Pacific coast States exclusively. It concerns all the States and 
all the Territories. The extent of our country makes this so. 
ow howto austen of war might prove it of the utmost national im- 
portance. 

We have in San Francisco really great private shipbuilding 
plants. They should be kept cone employed to insure their 
effectiveness for the purposes of the Government. In a large 
sense they are not private plants, though privately owned. The 
United States has a direct interest in their capacity for such serv- 
ice as it may wish of them. 

And thus it is not so much helping California as helping the 
country when industrial inequalities between the Atlantic and 
the Pacific States are so equalized by preferentials as that Pacific 
shipyards may be able to bid against eastern yards with reason- 
able opportunity to gain employment on such other work as the 
Government withholds from its navy-yards. 

The preferential we are asked to restore in the case of Pacific’ 
yards is needful, if Pacific yards are to have a fair chance to con- 
tinue serving the United States as builders of war ships. Let us 
not forget the Olympia, the Oregon, and those other ships of war 
built by the Union Iron Works with such telling value to our 
country as to make them glorious throughout the world, 

We may need other Oregons for later times of stress. 

I hope the amendment will prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Jersey will be considered as withdrawn. 
The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Washington. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
JoneEs of Washington) there were—ayes 76, noes 98. 

So the amendment was rej 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract for or pur- 
chase two subsurface or two submarine to o boats at a cost not ex: 
$500,100: Provided, That before any subs or submarine torpedo boat 2 


a hased or contracted for it shall be accepted by the Navy Department as 

all reasona ing i be rac for submarine warfare and shall have 
been fully tested to the sa m of the Secretary of the Navy. To carry 
out the purpose aforesaid the sum of $500,000, or suc rt thereof as may re- 
main unexpended from the appropriation paarir yy in the last appropria- 
tion bill, is hereby reappropriated out of any money in the Treasury not oth- 
erwise appropriated. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. — 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12, page 72, strike out the word two“ wherever it occurs sri u 
sert in place thereof the word “five.” 

In line 13 strike the words “five hundred“ and insert in place tLerec: 
words “eight hundred and fifty.” 

In line 18, after the word Navy,” strike out all down to and ine id 
word "appropriated," in line 23, and insert in place thereof tue foliuw 
`~ “To carry out the purpose aforesaid the sum of 8850.0 %, or sust T 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money i- 2 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

So that as amended the section shall read: 

“The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract for or > ~r- 
chase five subsurface or five submarine to o bouts at a cost not eg 

$250,000: Provided, That before 5 such subsurface or submarine :- 

o boat is purchased or contracted for it shall be accepted by the Navy 

rtment as fulfilling all reasonable requirements for submarine warfare 

and shall have been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of tae 

Navy. To 3 the aforesaid the sum of $850,000, or such part 

thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I desire to offer an amendment, but 
I would like to know whether the point of order could be consid- 
ered before I offer it. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order in or- 
der to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] how 
much further this amendment of his goes than the amendment 
which was incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The purpose of the amendment offered by me 
is to increase the number of submarine torpedo boats from two to 
five. The provision now carried in the bill, in regard to the tests 
by the Secretary of the Navy, is preserved, word for word, in the 
amendment which I offer. The question is wholly as to increas- 
se number of the boats to five or leaving the number at two. 

. FOSS. One other question. Does the amendment provide 
fora 8 the money which was appropriated in the 
last naval appropriation bill: 

Mr. ROBERTS. It does not, because the amount appropriated 
in the last bill would not be sufficient to pay for five boats. 
Therefore that provision is left exactly as it is, and, I will say to 
the gentleman, just exactly where the general board wants it 
left. They want for experimental purposes that $500,000 appro- 
priated last year. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that there 
is likely to be considerable discussion upon this proposition—jn 
view of the further fact that upon the armor 3 provision, which 
follows, there is likely to be gonsiderable di on and a num- 
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ber of amendments, and in view further of the fact that the minor- 
ity have given us notice that they propose to move to recommit this 
Sro the purpose of striking out the provision for the increase 
of the Nayy—— 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. A part of it. 

Mr. FOSS. Or some part of it—in view of these facts, I move 
that the committee now rise. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask that my right to the floor be reserved to 
me when the committee resumes its sitting. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that the committee having had under considera- 
tion the bill H. R. 12220, the naval appropriation bill, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 7287. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephen’s 
meridian. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
. following titles: 

S. 1330. An act granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish; and 
S. 486. An act granting a pension to Green B. Yawn. 
SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3204. An act permitting the Kiowa, Chickasha and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to sell and convey its railroad and other prop- 
erty in the Indian Territory to the Eastern Oklahoma Railway 
Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company to lease 
all its railroad and other property in the Indian Territory to the 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, and thereafter 
to sell its railroad and other property to said The Atchison, Topeka 
Pe Santa Fe Railway Company—to the Committee on Indian 

‘airs. 

8. 3780. An act authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and South- 
ern Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near 
the city of Yankton, S. Dak.—to the Committee on Interstate and 

-Foreign Commerce. 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 45: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the W 


Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and to cause a 
survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of extending the 
275 of light-draft anchorage in the southern part of the harbor at Newport, 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Senate concurrent resolution 46: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be,and he is hereby, authorized and directed to cause a 
survey to be made of the harbor of F Fla., with a view to estab- 


ernan 
Banog A harbor line and to determining the n improvements for 
providi 


g a harbor of uniform and adequate depth for ocean-going vessels— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

S. 8118. An act to amend the act 3 February 18, 1895, 
entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to amend the 
laws relative to shipping commissioners,’ approved August 19, 
1890, and for other purposes to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of Frederick R. Eastman, Fifty- 
seventh Congress. 

Mr. ACHESON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the pa- 
pers in the case of Mrs. Kate J. Kripps, Fifty-sixth Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Foss (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes 

p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and surve: 
of Key West Harbor, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers an 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
. RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 56) to authorize 
the State of South Dakota to select school and indemnity lands in 
the ceded portion of the Great Sioux Reservation, and for other 
purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1232); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: N 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5091) granting a 
pension to William Kennedy, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1207); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3418) granting a 
pension to Henry P. Howard, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1208); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3362) granting an increase of pension to Dan 
H. Wallace, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1209); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3481) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Harrison, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1210); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3470) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Wilks, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1211); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3656) granting an increase of pension to 
illiam Turner, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1212); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2122) granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1213); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3480) granting an increase of pension to 
Swepston B. W. Stephens, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a Ss (No. 1214); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to 
Blanche L. Chunn, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1215); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11229) granting a pen- 
sion to Francis M. Good, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1216); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, LONG WORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4941) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary J. Wilson, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1217); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

_Mr. BROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7568) 
granting an increase of pension to Albert Costigan, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1218); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7411) granting 
an increase of pension to Matthew Caldwell. reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1219); which 
said bill and 5 55 were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTE IN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
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game withamen t, accompanied a report (No. an s which 
said bill and were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CAMP from the 8 on Pensions, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12056) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Kerzia Cherry, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a t (No. 1221); which said bill and 
were referred to th ivate Calendar. 


. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. oe granting an increase 
of pension to Corinne Sorosa: Topo same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a re o sair i which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4798) 
granting an increase of pension to Margaret F. Harris, reported 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1223); 
which said bill and re were r to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6087 
granting an increase of pension to Anthony F. Bracklin, 
same with pe yara accompanied by a report (No. 1224); 
which said bill and 2 to the Private 3 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, N Committee on Pensions 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10935) for tne 


relief of ed by a Mayo, repo iT 5 t ewig 5 5 
accompanied 0. ; W and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5682) granting an in- 
crease a pension to Sed by n B. t (ko. 1885: 2e 22 Pate 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. ; which sai 
mas were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ROWN of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
0 to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5476) 
granting an increase of pension to aoe odie E the 
same with amendment, accompanied by 1227); 
which said bill and were referred to the ide Onin 

Mr. WILEY of Ala a, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred bill of the House (H. R. 2871) granting a 
pension to Sarah J. Herrman, reported the same with amend- 
eric accom: ied by a report (No. 1228); which said bill and re- 

erred to the Private Cal ür. 

Mr. “RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the 55 = the House (H. R. 6432) 


granting a pension to Ellender C. Mill same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1229); which said bill 
= were referred to the Private Calendar. 


OGG, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was re- 
one the bill of the House (H. R. 9709) granting a pension to | Rost. 
Louis De Witt, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 

(No. 3 which said bill and report were referred 
ivate Calen 
Mr. WILEY of 838 from the Committee on Pensions, to 
witch was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9592) 8 


lief of ber H. Steimann, reported the same with amendment. 
acoompanied by 8 (No. 1231); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 13009) to validate certain 
original homestead entries and extend the time to make final 
proofs thereon—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 13010) to abolish all duties 


upon meat or sard imported from foreign countries—to the 
gas on and Means 
By Mr. SO 


CK: A bill (H. R. 13011) to increase pen- 
sions allowed to the totally blind—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13012) authorizing 
and directing the Attorne Syosset the United States to insti- 
tute a suit or proceeding in the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia by 8 for a writ of quo warranto against the 
ee i anit ‘ht 1 the purpose of having de- 

fd adjuiged of the act or acts of said com- 
pany in cn | $2,600,000 of certificates of indebtedness of said 
company and delivering them to its stockholders as a gratuity— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1 LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 18013) to authorize and direct 

the Secretary of War to p purchase ene are Cee 
of Gettysburg, and making appropria therefor— Com: 
mittee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. CUSHMAN; A bill (H. R. 18014) to authorize the 
appointment of road overseers and to create road districts in the 
district of Alaska, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13015) to authorize and direct the Secretary 
of War to survey and construct a military trail commencing at 
or near the intersection of the Orazek and the Yukon rivers, 
thence to Coldfoot, on the Koyukuk River, in Alaska, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 13016) to establish a United 
States court and recording district at Grove, Ind. T.—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEDE (by request): A bill (H. R. 13017) to amend sec- 
tion 8 of the Code of the District of Columbia to the Committee 
a bench District of Columbia. 

ore r. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 18018) for the erection of a 
= building at Tuskegee, Ala.—to the Committee on Public 

aa and Grounds. 

Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 13019) to proviđe for 
building ‘an annex to the court-house and office at Shre re- 
port, La.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 13020) to establish the 
8 of Mines and Mining to the Committee on Mines 

ining 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 18083) for improving, repair- 
ing, and the erection of an addition to the public building at 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa, and for purchasing ground therefor—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A ansa hepian (H. Res. 230) authorizing the 
Clerk of the House to purchase 40 sets of the Federal Statutes, 
annotated, of the United Stat States, for use of the House—to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

e g titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18021) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William Moore—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 18022) to amend the mili- 

de gr Bernhard Lofinck—to the Committee on Military 


BF eri sear hey A bill (H. R. 13028) for the relief of Joseph 
—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 13024) for the relief of the 

estate of Jacob A. Wolfson, d late of Natchitoches Parish, 


La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Perr a bill (H. R. 18025) for the relief of the estate of Emile 
, deceased, late of Natchitoches Parish, the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 13026) granting an increase 
of ad a to Mary P. Bradley—to the Committee on Invalid 


ns Ar. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 13027) for the relief of 
Bree 1 the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13028) for the relief of Frank Cowin—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
1 BURNETT: A bin (H. R. 13029) for the relief of John 
the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 13030) for the relief of James 
F. Kellum—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (H. R. 18031) granting a pension to 
Martha Yarbrough—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. 5 A bill = R. 13032) granting an increase of 

ames Dean—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
request): A bill (H. R. 13033) grant- 
ammonds—to the Committee on In- 

ensions. 


By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13034) for the relief of Per- 
mel F. Hudson, widow of Jacob W. Hudson, deceased—to the 
ue on War Claims. 

y Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13035) for the re- 
nel f the estate of Elizabeth McClure, deceased, late of Mont- 

ry County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13036) granting an increase of 
pension to George Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticnt: A bill (H. R. 13037) for the 
relief of Samuel Post—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13038) for the relief of Carl C. Schmeiske— 
to the on Claims, 

By Mr. HENRY o of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13039) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary King—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr, HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13040) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W, Stratton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13041) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel B. Jacks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 13042) granting a pension to 
Esther J. Lee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13043) for the relief 
of the estate of Dayid Heller, deceased, and Mrs. E. Mary Heller, 
of Spottsylvania County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 13044) granting an increase of 
pension to Solomon R. Ruch—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 13045) granting 
a pension to Milton Diehl—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13046) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Doss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13047) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon B. Hawkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13048) granting an increase of pension to 
Aléxander C. Cochran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 13049) for the relief of 
James W. Jones—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 13050) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Samuel Baird—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A bill (H. R. 18051) removing the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William Galvin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 13052) for the disposition of 
certain school lands in Oklahoma Territory—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 18053) granting a pension 
to John T. Hartwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NEEDHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 13054) for the 
relief of James Q. Shirley and the estate of Francis De Long, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 13055) for the relief of George 
W. Collins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 13056) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Wiley J. Davis, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDER: A bill (H. R. 13057) to provide for the exten- 
sion of letters patent for an improvement in insulating subma- 
rine cables—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13058) for the relief of Charles 
Clarkson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: A bill (H. R. 13059) granting a pension to 
Charles P. Carman—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13060) granting a pension to George Scud- 
der—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13061) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. Tillinghast—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13062) granting an increase of pension to 
Melville A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 13063) for the relief of James 
Sheakley, late governor of the Territory of Alaska—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 12064) granting an 
increase of pension to John K. Tyler—to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 13065) granting an increase of 
pension to James Hoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18066): granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Dayis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13067) nting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Prentiss—to the 8 on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 18068) to correct the record 
of Harrison Clark—to the Committee-on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13069) for the relief of Daniel Leary—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13070) for the relief of Lawrence Collins and 
Edward J. Flanigan—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13071) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Whitmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 18072) 
granting a pension to Mary Bell—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT; A bill (H. R. 13073) granting an increase of 
pension to William Zigman—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 13074) granting an increase 
of pension to John A. Gragg—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18075) granting a pension to Samuel M. Cen- 
tes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13076) granting a pension to Alice Anna 
Amsden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 13077) for the relief of Asa 
Townsend—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18078) granting 
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an increase of pension to Elizabeth C. Trafton—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18079) granting a pension to Hudson M, 
Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 12080) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the the military record of William 
N. Huddleston—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13081) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John D. Cohee—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. $ 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 13082) granting an increase 
5 pension to William E. Wheeler to the Committee on Invalid 

usions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of United Tex- 
tile Association of Philadelphia, protesting against the passage 
of the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Resolutions of Iron Molders’ Union 
No. 13, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring an appropriation of $2,000,000 
to increase the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of Oscar E. Follette and 18 others, 
of Delton, Wis., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of the New York Board of Trade and 
Transportation, favoring bills H. R. 3562 and 3559 - to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New York, 
favoring bill H. R. 7056—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Manufacturers’ Association of New York, 
favoring reduction of internal-revenue tax on alcohol used in the 
arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Maritime Association of New York, fa- 
voring completion by the Government of breakwater at Point 
Judith, R. 1.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the National Association of Agricultural Im- 
plement and Vehicle Manufacturers, of Chicago, commending the 
President's message on the subject of forestry and irrigation—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of United German Societies of New York, op- 
posing the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 
Also, resolutions of the United Commercial Travelers of America, 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., for amendment to the bankruptcy bill—to 

the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the the North Dakota Retail Hardware As- 
sociation, in opposition to a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, favoring a light-house on Outer Diamond 
Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Dallas, Tex., for passage of Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the J Spt 

By Mr. BEDE: Petition of Fred Lamere and others, of Aitkin, 
Minn., for permission to construct a ditch between Spirit Lake 
and Diamond Lake, in Aitkin County, Minn.—to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also (by request), memorial of rural letter carriers of Cam- 
bridge, Minn., praying for a maximum salary of $850 perannum, 
based on a grade scale—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BENTON: Petition of George C. Abbott, M. D., and 
others, of Exeter, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: Petitions of E. N. Kinshaw and 43 others, 
and of E. P. Stubbs and 11 others, of New Providence, Iowa, in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: Petition of the Louisiana Bar Associa- 
tion, in favor of bill H. R. 10011—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petitions of J. W. Tipton and 39 other 
voters, and W. H. Tipton and 23 other voters of Elizabethton, 
Tenn., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, 8 of members of women’s clubs of Johnson City, 
Tenn., for a national forest reserve in the White Mountains—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Petition of citizens of Randolph County, 
Ark., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. i 

Also, petitions of J. H. Slater and 19 others; I. D. Lewis and 
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26 others, of Heber, Ark., and J. E. Davis and 38 others, of Searcy, 
Ark., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
ein peek f citiz f Re Ark. parce 
protest of citizens of Reyno, Ark., against the ls- 

bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. — 

zi Mr. BURKE: Petitions of M. A. Willy and 46 others, and 
J.H. Wolf and 16 others, of Kimball, S. Dak., in favor of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the J painat SA 

By Mr. BURKETT: Letterof F. C. Hayward, president of Hay- 
ward Brothers’ Shoe Company, gf Omaha, Nebr., in opposition to 
the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Au- 
burn, Nebr., for the passage of a bill to prevent nullification of 
State temperance laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper relating to claim of Charles H. 
Skillings, for additional pay, and paper relating toclaim of Frank 
Cowin, for additional pay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany biil granting a pension to James 
Elders, and resolutions of Lewis H. Wing Post, No. 167, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Maine, favoring a service-pension law 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania; Petition of W. P. Mercer 
and 44 other voters of Kennett Square, Pa., for passage of the 
Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of F. N. Collins and other 
citizens of Solomon, Kans., for passage of Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany House bill for the 
relief of James F. Kellum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of F. B. Smith, M. D., and 11 other 
voters, and Rev. D.L. Bennett and 20 other voters, of Coventry, 
R. I., praying for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Captain Snow Post, No. 461, 
Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Pleasant Grove, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
certain voters of Millersville, Pa., for passage of the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr.CURRIER: Petition of James Cairns and 15 other voters, 
and Charles S. Parker and 21 other voters, of Concord, N. H., for 
the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Papers in support of bill H. R. 11304, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James Ferguson—to the Committee 
haa reer ; port of bill H. R. 11833, grantin. i 

, papers in 0 R. 5 a pension 
to Jennie B. Johnstone to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Affidavits in support of bill for relief of 
Permelia F. Hudson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Resolutions of Harry Lee Post, No. 21, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of New York City, for the passage 
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the United Commercial Travelers of Amer- 


in United States transpo 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, approving a reduction of tax on alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


: Resolutions of Chicago Board of Trade, in | Har 


By Mr. FULLER 
favor of bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Rev. H. M. Bannen and 500 others, of Rockford, 
athe passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the 

ucliciary. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of A. H. Warfield 
and 35 other voters of West Brookfield, and W. H. Thompson and 
45 other voters of Fitchburg, Mass., for the passage of the Hep- 
burn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Resolutions of Burden Post, No. 494, of Chan- 
nahon; Samuel McAdams Post, No. 497, of Lorento; E. D. Kittoe 
Post, No. 502. of Galena; Irwin McDowell Post, No. 507, of East 
St. Louis; Coleman Post, No. 508, of Mount Vernon; Sandwich 
Post, No. 510, of Sandwich; E.S. Kelley Post, No. 513, of Wheaton; 

: McCulloch Post, No. 475, 
Major Sam Hays Post, No. 477, of Summer Hill; 
Resaca Post, No. 478, of Genoa; James Mayes „No. 
Mount Erie; J. J. Anderson Post, No. 488, of Wayne city 7 
Post, No. 440, of Viola; G. W. Spencer Post, No, 489, of River- 


- 


dale; Alfred Birg Post, No. 492, of Andalusia; W. H. H. Lawton 
Post, No. 438, of Griggsville; Cobden Post, No. 439, of Cobden; 
George J. Meade Post, No. 444, of Chicago; Isaac McManus Post, 
No. 446, of Keithburg; Captain A. F. Knight Post, No. 460, of 
Albany; Edwardsville Post, No. 461, of Edwardsville; Eph Scott 
Post, No. 464, of Mahomet; Macedonia Post, No. 469, of Mace- 
donia; Blue Island Post, No. 478, of Blue Island; Colonel Raith 
Post, No. 587, of O'Fallon; Eugene Lyford Post, No. 603, of Port 
Byron; Whipple Post, No. 414, of kee; W. A. Babcock Post, 
No. 416, of Onarga; Nashville Post, No. 419, of Nashville; P, 
Schooley Post, No. 418, of Watson; Tobias Butler Post, No. 428, 
of Bowen; Marissa Post, No. 430, of Marissa; Timber Post, No. 
432, of Glasford; Reynolds Post, No. 559, of Reynolds; Samuel 
Akins Post, No. 566, of Cowden; James C. Lasater Post, No. 570, 
of Mill Shoals; Brown Culley Post, No. 571, of Thebes; Amboy 
Post, No. 572, of Amboy; George Kriedler Post, No. 575, of Mil- 
ledgeville; John A. Rawlins Post, No. 579, of Mulberry; Harry 
Man Post. No. 582, of Okawville; Hiller Post, No. 585, of Grafton; 
Samuel T. Hughes Post, No. 534, of Collinsville; Jordan Post, No. 
535, of Macon; General John A. Logan Post, No. 540, of Evanston; 
Joseph P. Cassy Post, No. 542, of Camp Point; Rochelle Post, No. 
546, of Rochelle; Jacob E. Reed Post, No. 550, of Newton; W. C. 
Baker Post, No. 551, of Stillman Valley; Robert Hale Post. No. 
556, of Fulton; Anna Post, No. 558, of Anna; Dick Gilmer Post, 
No. 515, of Pittsfield; Luke Mayfield Post, No. 516, of Girard; 
J. L. Park Post, No. 518, of Crab Orchard; Rollin Taylor Post, 
No. 524, of Chapin; J. Q. A. Jones Post, No. 526, of Havana; W. 
W. Burnett Post, No. 527, of Eldorado; Tom White Post, No. 529, 
of Mount Zion; S. T. Rogers Post, No. 531, of Elpaso, and Dayid 
Hill Post, No. 532, of Elizabeth, all in Illinois, Grand Army of 
the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE: Resolutions of the Massachusetts State 
Board of Trade, favoring the completion of the breakwater at 
Point Judith—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Rev. George W. 
Reynolds and other voters of Manchester, Conn., for the passage 
of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petitions of W. H. Marsh and 32 voters 
of Nodaway, and W. A. Houck and 102 others, of Bedford, Iowa, 

raving for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

By Mr. HOGG: Petition of East Pueblo Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pueblo, Colo., for the passage of the pep- 
burn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petitions of J. T. Aree and others, and B. F. 
Daniel and others, of Union Point, Ga., for the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Petition of Lincoln Circle, of Og- 
den, Utah, favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUFF: Petition of the Christian Civic Union (86 men) 
of Greensburg, Pa., for the passage of the McCumber bill to for- 
bid the sale of intoxicating liquors in all Government buildings— 
to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. HUNT: Resolutions of Western Association of Shoe 
Wholesalers, for maintenance of fair and reasonable rates of 
freight—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. LILLEY: Resolution of Union Grange, No. 25, of South- 
ington, Conn., in favor of an equitable good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Waterbury (Conn.) Indian Association, 
that land be granted to the landless Indians of northern Califor- 
nia—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Communication from the Thames 
Towboat Company, of New. London, Conn., relative to proposed 
2 at Cold Spring Inlet—to the Committee on Rivers aud 

Ts 


Also, petition of William K. Hurley and others, of Penngrove, 
N. J., protesting against She paene of bill H. R. 7033—to the 
Committee on the Merchant ine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of American Association of Masters and Pilots of 
Steam Vessels, for construction of a light-house on Outer Diamond 
Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petitions of Edwin A. Holmesand 15 others, of Mickleton; 
B. G. Parker and 10 others, of Daretown; Robert Eldridge and 18 
others, of Clarksboro; Rev. J. M. Ashton and 23 others, of Col- 
lingswood, and J. R. Mason and 30 others, of Collingswood, all in 
New Jersey, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALL: Petition of Rev. D. Springer and 35 


‘others, of Maselle, N. Dak., and of J. L. Ivey and 15 others, of 


Granyille, N. Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Rev. R. A. French and 32 other 
voters, praying the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Judiciary. 
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By Mr. OTIS: Petition of citizens of Mount Vernon and Port 
Chester, N. V., favoring the passage of the Hepburn- Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PALMER: Petition of Rev. R. B. Webster and 56 other 
voters of Wilkesbarre, Pa., for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PORTER: Resolution of the Union Steel Casting Com- 
pany, of Pittsburg, Pa., in opposition to the eight-hour bill—to 
wr 110 01 15 hical U; No. 7, of Pittsb 

petition o grap nion No. 7, 0: urg, Pa 
in support of the Typographical bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Ta resolution of the North Dakota Retail Hardware Associ- 
ation, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., in opposition to the parcels-post 
~ pill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Scranton Board of Trade, of Scranton, 
Pa., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, favoring the construction of a light-house 
on Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, communication from John Mellor, publisher of the Record, 
of Pittsburg, in opposition to bills H. R. 7050 and S. 1261—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of Rev. W. R. Flannagan and 37 other 
voters of Orange, Va., for the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of the Massachusetts legisla- 
ture, in favor of legislation to protect food fish from sharks and 
dogfish—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of Old and New Club, of Malden, Mass., in 
favor of a national forest reserve oe the White Mountains—to the 
Earr on the Public Lands 


By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the United German Socie- 
ties of New York City, in opposition to the Hepburn bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers’ Association of New 
York, urging a reduction in the tax on alcohol—to the Committee 
on Way s and Means. 

Yor 5 of the 1 eee of New 
ork, approving t 7056— Commit- 
tee on Merchant Tastes and and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Phillips County, Kans. 
aoe the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee 
the 1 


on 


By Mr. SIBLEY: 199 85 Gene , governor of Alaska, 
from the auditor's settlement of his account for . ex- 
penses of the Territory of Alaska for the quarter ending June 30, 
1895—to. the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of A. K. Dakin and 57 other voters of Sugar 
Grove, Pa., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the J udiciary, 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Rev. William O. Sto- 
val and 29 others, of Plymouth, Mich., for the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver ‘pill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Odessa, Tex., for the passage of the Hep- 
burn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Paper to accompany bill granting an increase 
of pension to James Hoy; papers toaccompany bill granting an in- 
ye of pension to Thomas W. Prentiss; papers to accompany 

ill granting an increase of pension to Andrew P. McConkey; pa- 
per to accompany bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Davis; resolutions of Zeller Hamilton Post, No. 260, favoring 

a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of M. E. Stover and others, of Grover Hill, Ohio, 
favoring a bill forbidding the sale of liquor in Soldiers’ Homes 
and all Government buildings, and favoring the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the Business Men’s Associa- 
som of New Haven, Conn., favoring appropriation for a harbor 
nee at Point Judith—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


Also, petition of women’s clubs of Connecticut, favoring the 
establishment of a national forest reserve in the White Moun- 
tains—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


Also, resolutions of Union Grange, of 3 Conn., for 
the passage a a bill for road improvements—to the Committee 
on Agricultur 

Also, petition of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal 


and First Congregational churches and E. R. Brown and 33 other 
voters of Cheshire, Conn., for passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the J ndiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of W. H. Koch and 11 other yoters 
of Utica, Minn., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, THAYER: Petition of the executive council of the 
Massachusetts State Board of Trade, to abolish the revenue tax 
on grain alcohol used in the arts and manufactures—to the Com- 


oF 3 on Ways and Means. 


y Mr. of Illinois: Letter to 3 House 
wil for the relief of Elizabeth C. Trafton—to the Committee on 
‘Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavit to accompany bill for a special pension to Lola 
Qualls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Captain E. Z. Rice Post, of 
Factoryville, Pa., favoring a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Phelps Post, No. 1241, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Pennsylvania, favoring a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOORYARD: Petition of 43 members of Calvary Bap- 
tist Church, of Parkersburg, W. Va., for the passage of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, February 26, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. EDWARD EVERETT HALE, 
one Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


* GALLIN GER. Iask sein getter consent that the further 


of the teat a 
The PRESIDENT tempore. Te there objection? 
a KEAN. Mr. ident, I should like 5 hear the Journal 


rete PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
Journal will be read. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Jour- 
nal, and it was approved. 

FRANCIS S. HOPKINS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2596) t- 
ing a pension to Francis S. Hopkins, which was, in line 9, toss 
the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘twelve’*’ and insert “eight. gi 

Mr. McCUMBER. Imove that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the Honse of resentatives. 

The motion was 

JESSE J. FINLEY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2809) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jesse J. Finley, which was, in line 
ret hing the word dollars,“ to strike out fifty and insert 
s ty. 3 

Mr.McCUMBER. Imovethatthe Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
therenpon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 486) granting a pension to Green B. Yawn; 

A bill (8. 5830) granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish; and 

A bill (H. R. 7287) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
Ala.. in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephen’s 
meridian. 

sige ac AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro pore presented a petition of the con- 
Fee of the United a a Church, of Crawford County, 
Praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- 
rtation of intoxicating liquors; which wasreferred 

65 5 the e Committee on the Judiciary. 
ted a memorial of the Builders’ Ex- 
d., remonstrating the passage af 
hour bill;“ which was referred to the Commit- 

tee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Greensburg 
and Kokomo, in the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
8 dieing s which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the Woman's Chris- 
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tian 3 Union of New Hampshire; of the Spee 

of the Methodist Episcopal Church of West aque Ces . E. 
Meras, of Exeter; of sundry citizens of Littleton, Plaistow, Til- 
ton, Hampton Falls, and Dover, all in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- 
terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOPKINS ages petitions of sundry citizens of Chi- 
cago, Morgan Park, i hares Kankakee, Lamoille, Wheaton, 
River, Forrest, Rockford, Aledo, Norris, Hoopeston, Laclede 
Rogers Park, Rochelle, Cooksville, Prophetstown, Yorkville, and 
Mortonpark, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enact- 
ment o aora to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
ee iquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also 5 gece of the congregation of the Reformed 

Chure 


Presbyte: of Houston; of the congregation of the Re- 
formed 5 Church of S ; of the congregation of 
the First Presbyterian Church of Aledo, and of the congregation 


of the Zion Methodist Episcopal Church, of Grundy County, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Cominittee on Priy- 
ileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Carpenters and Joiners’ Local 
Union No. 174, American Federation of Labor, of Joliet, III., 
praying for the passage of the so-called ‘‘anti-injunction bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly, 
American Federation of Labor, of Quincy, Ill., praying for the 
passage of the so-called “eight-hour bill;“ which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Chicago, 
Springfield, Rockford, and Peoria, all in the State of Illinois, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called! eight-hour bill“ 
and also the anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Joliet, Ros- 
lyn, and Sigel, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against 

e passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago, Elgin, 
Mount Carmel, Centralia, Charleston, Momence, and Hebron, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the of the so-called 
“ Brownlow good-roads bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and 1 

He also presented petitions of Hecker Post, No. 443, of Belle- 
ville; of Pope Post, No. 411, of Pana, and of John Wood Post, 
No. 96, of Quincy, all of the De ent of Illinois, Grand Army 
of the Republic; of the Union Veterans’ Union of Quincy; of the 
Chicago post-office civil war veterans, of Chicago; of George A. 
Wilson Circle, No. 49, Ladies of the Grand Army of the pomoi, 
of Peoria, and of Florence Nightingale Circle, No. 60, of Chicago, 
all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a seryice- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of U. S. Grant Circle, No. 
26, Department of California and Nevada, Ladies of the Grand 
Army of the ee of San Diego, Cal., and of General O. M, 
Mitchell Post, No. 69, Department of California and Nevada, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Reno, Ney., praying for the 
enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. Ra 

Mr. LONG 8 petitions of the Woman's Missionary So- 
ciety of the Westminster Presbyterian Church, of Topeka; of 
sun citizens of Moran, Topeka, Belpre, Galena, Effingham, 
Sumter, Shawnee, Eskridge, Jackson, Mount Ayr, Ottawa, Gar- 
nett, Solomon, Jennings, Phillipsburg, Pleasanton, and Lyons, 
all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liq- 
uors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a memorial of the Valentine & Weldon 
Company, of Trenton, N. J., and a memorial of the Trenton Pot- 
teries Company, of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called ‘‘ eight-hour bill,” and also the anti. in- 
junction bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also prevented a petition of the Young Peoples’ Society of 
Christian Endeavor of Springton, N. J., and a petition of sundry 


citizens of Blackwood, N. J., praying 1 an inyestigation of the 


charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a tor from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 


He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Local Union, No. 
114, American Federation of Labor, of Newark, N. J., praying 
that an appropriation te made to increase the capacity of the 
Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


Mr. McENERY (for Mr. MONEY) presented sun pers to 
accompany the bill (S. 1211) for the relief of Eu, 58 
sole ving heir of cisco Krebs; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. PETTUS presented a petition of the Southern Branch of 
the National Dental Association, praying for the appointment of 
dental surgeons in the United States Navy; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of Camden, N. J., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the construction of 
a light-house on Outer Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North 
Carolina; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Jersey 
City, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the construction of a bridge across Newark Bay, in that State, 
and also for the completion of the harbor at Point Judith, R. I.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Immigration Restriction 
League of Elizabeth, N. J., praying for the passage of the so- 
called “ Lodge immigration bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Brunswick-Balke Collender 
Company, of New York City, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 
305, American Federation of Labor, of Plainfield, N. J., and of 
Iron Molders’ Local Union No. 267, American Federation of 
Labor, of Trenton, N. J., parng that an a ea be made 
to increase the repao of the Naval Gun Factory at Washing- 
we D. C.; which were referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Fitz-Gibbon & Crisp Car- 
riage and Wagon Company, of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called ‘* anti-injunction bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elizabeth 
N. J., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Lodge of Boiler Makers 
and Iron Ship Builder of New Jersey, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate shipping in the trade between ports of the 
United States and ports in the Philippine Islands, and also pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to create a commission to con- 
sider legislation for the development of the American merchant 
marine; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Flemington, N. J., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to te the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Prairie 
Grove, Ark., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented memorials of sundry citizens of Phila- 
delphia and Harrisburg, Pa., remonstrating against the 
of the so-called *‘ eight-hour bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of E. F. Roberts Post, No. 487, De- 
artment of Pe lvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Mis- 
oppen, Pa., and of Philander Billings Post, No. 392, De ent 

of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Nicholson, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oxford and Al- 
toona; of the Temperance Alliance of Oxford; of the congre 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Conshohocken; of sundry citi- 
zens of Shiremanstown and Scranton; of the Woman's i 
Temperance Union of Little Britain; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance unions of Millersville and Bucks County; of sundry 
citizens of Mount Carmel; of the Young Men’s Christian Associa- 
tion of the United Brethren Church of Mount Carmel; of the 
Presbyterian Church and Methodist Episcopal Church of Mount 
Carmel; of the Lutheran Church and Church of God, of North- 
umberland County; of peas citizens of Mount Carmel; of the 
Evangelical Church and the Reformed Church of Mount Carmel; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Makefield; of the 
Prohibition Alliance of Grover; of sundry citizens of Reading, 
and of the Ladies’ Aid Society of Winwood, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD SENATE. 


2399 


Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of General 
Milroy Post, No. 62, Departmentof Washington and Alaska, Grand 
Army of the Republic,of Washingto: 


n, praying for the enactment 
of a service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee 
5 en tie Dae Dahi Manim- 

e a ono: ayton Business Men’s 
ciation, of Dayton, Wash. praying for the establishment of an 
eastern and western judicial district in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of P. Stevens Davis Post, No. 
57, of Cambridge; of Washburne Post, No. 175, of Lancaster; of 
Kilpatrick Post, No. 71, of Holyoke; of H. V. Smith Post, No. 
140, of Massachusetts; of George K. Bird Post, No. 169, of Nor- 
wood; of Charles H. Stevens Post, No. 53, of Leominster; of 
Ward Post, No. 90, of Danvers; of Everett Peabody Post, No. 
108, of Georgetown; of E. B. Nye Post, No. 203, of Bourne; of D. 
Willard Robinson Post, No. 112, of Norwell; of Needham Pos 
No. 39, of Lawrence; of Captain Horace Niles Post, No. 110, o 
Randolph; of Sergeant Plunkett Post, No. 184, of Ashburnham; 
of Samuel Woods Post, No. 129, of Barre; of O. H. P. Sargent 
Post, No. 152, of Essex; of J. W. Lawton Post, No. 85, of Ware; 
of George S. Boutwell Post, No. 48, of Ayer; of G. C. Parker 
Post, No. 158, of Winchendon; of Joseph C. Wilder Post, No. 83, 
of Hanover; of Hartsuff Post, No. 74, of Rockland; of James 
A. Perkins Post, No. 156, of Massachusetts; of G. H. Maintien 
Post, No. 183, of Plainville: of J. C. Freeman Post, No. 55, of 
Provincetown; of Thomas G. Stevens Post, No: 26, of Roxbury; 
of Theoron E. Hall Post, No. 77, of Holden; of eral Sedg- 


5 of General E. W. Hinks Post, No. 95, of Saugus; 
of Timothy 


Mr. MITCHELL presented sundry affidavits in su of the 
bill (S. 4624) granting an increase of pension to James W. Wheeler; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of T. J. Potter Post, No. 
440, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, of Cres- 
ton, Iowa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Washington 
and Guthrie Center, in the State of Iowa, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE presented a memorial of Local Division, No. 2, An- 
cient Order of Hibernians, of Portland, Me., remonstratin 
against the ratification of an arbitration treaty between the Uni 
States and Great. Britain; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. ° 

Ee also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maine, pray- 
ing for eof the so-called anti- injunction bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hallowell, Me., 

raying for an investigation of the c made and filed agai 
Fron. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of North Yar- 
mouth, Pittsfield, Bridgewater, Jonesport, Machias, Fairfield, 
New Sharon, Portland, Bingham, and Kingfield; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of New Sharon; of the Woman’s 
Christian Tempérance Union of Fairfield, and of Local Grange 
No. 102, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pittsfield, all in the State of 
Maine, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Elizabeth City, N. C., pray- 
ing for an investigation of the charges made and against Hon. 
RE SMOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elizabeth City, 
N. C., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 


interstate ion of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the board of direct- 
ors of the Merchants’ Association of Indianapolis, Ind., praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing an increase in the sal- 
aries. of rural letter carriers; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have a petition which I think, 
by reason of the eminence of the persons who have signed it, de- 
serves a little more than the passing notice which is usually given 
to petitions. Itis a 5 of citizens of Connecticut, in which 
they urge upon the Congress of the United States, through its 
Chief Executive, that it use its offices, in cooperation with 
the other Christian nations—E France, and 1 
the speedy fulfillment of the treaty of Berlin of 1878, which guar- 
antees to those Christians humane rule and protection from law- 
lessness and traditional ontrages;’’ which refers to the atrocities 
which have been perpetrated upon the Christians in Macedonia. 

This. petition is signed by governor, by the bishop of the. 
Episcopal Church, and by numerous citizens of the State of Con- 
necticut, I think representing the best sentiment of that State. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of sundry citi- 
= of es Ser pay: 3 a 3 made 

increase the capacity o a un Factory, at Washing- 
ton, D. C.; 3 referred to the Committee on Naval 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Stamf 
Conn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called anti- 
5 bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Womans’ Club of Enfield, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to purchase a. 
. forest reserve in the White Mountains of New Hamp- 
shire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a memorial of Price Lee & Co., of New 
Haven, Conn., and the memorial of F. S. Buckingham and sundry 
other citizens of Bridgeport, Conn., remonstrating the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Norwich District Ministerial 
Association of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Stafford Springs; 
ofsundry citizensof Waterbury, Wolcott, and Meriden; of the con- 
gregation of the Main Street Baptist Church, of Meriden; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Water ; of 
the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Meriden; of the 
Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor of the Presbyterian 
Church of Groton; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Meriden, and of the congregation of the St. Paul Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Waterbury, all in the State of Connecticut, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 

tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a ee of the congregation of the German 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Bridgeport, Conn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prevent the nullification of State 
liquor laws; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the German 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Bridgeport, Conn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the affidavit of Joseph F. Kelly, of New 
Haven, Conn., to ester wi the bill (S. 4492) restoring the name 
of Joseph Kelly, late of Troop I, Second United States Sen to 
the pension roll; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

x mted a petition of sundry citizens of Lake 
Preston, S. Dak., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Washington National Monu- 
ment Society of the District of Columbia, praying that an appro- 

riation of $2,500 be made to provide a room or inclosure within the 

ashington Monument for the protection and accommodation of 

visitors; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


ALLOTMENT OF INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. LONG. I present a memorial of citizens of the Indian 
Territory in general convention assembled at Okmulgee, January 
19, 1904, through their ty authorized delegate, A. Grant Evans 
together with petitions of various municipal and ecclesiasti 
bodies, depositions of leading citizens, etc., relative to the removal 
of restrictions upon the sale of surplus allotments, eto. I move 
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that the memorial and accompanying pa 
ment and referred to the Committee on 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Pablic Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3376) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to acquire for the Government, by exchange of public lands, 
the ownership of the private lands within certain public parks in 
the State of California, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2705) for the relief of the wandering 
American-born Indians of Rockyboy’s band, Montana, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3379) to amend section 
66 of the act of June 8, 1872, entitled “An act to revise, consoli- 
date, and amend the statutes relating to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment,” reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 842) to correct the military record 
of Esau Henkle, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, reported an amendment authorizing the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, in their discretion, to grant leave of 
absence, with pay, not to exceed thirty days to any individual in 
any one year, to regular employees above the grade of skilled 
laborer, appointed directly by the Commissioners, whose services 
are continuous but who receive per diem compensation and have 
been in the service of the District one year, intended to be pro- 

to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 25th instant, proposing 
to increase the appropriation for the salary of the fire marshal of 
the District of Columbia from $1,200 to $1,800, intended to be 

roposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported 
favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 1st instant, proposing to 
appropriate $10,000 to provide for the removal of snow and ice 
from the streets, cross walks, and gutters of the District of Co- 
lumbia, submitted a favorable report thereon, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; 
which was agreed to. f 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4033) to authorize the abandonment of W street NE., 
Washington, D. C.; and i Gt 

A bill (S. 4419) in relation to contracts with the District of 
Columbia. : M 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
Jumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 8869) for the extension 
of Albemarle street, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. a 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam directed by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2051) to au- 
thorize the purchase of lands in the Indian Territory under cer- 
tain conditions, to report it adversely. The Senator from Texas 

[Mr. Barter] takes an interest in this bill. and I am quite sure 
that he would wish to have it placed upon the Calendar with the 
adverse By 15 ees 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar with the adverse report. ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3338) to amend and codify the laws re- 
lating to municipal corporations in the district of Alaska, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. : 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1654) for the relief of Theodore F. 
Northrop, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. FORAKER. On November 17, 1903, the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] presented a petition of the Union sol- 
diers of Gentry County Missouri Home Guards, praying for the 
correction of the rolls of their regiment so as to show their muster 
in to have been June 1, 1861, instead of August 28, 1861, and had 


be printed as a docu- 
dian Affairs 


it referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
I am directed by that committee to submit an adverse report 
thereon, and to move its indefinite postponement, 


The PRESIDEN’ tempore. The adverse report of the com- 
8 yu be prt doi 85 the petition will be postponed in- 
efinitely. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 819) to quitclaim all 
interest of the United States of America in and to all of square 
1131, in the city of Washington, D. C., to Sidney Bieber, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2710) for the oponas of 
connecting highways on the east and west sides of the logical 
Park, District of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3638) to relieve Orville B. Merrill, late 
captain Company I, Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, of 
the charge of dishonorable dismissal, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


Mr. SCOTT. From the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, in response to a resolution of the Senate introduced by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] December 15 last, 
directing that committee to inquire as to the safety of the old 
Government Printing Office, so called, and whether any persons 
are, orare likely to be, employed therein by the Government under 
circumstances involving their personal safety, I am directed. as 
representing the subcommittee of the whole committee, to sub- 
mit the following report: 

Your committee, to whom was referred the matter of investigating and 
reporting on the condition of the building at the corner of North Kapitel and 
H streets NW., known as the old Prin Office,” beg leave to report and 
recommend as follows: 

That after as thorough examination as we were able to make of the struc- 
ture, we found that the walls of the building are 17 inches thick at the bottom 
and 9 inches thick at the top; that it has four stories and, with the exception 
of the walls, is entirely of wood. The walls are laid with lime mortar, no ce- 
ment being used whatever, and are cracked in several places from top to 
bottom. e roof is not trussed, and it is ing the walls out of line in- 
stead of tying them together, as it should. The floors are ull in bad condi- 
tion, and many of the floor joist are showing indications of dry rot. All 
through the building it has been necessary to —— gu for the floors to 
support the weight, the walls not being strong enough for that p . The 
whole inside structure is of very inflammable material, making the danger 
of fire very great. The means of exit are very poor, and the ventilation 
and hygenic conditions are a menace to health. The danger of collapse under 
any excessive weight is very great, and on account of the wooden construc- 
tion of the interior its collapse would probably occur without warning. We 
are of opinion that the building is unsafe, unhealthy, and dangerous in its 
present condition, and that it should not be used for the heavy machine 
and fixtures of a printing ofice. Weare informed that the Public Printer 
compelled to rent two buildings now, at tho rate of $5,000 per annum, to af- 
ford the necessary for the work of hisofiice, and every inch of the avail- 
able space of the old Printing Office is in use. In view of these facts, we/ 
recommend as follows: 

That the old Printing Office be torn down and a new building erected on 
the site, to be seven stories in height and to correspond with the new Printing 
Office as far as possible. It would be impossible, in our judgment, to use any 
part of the old structure, for the reasons above set forti. 

That the annex to the old building and the machine shop in the rear be al- 
lowed to remain as they are, to be used for storage purposes. 

That the Superintendent of the Capitol be 8 to make an estimate 
of the cost of taking away the old structure and replacing it with a new 
building to conform with the new Printing Office and to report the same to 
this committee as early as possible. Se as 

B. TT, 


A. C. LATIMER, 
Subcommittee. 
FEBRUARY 9, 1904. 


Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from West Virginia what 
the fact turned out to be as to whether persons are now or were 
at the time of the adoption of the resolution employed in the build- 
ing, g the number so employed? 

. SCOTT. There area great many employed there. I am 
not able to state the number, but I should say 100. 

Mr. HOAR. If I understand the report, then, the statement is 
that hundreds of human beings, who are of course employees of 
the Government and compelled to go there whether they will or 
no, on pain of losing there places, are employed in a building 
which is in a most dangerous condition and unfit or unsafe for 
human beings to occupy in that way. 

The committee, who seem to have done their duty with ad- 
mirable thoroughness and fidelity, recommend that there be 
some estimates made for a new building. But in the meantime 
the present dangerous condition of the very worthy and merito- 
rious persons seems to be continued, perhars for.a year or two, 

If the Senator will pardon me, his report reminds me a little of 
what happened in the supreme court of Massachusetts some years 
ago, when I was practicinglaw. They held court at ee 
and went over to Mount Holyoke, where there is an elevator which 
takes travelers up the side of a steep rock a hundred or two hun- 
dred feet, to save the difficulty of climbing. The judges, as 
judges are apt to be, were nearly all of them rather corpulent 
men. Six or seven got into the elevator at once. They saw that 
the rope which held the car in which they went was very much 
frayed, and they asked the manager if he did not think it was a 
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little unsafe. ‘‘ Yes,” the manager said, it is wholly unsafe 
and likely to break every minute, but we are going to have a new 
one next Monday.“ [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should not the report be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, being 
the report of a subcommittee? 

Mr. SCOTT. Itisreported back from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds in answer to a resolution of the Senate. 
The resolution was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
LATIMER] and myself were Spon a subcommittee to make 
a personal investigation, which we did. This is our report, and 
we were ordered by the committee to make it to the Senate this 
morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will simply be 
printed, then. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to appear to be an 
alarmist, and I do not wish to be talking about matters that do 
not come within any ponani duty of mine as a representative o 
acommittee; but with the history of the Ford’s Theater building 
fresh in our memory, since I was in public life, a building belong- 
ing to the Government, occupied by Government employees, who 
were there against their will, young women and young men in 
the prime of life being killed or wrecked in that accident, and 
with the recent terrible tragedy at Chicago fresh in our memories, 
that the Government of the United States, the wealthiest human 
organization .on the face of the earth, whether Government or 
other, allows such a condition of things as that described in the re- 
port which has just been made, when the Senator reports that for 
various reasons this building, which contains heavy machinery 
and heavy burdens—— i 

Mr. SCOTT. Books. 

Mr. HOAR. Books, the heaviest things most peer be stored 
there, with rotten timbers and an imperfect roof, and all wood ex- 
cept the walls, liable to fall in a minute, with an imperfect exit 
in case of fire, highly inflammable, so that the Senator who has 
made the examination would not be surprised if within an hour 
the news should come that the buildin, fallen from its own 
weight, or if within an hour the news should come that a fire had 
caught there under circumstances preventing the escape of the 


hundreds of persons we are keeping there at work, I think we | a 


ought to give those employees a vacation without loss of pay un- 
til we get a better place for them to work; and, although it would 
be a terrific public calamity, even if the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
which, however, is not printed in that building, I suppose, but is 
under the same department, were also to take a vacation and we 
should not have any more speeches printed for the next few months, 
I think we ought to do it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts disclaimed any purpose of being an alarmist, but I think 
there would have been a rapid exodus from some portions of the 
Government Printing Office if his speech cculd have been heard 
by the employees. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not share to any very large extent the 
apprehensions that agitate the mind of tl. distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I only stated what 
isin the report. I know nothing abont it myself. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have heard this from time to time for 
nearly twenty years. It was my province when a Member of the 
other House, in the Forty-ninth Congress, to be on a committee 
which made a Tey Maeght invescigation of the Government 
Printing Office. ere were; I think, some 3,000 employees at 
that time in the old building. Since that time we have con- 
structed two new buildings, and we now have the largest printing 
office in the world. 

The report comes to us now that there is not room for the em- 
ployees or for the machinery, notwithstanding we have spent, I 
suppose, a couple of million dollars, more or less, on new buildings. 
The old building is beyond doubt in a state of partial decay, as 
all old buildings are; and I am glad that two distinguished Sena- 
tors have taken up the matter and made an investigation. 

But it seems to me that before we advertise to the men and wo- 
men who are employed in that building that their lives are in 
momentary danger we ought to have an investigation by experts, 
who could determine whether there is any possibility of the build- 
ing falling or not. Ihave great confidence in the Senator from 

est Virginia in certain lines, but I have not any more confi- 
dence in his judgment in reference to the safety or unsafety of a 
public building than I have in my own, and I have not a particle 
of confidence in my own judgment in that regard. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that if this matter could be put 
in such shape that the Senate weuld ask for an investigation by 
experts, by gentlemen connected with the Engineer Corps of the 
Army and the Superintendent of this building, we would get the 
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true facts in the case, and that pending that we ought not to send 
ont to the country statements so alarming as the one which has 
been made by the Senator from Massachusetts. There are not 
many more employees there than there were in 1887, when that 
very noted investigation was made, covering all the details of the 
Government Printing Office at that time, and I can not conceive 
of such an alarming state of affairs in view of the fact that since 
that time we first constructed a building under the superintend- 
ency of the War Department, which is there now, and since then 
have constructed that magnificent Printing Office building, which 
of course is safe in every particular. 

If heavy machinery remains in the old building, it seems to me 
it might be removed. If books are stored there, they certainly 
could be removed. But pending a thorongh, careful, and scien- 
tific investigation of the conditions of the building, I must enter 
my protest against so alarming a statement going out to the coun- 
try, involving, as it does, the honor of the National Congress in iis 
relations to its employees, and saying to the country that we are 
absolutely negligent in a matter which involves human life. 

I hope, Mr. President, that whatever disposition may be made 
of this matter, it will result in a careful investigation on the part 
of very competent men, whose judgment on the subject will be 
conclusive, and if such report comes here, that we may then take 
immediate steps to remove the reas pe dai from the building, that 
it may pa razed to the ground and a new building constructed in 
its stead. ` 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, if it be not dis- 

ble to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I 
move that the report be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will allow me, I do not believe the 
Senator from Connecticut means that as any reflection on the 
committee. í 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not at all. I said if it was not 
disagreeable to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I should like to say a word. The 
distinguished Senator from New Hampshire would like to have 
an investigation made by experts. I do not claim to be an expert, 
although I have been engaged in erecting a great many buildings 
in ms life, many of them suitable for heavy machinery. I know 

little something about a building. When the joist under a floor 
where it rests on a 9-inch wall is y rotten, with dry rot, I 
know that that floor is not safe. I do not need an expert to tell me 
that that joist is rotten. I do not need an expert to tell me that 
a 9-inch wall is not sufficient to carry heavy machinery, especially 
when that machinery is in motion, and the working of the shafts, 
etc., naturally jars and continually shakes the building. 

Now, Mr. President, the Public Printer and his assistants have 
moved the heavier machinery into places in that building where 
they thought it was more safe for it to be. They have moved a 
great deal of the heavy weight, books and materials, into a more 
safe place in the building to take the weight off the uprights hold- 
ing the floor above. For instance, take the uprights on the sec- 
ond floor, supporting the third floor; they tore away the boards of 
the floor, and they found the end of those supports rotted off with 
dry rot. They are now engaged in splicing them, putting addi- 
tional pieces under them. 

If the Senator from New Hampshire wants an expert to find 
that out, of course I have no objection, but I do know (and I am 
willing to stake my reputation on what little I do know about 
buildings) that that is a very unsafe building. I do not say that 
the building is going to fall down in twenty-four hours or in ten 
years, but I say that it is not a safe building. ; 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will 

rmit me, I will respond to him that I do not want an expert to 

etermine the matters he has called attention to; but I will say to 
the Senator that it requires a pront deal of that kind of thing 
to get a building in such an unsafe condition that it will fall to the 
ground. They have been repairing that building from year to 
year; they are repairing it now; and I know of no reason why 
that large machinery can not be for the main part removed from 
that building, and all the books taken out of the building if 


necessary. 

I will ask the Senator if it is not a fact that a very large pro- 
portion of that machinery has been removed from the old part of 
the building? 

Mr. SCOTT. A great deal of it has been removed. If the Sen- 
ator will allow me, it is not stated in the report, neither have I 
said in my remarks, that the building is going tofall down. I re- 
marked that it might stand for ten years, but I should not care to 
work in it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I withdraw the motion I made. 
I think eee it would not be agreeable to the Committee on 
Public Buildi and Grounds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this matter of the Publie Print- 
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ing Office is not a new one. We have had a contest abont the 

Public Printing Office for twenty years, as the Senator from New 

Hampshire has stated. All have agreed for many years that the 

nt Printing Office is not fireproof, and that in that sense it 

in more or less danger; and we all haye known that it was wise 

to erect a new office for the Public Printer as rapidly and as soon 
as practicable. 

So, after Congress finally settled that a new building was to be 
constructed on the old site, there was at once commenced the re- 
construction of a new Printing Office. The first thing that was 
done was to put a hig Pee the west side of the printing office, 
completely fireproof. t building, I think, is seven stories high, 
15 there was moved into it the heavy machinery of the Printing 

co. 

That being done, the Committee on Appropriations immediately 
made provision for the construction of a new building for the 
Public Printer. That new building could not be built in a day 
or in a year, nor could the employees of that office be permitted 
to go into rented quarters so that the entire building could be 
torn down; therefore the southern ion of that building was 
torn away gradually and the new and imposing structure which 
is now completed was put up in its stead. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? 

Mr, ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator omits to state what is a very 
important matter—that a large additional tract of land was pur- 
chased and the building was extended to a very considerable ex- 
tent, I think doubling its capacity. 

Mr. ALLISON. Nearly doubling its capacity. Now, the work 
of construction of that new building is, I understand, completed. 
It cost, I think, nearly $2,000,000, and it is complete in every par- 
ticular. Ispeak of this matter from ing something about 
it, because it was brought to the attention of the Committee on 
Appropriationsevery year. The old building, which is now under 
consideration, on the north side of the office, of course, is an an- 
cient structure. It has been from time to time to make 
it safe, and I think that if the committee who examined this sub- 
ject will state what they know about it, they will say that eve 

ible precaution is found there to prevent fire or to deal wi 
Ee should it occur. Ido not believe there isa building in this 
city that has as many and such effective appliances to deal with 
fire as that old structure has. 

It has been understood all the time, as far as I know, that as 
soon as this new structure was completed the work of tearin 
down the north end of the printing office could be begun, and 
think it ought to be begun; but I do not believe it is nece 
for us to either express or have any great alarm as to thə immi- 
nent danger of that building. Of course it is growing older all 
the time, as some of us are, and it needs repairs and care. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Sena- 
tor from Towa? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Isuggest to the Senator whether, perhaps, 
the resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts, and the report 
made in response to it by the Senator from West Virginia may not 
so call attention to the situation as to lead to precautions being 
taken which will properly secure the safety of the employees for 
the time being. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihave no doubt it will have that effect, but 
my information is, or, rather, my observation has been, that every 


ible ution against fire been already provided for. 
5 5 SCOTT. Wili the Senator from Iowa allow me? 
Mr, ALLISON. i 


Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that every 
ution has been taken against fire, but the Senator well knows 
t old, rotten wood—boards—burn very quickly even when the 
very greatest care is being used. The building, if he will allow 
me, has been propped; that is, it had extra rows of studding put 
through and uprights put under them in order to hold up the S 
It was the intention of the committee, as the chairman has sug- 
only tocall attention to the fact that that of the build- 
facing on North 1 Lon H street that the 
Senator refers to should at as early a date as possible be taken 
down. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is valuable information for the Senate, 
and I agree with that portion of the report, although, if I was 
wholly out of employment and desired some congenial occupa- 
tion, I for myself would be willing to risk it in that old buil d. 
ing for a few months ox even a few years, until a new construction 
could be completed. Therefore it is that I want to second the 
suggestion made by the Senator from New Hampshire that it is 
not really necessary at this moment that we should create such 
an alarm as respects the employees who are in that building that 
they will at once scamper away from it and fear that if they stay 
in ita month they will lose their lives. I do not think there is 
such danger. 


The gentleman who constructed the new building is an 
in construction, and I should be willing to intrust to him, as lam 
sure = enti Printer 5 willing to (pcg * the mak- 
ing of such repairs as may be necessary in that building to protect 
the lives and comfert of the employees until such time as a new 
building can be constructed. I hope that construction will take 
place at an early day, and I understand that already preliminary 
lans are being made to that end. When that time comes the 
ittee on Appropriations will undertake to present to the 
Senate the ap iation of such sums of money as will commence 
the construction of the building. Therefore I am quite willing 
to have this matter rest where it is, and I am sure it will have 


r attention in due time, 
e are just now engaged in a great question as ts publio 
buildings in this ict. If we were to undertake the buildin 


of all of them at this moment, it would cost a very large sum 
money to make the ctions 


necessary constru 7 : 
For one I do not share the alarm of the committee that has 


made this report as to the pope danger of the building. If therə 
is such danger, money will be provided, and I am sure that archi- 
tects and mechanics can be found who will hold up the building 
until a new structure can be completed. 

Mr. spre ili Syaa h ya — this in and dis- 
cussion have been pretty thy and have done great Isu 
pes is all true that the Sena 15 


there is not very press probability that any Lee aps happen 
ch certainly 


in the Uni 

rt is no more favorable than would have been the rt of 
a like examination of Ford’s Theater, or of the theater in Chicago, 
which was the condition of every theater there. If the Senator 
had known the condition of the Chicago theater and if he had 
been invited that afternoon to go there, he would have said: 
“ Well, it is all right to point out these difficulties; but I guess I 
shall take the risk one night. The chances are one in a thousand.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. So far as my knowledge extends, this old build- 
ing has in it every possible precaution against fire, which was not 
true at all in the case suggested by the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. Everything is provided there tha 

> x ing is provi ere that ingenui 
and skill can provide to prevent fire in that building, y 

Mr. HOAR, 5 building itself. Now, it is not quite 
logical to have a chil *sschool over a powdermill and say that 
every possible 3 human ingenuity can take has been 
taken against t powdermill's explosion. Do not put the chil- 
dren there. Every precaution has been taken against fire except 
the precaution of not having a building so in ble that it 
dere like tow if it catches fire. There is the trouble with the 
matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no powder stored there. 

Mr. HOAR. I know there is no powder stored there. 

Mr. President, I offered the original resolution as a pure reso- 
lution of inquiry, at the request of a good ee whose lives 
are exposed in that building and without myself knowing how the 
building was used or anything about it. All I know about the 
matter now is from the report of a subcommittee, made by an 
eminent business man, who says he has had large experience in 
construction. I am not responsible for its correctness or other- 
wise, but that is the way it was given to me. 

It seems to me to be duty to call attention to what that re- 

rt says, and if in the judgment of Senators of such excellent 
judgment as those who have spoken, who themselves know all 
about the matter, the condition of things, while not one which 
should be submitted to permanently, warrants the risk of remote 
danger and remote probability of trouble there, of course I sup- 
pose their judgment will be iesced in. But the condition of 
alarm, to which my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGRE] 
F y exists in a good many 
min 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single additional word. 
This matter has been talked about for nearly twenty years, off 
and on, and I think it has been very much exaggerated in the 
minds of some people. 

The Senator from Massachusetts Pur, Hoar] alluded to the 
old Ford’s Theater. The Senator will remember that that build- 
ing fell because some careless men undermined it. This Capitol 
would fall under similar circumstances. Ford's Theater was an 
old building, it is true, but the workmen dug under the founda- 
tions, and the building collapsed. 


1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2403 


I think that a great service has been performed in calling atten- 
tion to this matter, and I wish to give the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts my thanks and the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scorr] my thanks. : 

I want to say one thing further. The Senator has alluded to 
the unfortunate affair that occurred in Chicago a few weeks ago. 
Mr. President, the subject of protecting the public from such 
catastrophes has been before the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to my knowledge, during the entire time I have served 
in that committee, which is now almost thirteen years. We have 
investigated the public buildings in Washington from time to 
time, and a recent investigation, in response to a resolution sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], which is now in 
print, shows that, so far as the theaters in this city are concerned, 
they are as safe as human ingenuity can make them; and a re- 
cent inspection by the fire marshal of the churches and school- 
houses in this city brings to me verbally the same assurance. 
We hare not been neglectful of our duty in that regard; and I 
want it to go out to the country, not quite in the language of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, in reference to this printing house, 
but in reference to all our buildings here, that there is probably 
no city in the Union that has given such careful attention to the 
details of building construction and safety of the buildings in 
which people congregate as has been given in the city of Wash- 
ington. It is a great gratification to me that that is the fact. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr, ALLISON] has stated 
this matter exactly as it stands. This old building will in due 
time, and I trust before long, be removed, and a new structure 
be put on that site. We have greatly enlarged the facilities of 
that Printing Office during the last few years. The business has 
increased, and the employees to a limited extent have increased. 
I think we have doubled the capacity of that building in the two 
structures which have been p there at, I think, a cost of 
almost $3,000,000 in the total, and as y as possible this 
matter will be taken up, pending which I feel sure that that build- 
ing can be repaired in a way that will make it absolutely safe to 
the employees. 

That is what I want to have appear, so that those employees 
may not be panic-stricken every time they enter that building, 
because personally I should certainly have no fear if I were em- 
ployed in that structure. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4599) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to place the name of Adam K. Baylor on the retired list of 
the United States Navy with the of mate, United States 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 5 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4600) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to procure medals for the members or the legal heirs of the 
3 members of the Worth Infantry and York Rifles, who 
were the first fully armed and equipped soldiers to do active serv- 
ice in response to President Lincoln’s call for 75,000 volunteers, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4601) granting an increase of pen- 
sicn to Urbanus Hubbs; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington intrcduced a bill (S. 4602) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hiram Imus; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4603) to modify the mining laws 
applicable to the district of Alaska, and for other purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr: BARD introduced a bill (S. 4604) granting an increase of 
pension to Frances E. Kent; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4605) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles R. Schmidt; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4606) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward G. Horne; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. x 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 4607) granting an increase of 
pension to Jonathan B. W. Bennington; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4608) appropriating 
$50,000 for a textile and agricultural exhibit by the Government 
of the United States at Cape Town, South ica, during the 
months of December, 1904, and January, 1905; which was read 


ee by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Fo z 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4609) to authorize the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor to appoint a deputy collector of customs at 
Manteo, N. C.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
aco Sper eee) referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

a (S. 4610) for the relief of the estate of Esidore Cohn, de- 


ce * 

A bill (S. 4611) for the relief of the Bank of Rutherfordton, in 
the State of North Carolina (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4612) 55 the relief of William C. Rains (with ac- 
companying papers). 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4613) granting a pension 
to William T. Carliel; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4614) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph Reed; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4615) for the relief of the 
heirs of Sidney W. Spears, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 4616) for the relief of 


William S. Livingston; which was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Claims. R 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4617) for the relief of C. B. Me- 
Clenny; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Health and 
ational Quarantine 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4618) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Varnes; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4619) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Anna L. Bartleson; which was read twice by its title, and, 
ma the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4620) to amend section 8 of an 
act approved April 15, 1902, authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River at or near Parkville, Mo.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4621) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George Draper; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4622) to amend section 2305 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. SMOOT introduced a bill (S. 4623) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to extend the trust period provided for in 
patents for lands in Utah entered as homesteads by Indians of the 
Shoshone tribe; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4624) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Wheeler; which wasread twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4625) for the relief of 
John Holderby; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4626) for the relief of Thomas 
McGrath; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4627) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Sadler; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4628) granting a pension to William 
P. Edson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensigns. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4629) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Benson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4630) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Lindt; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4631) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
_ Mr. STEWART introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 52) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to use so much of the amount 
appropriated by the act approved February 18, 1904(Public No. 22), 
as may be necessary for clerical work and labor connected with 
the sale and leasing of Creek lands and the leasing of Cherokee 
lands in Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title, and, 
7 yes „ paper, referred to the Committee en In- 
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AMENDMENT TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $5,000 for the improvement of Twenty-second street 
from tur place to S street NW., in the city of Washington, 
D. C., intended to be by him to the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

J. HUDSON KIBBE, 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate 2 House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return to the Senate Senate bill 167, granting an 
increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe. 
BLACK WARRIOR RIVER BRIDGE, ALABAMA, 


Mr. PETTUS. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
pac consideration of the bill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the 

obile and West Alabama Railroad Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa 
County, Ala., in section 8, township 21 south, range 9 west of 
Huntsville meridian. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BUILDING FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 1508. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
moves to proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1508) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building to be used 
fora Department of State, a Department of Justice, anda De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. QUARLES. The Senator from Indiana has kindly con- 
sented to yield to me for a moment, that I may secure considera- 
tion of a bill which will not lead to debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first put the 
question on the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I hope that question will 
not be put until I can make an explanation as to why I think the 
motion should not be adopted. It is not a debatable proposition, 
I believe, but I think there are reasons why the bill ought not to 
be taken up just at this time. 

The Senator from Maryland . GORMAN] is absent, and is 
very much interested in this bill, as he is in all similar matters, 
and I do not suppose he will be here to-day. My information is 
that he will not be. I hope, therefore, that the bill will not be 
taken up until the Senator from Maryland may have an opportu- 
nity to be present. 

Mr. FAIRBAN KS. I always like to accommodate the Senator 
from Maryland, for whom I have the highest possible esteem, but 
I haye desired the Senate to consider this measure for some time, 
and have yielded because of the pressure of other business. Yes- 
terday I gave notice that I should move this morning to take up 
the bill. It is very important that action should be had soon if 
we are to accomplish anything. 

The Senator from Missouri understands very well that the ses- 
sion is fast fading away, and unless a measure like this, which 
needs the action of the other House, is considered here promptly, 
it might as well not be considered at all. e 

The Senator from Maryland said nothing to me of his desires 
in relation to this bill or as to the necessity of his absence. We 
know that it is difficult to have here at all times all the Senators 
who are interested in any particular measure; and so I hope the 
Senator from Missouri will consent to the taking up of the bill. 

Mr. COCKR Mr. President, to be frank with the Sena- 
tor, I think that it probably would hasten action on the bill if 
some delay is permitted. I am satisfied the Senator can not pass 
the bill to-day in the absence of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then, if the Senator please—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that if the Senator presses the bill 
now, it will necessarily lead to unnec discussion, because I 
know a number of Senators who feel that from Mary- 
land ought to have an 2 to be heard on this matter. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. not the Senator think it would be 
better for the Senator from Maryland to communicate with Sen- 
ators in c of the bill? 

Mr. ELL. I have not seen the Senator from Maryland 
for two or three days and do not know whether or not he is in the 
city, or whether he has had information of the notice which was 
given by the Senator from Indiana last evening. 
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Mr. FAIRBANKS. Does the Senator from Missouri know 
when the Senator from Maryland will be in the Senate? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I can not say, but I suppose he will be 
here on Monday. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, does the Senator think it 
is quite fair to delay a measurein which many are interested and 
to which they have given considerable attention upon so vague a 

ion as that? 
r. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that, and that is the reason I 
asked leave to be heard upon it. I know the proposition is not 
debatable. 

I think the better way would be for the Senator from Indiana 
togive notice to that effect if he wants to call up the bill on Mon- 
day or Tuesday morning. I do not know that there will be any 

tion bill that will then be in the way, or any othef 
privileged question. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The honorable Senator from Missouri is 
himself a member of the i on Appropriations, 


Senate almost any day. Now. will the Senator agree, on behalf 
of the Appropriations Committee, that this bill may be taken up 
on Monday and disposed of then? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I could not agree to that because I do not 

more than a small minority of the Appropria- 
tions Committee; if there is any bill which is liable to come 
from the Committee on Appropriations before the middle or last 
of next week, I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. F. . Mr. President 
Ft HALE. Will the Senator allow me to make an obserya- 

on? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Certainly. 
hoped that we might have received the 
naval y aparina bill from the other House, so that the proceed- 
ing of the committee could be had on it to-morrow, in order that 
the bill might be reported on Monday; but looking over the dobate 
in the House yesterday and finding that the bill has been by no 
means finished, I am entirely satisfied that we shall not only not 
be able to that bill on Monday, but that we shall not be 
able to get it before Monday. So we shall not have an appropria- 
tion bill then in the way of the Senator. 

The Senator from Maryland far, GORMAN] spoke to me about 
the bill of the Senator from Indiana. The Senator from Indiana 
had given notice once before, and then was called away, and the 
matter fell ont. The Senator from Maryland, whom I may call, 
as to matters relating to public buildings here, an old hand at 
the bellows, takes a great of interest in these measures. 

I see force in what the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
has said, and I should be very glad to have the matter go over 
until Monday, and either the Senator from Missouri or I will 
notify the Senator from Maryland that the Senator from Indiana 
will call up the bill on Monday morning. That will give the 
Senator from ren Ayo an opportunity of being here. 

Mr. F Well, Mr. President, I will ask the Senator 
if he will agree that this bill be made the special order for Mon- 
ne mane: after the routine business? 

. HALE. This matter is in charge of the Senator from 
Missouri, but so far as I am concerned, I see no objection to the 


. FATRBANKS. Upon that statement—— 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to say a word? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senatorfrom Maryland [Mr. Gorman], as 
I understand, is suffering with a severe attack of neuralgia. He 
is not seriously sick, but he is unable to go out of his house. He 
was noS MAES er wine and I do not think he is informed as to 
the notice which was given by the Senator from Indiana he 
FAIRBANKS] last evening. The Senator from Maryland, speaking 
to me abont another matter, said that he expected to be able 
to be herenext week. I think he is opposed to some of the provi- 
sions in the bill in charge of the Senator from Indiana and is 
anxious to present his views in regard to that measure. Forthat 
reason I hope the Senator from Indiana will not insist on asking 
for the consideration of the bill until the Senator from Maryland 
can be communicated with. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I greatly desire, of course, to accommo- 
date the Senator from Maryland so far as I reasonably can. The 
only purpose I have in pressing for the early consideration of the 
bill is that it may not come into conflict with the a riation 
bills, which take ce. I hope that the Senator from Mary- 
land will be well enough to be in his seat on Monday. If itis un- 
derstood thatthe bill shall be made the special order after the 
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routine business is closed on Monday morning, I will not press 
the motion to-day, Lask unanimous consent to that effect. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, I do not know what the Sen- 
ator means by that; but it seems to me that he can not make the 
bill the unfinished business without first having a vote of the Sen- 
ate to take it up. If the bill should come in after the routine 
morning business, it would go out at 2 o'clock, under the rule. 

Mr. FAIR Ik the Senator will allow me, I have moved 
to take up the bill now. 

Mr. LMAN. I understood that; but the request was then 
made that the Senator would not press that motion in the absence 
of the Senator from Maryland, It seems to me that the Senator 
can not get his bill before the Senate and make it the unfinished 
business to be ree of one way or the other withont a vote. 

Mr. FAIRBAN Certainly, I can not. 

Mr. . Ifthe Senator will give notice that on Mon- 
day or Tuesday he will, without to whether the Senator 
from Maryland is here or not, call up the bill and have the Senate 
decide whether or not they will e it the unfinished business, 
that would seem to accomplish his purpose, and not undertake to 
have any unanimous-consent agreement about it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not see how there can be any objection 
to the request I have made. I do not wish to press the measure 
in the absence of the Senator from Maryland, as the Senator from 
South Carolina very well understands, and I do not wish to jeop- 
ardize the consideration of the bill by toolongadelay. The fon 
tor knows that appropriation bills are liable to come into the 
Senate, and if they do we can not tell how much time they will 
consume. The Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] indicates that 
there will be no appropriation bill ready for consideration so early 
as Monday next. 

I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be made the special 
orcer on ene 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to remind the Senator that that does not 
require unanimous consent, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator can move to make the bill the special 
order for next Monday, and that can be done by a two-thirds 
vote, I think. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I will withdraw my motion 
and now move that the bill be taken up after the rontine business 
on next Monday morning and made the special order. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do J understand that by that the Senator is 
asking the Senate now to fix the order of business for Monday? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so understands the 
motion, 

Mr. TILLMAN. By a vote? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. By a vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. not the Senator rather taking advantage of 
the situation and, let me say, more or less the ignorance of Sen- 
ators on this question and the merits of it, without discussion to 
put it before us whether or no, when, if the matter could be pre- 
sented, the Senate might decide that it did not want to consider it, 
or it might desire to kill it, or it might desire to amend it, or 
something like that. It seems to me the Senator will reserve all 
of his rights and will secure his end just as expeditiously if he will 
wait until Monday and then moye to take it up, just like he is 
doing this morning. 

The only reason why those on this side are Seg Salag is in 
order to have the Senator from Maryland present. He seems to 
have the matter very much in interest and to be concerned about 
it, and has asked us to look after it. That is the only object I 
have in view. Is st to the Senator that he possibly will get 
further along in passing the bill if he will let the matter rest now 
without any further notice other than that he will call it up and 
ask the Senate to take it up. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. This is only asking that it be made the 
= order, It will be open to amendment or rejection by the 

mate, 

Mr. HOAR. Or postponement. 

Mr. FAIRBAN Or postponement. 

Mr. HALE. It will be subject to any other motion. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. It only starts it. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from South Carolina that 
this vote does not amount to much more than a notice that it will 
come up then. The Senator can get up at that time and move to 
take it up without notice. If it is e the special order, it does 
not take precedence of the unfinished business. If the Senator 
1 m i should come in and say that the Senator from 

aryland 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. I shall not object any further. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Missouri should come in and 
say that the Senator from Maryland was still absent and would 
like a delay of a day or two, that he was ill, or that any other in- 
terested Senator was, all these questions would be open. Making 


it the special order is a very much more convenient thing for the 
5 oper: of the measure, use instead of that they are liable 
to be constantl. rised by a special motion. 

The P. pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
moves that the bill (8. 1508) to porua for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building to be used for a De- 
partment of State, a Department of Justice, and a De ent of 
Commerce and Labor, be made a special order for Monday next 
immediately after the conclusion of the routine morning business, 
[Putting the question.] The “ayes” haveit; and two-thirds hav- 
ing voted therefor, it 1s made the special order for Monday next 
immediately after the conclusion of the routine business. 

PROOFS IN LAND CASES. 

Mr. QUARLES. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 11812) relating to applications, de- 
claratory statements, entries, and final proofs ane — the home- 
stead and other land laws, and to confirm the same in certain 
cases when made ontside of the land district within which the 
land is situated. It is a bill which onght to receive attention. 
It will take only a moment, being a short bill, 

Mr. GALLIN GER. Iwillnotobject to this bill, but after it has 
been disposed of, unless other business intervenes, I will ask that 
we proceed with the Calendar in order. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I shall ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
to indulge me to pass one bill. I have not asked the favor of the 
Senate before this session, and after the Senator from Wisconsin 
gets through, if he will let me pass a brief bill, I shall be obliged. 

Mr. G GER. Let this one be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
= 55 the present consideration of the bill, which will be stated 

y title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 11812) relating to applications, 
declaratory statements, entries, and final proofs under the home- 
stead and other land laws, and to confirm the same in certain 
cases when made outside of the land district within which the 
land is situated. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. . Has not the bill been read once? 

Mr. QUARLES. The bill has not been read. It has only re- 
cently been reported, and there are reasons why it sho be 
passed at an of day. 

Mr. COC Day before yesterday I undertook to pass 
this bill, thinking it was another bill which I wanted to have 

, and it was read, beyond any question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I found it was not the bill, and the other 
was 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEGISLATION AFFECTING ALASKA, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate that on Thursday next, after the comple- 
tion of the morning business, the day shall be given to the con- 
sideration of Alaskan legislation, providing it does not interfere 
with appropriation bills. 

There are now before the Senate, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, about four bills of immediate and pressing importance, 
upon very material and much-needed subjects up there, such as 
roads, municipal corporations, etc. I do not think that any of 
these bills rted will be controverted, but unless we can fix a 
day next weak for their consideration it is pretty clearthat there 
may not be pig Finest at the present session on this subject 
which would be very unfortunate. These bills are the result o 
the subcommittee’s investigation into Alaskan conditions and are 
agreed to by all of us. I ask unanimous consent, as I have indi- 


cated. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the Senator from Indiana 
completed his request? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have completed my request. 
Mr. GALLINGER, It is not to interfere with appropriation 


bills, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Istated that—not to interfere with appro- 
priation bills. 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent that on Thursday next, after the completion 
of the routine morning business, the Senate shall proceed to the 
consideration of bills relating to Alaska, not to interfere, how- 
ever, with 5 bills. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
d por I ask that we go to the Calendar now. Is that 
in orde 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar itself is in order, 
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r LODGE. I ask for the regular order. 

I hops the Senator from Massachusetts will 
ae cut me off after I asked permission and have given notice that 
I wanted a little bill passed. It is the first time I have asked that 
favor this session. 

Mr. LODGE. We all of us want to pass little bills, and I do 


not see why the fair way is not to go to the Calendar instead of 
each sctambling for time. 

Mr, TILLMAN. If the Senator would apply the same rule to 
all it would be all right, but he sat there and let one bill go 
through. I do not see why he can not allow me to have my bill 


Mr. LODGE. Thatwasa request for unanimous-consent agree- 
ment to fix a day next week for the consideration of certain bills. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, on the other side of you. The Senator 
from "Wisconsin passed a bill. 
Mr. LODGE. I was not aware of that. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts demands the regular order. 
Mr. LODGE. If we are going in and scramble fortime I with- 
draw as uest, 
Mr. P R. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Order Pe Business 788. 
Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, I want to know how I got 
sidetracked by the Senator from Vermont? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts withdraw his demand for the regular order? 


Mr. LODGE. Yes; but I think I will renew it. I think it is fi 


the only fair way. We are all of us anxious to get bills through, 
and it seems to me it is the only fair way. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The Senator from husetts had with- 
drawn his demand when I made the request. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well; then I withdraw it. Let the 
Senator from Vermont and the Senator from South Carolina get 
their bills through. They must always pass their bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro ei nk Then, the Chair will recognize 
the Senator from South Caro 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in this connection I desire 
to say that I have, at the request of 8 Senators, been trying to 
facilitate the consideration of bills on the Calendar. I always 
want to be courteous, and I gave notice that I would ask that we 
go to the Calendar. But, if it is agreeable to the Senate, I cer- 
tainly have no objection to devoting the time until 2 0 clock to 
the consideration of bills which individual Senators may want to 
have considered. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to know whether they will be subject 


to benen 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. TELLER. I do not 5 7 ‘to object unless somebody 25 
poses the consideration of a bill that is going to occupy the 
ate 3 some length of aen and in that case I should object. 

be GALLINGER. Bills will be subject to objection. 

r. TELLER. As it is for only a few moments, I will not in- 
3 855 Otherwise I should. 

Mr. ALLISON. The proposition is to consider bills on the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senate will be proceeding 
under Rule VIII, and one objection will prevent the consideration 
of a bill unless on motion a 1 determine otherwise. The 
Senator from South ae 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iask 5 consent to call up out of its 
order the bill (S. $067) for the relief of the estate of R. W. Bul 

Mr. HOAR. I should like, before the bill is proceeded with, to 
understand the liamentary situation. I understand that two 
Senators called for the Calendar, and then waived the demand in 
order that matters unobjected to might be called up by Senators. 

eal FIRDA, If this bill is objected to, I not expect to 


Ar. O AR Let me say a word, if you please. They waived 
the Calendar in order that Senators might call up bills until 2 
o'clock. Is it not necessary to reserve the right to call up the 
Calendar at 2 o'clock? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At 2 o’clock the Calendar of 
General Orders will come e up, under the rule, 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In any event? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In any event, unless by unan- 
imous consent other ition is made. 


ESTATE OF R. W. BULLOCK, DECEASED, 


Mr. TILLMAN. I now ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 2667) for the relief of the estate of 
R. W. Bullock, deceased. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to the 


estate of R. W. Bullock, deceased, for mail service performed as 
contractor on route 5726, South Carolina, from October 1, 1859, 
to January 31, ie the sum of $95.21, with interest to date 


Mr. I ask that the report be read. It seems to be 
one of these old mail affairs. 

Mr. TILLMAN, It is an old mail bill. 

un COCKRELL, It goes back to the ist of January, 1861. 


Mr. TILLMAN. It involves only ninety-odd dollars, 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. STEWART on 
the sos ee kp follows: 


to the Senate and to 3 he Py ee ee 
That the claim is just and ould d will be seen from the es 
letter of the Postmaster-Ge: writ 


neral, it in to your committee’s 
request for the Departments views as to the mi of the claim: 
OFFICE OF THE 255 
Washington, D. C., January 15, 1904. 
Sır: Receipt is 8 of your request of the6th instant for pa 
or copies of same, on file in — relating to the ora og covered 
ve been atin as 


by pensie bill 2667, for the relied 0 H estate of = W. 
ich bill is for payment for mail service said to ha 
a on route 6726, South Carolina, Kan October 1 1,1859, to January 81, 
In zeny I haye the honor to inform A br that the recordsof this office show 
that from October 1, 1859, to January 31, 1861, Richard W. Bullock, of Ninety- 
S. C., was contractor at $163 per annum. Under a general order of the 
ral all . including this route, was 
discontinued from May 31, 1861. 
The . of ——— ofico do not show what amounts were actually paid 
under this con your letter has been referred, for further attention, 


to the cotter tor for ng Peet 0 l ce Department, from whose records 
ormation may be obtained. 


Very respectfully, 
H. C. Payne, Postmaster-General. 
Hon. Francis E. WARREN, 
hairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


Mr. ALLISON. I merely ask for information, but according 
to the bill the account is to drawinterest. I believe there is a 
general law that the rate of interest shall be 4 per cent, and I 
2 5 it might be well to put such a provision in this bill. 

TILLMAN. It might as well be put in. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I had not noticed the matter of interest. 
Has as the Senator from South Carolina the ay gol of the Auditor? 
Mr. TILLMAN, r have the report of the Acting Auditor of the 


Treasury Departmen 
Mr. COCKRELL. an right. 
Mr. TILLMAN, I will read it. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 23, 190k. 
Hon. Francis E. WARREN, 


hairman Committee on Claims, United States Senate. 


Sır: In reply to your letter of the 6th instant, received by reference from 
1 t Postmaster -General. V 

R. W. for eames of the amount standing to his credi 
for mail service performed as contractor on route No. 5726, South Caro 


pe 

as set forth in Senate bill No. 0. Ser Ihave 5 — honor to inform vou that the 
records of this office show that Richard W. ullock, of Ninetysix, 8. C., was 
the contractor of route No. 8755 South Carolin, fe October 

January 81, 1961, there is a balance of 5 

pa geoon for service from J 4 1. 


f this class of claims wer were paid by the Co Confederate States govern- 
saan Put the Confederate records (mutilated) now in 4 of this 


office do not we so far as they go, oat aar payment — made to Mr. Bul- 
lock or his heirs for mail transportation contract with the United 


tates. 
Respectfully, N. L. CHEW, Acting Auditor, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move tostrike out the words“ with inter- 
est to date.“ We never have paid interest on any claim of that 
kind during the last twenty years, and I do not think it right that 
we establish a precedent of paying interest. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was going to say that for sev- 
eral years I tried to get one of these claims allowed, and it was 
finally passed by Congress. It was for the widow of a contractor, 
and involved some three or four thousand dollars. The widow 
lived in Connecticut, and I know in that case the Government did 


not 2 in 

r. TEMAN. Of course if it is the rule that interest shall 
N Jean not ask that you shall make any change in be- 
half of this citizen of m: N 

Mr. COCKRELL t is the universal rule; and I will say 
frankly that Iam very much astonished that the Senator from 
Nevada reported the bill with those words in it. It is the e pi 
time for a 5 pes that the Committee on Claims has mad 
report of this kind. The only report that has been made eng ia 
1 last TELIA ee allowing interest was a report made—— 

xpect this man will be glad to get anything. 
He b. has been kept out of thi this money for forty years. 

Mr. STEWART. I did not observe the matter of interest. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to say that the only time in re- 
cent years when a bill allowing interest was reported was when 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads reported a bill al- 
lowing interest, and we beat them in the Senate by a vote of nearly 
two-thirds against the report when it was So the prece- 
dent of not paying interest has been very firmly establish 


1904. 


Bonk BEVERIDGE (to Mr. TILLMAN). You do not insist on 
terest? 

Mr, TILLMAN. I can not insist on anything. I suppose my 
friend down there will be glad to get the principal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). The 
Senator from Missouri offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to strike 
out with interest to date. 

The amendment was to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LEONARD I. BROWNSON, 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 4066) for the relief of Leonard I. Brownson. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent to revoke so much of General Orders as dismissed First Lient. 
Leonard I. Brownson, Company K, Fifth Vermont Volunteers, 
and tocause to be issued to him a certificate of honorable muster 
out of the service. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Vermont will make 
a brief explanation of the bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have explained this measure two or three 
times in previous sessions of the Senate, and a similar bill has 
3 unanimously, I think, three times I know twice. I served 

the regiment with this gentleman. There was a little misun- 
derstanding with the adjutant and a few sharp words and 
he was tried and dismissed very unjustly. He Was a soldier, 
and has a fine record. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEOPOLD HERBERT SCHWERIN. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2605) to authorize the appointment of 
Acting Asst. Surg. Leopold bert werin, United States 
Navy, as an assistant surgeon in the United States Navy. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA, 


Mr. McENERY. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2467) for the relief of the Citizens’ Bank 
of Lonisiana. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I will allow it to be passed over with- 
out prejudice. á 
ELECTRIC WIRING IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 3) to regulate electrical wiring in the 
District of Columbia. 

The Secretary read the bill; and the Senate, by unanimous con- 
sent, proceeded with its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Section 14 ought to be stricken out certainly. 
Mr. KEAN. Thereareamendments to the bill. Ido not know 
what they are. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are amendments pend- 
8 4 that section. 

. GALLINGER. Section 14 was amended by the committee, 
I will say to the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the com- 
mittee will be stated in their order. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, page 1, line 4, after the word 
t“ construction,” insert the words or installation; ’’ and in line 6, 
after the word act, insert “or who is not working under the 
PESTO A ARS TERE AO Reeth E Os Sp Sink Sis. haven 
read: 


ne nea E DO ONARA OERS ar O OE BERA rege ey bao Sr 
tractor or to in electrical construction or installation in the ict 
of Columbia who not have been licensed as provided in 

is not working under the supervision of some person so 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 9, after the words United 
States,” to strike out or of the District of Columbia; so as to 
read: 

Provi That in this act shall be construed 
bulldin of the United tes or to diminish 3 
/ she Superiniwndent of the Capitol 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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. lLoffer an amendment to that clause. After 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
the word grounds,“ in line ear move to insert the Superin- 


tendent of the Congressional Library Building and Grounds.” 
We do not want ee any more than the Su- 
rintendent of the — Building and Grounds. There isno 
guage in the bill which excludes the Congressional Library 
from its tion, and this amendment is therefore ne a 
Mr. G GER. Would not that repair mn ee 
of the United States? 
Mr. COCKRELL. No more than the Capitol building would 
bea Loops ao the United States. 
s MeS GER. I think we intend to exclude the Capitol 
uilding. 


Mr. COCKRELL. But you have put that provision in here, 
5 therefore it becomes necessary to make provision for the 


air GALLINGER. 37 
pro amen mt pro 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1,line 11, after the word “ grounds,” 
insert the words the Superintendent of the Congressional Library 
Building and Grounds.” i 

Mr. N. Are not all public buildings of the United 
States exempt from the apenan of this proposed statute? 

Mr. G. GER. bill provides— 

ni in this act shall be construed i 
That nothing to apply to public buildings of 

As the bill was originally drafted (and I will state that it was 
drafted-by the Commissioners or the law officers of the District 
it had the words “ or of the District of Columbia,” and it seem: 
to the committee that the District authorities ought to supervise 
their own send a at least. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. So we struck that out. But it seemed to 
me that this was a complete exemption of buildings owned by the 


Government. 
Mr. N. So it seems to me. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The other clause is as to the authority. 
Mr. COCKRELL, The other provision is as to the authority 


to control the buildings. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It reads: 
That not in this act shall be construed to to i 
276... 
ubie 
itol B prose Goman and | or uperintendent of the Cap- 


The Senator from Missouri wishes to extend that to the Library 
building, and I think there is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is none certainly, but it seems to me 
that if all public prim are excluded that is sufficient. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should think so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But the Capitol building and the Congres- 
sional Library building are directly under our own control. We 
do not want to have this authority interfere with the authority of 
our Superintendents, and they would probably have the authority 
to interfere if they were not named. ` 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand, but how will that affect the 
Treasury Department building or the State, War, and Navy De- 

artment building? They are under the general authority of the 
overnment of the United States. Is it intended that they should 
take control of the supervision of those buildings? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. I will say to the Senator that 
it is the purpose of the bill to absolutely prevent them from do- 


a, RE 

. ALLISON. So I su ; but I wondered why it was 
that we are to name two or buildings at this particular point 
and omit all the others. 

Mr. TELLER, The bill excepts two or three buildings. 

Mr. ALLISON. It excepts two or three buildings. For in- 
stance, the State, War, and Navy building is under the control of 
the joint board there. The Treasury Department building is un- 
der the control of the Secretary of the Treasury, who has an elec- 
trician of his own, and so on. 

Mr. COCKRELL, No; I do not think they have any machinery 
in the Treasury ent for producing electricity. It is fur- 
nished by the company. That is my understanding. I shonld 
like to call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to the fact that 
these public buildings are not lighted, at least all of them are not 
lighted, by machinery operated by the United States within the 
buildings. Therefore, their appliances ought to be subject to ex- 
amination just the same as in private houses. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that; but here is a provision— 

That no in this 
BE etary ne act shall be constrned to apply to public buildings ef 

Now, that seems very clear and sweeping— 


or to diminish the authority of the officer in charge of public buildings ard 
3 or the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, or to 
e generation of power by incorporated companies, etc. 
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The officer in charge of public buildings and grounds does not 
haye, as I understand it, control of the Treasury Department 
building or of the Interior De ent building. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. These buildings are placed under 
this control, as I understand it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The light is furnished to them from ont- 
side power, and they ought to be subject to inspection just as is 
the case when it is furnished to a private residence or to a church 
or theater. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think so. 

Mr. KEAN. I think that the bill had better go over, if the Sen- 
ators do not agree about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Some of the public buildings, at least, have a 
small electric power in them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some few of them may have, but as a rule 
they do not. 

. KEAN. I do not want to object to the bill, and I do not 
want it to lose its pe on the Calendar, but—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will come up at 2 o’clock. If the Sen- 
ator wants to putit over for three minutes, very well. 

Mr. AL N. I do not wish to interfere with the bill. Its 
general purpose seems to be commendable. 

Mr. GAL GER. It is a very desirable bill and it is agreeable 
to all interests. The contractors, the people of the District, and 
the people representing the Government as well, want it. I hope 
it ma 2 

Mr IBSON. Mr. President 

Mr. GALLINGER. As the honorable Senator from Montana 
wishes to call up a bill before 2 o'clock, I will ask that this bill 
may be ganed over for the present. I shall call it up sgain. 

. TELLER. What is the number? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is Senate bill No. 3. I wish the Sena- 

tor from Colorado would look it over. 


COURTS IN MONTANA, 


Mr. GIBSON. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2385) providing for holding regular 
terms of the circuit and district courts of the United States at 
Great Falls, Mont. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It provides that hereafter, and until otherwise provided by law, 
re terms of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the district of Montana shall be held at Great Falls, 
Mont., on the first Monday in May and on the first Monday in Osto- 
ber in each year, and causes civil and criminal may be trans- 
ferred by the court or judge thereof from Helena or Butte to 
Great Falls or from Great Falls to Butte or Helena, in said dis- 
trict, when the convenience of parties or the ends of justice would 
be promoted by the transfer; and any interlocutory order may be 
made by the court or judge thereof in either place. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY O. BASSETT, 

Mr. MALLORY. It is not quite 2 o’clock, and I ask unanimous 
consent to call up the bill (S. 623) for the relief of Henry O. Bas- 
sett, heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It proposes to pay to Henry O. Bassett, sole surviving heir 
of He Opeman Bassett, deceased, $142.59. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TRANSPORTATION OF SUPPLIES FOR ARMY AND NAVY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the Calendar of General Orders. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the Calen- 
dar may be considered during the afternoon under Rule VIII. 

Mr. . Iwish the Senator would withhold that request 
for a moment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will do so. 

Mr. HALE, When the Senate reached on the Calendar the bill 
(S. 2263) to require the employment of vessels of the United 
States for public purposes, in the absence of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas (Mr. BERRY], it was passed over with the understanding 
that it would be taken up when he should be present. I moye 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2263) to require the 
employment of vessels of the United States for public p 

Mr. HALE. I do not think it will take much time. 
proposo to consume any time. ` 

. BERRY. Does the Senator from Maine propose to say 
anything about the bill? 


do not 


Mr. HALE. It is so good a bill that I would be willing to let 
it pam on its own merits. 

. BERRY. Ihave no doubt the Senator would be, 

Mr. HALE.. The Senator said to me that while he had no feel- 
ing about the bill he desired to submit some remarks upon it, and 
I waited until he was present before calling up the bill. 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That vessels of the United States, and no others, shall 
be employed in the transportation by sea of coal, provisions, fodder, or sup- 
plies of any description, purchased pursuant to law, for the use of the Army 
or Navy; but this section shall not be construed to prohibit the transporta- 
tion ot such articles by any vessel owned by any Department of the Govern- 
ment. 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States may from time to time 

nd, in whole or in part, section 1 of this act whenever, in the interests 
of the national defense, such suspension may seem to him desirable. 

Sec. 8. That the Secre of War and the Secretary of the Navy are 
hereby directed to enforce the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 4. That all acts and pre of acts in so far as incons’stent with the pro- 
visions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall take effect one month after its passage. 


Mr. HALE. There is an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
an amendment, in section 2, page 2, line 1, before the word such,“ 
to insert or for the protection of the interests of the Govern- 
ment;”’ so as to make the section read: h ; 

Src. 2. That the President of the United States may from time to time 


suspend, in whole or in part, section 1 of this act whenever, in the interests 
of the national defense or for the agi neigh ae interests of the Govern- 
0. 


ment, such suspension may seem to 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to havea definition of what are 
“ vessels of the United States.“ Does that mean that the United 
States must be the owner of the vessel? 

Mr. HALE. This only applies to those; it does not at all go into 
the general question. It is only the simple question that when 
the Government eel ee stores or goods to foreign ports it shall 
be done by vessels of the United States. 

Mr. BERRY. Not belonging to the United States? 

A Mr. HALE. No; but vessels that are papered by the United 
tates. 

Mr. ALLISON. Registered. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; registered. Itisunderstood in business very 
well. They are to be vesselsof the United Statesand not foreign 
tramps. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, under the present law the Secre- 
tary of War is required to let to the lowest bidder the right to 
carry the property of the United States to foreign ports. Under 
the present law any shipowners can bid, and, if they get the con- 
tract, they can carry it. This proposition is to confine the bids 
to American vessels and not permit any vessel that is nota regis- 
tered vessel of the United States to enter into the competition. 

I voted against this bill in the Committee on Commerce. I did 
not believe that it ought to pass. I believed that it was in effect 
a subsidy bill to these ships; that while it did not go to the ex- 
tent of the subsidy bill which was di here, and which at 
one time passed the Senate, nevertheless it was making the United 
States Government pay more money for the transportation of 
these goods in order that the benefit would accrue to these ships; 
that it was a direct gift of whatever that difference was to the 
American ships, and in that way I regarded it as a subsidy. 

Now, at that time we did not have a report from the Secretary 
of War. The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce 
before that report was received. Afterwards the report came in, 
and the Secretary of War has presented the objections to this bill 
in a stronger way than I can present them. It is a very short re- 
port. I should like to have the Secretary read the report made 
by the Secretary of War on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 


report. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


War DSPARTMENT, 
Washington, January 14, 1904. 

Str: Referring to Senate bill 2283, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session 
in ee to your request for suggestions touching the merits of the bill 
and the propriety of its passage, I have the honor to transmita report by the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army to the Secretary of War, dated Decem- 
ber 26, 1903, a further report by the Quartermaster-General to the Secretary 
of War, dated January . 1004. in response to a request for detailed informa- 
tion, and a report from the same officer to the Secretary of War, dated Janu- 
ary 13, 1904, in response to further fic requests for information, 

grea 


t bulk of freight shippe the War Department to the Philip- 

pines upon the transports owned By the United States. The remainder 
en in foreign bottoms, because the owners of foreign vessels uni- 
formly un ‘bid the owners of American vessels. — opportunity has 
been given to American vessels to compete, and the stan tions of 
the ent are to prefer Am vessels wherever there is such sub- 


stani ‘ 
I 5 whatever of the wisdom of a provision which shall make 
ible to do this business through the employment of of American ships, 
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I think, however, that there is great danger that the p: of this bill in 
its present form would involve the Government in serious difficulty and un- 
warranted expense. The number of American yessels available for ship- 
ment from the Atlantic coast to the Philippines is so small that a rigid re- 
quirement that shipments should be made in American vessels only would 
put the Government entirely at the mercy of a very few individuals, who 
could charge any price they wished. The only alternative to thé possible 
payment of enue titans prices for shipments from New York tu Manila 
would be sending the freight by rail to the Pacific coast, and thence by ship 


Your committee will observe, by examining the Quartermaster-General’s 
report of January 13, that the ayorago con of transporting all classes of freight 
from New York to Manila during the calendar year 1903 has been $11.91 per 
ton of 2,000 pounds, while the average cost of transporting all classes of freight 
by rail from New York to San Francisco has been $28.70 per ton of 2,000 Sag 
that is to say, it now costs two and one-half times as much to get freight from 
New York to the Pacific coast as it now costs to got it from New York to 
Manila. Under these circumstances, if we were confined absolutely to Ameri- 
can bottoms for this business we would have no way of escaping from the 
payment of at least three times as much as we now pay for this class of trans- 

rtation. 

Si think the same result can be accomplished and this danger avoided by 
changing the form of the bill so that it will authorize a preference to Ameri- 
can shipping, providing the charge made does not exceed the prices bid by 
the owners of foreign vessels more than a specific percentage. 

A bill providing for sucha 7 in respect of shipments on the Pacific 
was introduced in the House in thé first session of the Fifty-seventh 5 5 Sore 
(eS R.1441). It was favorably reported by the House Committee on Military 

airs (Report No. 2348). It had the warm approval of this Department, but 
was defeated on the floor of the House upon the avowed ground that it 
would amount to a kind of a ship subsidy. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
vol. 35, pt. 7, pp. 6887-6891.) x 

For greater convenience, I take the liberty of inclosing a copy of that bill 
as indicating the form of the provision which, it seems to me, would best ac- 
complish the desired object of doing the Government business in such a way 
as to promote American shipping. I should be in favor of increasing the 
preference to, say, S or 30 per cent. 

Very respectfully, 
ELIHU ROOT, Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 


Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


Mr. DANIEL. That letter has been printed? 

Mr. BERRY. It has been printed. It is Senate Document No. 
94 of the present session. ; 

I have heard—I do not know whether it has been printed or not 
that subsequently the Secretary of War made some modifications 
in a private letter, or a letter at least that was written to the chair- 
man of the committee, but not to the committee itself, in regard 
to his views on this question, but he presents the matter here in 
such a light that it seems to me it ought to be fatal to the bill, 

He states that the number of American vessels which are en- 
gaged in that trade is very small; that the foreign vessels have 
uniformly underbid the American vessels, so that it has practically 
been carried in foreign bottoms. He says, furthermore, that con- 
fining it to a few would enable them to fix such exorbitant rates 
as the Government ought not to pay. 

We all know, Mr. President, that the very moment the bidding 
‘is confined to the owners of American vessels, they are so few in 
number that they will make a combination or a trust, or whatever 
you may choose to call it, and they can force this Government to 
pay any exorbitant demand they may make or desire. 

It is true that the Senate committee put on an amendment that 
the President might, on certain occasions, modify the law, but we 
all know that in practice that will not be done. The Secretary 
says that a bill of the kind he proposes is that the goods shall be 
carried in American vessels, provided they do not bid more than 
25 or 30 per cent more than is bid by the owners of foreign ves- 
sels. Such a bill as that was introduced into the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but it was beaten on the ground that it was a subsidy 
to the shipowners. And it was beaten, Mr. President, upon the 
proper ground, It can be ee but asubsidy. If we pro- 
vide here that the bidding shall be entirely confined to them, if 
we pay them three times as much as we otherwise would have to 
pay, and the Secretary says we would under this bill with even 
30 per cent more, it is a subsidy to that extent, whatever itmay be. 

I know Senators may talk about appealing to American patri- 
otism, and having the goods carried by American vessels. Iwould 
be glad if all of our transportation could be carried in American 
bottoms, provided it could be fairly done; but I am opposed, under 
whatever guise or whatever shape it may come, to voting a subsidy 
to these vessels. I do not think it is the policy of this Government 
to pay ship subsidies, and I do not believe it is fair to pass a bill 
here which will enable a few shipowners to charge the Govern- 
ment three times the cost that ought to be charged for Se bed 
the goods belonging to the Government. On that ground I am 
opposed to the bill. i 

r. HALE. Mr. President, I know the deep-rooted sentiment 
of the Senator from Arkansas against a subsidy bill, and that sen- 
timent is shared by a great many Senators besides the Senator 
from Arkansas, but this bill does not raise that question. The 
issue on a subsidy bill has passed certainly from this session of 
Congress. The ghost of that bill will not appear before the eyes 
of any Senator. This is in no respect a substitute for that, but 
with our dwindling commerce, constantly fading away, it is a re- 
proach to us that what every other great nation does—transport 


its military supplies in its own ships—we should not do in our 
own case. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to cor- 
rect him right there in one moment? I will not take longer. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. My information is, from the evidence which came 
to the Committee on Commerce, that there is no law either in 
Germany, France, or Great Britain requiring their military sup- 
plies or any other supplies to be carried in their own vessels. 

Mr. HALE. But France snbsidizes her own lines—— 

Mr. BERRY. She subsidizes ships. 

Mr. HALE. Andin Germany and in other European countries 
it is all a matter of regulation—not of statute, but of regulation, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Departmental regulation. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. In Germany the war and naval departments 
are strictly limited by regulation to their own vessels for govern- 
ment transportation. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator may be correct as to what the prac- 
tice is; but I repeat that, eens to the information furnished 
the committee, there is no law in Germany requiring it. 

Mr. HALE. No; it is there done as the European powers do 
many of those aur he regulation. 

Mr. BERRY. While I have the floor, with the Senator's per- 


mission, I will answer him. He thinks this bill has no feature of · 


a subsidy. I will ask the Senator to answer this question: If we 
y three times as much, or even 30 per cent more, for carrying 
in American ships than we do in foreign vessels, is not that a di- 
rect gift or subsidy, or whatever you may choose to call it, to the 
owners of American vessels? 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it is only doing what we doin our 
coasting trade. We confine it to American ships; and under that 
rovision the coasting trade, while every other trade has run 
own to almost nothing, is doubling every six or eight or twelve 


years. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to 
answer the Senator from Arkansas in relation to the testimony 
before the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. HALE, I will. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will take but a moment. I want to inter- 
ject here at this point the statement that, while it is true there is 
no law requiring it, there was no evidence that any European gov- 
ernment, whether England, France, Germany, or Russia, ever 
transported one dollar's worth of supplies for their army or their 
navy in ships flying the flag of any other nation. Asa matter of 
fact, with the permission of the Senator from Maine, I wish to 
say that there is no instance on record where England has ever 
in all her great transportation business given a dollar's worth of 
freight to any other nationality, although the ships of Norway 
and Sweden operate from 15 to 25 per cent less than do the ships 
of England. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly, Mr. President, there is a natural 
feeling of fitness and pride in the product of their own people, 
which induces nations to have their stores, munitions of war, and 
everything of that sort transported in their own ships; and that is 
all that is asked here. 

We have here the letter of the Secretary of War. The letter 
which was read applied to other conditions. The Secretary has 
suggested one or two amendments. One amendment is that the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Secr of War may be allowed 
to suspend the operation of this act. that is at all essential, in- 
stead of leaving it inthe hands of the President, that can be done; 
bnt it amounts to the same thing. Undoubtedly the Senator will 
see that it makes no difference whether the President is authorized 
to suspend, or the two Secretaries who have charge of these two 
Departments. If the President suspends, technically he will refer 
the matter to one of the Secretaries. 

The original provision was: 

That the President of the United States may from time to time nd, 
in whole or in part, section 1 of this act whenever, in the interests of the 
national defense— 

That would limit it toa condition of war; but we propose to 
insert as an amendment the following: 


or for the protection of the interests of the Government. 


If the Secretary of War or the Secretary of the Navy should 
find by any possibility a combination which attempts to impose 
upon them undue prices, then. for the protection of the interests 
of the United States, either of the Secretaries or the President 
himself may d the operation of the act. So that reason for 
not passing the bill ceases by this amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. I ask the Senator, does not the Secretary of War 
recommend most heartily the following amendment: 

I think the same result can be accomplished and this danger avoided 
33 E ate ee rene areas eee 
the owners ot oreign y more than a specific percentage. p 


. 
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Steamships available for Philippine trade, ete.Continued. 


Mr. HALE. That ia iha originai REFER What eee 
about is as to what occurred rwards. 

As to the point that has been made by the opponents of this 
bill and of another bill—the Secretary alluded to that; he was not 
then informed—that there were no American ships of sufficient 
numbers to do this trade and that it would be thrown into the 
hands, as the Senator es of a few shipbuilders and shipowners, 
I have here lists of the ships that are waiting to do this 8 ess, 
steamships with capacity amounting to 145,512 tons on the Pacific 
and 160,900 tons on the Atlantic, besides all the sailing vessels, and 
they are waiting for this business. 

Mr. President, I stake any reputation that I may have for being 
able to see things as they actually occur thatif this bill simply 
puts in practice the practice of every other great nation of trans- 
porting its own supplies in ships of its own country, while there 
will at first be perhaps some little increase in rates—and I think 


U i a SEE ESE EN, SE RE | 


a ee tae TS 
Nore.—Some of these steamers are now em in the tank oil trade, 
but they are capable of quick conversion. 8 


POSSIBLY AVAILABLE FOR PHILIPPINE TRADE. 


that will not be very much—the competition is such that it will 12°00 88 
ve to be true, just as it has in the Hawaiian Islands, where 12.000 8.621 
rates for transporting in our own ships are not now higher 8,500 3,643 
than they were ten years ago, before annexation. 858 88 
It is, Mr. President, a crying shame, with American- built ships, 8.500 8.716 
built by American workmen, owned by American shipowners, 5,000 2,824 
standing ready before the Government asking for the poor boon 5,000 2,824 
of transporting its supplies in their ships, that our Government $0,000 37,187 


shall do differently from every other government and open that 
peaa rap reap EA yia Peai p kene g . Ihave 
not stated that so strongly as I wish that I could, but I have 
stated it as strongly as I can. 

I will insert these lists here, because I do not care to read them, 
as I promised that the bill should not take much time. I am 
Dore Sn wins ing to leave this question to the Senate as it 

now. 


APPENDIX C. 
Available for Philippine trade—Atlantic or Pacifie Ocean, 
SAILING SHIPS OF IRON OR STEEL. 


The lists referred to are as follows: 
Tons. Tons. 
: APPENDIX . __ | Abby Fahner ——————— S 1 8 
Steamships available for Philippine trade between Pacific ports and the Phil- | Star of Bengal _.. 
ippines after July 1, 1904. gal 2855 1.85 
[Page 44, Report for 1903 of Commissioner of Navigation.] 28 . 
3,000 1748 
Vessel. Owner. 2,600 Tho 
5,500 2, 987 
11,284 | Pacific Mail Steamship Co. 9045 90 2 
5 0 „ 
11.270 Do. 8,000 1,76 
13,500 Do. 8,100 1,829 
13,500 Do. 8,800 2,027 
5,079 Do. 1,800 977 
5,060 Do. 1,800 961 
5,528 Do. 8,60 1,858 
21,000 | Great Northern Steamship Co, 8,000 1,727 
21,000 Do. 4,500 2,568 
9,606 | Boston Steamship Co. 8,000 1,987 
9,008 Do. 2,800 1,559 
S13 | Dos % S848 
1 
8,753 Do. 5,500 2,916 
8,502 | Northern Pacific Steamship Co. 5,000 2,715 
00000 f Kenilworth coco oe 4,000 2,187 
2,811 5,600 2,998 
145,512 Arech 1500 Pr 
5 Archer if 8¹⁵ 
` Diamond Hend 160 Le 
jamon 
aLaunched. d Building. Eute 2.000 1,247 
APPENDIX B. Hima =n ae 
FR is 
Steamships available for Philippine trade between Atlantic ports and the 2,600 40 
= Philippines after July 1 100k. 1,400 270 
arom 280% Tas 
Date Ne | | ae * „452 
Net reg- 8,000 4,914 
Name of vessel. * ag ister, 6.000 2.740 
paci r A, 3,600 1,87 
Tons. Tons. r seal OR | 17,075 
Silene 
——— s Ue ‘ 
12° 000 5.441 SAILING SHIPS OF WOOD—UNDER % YEARS OLD. 
12,000 5,181 
7,000 8,860 5,500 3,347 
7,000 B, 862 5,400 3.154 
3,300 1,299 3,900 2,590 
8,300 1,498 3,500 2,017 
— 8,500 1,00 8, 600 2,342 
. 3,300 1,297 8,100 1,782 
6,000 3,198 8,200 1,879 
5,500 2,574 8,400 2,026 
4,500 1,79 3,000 1,553 
4,500 1,977 8,200 1,915 
13 Hej ra 
+í 
4,250 2,003 2,000 1,249 
— 4,250 1,880 2,400 1,565 
4,000 2,005 8,100 1,746 
3,500 1,377 8,000 1,627 
SE BERETTA 8,500 1,495 3,000 1,064 
3,500 1,629 2,900 1,534 
— 2.800 1.185 8,800 2.4 
a ass 2,900 1.281 8,300 1,899 
4,500 1,800 2,600 1,453 
4,000 2,561 8,300 2,088 
4,000 2,567 2,400 1,557 
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Available for Philippine trade—Atlantic or Pacific Ocean Continued. 
SAILING SHIPS OF WOOD—UNDER 25 YEARS OLD—continued. 


Name of vessel. 


4 
22 
a 


3 


8,200 1.846 

5, 300 2,025 

8,200 1,851 

pS 2,300 1,339 

poses 8,000 1,650 

Fagtolus 2,900 1,585 
B. D. Carleton 8,100 1,788 
S. P. Hitchcoc! 8,400 2,178 
o 8,200 1,890 
St. James 2,500 1,488 
Ser via 3,100 1,773 
Tacoma ....-. 8,100 1,739 
W. A. Babcock 3,600 2,029 
e uee os epee Sena spn aaen asa Eea 3,300 2,002 
R A Somes lange Stats EA T a aA 3,200 1,908 
TO ae pee AEE duk 122,100 72,222 


A PATINA A NS E a a chan 4,000 2,240 
annere u eari menisan iaa nanain AAD 3,800 2,075 
Marie Palmer... 3 8,000 1,45 
Maud Palmer 8,000 1,5% 
Paul Palmer 8,500 1,763 
Prescott Palmer 4,000 2, 307 
Rebecca Palmer 4,000 2,135 
Se ona 10 is 
‘ora F. Be s N 

Eleanor A. Percy B, 600 8,062 
Helen W. Martin 8,500 2,020 
M. D. Cressy -.-..--- 3,300 1.884 
Martha P. Small 8, 400 1,903 
S. P. Blackburn 3,20 1,587 
George W. Wells 5,400 2,743 
T. Charlton Henry 4,300 2,149 
Van Allens Broughton - 4,000 1,905 
He O. Barrett 8,200 1,564 
6 8, 200 1,520 
Nathaniel T. Palmer 4,000 2,244 
ert 3,800 2,000 
Wm. C. Carnegie 4,300 8,880 
Addie M. Lawrence 4,400 2,195 
Dorothy Palmer 5,000 2,315 
Governor Ames 8,200 1,597 
G O OOPS a cabtensesalcaeucsconnsunaseecspen sabes 8,300 1,714 

o AAA ones 99, 500 51, 980 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it seems to me that the chief 
argument that could be used in favor of this bill is that it adds a 
new pang to the horrors of war and entails upon the United States 
an addition in the expense of her taxpayers in an unprofitable in- 
vestment which we now hold. 

On page 2 of the report from the Committee on Commerce there 
is a statement of the vessels which are now engaged in the trade 
between the Pacific coast ports and Hongkong. I will ask to in- 
sert that statement, without reading it all, so that it may be seen 
when those vessels were built and what their number is. 

Vessels engaged in trade between Pacific coast ports and Hongkong. 


17 steamers. pe 512 


There are seyenteen of these steamers. Eleven of them have 
been built recently—that is, in the twentieth century, since the 
year 1900—showing that the building of vessels and the increase 
of commerce between those porte is now progressing without any 
subsidy on the part of this Government. 

A second fact we may gather from this statement is that four 
companies own all of these vessels. The first is the Pacific Mail 


Steamship Company, which owns seven; the second largest is the 
Boston Steamship Company, which owns six. The only other two 
companies are the Northern Pacific Steamship Company, which 
owns three, and the Great Northern Steamship Company, which 
Owns one. os 

If we put the commerce of our Government at the mercy of these 
corporations, it only means a meeting together of their heads and 
the declaration of the highest tariff that they think will be sub- 
mitted to by the Government of the United States. 

It will be conceded by all that our merchant marine is in no 
flourishing condition. The scheme that has been debated in Con- 
gress for the most pete has been a subsidy scheme. That scheme 
hitches and hangs fire. It is very evident that there is a powerful 
sentimentin this country againstit, while there are very active and 
powerful commercial forces for it. If the subject is to be dealt 
with at all in a grave, r manner, it ought to be all 
dealt with at once. If the subsidy scheme embodies the rightful 
method of dealing with it, Congress should take it up and act 
upon it. So far we do not perceive, and can not definitely know, 
whether that will be done at this session of Congress or no. If it 
be not done, other methods of improving the merchant marine 
ought to be considered. 

Several other methods have beensuggested. Oneof them, that 
of preferential freights to American vessels, was advocated a year 
oF two 380 very strongly by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

LKINS]. 

It does not seem to me that it would be wise, Mr. President, to 
enter 3 75 this great subject in so piecemeal a fashion as this, and 
this fashion, so far as it goes, it seems to me, is a very unjust one. 

We are informed by the Secretary of War that for the most part 
the freights of this Government in supplying stores for our armies 
and for our nayal vessels in distant are carried by the Goy- 
ernment transports, vessels of the United States in the sense that 
they belong to and are the property of the United States. 

Foc GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
im? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will refer to the report 
made on this bill by the President pro tempore of the Senate 5 
FRYE], he will find a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. 
Moody, in which he says: : 

During the last fiscal year there were 3,990 tons of stores other than coal 
shipped to foreign ports, in the following way: English bottoms, 2,179 tons; 
3 bottoms, 1,301 tons; American bottoms, 378 tons; French bottoms, 

So that American vessels carried less than 10 per cent of that 
8 Probably the Senator fell into an error in reference to 

at. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will read, Mr. President, what I believe my 
friend from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] has already read, the state- 
ment of the Secretary of War. It is as follows: 

7 tber! : 
! TAYAN E LED UONE ADANI in R MSS Pot 
unwarranted expense. 

These are strong words, Mr. President, to come from the head 
of the Department which has charge of this matter. 


The number of American vessels ayailable for shipment from the Atlantic 
coast to the Philippines is so small that a rigid he byt ree that shipments 
should be made in American vessels only would put the Government entirely 
who could charge any price they 


e mercy of a very few individ 
d. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit a question? 
Mr. DANIEL. The Secretary of War continues: 
ve ble to: i i 
wate Ba Nowe 0 1 25 Hanh uon 4 7 the freight by eat te the 
Pacific coast, and thence by ship to Manila. 

Now, I yield for a question, with pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I notice in the report accompanying the 
bill a list of American bottoms. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have just had that laid before the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was going to ask the Senator whether it 
does not appear from the difference arising between the letter of 
the Secretary of War, which has just been read, and the report 
accompanying the bill that perhaps the Secre of War, when 
he wrote that ph, did not have before him the informa- 
tion as to the amount of American tonnage available for the busi- 
ness? Certainly there is a discrepancy between his statement and 
the statement of facts in the report. I call the attention of the 
Senator to that. 

Mr. DANIEL. There may be, sir,as much contradiction in the 
reports which we have on this subject as there is in the arguments 
employed in its defense, for the Senator from Indiana will per- 
ceive that of these seventeen vessels which are now engaged in 
the Eastern trade from Pacific ports eleven of them have just been 
built; and that far the larger number of those vessels are new 
vessels which are just entering upon this commerce. If our com- 
merce is improving at that rate without any subsidy, why should 
we hasten in this method to offer a subsidy? 


a N — — 
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Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know—for he is a Senator 
of very wide range of information—that under the expectations 
of increased trade in the east, and, more especially, under the ex- 
pectation of the passage of a subsidy bill that would put our mer- 
chant marine upon the basis of that of France and England and 
Germany, there was a stimulation of building in American ship- 


yards, and that these new ships have been disappointed in their ex- 
pectations, and all that is left for them is the little pittance of trans- 
rting Government supplies to our foreign ons? It is not 


because the trade is overstocked with work that the ships were 
built, but because of the stimulation that was afforded by the ex- 
pectation of what would be done. Many of these ships now lie 
— the waters without work, without service, without anything 
to do. 

While I am on the floor, let me say to the Senator that in his 
statement of the ships that are controlled by four or five compa- 
nies he has not taken into consideration the tables which I have 
got of more than forty ships outside of those he has enumerated 
of a larger tonnage, and more than thirty ships of 100,000 tons, 
smaller than the larger kind that are entirely outside of these 
companies. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How many of those are on the Atlantic 
coast? 

Mr. HALE. A portion of them. 

Mr. DANIEL. May Lask where that table appears in any docu- 
ment we have? 

Mr. HALE. It does not appear in any document. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then how could 1 have taken it into considera- 
tion? 

Mr. HALE. I say the Senator could not; but it has been pro- 
duced before the committee, is certified to, and is authentic. 

Mr. DANIEL. That may be. Mr. President, I do not know as 
much about this subject as the Senator from Maine. He is upon 
committees that are constantly dealing with it, and Iam not. I 
certainly do not know the facts that he states or assumes to be 
true, and I do not know that he knows those facts to be true. 

Mr, HALE. As I have said, I know the detailed statements 
were brought out at a hearing before the committee, and they 
have been before Congress in that way. 

Mr. DANIEL. Somebody may have testified on that subject in 
the hearing of the Senator from Maine, but we can not judge mat- 
ters in this body by the Senator's hearsay rt of what some 
swift witness, perhaps, who wants a subsidy said as to its 
benefits or infiuence, when we can not inspect that testimony and 
know the witness and the standpoint he speaks from. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will my friend permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure, sir. 

Mr. PERKINS. My colleague [Mr. Barp] and myself yester- 
day received a telegram signed by the secretary of what is known 
as the Shipowners’ Association of California, saying there was 
adequate tonnage, not only to transport the Government business, 
but also the trade between the Pacific coast States and the Philip- 
pine Islands. He also said that there were nearly 100,000 tons of 
unengaged tonnage of American ships now lying idle at San Fran- 
cisco and Oakland and harbors tributary thereto. This is testi- 
mony which I believe my friend would take from that association 
if they sent him a similar telegram. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will lay this important in- 
formation before the Senate. 

Mr. PERKINS. The ships I have just referred to are in addi- 
tion to those enumerated by the Committee on Commerce in their 
report, which aggregate 145,512 tons. The ships mentioned in 
that report are already engaged in business, w. these other 
vessels are lying idle. 4 GA 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope, Mr. President, that this important in- 
formation, which comes from a witness of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia and has just been received by telegraph from that State by 
the Senators from that State, may be duly considered when this 
subject is brought up in such a manner that it may command 
that comprehensive kind of consideration that it should receive 
before it is dealt with. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. DANIEL. It but adds another objection to this piecemeal 
method of dealing with great subsidy propositions and with great 
and continuous matters of public concern. 

When this bill is passed, while it will be referred to by the Sen- 
ator who calls it up as “‘a little bill,” and will be pointed out in 
the reports as concerning only a little scrap of trade, it will be 
heralded throughout the country as a great victory for the sub- 
sidy scheme, as a concession and illustration of the doctrines which 
are hereafter to be pursued. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I want to say to the Senator that, in connection 
with another bill, this matter of the number of ships employed in 
the Atlantic and Pacific trade, both steamships and ers, Was 


all put in in formal testimony with the evidence of the owners. 
It was all done with the utmost thoroughness in public hearings, 
and no evidence could have been more fully and absolutely pre- 
sented than that then was. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And it was earnestly combated. 

Mr. LODGE. And it was combated at the time, but not af- 
fected by that fact at all. 

I thought it was desirable to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that this is not a sudden 1 It has all been put in; it has 
all been heard, and is all here in the reports of the hearings be- 
fore the Philippines Committee. It was the presentation of these 
facts in re to American ships 

Mr. D L. What is the date of that hearing? 

Mr. LODGE. The 21st of January. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of this year? 

Mr. LODGE. Of this year. And while on that point, Mr. 
President, I think it is fair to say that the Secre of War, 
when he wrote that letter, had not seen these statistics of ton- 
nage; and that after he saw them he modified his views very 
much. 

Mr. DANIEL. Any modification of the views of the Secretary 
of War on this subject onght to be presented to the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator is aware that the Secretary of War 
went out of office at just that time. 

Mr. DANIEL. There is another Secretary of War who went 
in when Secretary Root went out. 

Mr. LODGE. But he has not got the views of the other Sec- 


retary. 

Mr. DANIEL. T have only got the views of the other Secretary 
as expressed in a document to Congress. If he had any subse- 
quent views to submit, it is to be assumed that he would have 
taken the proper method to communicate them to the Senate, so 
that the Senator from Massachusetts would not enjoy the mo- 
nopoly of knowing exactly what they were. 

The hearsay report of the Senator from Massachusetts as to the 
modification of the views of a departed Secretary, who has en- 
tered upon more lucrative business, especially when the Senator 
does not state to this body to what degree or in what t they 
were modified, does not furnish very much light for a He of 
this character. 

I only rose, Mr. President, to make a few brief remarks on this 
subject and to point ont what seems to me to be the wisdom of 
our procedure on it, and that is not to take up the great matter 
of our merchant marine in a piecemeal fashion. 

There is one other, to my mind, very grave objection to this 
bill, It is the unexpected that happens with respect to war, 
Wars do not always announce themselyes long beforehand. 
When they come their demands are immediate, imperative, exi- 
gent. This bill concerns the transportation of supplies for sailors 
and soldiers which are needed promptly, which should go in- 
stantly, which should be impeded as little as possible, which should 
have the right of way, and be stimulated by every facility that the 
Government can afford. I do not think it is wise as to these sup- 

lies, which may be needed for men in a fortification, or men who 
ve guns in their hands in front of the enemy—lI do not think 
that that portion of American freight ought to be put at the mércy 
of a few men who, the Secretary of War has said, can thencrowd 
the Government with exorbitant prices and put it at their mercy. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, the committee 
thought of that and put it in the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish the Senator 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, has the Senator read 
the first part of section 2, which provides that the President of 
the United States may from time to time suspend, in whole or in 
part, section 1 of this act whenever, in the interests of the national 

efense—— i 

Mr. DANIEL. I pes, Mr. President, that the Senate of the 
United States should pass the laws of this country, and let them 
stand. I do not believe in the President of the United States 
suspending the laws that we make. 

ir. HALE. But the Senator’s point was that we would be at 
the mercy of these shipowners in time of war; in stress of weather. 
I say the committee thought of that and provided in just such 
a case that this provision should be suspended. They went further 
than that, and provided that when at any time it was to the in- 
terest of our Government a lower bid might be accepted. The 
committee cared for all that. 

Mr. DANIEL. The bill does not provide that it shall be sus- 
par There is simply a provision that the President of the 

nited States may suspend it. 

Fm HALE. Has the Senator any doubt that he would in case 
of war? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know who may be President of the 
United States. I know the that often gathers around 


pressure 
the President of the United States, which is to be appeased by this 
or that; and I would not put it in the power of 


President of 


ea a a ite pried apt ae Soni A 
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the United States or of anyone else. I would take it out of the 
power of man, and leave it as it is uow, under the control of com- 
merce and the business of the world. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Virginia permit a 
question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator is making a point as to war. 
I believe it is true, is it not, that Congress must declare war? 

Mr. DANIEL. That was once the opinion of the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Whether so or whether not, if war wasat 
hand Congress would of course be in session. Does not the Senator 
think that the Congress would vote unanimously, in case of emer- 
gency, to suspend the operations of the act, even if it was not put 
in that the President might do so? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know, Mr. President. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 1 would ask the Senator whether he thinks 
there is any real substantial danger in the point to which he is 
now addressing himself? : 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I should not have made the 
point if I did not deem it worth considering. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That perhaps was not put fortunately upon 
my part. : 

Mr. DANIEL. We sometimes have very warlike conditions of 

ace. We have been all along at peace, ect peace, with the 

Republic of Colombia, while we have had our guns dropped upon 
her soldiers and have commanded them clear of their own country. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator that I was, per- 
haps, unfor:unate in the form of the question which I put to him. 
The meaning of the question, however, was that in view of the 
fact that Congress itself must declare war, and would certainly 
be in session in case of any hostilities that really threatened the 
country, was there any particular practical danger in view of the 
fact that Congress would undoubtedly immediately unanimously 
8 nd the operation of the law, even if the President were not 
authorized to do so? 

Mr. DANIEL. My honorable friend the Senator from Indiana 
can speculate upon that subject as readily as anyone else. 

When a country gets in the confusion of war s things 
happen, and no man can tell what it will be until it arises. I 
imagine that the reasonable and sensible American people and 
their sensible Congress would do what was wise and just in such 
anemergency. But there is no use in allowing a disease to arise 
because you think you will find, when it does arise,a good doctor 
tocureit. The teaching of medicine is that the prevention of dis- 
ease is the highest order of science; and so in lawmaking. no 
room for difficulties of that sort to arise is better than to speculate 
on providing a Hg pe | after they may have possibly arisen. 

Presiden’ i 


Mr. t. I conclude what little [ have to say on this 
subject by repeating what the Secretary of War says, that to do 
what is asked here will put the Government entirely at the mercy 


of a few individuals who may charge any price they wish. I do 
not think the Congress ought to do that. I do not think it will 
doit. And the Secretary states that the only alternative would 
be the possible payment of exorbitant prices for shipments from 
New York to Manila by sending the freight by rail to the Pacific 
coast and then by ship to Manila. 

Mr. PERKINS. . President, I desire to say only a word in 
answer to my friend the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
He is laboring under a misapprehension as tothe tonnage on the 
Pacific coast. I have already stated that which belongs to the 
merchant service, but the Government of the United States owns 
twenty-two transports on the Pacific coast. I think their average 
tonnage is perhaps 4,000, That would make 88,000 tons which 
the Government has. We pay but very little to other vessels for 
the transportation of freight—nothing for thesoldiers. Itis prin- 
cipally done in our own transports—those belonging to the Gov- 
ernment. But there are times when the Government wants to 
ship a small quantity, and it is cheaper to give it to an outside 
vessel of small tonnage than to use one of the larger transports 
belonging to the Government. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will my friend allow me to interrupt him fora 
moment? x 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say that I am under no misap- 
1 on the subject, nor did I make any statement of what 

the tonnage on the Pacific coast. I merely pointed out the fact, 
stated in the report of the committee, that there are seventeen 
vessels engaged in the trade between Pacific ports and Hong- 
kong—not the East, but Hongkong. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is very true; but the report does not enu- 
merate those vessels which are not engaged in the regular trade 
those we call ‘tramp vessels,” which have no particular route; 
and the tonnage of these vessels on the Pacific coast, I believe, 
will aggregate nearly a hundred thousand tons. are to-day 
unemployed, for the reason that there is no profitable busi for 
them to engage in, 


The point which my friend the Senator from Virginia over- 
looked, or at least did not present to us for our consideration, is 
that there seems to be no particular necessity for the Government 
to charter other vessels at this time, for, as I have stated, the Gov- 
ernment owns and operates twenty-two transports that are now 
on our coast. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from California permit me? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BERRY. The Secretary of War says in this report that it 
costs $28 a ton to ship freight from New York to San Francisco 
before it ever starts across the Pacific Ocean to Manila. He fur- 
thermore says that under the present system of letting tothe low- 
est bidder he can have freight carried from New York to Manila 
for eleven dollars and something, I think it is, per ton, while it 
costs $28 per ton to get it to San Francisco, where you say thesa 
vessels are lying there idle. 

Mr. PERKINS. You might as well say that it costs $10 or $15 
additional to bring merchandise from England to New York as to 
quote the rate from there to San Francisco or Puget Sound. We 
have there everything that the soldiers of our army in the Phil- 
ippine Islands desire to use which is produced from the soil and 
by the loom and in the factory and the machine shop. Therefore 
it is not worth while to consider the cost of transportation across 
the continent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator from California a 
question? : 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. Itisforinformation. Can the Senator state 
the amount of American on the Pacific coast to-day, out- 
side of vessels owned by the Government—transports? 

Mr. PERKINS. Those that are engaged in the regular busi- 
ness between Puget Sound, the State of Washington, the State of 
Oregon, and the State of California, and the Orient, according to 
the Committee on Commerce, which was carefully compiled by 
the clerk, aggregated 145,000 tons. 

But we have, as I stated before the Senator came in, nearly a 
hundred thousand tons of vessels which are to-day disengaged, 
seeking employment, seeking charters to the Orient, the Philip- 
pine Islands, Australia, and elsewhere. : 

Mr. MITCHELL. Can the Senator state about into what num- 
ber of vessels this tonnage is divided? What is the total number 
of vessels, outside of transports owned by the Government, run- 
ning out of Pacific coast ports of the United States to the Orient? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think the testimony which was given before 
the Committee on the Philippine Islands isin print. Therefore, 
that is better than for me to speak from memory. 

But aside from those which have been enumerated, I haye. 
called the attention of my friend the Senator from Virginia to 
the fact that the Government owns twenty-two transports, which 
the = have bought and paid for, and when it is to the interest 
of our Treasury that cargoes of men and munitions shall be trans- 
ported by those vessels, it is always done. 

Parenthetically, I want to say that Ihave no friends who are in- 
terested especially in any particular vessel or line of vessels or in 
any company. I do not myself own a dollar of interest in any of 
these vessels. Iam in favor of the bill because it is in the public 
interest; in the interest of the people. The shipowner pays taxes 
where the vessel is registered in all the States, with one or two or 
three exceptions. There they are exempt from taxation. In my 
own State, in the State of Oregon, and in other States, every ves- 
sel that is registered at the custom-House pays city, municipal, 
county, and State taxes. They are officered by American citi- 
zens, and at least 50 per cent of their crew must be American 
citizens. They have their homes, their families, in the ports from 
which the vessel sails. Why should we not keep this money at 
home among our own people and pay it to our own mechanics, to 
our own sailors and officers who navigate and man and equip 
these vessels, and who purchase their supplies in our own ports 
and cities? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the gentleman from Colorado? 

Mr. PERKINS. * 

Mr. PATTERSON. Did I understand the Senator to say that 
on all American vessels plying between the United States and the 
3 50 per cent of the crew must be American citizens? 

Mr. PERKINS. On those that are receiving mail subsidies, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh! But it is not true as to American 
vessels that do not receive mail subsidies? 

Mr. PERKINS. Their officers must be American citizens. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Their crew may be of other nationalities, 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would ask the Senator from California 
whether the reason that is ordinarily given in favor of protection 
exists in this case, namely, to make good the difference between 
American and foreign labor? Is it not a fact that the steamers 
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on the great lines plying between the Pacific coast and Asia are 
all manned by Chinese? > 

Mr. PER S. The Senator is aware that no officer, from the 
captain to the assistant engineer, can be an officer or receive his 
license on a ship of American register flying the Stars and Stripes 
unless he is an American citizen. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I did not suppose that the officers—the 
captain and the mates—of American ships were Chinese, but I 
understand the fact to be that the crews—the cabin hands, the 
men down in the stokeholes, everybody below the dignity of what 
may be termed a commissioned officer—are Chinese. Now, if that 
is true, and I think it is, why should we afford 8 of the 
kind that is prohibition simply because it is the Government that 
may be engaged in the transportation? 

Mr. PERKINS. To my knowledge there is not a Chinese upon 
any Government rt sailing out of San Francisco. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. I agree with the Senator from 
California that this bill is not intended for the benefit of Govern- 
ment yii eta 

Mr. PERKINS. It is intended for ships of American register. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ah; but there is a wide difference between 
ships of American register and Government transports. 

Mr. PERKINS. They must be built in the United States. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does the Senator say that no ship with an 
5 register is manned wholly by Chinese, outside of its 
officers? 

Mr. PERKINS. I say that noship.can have an American regis- 
ter and fly the Stars and Stripes unless she was built in the United 
States or, having been wrecked, has had 75 per çent of her value 
spent upon her here. 

I mean to say that the ship must be built by Americans, in 
American shipyards, from American materials brought from our 
forests and from our mines. Then, when it is manned and 
equipped, every officer must be an American citizen or have de- 
pea i his intention of becoming an American citizen. Every 
man on that ship, or a certain percentage of them, must be an 
American citizen, 

Mr. BERRY. Oh, no. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator is mistaken about that. 

Mr. PATTERSON, The Senator from California is mistaken 
about the man part. 

Mr. PERKINS. A certain percentage must be American citi- 
zens. 

Mr. PATTERSON. We have had that matter under discus- 
sion in this body before, and I have accepted it as true, and my 
conclusion was the result of investigation, that so far as concerns 
American vessels not engaged in the coastwise trade and Ameri- 
can vessels with American registers plying between Pacific coast 
ports and the Philippines (and to all intents the Philippine Island 
ports are foreign ports) they are manned by Chinese, except as 
to officers. The cabin hands, the crew, the firemen, the whole body 
of employees on board of American vessels plying between the 
Pacific coast and foreign ports are Chinese. If that is true, why 
should we say that the Government shall ship only in vessels of 
that kind and not say that the Government shall not purchase 
anything but that which is an American product? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will speak of that of which I have personal 
knowledge. The ships plying between San Francisco and the 
Hawaiian Islands, the ships plying between San Francisco and 
Australia and New Zealand, the ships plying between San Fran- 
cisco and Central American ports and the Isthmus of Panama are 
manned wholly in their crews by American citizens or those capa- 
ble of becoming American citizens. 

I am advised, and that is what wn friend the Senator from Colo- 
rado evidently refers to, that the ships ping to the Orient have 
a large number of Chinese firemen and in the steward’s depart- 
ment and also among the sailors. Imake no defense of that class 
of people. Iam speaking for American ships, and the law requires 
that a certain percentage of their crews and all their officers shall 
be American citizens. 

Mr. HALE. I am entirely willing that the Senate shall take a 
vote on the matter. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I wish to reply, in just a few 
words, to what has been said by the Senator from California [Mr. 
PERKINS]. I do not want to restate what I said before. 

The Senator from California spoke about this money going to 
American citizens. He then went on to recite the fact that there 
are a number of vessels now idle on the Pacific coast. The Sec- 
retary of War says that most of the supplies for the army in the 
pi ase have been carried in Government transports, and he 
gives the amount which has been carried otherwise. As I have 
said, Congress, not being 3 leave it to the Secretary of 
War or to the President of the United States or anybody else to 
say what should be paid, passed a law providing that it should be 
left to the lowest bidder, : 
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Now, under the present law foreign vessels carried freight 
from New York to Manila at $11.91 a ton, and the Secretary 
himself says that if it is carried from anywhere on the Atlantic 
seaboard to the Pacific slope it costs twenty-eight dollars and 
some cents a ton to get it from New York to San cisco before 
you start across the ocean with it. Yet the Senator from Cali- 
fornia would have that added to the cost, and would pay such 
additional sum to carry it from San Francisco to Manila as the 
few shipowners on the Pacific coast would agree that the Goy- 
ernment should pay. 

The Senator talks about patriotism and paying the money to 
American seamen and American officers, when, as the Senator 
from Colorado has said, the American vessels plying to foreign 
ports, it was proven in the Senate and proven by the personal ob- 
servation of the Senator from Georgia, are manned, except their 
officers, by Chinese from the top to the bottom of the ship. 

Mr. President, as I said before in reply to the Senator from 
Maine, who says that it has no feature of a ship subsidy, I care 
not whether he calls it a subsidy or whether he calls it a direct 
gift out of the Treasury to the owners of these American vessels. 

Senators speak about the large number of ships that are lying 
idle. Yet the Secretary tells us that on opening the bids there 
was not one of them that bid such a sum as would enable it to 
carry the freight under the law. If they carry it as cheaply as 
any other vessel, I should say, by all means, that the Secretary® 
should employ American vessels. But when you propose that we 
shall confine the bidding to them, without any restraint except 
such as the President may choose to offer in time of great distress, 
you thereby enable a few individuals, as the Secretary says, to 
charge an exorbitant price and such as the Government ought not 
to pay. 5 
agree with the Senator from Virginia that you can not build 
up a merchant marine by such methods, and that the only result 
will be, if this bill becomes a law, to enable a combination of ship- 
owners—a few individuals—to hold this Government up for such 
price as they think will be submitted to by the Government. 

Now, that is the question fairly presented; and are we willing 
to give to the shipowners the difference between the cost of 
transportation charged under the present law and such sums as 
sp may, after consultation with each other, agree they will 
make the Government pay? The Secretary of War himself says 
that it ought not to pass. We have a new Secretary of War. 
The Senator from Massachusetts said that the other Secretary 
has just gone out. Does anyone doubt that if the present Secre- 
tary entertained views different from those given by Secretary 
Root the Senator from Maine would have a letter from him here 
giving such a different opinion? I do not know what he believes 
about it; I have no idea, for I have not heard; but I do say that 
the Secretary of War, Mr. Root, wrote this strong document 
against it, and I think the Senate ought to vote down the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, has the amendment been adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been. 

Mr. CARMACK. t is the amendment? 

Mr. BERRY. The committee amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Inserting or for the protection of the interests of 
the Government.“ 

i = McCUMBER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

esk, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 6, after the word “Navy,” 
insert: 

Provided, That no greater charges be made by such vessels for transporta 


v 
tion of articles for the use of the said Army and Navy than are made by such 
vessels for transportation of like goods for private parties or companies, 


Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amend- 
ment, the bill will be reported to the Senate as amended. 
Mr. BERRY. I will say that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
i ih for whom I have sent, desires to offer an amendment to 
ee 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be offered in the Sen- 
ate if there is no objection to reporting the bill to the Senate. 

Mr. BERRY. I suppose he will be herein a few minutes. My 
understanding is that he wants to offer an amendment that the 
difference shall not exceed 30 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON, I was about to make a suggestion to the Sen- 
ator from Maine, and I will make it in the form of an amendment. 
In line 3, after the words ‘‘ United States,” I move to insert “ or 
belonging to the United States.” Then I wish to strike out that 
portion of the first section down to the end of the section, begin- 
ning with the word but.“ I think it is better phraseology. 


Mr. HALE. If the Senator thinks it suits better, it covers the 
same point. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I think it suits better. 

Mr. HALE. .Very well. There is no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Iowa offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, page 1, after the words “ United 
crete it is proposed to insert “or belonging to the United 

tates.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, Then strike out “ but this section shall not be 
construed,” etc. 

The SECRETARY. In line 6, page 1, after the word “ Navy,” it 
is proposed to strike out the following: 
but this section shall not be construed to probibit the transportation of such 
articles by any vessel owned by any Department of the Government. 


Mr. ALLISON. No Department of the Government owns ves- 
sels, but all these vessels belong to the United States. 

Mr. HALE. That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I may suggest another amendment, it would 
be a modification of the amendment proposed by the committee, 
inserting or for the protection or the interests of the Govern- 
ment.” I think it ought to be “the interests of the United 
States 39 


Mr. HALE. Yes; that is true. Undoubtedly it means the 
same thing, but the United States is better than the Govern- 
ment,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me one more sugges- 


tion? It seems to me that thirty days is rather a short period for’ 


the taking effect of this proposed act. I would suggest ninety 
days, or sixty days at least. 

Vir. HALE. Let it be sixty days. Although the bill has been 
pending more than two months, still I will accept sixty days. 

Mr. ALLISON. A great many people may not know about it. 

The PRESIDENT Ee tempore. The Senator from Iowa offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 9, page 2, it is proposed to strike ont 
the words one month ” and insert in lieu thereof sixty days. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the 
bill—I may not now recall it—whether there is any other statute 
or law the operation of which the President is authorized to sus- 
pend at will in his discretion. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes, 

Mr. HALE. Yes; there are, I will not say a great many, but 
we have 

Mr. BACON. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. One is suggested to me, the law in reference to 
the Canadian bonding privilege; and if I had time I could give 
the Senator a half dozen instances. 

Mr. BACON. I did not hear the one the Senator gave. 

Mr. LODGE. The law granting the bonding privilege through 
Canada. The President has authority to suspend it. 

Mr. HALE. It is all in certain emergencies, and that was cov- 


it is to the interest of the Government. 
é Do you mean the question of bonding? 
ing about this bill now. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; this bill. That is a very different matter. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will remember that in tariff legisla- 
tion 

Mr. BACON, Yes; that is all very different from this. 

Mr. HALE. The tariff legislation is different? 

Mr. BACON. I mean in principle. 

5 LODGE. a the Senator think as suspending the 

ing privilege with Canada is ynimportan 

Mr. BACON. I did not say it was unimportant. I said it was 
different in principle. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think it would be better to pass 
the bill without leaving that power in the President? 

Mr. BACON. As the Senator asks me the question, I will say 
that I am not in favor of the Executive being delegated practically 
legislative powers, and when you give to the Executive the power 
to suspend or to practically annul an act by an indefinite suspen- 
sion you do confer upon him legislative power practically. 

Mr. HALE. We give just this power in naval bills, that wher- 
ever the Secretary of the Navyis convinced that there is a combi- 
nation against the Government the President may Saree the 
operation of the law and direct the other thing to be done. We 
have done that in a great many cases. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, that is very dif- 
ferent. There the Executive is directed to perform certain work, 
and so far as practicable directing him how to performit, That 


is nothing more than vesting him with certain discretion as to 
how the particular work which is provided for in the law shall 
be executed by the executive department. But here is a general 
law which shall control the question of transportation, as to what 
ships shall be allowed to carry certain freights between certain 
points. It is a general law, and you put it absolutely within the 
power of the President to say when that law shall be in forceand 
to say when it shall not be in force. There is no reason why the 
general navigation laws should not be put in the same way, so far 
as their operation is concerned, under the control of the Executive. 

We have a law now which prohibits the carrying of freight be- 
tween any two ports on the coast by other than vessels under 
American registry. Why should there not in that case be a yo- 
vision that Presiđent in his discretion may suspend that law 
and practically annul it? The same reasons could be urged that 
are urged as to this measure. 

It is a fact Senators will recall that some two years ago, I 
think, the head of one of the Executive Departments—I have now 
forgotton which; I think it was either the Secretary of War or 
the y of the Treasury—did, without any authority of law 
whatever, absolutely issue an order annulling the law which re- 
quired that shipped between an American port and the 
Philippine Islands should be shi in a vessel of American 
registry. All Senators will that fact. It was then com- 
mented upon in the Senate, and it was sought to be justified upon 
the idea or on the claim that the public emergency required it. 

Of course this is a very much better provision than to have 
the executive department in that way disregard the positive re- 
quirements of the law, but unless there can be some reason 
which is very much stronger than any reason which occurs tome, 
Her ought not to be vested in the Executive a power such as 


If it be true, as urged by Senators, that it is important that the 
transportation of these should be limited to vessels of Amer- 
ican registry, then let the law be passed and stand byit. If it is 
not true, then do not pass the law. I it is true, do not put it in 
beg dl of the Executive to annul the law. I do not say that 
in interest of this particular measure, but I say it in the inter- 
est of the proper prerogatives of the legislative branch of the 
Government, 

The question as to whether the President should make certain 
reciprocity treaties is not at all on all fours with this messure, 
It does not stand upon the same principle. Here is the operation 
of a general law, and, I repeat, there is no reason (there may be 
a particular reason, but I am speaking generally) why, wherever 
the emergency arose, the President shotild not have this power as 
to the general navigation law which does not exist as to this par- 
ticular law proposed. 

Mr. President, as our Government grows larger there is a natu- 
ral tendency in the very vast multitude of its ramifications and 
the scope of its business that the executive department, which is 
intended only to execute the law which is prescribed by the legis- 
lative department, shall extend in its operations into the domain 
really of legislation in that it undertakes to do things not specif- 
ically warranted or authorized by law. 

If we are going to enter w this departure, if we are going to 
enter upon the departure that whether provisions of a general 
law, such as the navigation laws, shall remain in force or be sus- 

mded for a day, or for a year, or for ten years shall be in the 

iscretion of the President, then we have taken a long step in the 
direction of abdicating the power which it was intended we 
should exercise and conferring it upon the executive d ent, 
which it was the direct intention of the Constitution it should not 
exercise. It is unnecessarily W the functions of the two 


5 ts of Government. If I had no other objection to this 
bill, that would certainly be a most radical one to me. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there are unquestionably, as the 
Senator from Maine states, precedents for the second section. It 
does not make it any the less vicious because there are precedents 
for it. Precedents may establish the principle that Congress 
thought they had the right to do it, and yet it might be true that 
they did not have the right to do it, ` 

The present statutes on the subject are explicit and positive as 
to what the executive department shall do and what the law for- 
bids it to do. Now, it is proposed to repeal that provision of the 
law and to substitute a different system—that is, to provide that 
contracts shall be made on the part of the proper authorities with 
American shipowners. When the shipowner insists upon a price 
that is not satisfactory to the executive department, the executive 
department may under this provision, I suppose, decline to enforce 
the act, or. as the proposed statute here says, it may suspend it. I 
will read the second section: 


That the President of the United States may from time to time end 
in whole or in part, section 1 of this act whenever, in the interests of the 
national defense, or for the protection of the interests of the Government, 
such suspension may seem to him desirable. 
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The President may suspend it under those conditions. 
Mr. President, what is, then, the method of securing the trans- 


portation of these goods? You have repealed by this legislation 
the act that says you shall call for bids. The President suspends 
the act, and then you have not any act whatever on this subject. 

Mr. HALE. It restores the old provision. 

Mr. TELLER. No; it does not. The authorities are against 
that view. The repeal of the repealing statute does not neces- 
sarily revive the old act. Of course it may be so provided in the 
repealing act, but unless that is done when the next act is repealed 
that will not be the case. 

Mr..HOAR. Iwas going to suggest to the Senator from Maine 
that it seems to me there is some force in the suggestion of the 
Senator from Colorado, and that it can be met by putting in after 
the word “act” the words and proceed under the law now in 
force.” 

Mr. TELLER. That would undoubtedly cover it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that this section poe simply for an emergency. If 
the emergency exists which requires the suspension of the law, 
then the President ought not to be limited in advertising and get- 
ting bids to carry the products. It seems to me itis better to 
leave it exactly as it is, because it will only be exercised the same 
as the President in an emergency, in case of war, suspends the 
writ of habeas corpus. i 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the suggestion. I think the Senator 
from Illinois is entirely right. 

Mr. HALE. It would be purely an executive matter. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. There is force in that. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts think 
that this act revives the other act when the President suspends it? 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Iowa says it does not. It 
seems to me it is a mere technical question. hat is the author- 
ity? Is there any? I was interrupted, and I did not hear what 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopxrys] said. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The suggestion I made to the Senator from 
Massachusetts is that this clause is only to be exercised in a great 
national emergency, and that when exercised it is to be exercised 
in the interest of the Government, and hence the President ought 
not to be limited to a law that will require him to advertise to 
carry any products or munitions of war or anything else for the 
Navy or the Army. He ought to have the power to do it in- 
stantly, and hence that would be a right that he could exercise 
without being limited to advertising. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the President of the United States, 
or at least the Secretary of War, or whoever makes these con- 
tracts, gets his authority from some statute. I do not think he 
has that authority by any provision of the Constitution. I did 
not raise this question as a mere technical one. I think it is a 
legal one, and I do not think it is any answer to say that this dis- 
cretion is only to be exercised in a great emergency. 

Who determines whether it is a groat emergency? Any discre- 
tion vested in the President on such a question is not a question 
for anybody to consider except the President. He is the judge of 
the emergency. He may judge that it is an emergent case and 
that the national defense requires it when nobody else in the 
country thinks that it does. o is going to call him to question? 
The courts can not doit. Wecan not do it, except as a matter of 
law. So it does not make any difference that you put in the bill 
it may be done in case of national emergency or for the national 
defense or anything of that kind. You have simply said to the 
President of the United States, Whenever you can not make a 
contract satisfactory to your mind you can repeal this act by re- 
fusing to execute it.“ 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President—— 


Mr. TELLER. Now, how will he execute it? He is to make a 


contract, of course, and the only limitation there is upon it is that 
he shall contract with American ships. Now I will hear what 
the Senator from Iowa has to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not understand the bill as it now reads to 
dispense with competition. 

Mr. TELLER. It may have been amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand there is a general law applying 
to all the Departments which requires all supplies to be adverti 


for. Of course this is a limitation upon competition, but I sup- 
pose that, when the bill shall become a law, the Secretary of War 
will be obliged to advertise for bids, but the bids will be confined 
to American owners of ships. 

Mr. HALE. The contract will be made on bids, of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. The contract will be made on bids. Now, if 
this cular statute is suspended, it will not suspend the gen- 
eral law on that subject, because the repealing clause here only 
suspends acts and parts of acts that are inconsistent with the pro- 


visions of this act. For the time being, of course, the Secretary 
of War can not take foreign bids; but suppose the President sus- 
pends this act? Would he not fall back to the general statute? 

Mr. TELLER. There may be some force in that. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think he would. I am sure about it. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a repeal of only a portion of the statute. 
It repeals so much as requires or authorizes a contract to be made 
with foreign ships. Under the present statute there is no limita- 
tion. We do not know the difference between a foreign citizen 
and anybody else. Itmay be that my view is rather supercritical, 
but it seems to me we are running along here in our legislation in 
a way that we are raising questions which need not be raised 
when possibly a very little attention to the phraseology of the pill 
would put it beyond any controversy. 

I do not believe, in view of the report of the Secretary of War 
on this bill, that I shall be able to vote for it. I should be quite 
willing to vote for a proposition to give the American ship the 
preference. 

Mr. BAILEY. At the same price? 

Mr. TELLER. At the same price. For a good many years, 
since I haye been here, we have had various ways and devices 
proposed to increase the American shipping and encourage our 
people to put their money in ships. At one time we had a pro- 
vision which gave to the American shipper bringing imported 
goods into the United States.a reduction of the tariff duty, which 
was in the nature of a bounty. That was not, in my opinion, an 
objectionable feature, from the fact that it reduced the tariff on 
the goods and gave him the a The people paid no more, 
while he got more than the foreigner. If there is a principle upon 


which a subsidy can be granted at all, it seemed to me that was 


about the most harmless subsidy of all. But here is a proposition 
voon the Secretary says will cost possibly three or four times as 
much. 

Mr. CARMACK. Atleast three times as much. 

Mr.TELLER. At least three times as much. If the law stood 
without that suspensory clause, of course it might have cost ten 
times as much, and I suppose it is just to avoid that that the 
clause of suspension was put in. 

It seems to me if you wanted to give a preference you could 
provide if these people bid, say, 10 per cent more than the foreigner, 
then the foreigner might have it, or 25 per cent more than the 
foreigner. It appears to me there is a way to get at that without 
running any danger of having a very great increase in the cost of 
transportation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator, because I think it has 
not been explained, what efficacy he sees in the next clause? 

Or for the protection of the interests of the Government. 

That is not an emergency clause. 

Mr. TELLER. When you say— 

That the President of the United States may from time to time suspend, 
in whole or in part, section 1 of this act Whenever, in the interests of the 
national defense 
that does not amount to any more than saying that whenever, 
in his opinion, the interests of the Government justify it ho may 
make such suspension. It is the same thing. This gives the dis- 
cretion to him. He can say that it is necessary. 

Mr. DANIEL. For public policy. 

Mr. TELLER. For the defense. He can say he thinks it is 

necessary for the interest. The interest is to increase the ship- 
ping of the country and encourage people to build ships and oper- 
ate them. Suppose he did that? Does anybody suppose that any- 
one could insist that he had made a mistake in a matter of that 
kind, and that therefore there had been no suspension? You can 
reach the whole question by saying “if the President thinks the 
price asked is an unreasonable one” he may then contract with 
anybody else. That will do it. It looks to me as if that is not 
3 what the originators of this scheme intended. They in- 
tended to get a large increase on the cost of transportation. The 
letter of the Secretary of War seems to indicate that he had some- 
thing of that idea, too, at the same time. 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I suppose the Secretary of 
War gave this matter very careful and impartial examination 
from the standpoint of the Government. He knows what he is 
talking about, and he tells the truth when he says that this is an 
extremely vicious and indefensible bill. The practical operation 
of it, according to the statement of the Secretary of War, would 
be as it appears from his letter to the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce, in which he says: 


of this bill in its 
present form would involve the Government in serious difficult, and unwar- 


coast to the Philippines is so small that a rigid require- 
ould be made in American vessels cols woas put the 
Government entirely at the mercy of a very few individuals, w. 


ocould charge 


1904. 


Again he says: 
Under these circumstances, if we were confined absolutely to American 


bottoms for this business we would have no way of escaping from the pay- 
ment of at least three times as much as we now pay for class of trans- 
portation. 

The Secretary says in this letter: 


Ishould be in favor of increasing the preference to 

That is, the preference claimed for American yessels— 
say, 25 or 30 per cent. 

I think in another letter he says he would prefer to give.a pref- 
erence of 100 per cent, but the advocates of the bill are not satis- 
fied even with an advantage of 100 per cent. They want the right 
to charge at least three times as much as the Government is now 
required to pay for this service. 

Now, what will be the effect of it? Here is a statement from 
Rear-Admiral G. A. Converse, Chief of the Bureau of Equipment, 
made at a hearing before the House Committee on Naval Affairs 
a few days ago: 

While I much prefer to see the American coal carried in American ships, I 
do not believe that the American ships available are sufficient to meet the de- 
mandsof the Navy Department. I do not think the Navy Department should 
be the one to pay all the subsidy for building up the American merchant ma- 
rine, and I do not think the Bureau of Equipment should have to increase its 
estimates for coal transportation beyond a reasonable amount Garsa toca: 
coal in American ships. It is my opinion, therefore, as previously sta 
that there should be a means provided for carrying American coal in any 
vessel, giving preference to American bottoms whenever they can be ob- 
tained, at a reasonable advance over the price offered by foreign ships, said 
advance to be limited by a certain percentage. 

Why is it that the advocates of this bill are not satisfied with a 
reasonable advance? Why are they not satisfied with a reasonable 
profit, instead of giving a man a right to charge the Government 
three times as much as it is now required to pay? 

The Government has had difficulties of this sort before, Mr. 
President. In a report made by the Bureau of Equipment in 1898 
the following statement is made: 

The Department was still in desperate straits for transportation of coal; 


there were but few vessels in this . for the transportation of 
coal and available for immediate use. en these were found, their owners 


- knew well the necessities of the Government and generally demanded exor- 


bitant prices. 


In 1900 the Bureau of Equipment made the following statement: 


Owing to the great scarcity of freight steamers at present it is extremely 
difficult, in fact, impossible, to deliver coal at points desired at regular 
periods. The necessities of the Government are generally taken advantage 
of to extort exorbitant freight rates. 

That is what you are going to accomplish by this bill. You 
are going to enable a few American shipowners, simply to rob 
and plunder the Government, to charge whatever, prices they 
please, and compel the Government to pay them. It does seem to 
me, Mr. President, as though this were an exceedingly audacious 
demand to make upon the Treasury of the United States for the 
benefit of a few shipowners. 

Mr. McCCUMBER. Mr. President, I simply want to call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] to the fact 
that under the amendment which has already been adopted no 


greater charges can be made to the Government than the charges | 


which are made by the same vessels for transporting like articles for 
private individuals. If that be the case. then under what character 
of combination could they make the prices so exorbitant against the 
Government, as there is not a single one of these vessels but what 
is now, and all the time has been, engaged in carrying the same 
kind of freight for private individuals and private companies? 

While the Senator is here I wish to call his attention to another 
fact; that is, as to the alleged inadequacy of American ships to 
carry the coal and provisions which will be necessary for our 
Army and Navy while staying in the Philippines. There are two 
vessels now at New London, just completed, each of them over 
8,000 tons burden. With those vessels added to our present car- 
rying capacity, have we not far more now than are sufficient to 
carry in American bottoms all of the supplies for the use of the 
Army and Navy in the Philippines? 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I think that the Secretary of 
War is probably better informed on that subject than my friend 
from North Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Isimply call the attention of the Senator 
from Tennessee to the fact that when the report of the Secretary 
5 Mes was made the vessels to which I refer had not been com- 
pleted. 

Mr. CARMACK. Well, I sup the Secretary of War knew 
those vessels would be completed in a very short time. i 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARMACK. Ishould like to ask the Senator if he is will- 
ing to fix a certain percentage, so that the Government shall not 
be required to pay more than a reasonable advance? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know what the percentage ought to be, 
arid I am entirely willing to leave that to the executive officers 
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when the emergency arises. This has all been gone over—the 
Senator was not here—and it has been shown that when the Sec- 
retary of War wrote that letter he was not in possession of the 
facts of the case. Since then hearings before the committee have 
developed the tonnage capacity of American ships ready to do this 
business and who want to doit. We have put on an additional 
amendment, which leaves the whole thing discretio: so that 
it will be just as it is in the cace of combinations on naval supplies 
or combinations in any such interest, where the Secretary of War 
or the Secretary of the Navy or the President may suspend the 
operation of the law. But, as I say, the Secretary of War, when 
he wrote that letter, was not in possession of these facts. 

Mr. CARMACK. In what contingency may the Secretary sus- 
pend the operation of the law? ; 

Mr. HALE. In his discretion. 

Mr. CARMACK. Whenever he chooses? 

Mr. HALE. Whenever he concludes that there is such a com- 
bination, just as we provide that when the President is satisfied 
there is a combination of bidders to keep up the price, he may 
suspend the operation of the law. It is left with him. 

Mr. CARMACK. I do not think that is a very good principle. 

Mr. HALE. Well, that raises the rather 1 
suggested by the Senator from Georgia and the Senator from 
Colorado, but there is no other way of getting atit. The senior 
Senator from Colorado said that there was plenty of precedent for 
it, but whether there is or is not precedent for it, it has never 
worked anything very wrong or ; 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator from Maine says that there 
have been public hearings since the Secretary of War made his 
former statement; but the Secretary of War has never made a 
statement to the contrary of this which indicated a change of 
opinion. We have now a new Secretary of War. Does the Sen- 
ator know what he thinks abont this proposed legislation? 

Mr. HALE. I understand the Secretary of War, when he more 
thoroughly understood the situation, suggested certain amend- 
ments which should be put on the bill. 

Mr. CARMACK. The amendment suggested here gives cer- 
tain prones by raising the percentage in favor of American 
vessels, 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President 

Mr. BERRY. _If the Senator will permit me, the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] has asked the Senator from Maine as 
to the views of the new Secretary of War on this matter, and that 
question has not been answered. 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes; I asked the Senator from Maine if he 
knew what were the views of the present Secretary of War with 
respect to the pending bill. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know what the views of the present 
Secretary of War are about this bill. He has just come into the 


rtment. 
Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, the opinion of the Secretary 


‘of War is very important in a matter of this kind, and I believe 


we ought to know what his opinionis. We ought to have some 
statement by him as to the effect of this bill. So far as we have 
any statement now is to the effect that this bill would be very in- 
jurious. 

Mr. HALE. That was in reference to another bill. 

Mr. BERRY. No; it is in reference to this bill. In the report 
the Secretary refers to this identical bill. = 

Mr. HALE. Ithought the Senator was speaking of the pres- 
ent Secretary of War. 

Mr. BERRY. But he is speaking now of Secretary Root. 

Mr. CARMACK. I know what Secretary Taft, who has been 
the governor of the Philippines, has said in regard to another 
matter, but I want to know the opinion of the Secretary of Warin 
regard to this bill. I think we ought to have it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, though there may be precedents 
for this bill, I doubt whether there is a precedent which is exactly 
in line with this. There are precedents to the effect that an act 
may be suspended by proclamation of the President; that is, when 
certain facts are determined by the President, he may then 
ponen those facts and declare that the statute shall be sus- 

nded. 

In the tariff act there are provisions that if the President finds 
certain things are being done by a foreign nation with whom we 
have trade relations, he may on ascertaining the facts change the 
rates of duty. That, however, is a very different thing from 
what is here proposed. In that case it is not done upon mere dis- 
cretion, but after inquiry. 

For instance, in the bond cases—I do not remember the par- 
ticulars—I think it was upon the condition that if certain things 
were being done by the other parties which they ought not to do, 
we would suspend the bonding privilege, whilst this gives the 
absolute power to the President, in his discretion, to suspend this 
proposed law. - 
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Mr. President, I do not suppose I need spend any time in saying 
that that is a very remarkable ponai to be placed in a statute 


in a case where there is absolutely no necessity to clothe the 
President with such extraordinary powers, even if it be admitted 
that we have the authority to do so. 

After the 4th day of next July all goods rted from our 
western ports will go in American ships. I do not remember ex- 
actly the extent of that act, which we passed to take effect on the 
4th of July next, but I think it practically applied the coastwise 
laws tothe Philippine Islands. If this is done at all, it is done 
not to protect the Government, but for the purpose of assisting 
the shipowners. i > 

If Senators feel that they ought to do something for American 
shipping, and they are anxious to do it, they ought to do it in such 
a way that when it is presented to the Senate there can be no 
doubt about the propriety and legality of the transaction. It is 
not necessary now to say that the President shall suspend this law. 
You could leave that all out and say that if the President finds 
that there is a combination against the Government to put up the 

ice of freight unreasonably, he may then resort to another law. 
That principle we haye embodied in the bill for the construction 
of the Panama Canal when we said the President might have a 
certain time within which to deal with Colombia, and if it should 
be found within that time that it could not be done, then he 
should do something else. The law in that case is not suspended, 
but the law is in force. It is just as easy to make such a provision 
now, unless the Senate desires to make a precedent and to come 
here at a subsequent time and claim that it is a precedent, that 
we have clothed the President with legislative power by enabling 
him practically to repeal a law, to nullify it, and set it aside, or 
to enforce it or not to enforce it, as he may see fit. 

There is something more than a mere technical question here. 
It is a question of principle; and you are applying a vicious prin- 
ciple without any occasion for it, when by a slight change in the 
wording of the law you could avoid it and accomplish everything 
you can accomplish by giving to the President of the United States 
this, as I claim, unconstitutional authority. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I should like to offer an amend- 
ment, to come in after the amendment of the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. MCCUMBER]. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. MCCUMBER, and agreed to, the following: 


And provided further, That such freight charges do not exceed by 10 per 
cent the lowest da offered for 8 such freight in foreign bottoms. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the criticism which the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has made on section 2 of this bill 
seems to me a very correct one, but I think he might have gone 
even further than he did, for it seems to me that section 2 is 
wholly unconstitutional. 

In the words used in this section 2 thereare some provisions of 
other statutes which would seem to be to a certain extent prece- 
dents, but I do not think any statute which we have heretofore 

ed has ever authorized the President of the United States, or 
attempted to authorize him, to suspend at his will, and then at 
his will to reenact a law of Congress. Such a provision as this 
would be much more appropriate in the Philippine Islands, for 
which three men legislate, than at this, the American end of this 


transportation line. 
Mr. President, let us read this second section: 


That the President of the United States may from time to time suspend, 
in whole or in part, section 1 of act whenever in the interests of the 
national defense such suspension may seem to him ‘able. 

It does not require, Mr. President, a state of war, for the 
national defense goes on whether there be peace or war. It does 
not define an act or a time, to be ascertained by the President, in 
which the power of Congress shall, upon such condition, make a 
different law. It leaves it wholly within the mind of the Presi- 
dent of the United States as to whether this shall be law or not 
law, and within that mind the operation must be sapiy upon the 
pee of the President's desire. Discretion, it was said by a great 

glish judge, is the father of tyranny. We have made this law 
or not law going and coming, solely within the unlimited discre- 
tion of the President of the United States. So that upon this 
subject and to the extent that the Congress is undertaking to give 
the President an authority which does not reside in the Executive 
office, it is proposed that we shall transfer to him the legislative 
power of government, that when he pleases he maay ic yeah as 

w, and when he pleases he may re ‘it as not law. 

Any court, in my qomen would hold this provision to be 
unconstitutional, and the result would be that we would have the 
absolute law which is contained in the first section uncontrollable 
by the fancies or by the convictions which might come and go at 
the Presidential discretion, 


If the late Secretary of War be any judge of this subject, this 
state of affairs is summed up by him in the declaration: 

If we were confined absolutely to American bottoms— ` 

And we would be so confined— 
for this business we would have no way of i t 
least three times as much as we now — 15 ee a r * 

Does any Senator on this floor imagine, Mr. President, that the 
taxpayers of the United States, if consulted on this subject, would 
indorse the proposition that we shall make any law which requires 
this Government to pay three times the value in the market of 
transportation or other matters which they seek to purchase? 

Mr. President, while I do not believe in systems of discrimina- 
tion and would hope to provide for the American merchant ma- 
rine without them, yet if we are going into the subsidy business, 
whether by a direct sum paid or by so disposing of the matter 
that a larger sum, three times as much, is bound to be paid, let 
us at least show some moderation. Let us gauge to some degree, 
and limit according to that gauge, the extraordinary demands of 
these shipping companies to be paid more for transporting these 
articles for the Government than the Government can get them 
transported for at those ports. For this consideration I have of- 
fered the amendment putting it at 10 per cent. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, would it be in order at this 
time to move to recommit this bill? 

1 TEPS G OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
would. 

Mr. CARMACK. Then,I move to recommit the bill; and I 
will say that I do so for several reasons. There are a number of 
amendments proposed and agreed to on this bill. I think the com- 
mittee should consider it again, and I think it should have the 
benefit of a statement from the Secretary of War in regard tothe 
bill. For those reasons I move to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, to recommit the bill to the Committee 
a 3 [Putting the question.] The “noes” seem to 

ve it. 

Mr. CARMACK. I ask for the yeas and nays. Mr. President. 

The yeasand nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I have 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 
As he is absent, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN]. As he 
is re present, being at home ill, I understand, I withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called), Ihavea general 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM]. I do 
not see him present, and I withhold my vote. If I were at liberty 
to vote, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I havea general 
88 with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Moxey]. I 

o not see him in the Chamber, and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (after having voted in the negative). Ihave 
a oe pair with the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK]. 
I did not observe when I voted that he was not present, and not 
knowing how he would vote, I do not feel at liberty to vote my- 
self. I therefore ask to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the senior Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL]. That Senator not being in the Chamber, 
I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GAMBLE (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
general pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEw- 
LANDS]. I sup he was present when I voted; but I will 
transfer the pair to the senior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH], and let my vote stand. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (after having voted in the nega- 
tive). I havea general pair with the junior Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. McLaurin]. I transfer that pair to my colleague 
[Mr. ANKENY], and will let my vote stand. 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. I announced a pair with the junior 
Senator from Missouri | Mr. STONE]; I will transfer that pair to 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Burton], and vote. 1 vote “nay.” 

Mr. CULBERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). As 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuaRLEs], with whom I have 
a pair, has not voted, I withdraw my vote. 

. DANIEL, I beg leave to state that my collea [Mr. 
Martin] is paired with the Senator from Mlinois [Mr. Cursos), 
If my coll e were present, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. © CK. My colleague [Mr. BATE] is unavoidably 


absent on business. On this vote he is paired with the Senator 
5 Mr. Burton]. If he were here, my colleague would 
vote ‘‘ yea,’ 
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Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (after having voted in the negative). 
Under the statement just made by the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Carmacx]. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. . I stated that I had a general pair with the 
senior Senator from Montana [Mr. CLARK], who is not present. 
I transfer that pair to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. DIETRICH], 
and vote. I vote nay.““ 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that there has been no pair ar- 
ranged for the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLey]. I will 
therefore take the liberty of transferring my pair with the junior 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Martin] to the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAwLEY], and vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. CARMACK (after having voted in the affirmative). Has 
the senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed he has not. 
Mr. CARMACK. Iam paired with that Senator, and therefore 


withdraw my vote. - 
The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 30, as follows: 
YEAS—12. . 
Bacon, Clarke, Ark. Foster, La. Overman, 
Bailey, Clay, Latimer, Patterson, 
Berry, Daniel, $ Teller. 
NAYS—30. 
Allee, Fairbanks, Hansbrough, Mitchell, 
Bard. Foraker, eyburn, Nelson, 
Beveridge, Foster, Wash. Hopkins, r 
Burnham, è, Kean, Platt, Conn. 
Burrows, Fulton, Kittredge, Stewart, 
ganan, Qang r, Lodge, Wetmore, 
e amble, ng, 
E dre le, McCumber, 
NOT VOTING—47. 
Aldrich, Cockrel! McComas, x 
Alger, Culberson, McEnery, arles, 
Allison, Depew. MeLaur uay, 
Ankeny, Dietrich, Mallory, cott, 
Ball. Dillingham, Martin, Simmons, 
Bate, Dolliver, Millard, Smoot, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Money, Spooner, 
Burton, Gibson, Morgan. Stone, 
Carmack, Gorman, New nds, Taliaferro, 
pp. Hawley, Penrose, man, 
Clark Mont. Hoar, Pettus, Warren. 
Mark, Wyo. Kearns, Platt, N. Y. í 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the | 


Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the 
swered to their names: 


roll, and the following Senators an- 


Alee, on $ — 3 Newlands, 
Aliso berson, ey burn, erman, 
Bacco.” Cullom, Hoar, Patterson, 
Bailey, Daniel, Hopkins, rkins, 3 
Bard. ee ean, Platt, Conn. 
Berry, Fairban Kittredge, Stewart, 
Beveridge, Foraker. Latimer, eller, 
Burnham, Foster, Wash. Lodge, 

Burrows, 5 Long, Warren, 
Carmack, Fulton, McCreary, Wetmore. 
Clap; Gallinger, McCumber, 

Clark, Wyo. Gamble, Mitchell, 

Clarke, Ark. Hale, elson, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Tennes- 
see to recommit the bill to the Committee on Commerce. | 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President. this bill will come up as the unfin- 
ished business to-morrow, and as the margin is so narrow and 
Senators, perhaps without realizing the importance of remaining, 
have gone away, I move that the Senate adjourn. Let the bill be | 
printed as it has been amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator permit me to offer an 
amendment, to be printed and go over? i 

Mr. HALE. Yes; but I can not yield to f else. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to amend the bill by inserting after 
the words and no other,“ in line 3, the following words: 


From and after July 1, 1905. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be reprinted with | 
the amendments. The Secretary will state the amendment pro- | 
posed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The SECRETARY. In line 3, page 1, after the words “and no 
others,“ it is proposed to insert“ from and after July 1, 1905.” 

Mr. HALE. I renew my motion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Maine, that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 17 minutes 
p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 
27, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 26, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, under the rules, bills on the 
Private Calendar are in order to-day: but I find that gentlemen 
on both sides of the House feel very desirous to finish to-day the 
naval appropriation bill. I therefore ask unanimous consent 
that to-morrow may be substituted for to-day for the consider- 
ation of those bills which would be in order to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
SULLOWAY] asks unanimous consent that to-morrow may be sub- 
stituted for to-day for the consideration of pension bills, the same 
as if it were to-day. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


On motion of Mr. Foss, the House resolved itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. OLMSTED 
in the chair, and resumed the consideration of House bill 12220, 
the 1 riation bill. 

The C When the committee rose last evening there 
was pending an amendment offered by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS]. 

Mr. ROBERTS and Mr. FOSS rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? 

Mr- FOSS. I desire to say that I reserved a point of order on 
this amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. So the Chair understands. 

Mr. FOSS. I did so for the purpose of asking the gentleman 
from Massachusetts a question. I will now withdraw the point 
of order, and allow the amendment to come up on its merits. I 
do not believe, at any rate, it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous consent that I may be al- 
lowed to proceed for fifteen minutes. i 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I will not object if 
I can haye the same time allotted to me. : 
‘ott Thave no doubt that the gentleman can secure 

e. š 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] may be permit to 
proceed for fifteen minutes, after which the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HILL] shall proceed for fifteen minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, prior to the begin- 
ning of the debate, I should like to offer an amendment to the 
amendment, so that the question may be fairly understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield the floor for that purpose? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iwill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

mend m “ ** 
i that th he la se wil s read SEN 5 Sor page 72, the word "five; 

“The re of the Na i 
chase subsabtace or submarine torpedo mato S 

Mr. MUDD. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] may 


| be reported again. It was offered late yesterday evening, and a 


good many gentlemen have not heard it. 
The C RMAN. Without objection, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] will be again re- 


ported. 
Mr.MUDD. This is not to come out of the time of the gentle- 


| man from Massachusetts. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 12, page 72, strike out the word two“ wherever it occurs = 
ser in place thereof 7 8 word A 1 re 
e 13 strike out the words “five hundred” and insert in place thereo 

the words “ eight hundred and fifty.” = £ 

In line 18, after the word “ Navy,” strike out all down toand including the 
word “approp „im line 23, and insert in place thereof the following: 

“To carry out the purpose aforesaid the sum of $850,000, or such part 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 

not otherwise appropriated.” 

8 as — hore 3 sore tangent 

The Secre 0¹ e Nay ereby authorized to contract foror pur- 
chase five subsurface or five submarine torpedo beats at a cost not — 
$850,000: Provided, That before any such subsurface or submarine torpedo 
boat is purchased or contracted for it shall be accepted by the Navy Depart- 
ment as fulfilling all reasonable requirements for submarine warfare and 
shall have been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. 
— — Be the — 2 ae the naa of PON or such part thereof 

mn necessary. ereby a ria out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated.” 7 5 
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But he did say that in view of the fact that we are building 
seven submarines and had not accepted them, it was not wise to 
go on building any more. 

Now, the chairman of our committee said yesterday we had not 
heard from any high naval authorities of this country since the 
battle of Port Arthur. We had not heard from Admiral Dewey. 
He may not have heard from him, but I have, and I want this 
committee to listen to what he says: 

NAvy DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL OF THE NAVY, MILLS BUILDIKG, 
Washington, February 15, 199%. 

Just a week ago to-day, after the battle of Port Arthur, after 
the general board had made up its recommendation for the pro- 
gramme itself, and after the House Committee had passed on it. 
He says: 

DEAR Mn. ROBERTS: Referring to our conversation of this morning. I find 
that it is now claimed that the 21-inch torpedo has a range of 8,000 yards and 
a terminal speed of 24; knots. Having this in view, as well as the perform- 
ances of our submarine boats at Newport during the past season— 


Bear that in mind, I will refer to it a little later— 
and the efficient work which torpedoes have accomplished in the Fast— 


By the Japanese attack on the Russians at Port Arthur— 
Iam of the opinion that we have waited long enough before constructing ad- 
ditional submarine boats, as I believe they have amply demonstrated their 
effectiveness and usefulness as component parts of a strong navy. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman. Á 3 

Mr. ROBERTS. I decline to be interrupted at this moment. 
Now listen: 


The CHAIRMAN, Unanimous consent having been given, the 
ntleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] is recognized for 
teea minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I was much gratified during 
the debate yesterday to hear the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs appeal to this committee to be guided by the judg- 
ment of our naval experts in making up the naval 1 
this year, and I gathered from his remarks that he pledged him- 
self to follow the judgment of our highest naval authorities. 

He said yesterday with much earnestness and great fervor: 

We shall find it infinitely better and safer tostaad always upon the recom- 
mendation of our great naval authorities in this regard. 

“This regard’? being the size, the number, and the character 
of the ships we should provide in this bill. 

Again he said: 

Mr. Chairman, it is infinitely better for us to have something back of us, 
something to stand upon, like the opinion of our naval authorities, whose 
business, whose profession, whose duty it is to recommend to the American 
Congress the best type and the best character of ships. 

Again, the chairman of our committee said to my colleague from 

husetts: 

Whom does the gentleman wish to follow—a foreign naval authority or 
our own nayal authorities? 

And I think it a fair assumption that the chairman of our com- 
mittee has placed himself behind and will follow our own highest 
naval authorities. 

I want to quote again from the speech of another distinguished 
gentleman on the Naval Committee—I refer to the ranking Demo- 


i isi x — In dgment th ber of these boats, two, ded by th 
cratic member, the gentleman from Louisiana (My. Mvua- | t e b ent pra mocam b ty eds 
Rrxey]: . Very truly, yours, GEORGE Dewey. 

Ye, of | This letter is addressed to myself. 
Replied the gentleman from Louisiana— Mr. FOSS. And not to the committee. 


but I would rather take Admiral Dewey's judgment than that of the board. Mr. ROBERTS. That is very true, but to me, and is it neces- 
Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the highest naval opinion in the | sary for the gentleman who professes such a great faith in the 
United States on this question of submarine boats? views of Admiral Dewey to have a communication directed to 
Let me read briefly what Lieut. Commander W. W. Kimball, | him ny before he can follow out the good advice therein 
who commanded our torpedo-boat flotilla during the late war | contained? i : ] 
with Spain, said on this question before the Senate Committee on Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield a moment 
bi a eran | forh CHAIRMAN Doss th tl ield? 
the offi a e e Doss the gentleman yield? 
by Me and 1 ball Piega if 60 stand off the entire British Ayme aden. Mr. ROBERTS. Yes, fora question. 
ron 10 miles from Bandy Hook without any aid from our fleet. Mr. FOSS. I want to ask him whether in the torpedo attacks 
"There is an excellent authority for the chairman of our com- | made by the Japanese on the Russian fleet off Port Arthur there 
mittee and for this committee to follow. Let us see what Rear- | was in that fleet a submarine boat? 
Admiral Jouett, who was under Farragut at Mobile Bay, said | Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, so far as the best advice we 
before the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs: can get will inform us, neither Japan nor Russia have to- day. a 
Temmen asquadđron that was blockading a port and the enemy had submarine torpedo boat; but letme say, in addition to this letter, 
au 


olland submarine boats, I would becompelled tonban- What Admiral Dewey stated to me personally last Friday. He 

ee aS blade aad put to sea to avoid — of my ships froman | said, “From what the Japanese haye done with their surface 
invisible source and from which I could not defend myself. | torpedo boats at Port Arthur, if they had had submarines they 
There is a high naval authority for the chairman of the Com- would have gone into the harbor and destroyed every Russian 
mittee on Naval Affairs and for this committee to follow. | ship.” That is what he told me only a week ago. Now. why has 
Admiral Dewey said to the House Committee on Naval Affairs | Admiral Dewey come out with so strong a recommendation of 
on April 23, 1900: į submarines? During this present Congress the Senate of the 
The boat— United States sent a communication to the Secretary of the Navy 


3 3 i asking him to lay before the Senate the results of the trials of the 
Speaking of the only submarine boat the Government then | eight submarine oes a by the 3 those res 
i proposed to do. | And Isaid t having been uring the last year, and the Secretary of 

3 it SE a eit ther ten ha two of those boats ian 1 | Navy sent back to the Senate of the United States this: It is 
never could have held it with the sq Thad. | contrary to sound public policy to divulge what these boats have 
Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? | been doing.” Why? Let me read E of a newspaper article, 
Mr. ROBERTS (continuing). The moral effect to my mind | and you may get an idea why they do not want officially to tell 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to me for | the world how effective these boats are. Here is an item from 


a moment? the New York Sun, dated December 10, 1903: ‘ 
Mr. ROBERTS. I yield for a question, Mr. Chairman, SUBMARINE WINS AGAIN—THE.SHARK RUNS BY FORT ADAMS IN THE DAY- 
Mr. FOSS. Did not Admiral eat À after that send a letter TIME UNDETECTED. 
stating that he thought we had enough of these boats to experi- NEWPORT, R. I., December 9. 
ment with then? There was an in torpedo boat Shark this 


test with the submarine 
3 afternoon in the outer harbor. The Shark is attached to the torpedo station, 
Mr. ROBERTS. I will come to that in a moment. And I Want and since the departure of the Adder and Moccasin she has been used for x 


the chairman of the committee to give me close attention. Admi- | periments. The submarines have found no difficulty in passing objects at 
ral Dewey continued: night unobserved, and to-day it was decided to make n trial to see if the boat 
could pass a given point in the daytime without etected. 
The moral effect, to my mind, is that it is infinitely superior to mines or Several officers were stationed at Fort Adams, and so that the boat might 
torpedoes— have no a 5 sna a crew —.— one of the other sub- 
5 marines were sen assist up. 
That is, the torpedo boats— : The Shark, under the command of Lieut. C. P. Nelson, was then sent out 
or anything of this kind. With those craft 2 under water it would | from the station. There was but little motion on the surface of the water,a 
wear people out. With two of those in Galveston, all the navies of the world poi favorable for 3 but in spite of this the boat was suc- 


could not blockade that place. cessful the fort uno 5 
7 3 $ : : N After getting out in the outer harbor the Shark was subme: and for an 
a is what Ae Dawes, said to our committee in the hear- | hour she was maneuvered under water. Then e she came to tho surface for 
ing of our chairman less than four years ago. an observation throug conning tower, Then, aga’ 3 
4, 2 3 the given point without being sean. Coming to the surface between Fort 
ow the chairman says, emen, that Admiral Dewey, in a — d the Jamestown share, out-of TCT 


: Adams 
letter, changed his mind. I say no. In a letter to a member of 5 ae again dived and next came to the surface near Ross Island, and 
our committee [Mr. LOUDENSLAGER], written two year ago, Ad- ae ae — {he requirements of the test, proceeded awash to her 
miral Dewey said: 3 


My views on the value of the submarine have not changed. Now, the test was this: She was to go out in broad daylight 
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With all the officers and all the men of the forts guarding the en- 
trance of Newport Harbor on the watch to detect and to see her, 
and to come in by those forts in broad daylight without being 
discovered, and, bear in mind further, it is not a straight run into 
the harbor at Newport, but the channel to be followed is crooked 
and tortuous. The vessel had to be navigated under water by 
her compasses, and she succeeded in making that most difficult 
and supreme test of the work of a submarine boat. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I yield. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How fast can this boat run under 


water? 
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I will speak of that a little 


ter. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There is one other question in 
that connection. I have been told that one had stayed under 
water for ten hours or more. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I have been told on reliable 
authority that a submarine boat has been submerged for thirty- 
six consecutive hours with a full 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let me ask the gentleman this 

uestion. 
$ Mr. ROBERTS (continuing). With a full complement of men 
aboard of her, eight men in the vessel, submerged for thirty-six 
consecutive hours. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppose that boat was running 5 
miles an hour under water, and could be subme: for twelve 
hours; the boat could dive, for instance, here at Washington and 
come up 20 miles the other side of Baltimore, and attack a war 
ship. Is that a fact? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman is outlining what we hope to 
achieve some time in the future. That trip is too long to make, 
unless the gentleman means overland to Baltimore. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; Ido not mean that. I mean 
in a straight line at sea. wi? te 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman is right in that. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let me ask the gentleman one 
more question. If that be true, that a boat can go under water 
60 miles, submerged all the time, and at the end discharge this 


Whitehead torpedo, why does not that mean the doing away abso- only be de 


lutely with battle ships in the near future? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, no; Mr. Chairman, I can not agree to that. 
It will do away with the battle ships and cruisers for harbor de- 
fense, but it will not do away with the battle ship as a fighting 
machine on the high seas. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 

uestion? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I have no objection in the world, Mr. Chair- 
man, to these interruptions, providing my time can be extended. 

Mr. DAYTON. I only want to understand the gentleman. Do 
I understand you to say that the type of submarine boat that the 
Government now has can go beyond 25 miles under water with 
its present storage-battery capacity? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iso understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has expired 

Mr. SLAYDEN. i 
the gentleman from Massachusetts have ten minutes more. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chairman, if I 
may have the same courtesy extended to me if I need it. I do not 


think I shall. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will ask for it for the gentleman from Con- 
necticut also. : 5 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Massachusetts may 
be extended for ten minutes, and couples with that request that 
the time of the gentleman from Connecticut may also be extended 
for ten minutes. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts a question. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Certainly. ah 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I want to ask the gentleman if, in any con- 
tingency where it would be desirable to use a submarine boat, 
there will be any necessity for a boat continuing for 25 miles under 
water? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, no, In talking with the experts in the 
service, those who are familiar with these boats and haye com- 
manded them, they have formulated their ideas for their use in 
warfare. They do not think it will ever be necessary for these 
boats to make so long a run under water. They will proceed on 
the surface until they are within five or ten miles, at the outside, 
of their possible enemy, and then go underneath and make their 
attack, It is not supposed that they are going to grope around 


Mr. Chairman. I ask unanimous consent that 


under water all the time, but will proceed on the surface until 
they are near enough for an under-water attack. Then they will 
dive and deliver their blow. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some say that this newspaper item which 
I have read, selling us of this wonderful exploit of this submarine 
boat in Newport Harbor, is a newspaper story. It is a newspa- 
per story, but it is a true one. I know it is true, because only last 
Saturday, in this very building, Lieutenant Nelson, who com- 
manded the Shark, about which I have read you, told me with 
his own lips the story of that wonderful performance. It wasa 
most remarkable performance, and the most complete refutation 
of the slurs and insinuations against the efficiency of these boats 
that Ihave ever heard. This, among others. is the reason why 
our Navy Department do not want to advertise to the world the 
wonderful possibilities of these submarine boats. 

But before I leave this point I want to say to this committee 
that the seven submarine boats that were purchased by the Gov- 
ernment, when they were put to their official acceptance test, in 
each and every instance exceeded the contract requirements. In 
some instances they exceeded the contract requirements at least 
one knot in speed, and those familiar with naval affairs know 
what that means. Why, the next to the last battle ship that the 
Government accepted fell short of her contract requirements on 
speed, but not enough to necessitate her rejection. All these sub- 
marine boats exceeded the contract requirements for speed. both 
on the surface and under water. 

When the army board learned that the board of inspection of 
the Navy were to conduct the acceptance test of these submarine 
boats, they asked permission to be present and observe what was 
done. That permission was given, and here is what that army 
board says: f 

As to the value of these submarine eek eri ayapa fogier mA 
by actual trial to be both habitable and dirigible w. l 8 sub- 
merged, there can be no question. Such a boat placed ina har ed 
by modern high-power guns and protected by an electrically con mine 
field could lie safe within the harbor behind the mine field. and, on the ap- 
proach of a hostile fleet, pass out over the mine field while this was rendered 
temporarily inert by the cutting off of the electric current, and. after ap- 

ing near enough to the enemy to discharge her torpedoes effectively, 

toa place of refuge behind the mine field, which could be rendered 
settee inst the eni deg reed on the electric current as soon as the 
su 


The actual value of such a boat, as measured by its destructive power 
when thus used on with other elements of coast defense, 


p 
retire 


riment would be suficien 
ostile fleet to hesitate lo 

before he attempted to enter or to blockade a harbor known to be defend: 

by guns and mines with a submarine boat as an auxiliary. While the actual 
destructive value of such a boat can not, therefore, be definitely stated, its 
value as an element of coast defense, when measured by its probabis moral 
effect, is thought to be incalculable. 


t 
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Very rs ARTHUR MURRAY, 
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(Through military channels.) 


That is the authority we present for an increase in the number 
of these boats, and I assume from the alacrity and the willingness 
of this committee yesterday to follow the request of the chairman 
| of the Committee on Naval Affairs to be gnided by the highest 
naval opinion, that there will not be the slighest difficulty to-day 
in the chairman himself, in the ranking Democratic member from 
Louisiana [Mr. MEYER], and in this entire committee 5 
the advice of the highest naval authority we have in the Uni 
States to-day, as contained in the letter which I have just read. 
There is no man in the American Navy to-day who has had more 
experience in war than Admiral Dewey. ‘There is no man in the 
American Navy to-day in whom the people have more confidence. 

The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER], in saying that he 
would follow the Admiral of the Navy rather than the board, 
was merely voicing the sentiment of the people of this country. 
They have faith in the judgment of Admiral Dewey, and they 
know that what he recommends is the best thing for us to do in 
naval matters; and Admiral Dewey says to us—and he says to 
you through this letter directed to me—that in his judgment we 
have waited long enongh before constructing additional sub- 
marine boats. And why does he say it? “In view of the per- 
formance of those boats at Newport last summer.“ There is 
now no reasonable doubt as to their efficiency, as to their desira- 
bility—to use his own language, as component parts of a strong 
navy.” He continues: 

In my ju ent, the number of these boats, two, recommended by the 
peril board for authorization by the present Congress, might very well be 


I have reason to believe, Mr. Chairman, from personal conver- 
sation with Admiral Dewey and other members of the general 
board, that had the news of the engagement at Port Arthur been 
received in this country before the general board made up its 


recommendation that board would have recommended more than 
two submarines: and I have reason also to believe from personal 
conversation with members of the House Naval Committee that 
had that same news reached us before our bill was made up and 
reported into this House the programme as reported by us would 
have been changed quite materially in the matter of small boats. 

I desire now to call attention to this fact. The newspapers on 
yesterday morning gave us the English naval programme for the 
ensuing year. England provides in her budget, now before the 
House of Commons, for thirty vessels for the next year. What 
are they? Two battle ships, four cruisers, fourteen destroyers, 
ten submarines: in all, thirty vessels, and twenty-four out of the 
thirty are of the torpedo type—four-fifths of her entire programme 
for torpedo craft. 

What does our programme provide for? There are ten boats—one 
battle ship, two cruisers, three scout ships, two colliers, and two 
submarines—only one-fifth of the American programme being for 
torpedo craft. Yet England, whom we have copied almost boat 
for boat in the past, is to-day taking advantage of the lesson of 
Port Arthur, and is making four-fifths of her programme of the 
torpedo type, as against one-fifth by this country. The amend- 
ment that I offer is nothing radical. It is nothing impulsive. It 
is but carrying out the ideas of high naval authority who have 
studied this question thoroughly and digested it well. It is not 
an excessive number to add in any one year when you consider 
that this Government has done nothing with submarines since 
the year 1900, and has done nothing with any form of torpedo 
craft since 1898. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. Unanimous consent having been given, the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL] is e for twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. . Chairman, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] has just read from a part of the 
army report. ith the consent of the House I will insert in the 
Record the entire report from the office of the Chief of Artillery, 
and made by a board of officers convened under Special Order, 
No. 20, Adjutant-General’s Office, January 24, 1903, and submitted 
by them a few days ago. The president of the board was Maj. 
Arthur Murray, of the 5 58 5 Corps, and acting with him were 
Capt. C. S. Parker and Capt. C. J. Bailey. I will also insert, in 
addition to the official report of the army officers, a report of a 
civilian who accompanied the Lake to: o boat in its cruise at 
Newport and gave his account in the New Orleans Times-Demo- 
crat g February 14, 1904. I shall insert these as a part of my 
remarks. 

Now, I would ask the attention of the House for a few minutes. 
I will try and be as brief as possible and not take up the whole 
time allotted tome. Ishall not talk any politics, because we haye 
had too much discussion of that kind in this debate, but I want 
to talk just plain, straight business for a few minutes. 

About two years ago, or just two years ago. when the naval 
appropriation bill came in, it had in it a provision for the pur- 
c of six Holland torpedo boats. We then had under contract 
six boats of that class and owned two, making eight. That bill 
provided for the purchase of six more. Ten minutes before that 
pbc toa came up, I was called ont by a gentleman in the gal- 

ery who stated to me that. representing a large number of my 
constituents in the Fourth district of Connecticut he pledged him- 
self that if the purchase of submarine boats could be thrown open 
to competition he would give the Government the benefit of 
twenty years of his experience. 

I came upon the floor of the House and stated the substance of 
his offer, and the House rejected the provision at that time. I 
gave my pledge to the House that if this should be done, these 
gentlemen, whom I knew to be financially responsible, would 
carry out their agreement. They immediately went to work, 
building boats. One of those boats was finished last spring, and 
in accordance with that action on their part, there was in the bill 
of last year a provision setting aside for the use of the Secretary 
of the Navy half a million dollars to be used in holding a compe- 
tition not only between private boats, but the boats owned by the 
Government or any American citizen who chose to bring his boat 
into open competition, in order that the Secretary of the Navy 
se such competition might decide as to what he should pur- 
chase, 

Last spring that notice was given to the only two companies in 
this country who are making submarine torpedo boats—the Hol- 
land Company and the Lake Torpedo Company; and the date fixed 
for the competition was October 16. Mr. Lake was ready with 
his boat, finished; and he was not only ready then, but was ready 
at the naval review in Oyster Bay. And his boat was visible and 
open, to be visited and examined by everybody. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts says that there are military 
reasons why the Navy Department should not give out the details 
of these boats, All I have to say is that the torpedo boat Protector 
is open to the inspection of anybody, not only in this country, 
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but from foreign countries as well. And it has been visited by 
attachés of the Japanese and the Russian Governments. 

Last October, happening to be in Weshington on my way to 
the West, I 3 a telegram from Mr. Lake advising me that 
the test had been postponed. I went to the Navy Department 
and asked why it had been postponed. - 

I was informed that the Holland people had notified the Depart- 
ment that they were not ready and would not be until November 
16. Thiscompetitive test was not confined entirely to the Holland 
boat; the law says distinctly and specifically—here is the lan- 
guage: “Tested by comparison or competition, or both, with a 
Government subsurface or submarine torpedo boat or any private 
competitor.” I said to the Secretary of the Navy and to Captain 
Train, president of the naval board of inspection and survey: 
„Gentlemen, I ask 7 now to carry out the spirit of the legisla- 
tion of last year and put a Government boat in this competition; 
you have six of them.“ Captain Train replied to me: It is abso- 
lutely useless; Iam ready to admit now that the Protector outclasses 
anything which the Government has.“ That was the reply made 
to me in the presence of the Secretary of the Navy. I then said: 
“Go on with your competition on the 16th of November.” On 
that date Mr. Lake’s boat, the Protector, was at Newport—not 
towed there by somebody else, but going under its own power 
from Bridgeport, Conn., to Newport, and towing a schooner all 
the way in addition. 

Mr. WATSON. What was the make of the Government boat? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The Holland, a class of boats on 
which the Government has spent nearly a million and a half of 
dollars; and the Protector had been developed, as my constituents 
said it should be, at their own expense—an expense involving be- 
tween three or four hundred thousand dollars, with no customer 
on earth except the Government. Nobody else wants to buy such 
an article—a weapon of offense. 

Mr. DAYTON. Engineered by a company with five or six mil- 
lion dollars of capital and a $50,000 plant. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. There is no trouble about the plant 
or about the boats. These men have done what they agreed to 
do. They brought this boat into full preparation for a competi- 
tion for which the Government—— 

Mr. DAYTON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. I was refer- 
ring to the Holland boat. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I know nothing about the Holland 
company or the Holland boat except what I have learned from 
official reports of the Government, which I will give in a moment. 

Time passed on, and November 16camearound. The Protector, 
the Lake boat, appeared at Newport ready for this competition. 
But on the journey down it broke its reversing gear in towing the 
schooner which it took down with it, so that it could only go 
ahead, but could not go back. I wish the United States Govern- 
ment would break its reversing gear, so that it could only go 
ahead. It does go backward many times, but I do not want it to 
do so now. 

The Holland boat was not there, although the Navy Derart- 
ment had offered to lend the Holland Company one of the boats 
which the Government had purchased, but the offer was declined. 

When the next time was fixed and the board went to Newport, 
they found the bay covered with ice, so that the test has not yet 
27 55 held. 3 

ow, as I understand the purpose of this committee, it is to 
apply this half million dollars, which was appropriated last year, 
to precisely the purposes for which it was intended, to hold this 
competition, which will be held within thirty days, if weather 
permits and anybody is ready to compete. My constituents are 
ready to compete, or will be. They are now changing the screws 
of the boat. So that whatever elso may have been done, it is ab- 
solutely certain that, so faras the Lake torpedo boat is concerned, 
they are ready for business. 

But, gentlemen, there has been a test held. It was said a year 
ago that no competition would be held, notwithstanding the ap- 
propriation by Congress. Thus far that prophecy is true. I hope 
that before many weeks it will be falsified. 

But there has been a competition entirely unknown to me un- 
til a few days ago, when I learned that there had been a compe- 
tition between these two classes of boats. 

_ Now, understand, they are different in size, they are different 
in very many essential features. The Lake boat is a twin-screw 
boat, the Holland is a single screw. The Lake boat carries three 
torpedo tubes, the Holland carries one. One is much larger than 
the other. The gentleman from Massachusetts, I think without 
slap of Halland sical bee ie tae oe 
) 0 or I do not think he m i 
practically has done so by the lan dect 


e which he has used di 
ing that the Secretary of the Navy oe 


all buy five of these boats 


at $170,000 apiece. Well, you can not buy the Lake torpedo boats 
at $170,000 apiece, and consequently I ibe moved 5 
five, and leave it wholly discretionary with the Secretary of 
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the Navy whether he shall buy one or five or none, That is the 


ponen in 5 e it ago a 7 
. FOSS. Chairman, e 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly sees eit paa 


Mr. FOSS. How much do you appropriate in your amendment? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, I have just simply stricken 
five“ out of the amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Roserts] and left it otherwise intact. I do not want 
to be too radical in amendments. I am perfectly willing, so far 
as Jam concerned, to make it 85.000, 000 and leave it discretionary 
with the Hon. William H. Moody. I left it just as it is, $850,000 
instead of $500,000, and I will tell you in a moment why I did that. 
If the bill is amended in accordance with the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] and my amend- 
ment to his amendment, it will carry $850,000, leaving it abso- 
lutely discretionary with the Secretary of the Navy whether he 
uses it.all or not, whether he buys one, two, three, or five boats, 
or whatever he can get. 

Mr. FOSS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 
` Mr. — The gentleman has read the committee provision, 

suppose 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. To the effect that the Secretary of the Navy is au- 
thorized to purchase two submarine boats after he has e tests? 

Mr. H of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. As to which is the better of the two. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. And that we reappropriate $500,000, which has not 
been used, but which was appropriated in the last naval appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes. Now, if the amendment of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] is agreed to, 
supplemented by my amendment to his amendment, the result 
will be simply to increase that amount from $500,000 to $850,000. 

Mr. FOSS. That is to say, an increase of $350,000. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. An increase of $350,000, 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. As take it, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] does not mean a reappropriation 
of that $500,000 which now remains unexpended. 

Mr. HILLof Connecticut. I should like to ask the gentleman, 
the chairman of the committee, does he think it is necessary to re- 
appropriate the other $500,000? Was not that a continuing appro- 
priation, and, as a matter of fact, would not this be an additional 
appropriation of $850,000? 

Mr. FOSS. I think the gentleman’s amendment and the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, taken together, 
would be an additional appropriation. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. That is just what I think. 

Mr. FOSS. Whereas our appropriation here is a reappropria- 
tion of that $500,000, which has not yet been used. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Exactly. Now, I am in favor of 
giving the Secretary of the Navy the largest liberty on this prop- 
osition. 

I believe, gentlemen, you have reached a point where you are 
possibly changing the entire system of naval warfare in the 
world. I believe that the dreams of Jules Verne have practically 
come to fulfillment, and that the time is not far distant when by 
submarine warfare it will become possible to stop hostile 
invasion of every country in the world by sea, because of the im- 
possibility of doing it successfully. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I do not want the gentleman to 
get away from the question of competition he said he was going 
to tell us about. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I will not read the entire report of 
this army board. Iwill read their recommendation and conclu- 
sions. The report, let me say, has thus far been held secret. So 
that there can be no misunderstanding, because I do not wish to 
betray any confidence, I will state that a few days ago I learned 
that such a competition had been held, that a competent board of 
gentlemen whom I have named had visited, examined, and tried 
both boats and had made their reports. I went to the Secre 
of War and asked for a copy of the report. The Secretary 
General Storey, Chief of Artillery, into his room, and stated that 
he desired the utmost publicity in all matters where it was proper 
to have it in connection with the office of the Secretary, and Gen- 
eral Storey said that while it was a question of military strategy, 
he thought no harm would come about in giving Captain Lake a 
copy for his stockholders, who had patriotically as well as finan- 
cially invested from $300,000 to $400,000 in this business. I then 
asked him for and he gave me a copy of this statement. I then 
asked him for another copy for myself, with the distinct agree- 
ment that L might read it to yon as Members of Congress—the 
\ legislators of this country. So that Iam not using it in violation 


or betrayal of any imposed upon me, because that was the 
distinct understanding. that I could so read it. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman from Connecticut give 
me the date of his report? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Oh, yes; January 21, 1904. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Well, I want to say to the gentleman, if the 
gentleman will excuse me, that the report of the board was dated 
November 28, 1902, some two years prior to his. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. [am very glad to find the date of 
that other report. Since they made report they have had 
another meeting, examined this boat later, and had recommended 
the purchase of five of these boats,so that this was a second propo- 
sition. I will put the whole re in the Record. It goes into 
an elaborate discussion of the tector. 

Proceedings of a board of officers convened by the following order: 

[Special orders No. 20.] 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
ADJIUTANT-GENERAL’S. OFFICE, 
Washington, January 2h, 1903. 
Extract. 


* * * * * s * 
5. By direction of the Secretary of War, a board of officers to consist of 


Msj. Arthur Murray. Corps; Capt. Charles J. Bailey, Artillery Corps; 
Capt. Charles F. Parkor, Corps, will convene at Bridgeport, Conn., 
on January 26, 1908, for the p of witnessing and reporting upon the test 


of the submarine el esp boat ctor, 8 
Upon the completion of this duty the officers composing the board will re- 
turn. to their proper stations. F 
Such journeys as may be required by the board in obeying thisorderare 
necessary for the public service. 
2 $ 


s$ 
of Lieutenant-General Miles: 
H. C. CORBIN, 
Adjutant-General, Major-General, U. S. Army. 
Fort Torren, N. Y., January 21, 1904. 
Pursuant to the above order, the board proceeded to Bridgeport, Conn., 
on Jan 27, 1%3, and inspected the Protector. The boat was not then in 


condition for under-water service, owing to changes and improvements un- 
der way, and while a surface run could have been made it was deemed in- 


* * * * 
By command 


advisable, owing to a thick fog. Mr. Lake, the desi of the boat, stated 
25 he would communicate with the board when all was in satisfactory con- 
ition. 


The board this day inspected all parts of the boat and the detailed draw- 
ings, and discussed with the designer the purposes for which it could be used 
and the methods of using it. The board communicated informally with Mr. 
Lake at various times, but owing to other duties of the members and to the 
work of the designer in improving and 55 boat for trials before 
ic CCC e year M 2006 

e ess, i e, on January re- 
quested the board to inspect it at Newport, R. I 8 therefore, was 
), and the board 
eee The boat was then 
ts of another design by a naval board, 


care’ 
features of the boat as would em ize its adaptability for the needs of sea- 
coast defense and attack from the standpoint of the land forces, particularly 
in connection with the submarine defense and attack of harbors, leaving the 
technical details of its construction and its purely naval features to. naval 


xperts. 
he board considered the following possible uses of the boat: 
FOR THE DEFENSE. 


First, to replace fixed mines, by Ixing adjacent to the forts and attacking 
vessels attempting to reduce the works or to run past, particularly in im- 
portant. channels where it is impracticable to plant mines, owing to deep and 
rough water, extreme width, or swift currents. 

Second, to supplement fixed mines by attacking vessels approaching the 
mine fields or those which have crossed them. 

Third, to lie outside mine fields for scouting or picket. duty, keeping in 
telephonic communication as hereafter described. 

‘ourth, to pick up and repair defective cable joints, junction boxes, ete. 


FOR THE ATTACK. 


First. 3 een a and —_— vessels Baper Ns 8 iad 

Second, to drag for, pick up, and.cut multiple and: neh cables on 
bottom or mine-cables leading to t mines.or buoys. 

Third, to sweep the channel; two subme: boats being connected by a 
light cable extending across all or a part of the mine field. 

A discussion of the above and the conclusions and recommendations of the 
Board follow later. ae 

The Board submits the following description of the boat: 

The Protector (see print inclosed) isa twin-screw boat with sen cheat 
shell 65 feet and a maximum diameter of Il feet 2 inches. Upon the hull 

roper is a light steel superstructure and a comparatively large conning 
er about 6} feet high, the lower half of which is of steel, the uppar of 
Tobin bronze. A upon this. boat, by Lieut. John Halligan, jr., 
United States Navy, giving a detailed description of the boat as far as can, 
at this time, be ed He AT and an estimate of the value of the submarine 
boat in war, from a naval point of view, is herewith inelosed. 

From this detailed — gre Lieutenant Halligan the following gen- 
eral description of the characteristic features of the boat and 
their purposes is com 

The superstructure is previded for the following purposes: 

First, to give buoyancy and seaworthiness in cruising trim. 

Second, to 3 stowage for fuel and air tanks outside of the spindle hull 
for reasons of safety 

Third, to give deck room, 
In the are 
ity of 1,050 
cubic feet; 


and economy of space. J 
thus contributing to habitability. 
4 wich earried 8 gasoline a enc combined Loree 
ons; 5 air tanks with a com N Q 
lubrica: 5 tanks with a combined capacity of gallons, 
and 4 low- e air tanks with a combined ca ty of 12} cubic feet. 
All gasoline tanks on the same side of the ship are connected with each 
other and with a copper service tank situated in the engine room abaft the 


— 
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engines, the supply to the service tanks being automatically regulated by 
means of a gauge and float. 
The comparatively large conning tower is provided for the following pur- 


poses: 
Fi to providea b moment well above the center of vi 
rst, to p: waite te gravity, 


thus contributing to sta > 
Second, to esa the control when subme: 


rged, 
Thha o facilitate the surface navigation of the boat in comparatively 
rough seas, 
‘ourth, to provide a com: location, well removed from the magnetic 
the spindle hull z . Mi 


influence of 

The tower carries a sighting hood and also an omniscope, afford- 

ing an all-round view of the horizon. Within the tower is located nearly 
of the . of the boat. When the boat is in cruising con- 
— 5 — rs detachable steering wheel and engine telegraphs are shipped on top 

e tower. 
Within the steel hull are the EROS motor, and air-compressing room; 3 
aft; a living room; a galley; adiving com- 
ent; a 5 compartment, water- tanks, located 
ps. 


The engines are two 4cylinder, 4-cycle, 120-horsepower gasoline engines, 

For igniting the gasoline, three means are hr pona -cell bat- 

e storage batteries. ith this 

combination no difficulty has been found in that Sne 
ion. 


a capacity of 450 am 
he 


when running at 200 revolutions Ror minute. 


boat. 2 
The galley is located abaft the living room and is provided with electric 
cooking stoves and e facilities. 

A water-closet is located in the after engine room. 

Regarding the habitability of the boat, Lieutenant n states: 

“Tn all respectssave that of deck room, and under all conditions of weather, 
this boat provides greater comfort for the crew than the surface torpedo 
boats on which I have served." 

The diving compartment is located in the bow and is separated from the 
crew space by an air lock; and both it and the air lock are fitted with air and 
water tight doors. The compartment is fitted with a connection to the low- 

ressure air system and provided with a telephone communicating with the 
fiving room and a hydro-pneumatic gauge with two hands, one of which 
registers the pressure of the water outside, due to the eye and the other 
the air pressure in the compartment. At the bottom of the compartment is 
an iron door, which can be opened ontward. To open the door the air-lock 
doors are first closed and then compressed air is admitted into the compart- 
ment until the gauge hands indicate the same rome within and withont 
the compartment. The door is then unfastened and then allowed to swing 
open, thus giving in clear water a view of the bottom. 

The diving compartment provides for— x . 

First, mine-cable cutting, or else repair of or burying mine cables and 

ction boxes. 
E, a way of escape for the crew in case of total disablement of the 
t. 


Third, a channel for telephonic communication with the shore when the 
boat is on picket duty. 

The sto battery 8 is located mainly under the crew space 
and is suitably ventilated. e batteries consist of 7 05 Gould cells, the over- 
all dimensions of the cells being about 36 by 19 by 17 inches. The total weight 
of the battery is about 76,000 pounds; its capacity is about 42} electrical horse- 
power for eight hours, or 85} horsepower for three hours. 

On the exterior of the boat are located four hydroplanes, a horizontal rud- 


heels, two anchors, and a drop keel. 
depng p. a ner are iene two on cack side, flush with the rstruc- 
ture deck. ey are operated in unison by means of a system of shafts and 


dal anes acta ns seid e e tho Tastee ber 
with 3 . pe Bele ct and by light means, from the con- 
FTT 
ment in cable mine work. and to allow the 5 rest on the bottom in 


ancho 
trol of 


ands 9 0 id in pote a — 5 5 vna is ship 1 A ae waa = 
tis submerged, the ning e portions of the p kee 
such that a quarter turn of the wrench release the entire weight, 10,000 


tanks wer 
$ fe leg of ballast tanks N 
release of two 500. pound anchor weights. 
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release of 10,000-pound keel. 
Sovanthe escape of wert Herat vege compartment, 
pees when the boat is at rest, 
wa 


ballast or by + when the 
boat is in moi 


es. When sub- 
vesse 


g submerged 
restrictions on the movements of the crew, and no great degree of skill is re- 
nee. 


particular interest, asido from its importance, in that it is one of the few 
qualities of the boat that was not deyeloped in her predecessors (the Argo- 
naut I and the Argonaut I).“ 

There are fiye s of SARA ar. viz: 

First. The no 0 condition, with cture and ballast tanks 
ap In this condition the su is about 16 inches out of 
water. 
4 a coord The war-time cruising condition, with superstructure filled and 

ecks a i 

Third. Superstructure filled and sufficient water in ballast tanks to sub- 
merge to the base of the sighting hood. This is the trim for submergence. 
A reserve buoyancy of about 74 poun nding to the volume of the 


sighting hood and o . for all o: ee h beeing 
In this condition direct on can be had through the sighting hood lenses, 
While under way in this condition, by depressing the h lanes two other 


conditions are assumed, namely: 
Fourth. Submergence with nothing showing except the top of the omni- 


scope. 

Birth. Complete only el dep 

To pass from the first of these conditions to the second requires about fifteen 
minutes; from the second to the third about three minutes. Transition from 
one to another of the submerged conditions is almost at will, being well 
within the time required for an intelligent observation through the omni- 
Paape This is, of rae as primary importance, inasmuch as when within 
sight of an enemy it is intended to run Sap. submerged, except for 
occasional verifications of bearing and range throug the ommniscope. 


+ 

Propulsion for the first three stages is by engines and motors, singly or 
combined; in the last three stages by motors alone. = 

The fact that in the third stage, by reason of an automatic induction valve 
in the top of the sighting hood, admitting air for the line engines and 
excluding y and water, the engines may be used, gives the boat a large 
cruising us in this condition at comparatively hig ed, and renders 
it likely that under many conditions of sea, light, and weather the boat may 
get within torpedo range without being seen in the event of the total dis- 
ablement of her electrical equipment. this case, of course, the o 
would be housed, and the sighting hood of a neutral color could he discerned 
only with great difficulty. This feature assumes considerable importance 
when it is considered that the elements most liable to disability in the sub- 
marine boat of to-day are the storage battery and, electrical equipment. 


It is intended in the near future to extend this advantage by taking the 
air for induction through the top of the omniscope, so that the engines may 


os Se almost to the exclusion of the motors, certainly until wi a mile 
of the enemy. 

No official ti of the speed of the Protector has 0 been taken. Ac- 
cording to unoffici ts are as fol- 


timings, as entered in her log her 

lows: Light condition, es and motors com ined, about 9} knots; light 

condition, engines only, sr ts. Submerged speeds have never been en, 

pa ee how Pace that will make, when completely submerged, between 
and 7 z 

As to her cruising radius, no records of fuel consumed by the engines have 
been kept, but from rough calculations, made during the longer runs of the 
Protector, the gasoline-tank capacity should gives cruising us of 350 knots 
in the light condition, at full g 

The board on January 20, 1904, visited the boat, which made a surface and 
submerged run, and carried out such evolutions as the board desired, and 
which follow below: 

The board was on board from 10.15 a. m. to 4p. m. From about 12 m. to 8 
p: m. the boat was submerged, and from 12.40 to 2 P m, the board was in the 

ving compartment, observing its operation and that of grappling for a 
cable. 

No discomfort was experienced under the air pressure in the diving cham- 
ber, and the remaining part of the interior was quite as comforiable as any 
surface boat of its size would have been. Lunch was cooked and served 
while submerged. 

PROGRAMME, 


First. Proceeded from Fort Adams some 3 miles up the bay in cruising 
condition, using engines. 

Second. rom cruising to awash condition, housing all external fit- 
tings, except a wooden mast installed for the naval test, 

Third. tinued surface run in awash condition. 

Fourth. Passed to 7 BS condition by filling ballast tanks. 

Fifth. Maneuvered on the bottom of the bay by using storage battery and 
motors to propel the boat. 

Sixth. ed diving chamber with compressed air, opened doorin bottom, 
and with a grapnel picked up a telephone cable by moving slowly over its 
approximate tion. 

Seventh. Passed from submerged to awash, and thence to cruising condi- 
tion, and returned to Fort Adams by a surface run, using storage battery and 
motors. 

In passing from the submerged to the awash condition, it was found that 
an ice floe had drifted over the boat, which, on rising, broke nes the flos 
and emerged with its deck completely covered with some 8 inches of ice, 
which remained on the deck while ping to the cruising condition. It was 
also found that the wooden mast above mentioned, had been broken by tho 
ice, while the boat was maneuvering under it. 

The weather was very cold, the bay full of ice, and it would have been dif- 
ficult to have chosen more adverse conditions for the test. 


CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS—FOR THE DEFENSE, 


channel it will p 
to the board. boat can lie for an indefini 


chors, or on the bottom ho y's or instant use, and practically ind 

n with the shore, or can 
patrol a mined or unmined channel invisible to the enemy and abie to dis- 
charge its torpedoes at all times. It possesses the power of utilizing its en- à 


. 
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while so n return to 


es in every condition except the totally subme: and can alwa; 
8 5 3 
In narrow ls the boat or boats 


range of gun fire, telephone communication can be sustained, and informa- 
tion received, and instructions sent for Chore py repeat vessels. 

e ease with which the boat 
can locate and pick up cables, and, with minor alterations in the present 
model, junction boxes, etc., can be taken into the diving compartment and 
repaired at leisure whileabsolutely protected from hostile interference. The 
faculty by the boat of maneuvering on the bottom and sending out 
nh eaves little or nothing to be desired in its facilities for doing this 
wor: 

5 5 f attackin 

The boat shows t su over any e g means of a king 
mine fields known to the board. y * 

First, it can run by any field, as at present installed, with but little or no 
danger from the explosion of any particular mine or from gun fire, panne 
the few seconds it exposes the sighting hood for observations, and can attac 
at its pleasure yessels in the harbor, 

Gentlemen, I will state that Captain Lake has gone in a sub- 
marine from the entrance of Sandy Hook straight into New York 
Harbor absolutely unobserved and unknown by anybody, and it 
is entirely possible with the Holland or Lake boats, either one, I 
think, with a fleet of vessels guarding Sandy Hook, to send a sub- 
marine boat up and put a torpedo on the Battery dock and come 
eray unknown to anyone, and escape in absolute and complete 

ety. 

Second and third, the board personally witnessed the ease with which 
cables can be grappled, raised, and cut while the boat is maneuvering on the 
bottom: mine cables can be swept for, found, and cut, or a diver can be sont 
out for that pu 3 

The crew of the boat is a skilled one, trained for its test in every way likely 
to be requested by the Naval Board. It should be noted that, with one ex- 
ception, no seamen are used, this exception being the man who steers and 
handles the boat. 

The crew is as follows: One navigator, who is also the diver; one chief en- 
gineer; one assistant engineer; one electrician; one machinist; one deck hand, 


and one cook. 


* * * * = = * 

The board recommends consideration of the foregoing by the General 
Staff. The question of the use of the Whitehead torpedoes as part of the 
fixed-mine defense, fired from tubes on shore, is now receiving consideration. 
Where channels are wide and water swift, this use of the Whitehead will be 
very limited. With boats of this type the Whitehead can, it is believed, be 
carried within certain effective range in all ordinary channels, and this alone 
will warrant the consideration asked for. 

Now, understand this is the board 1 by the Secretary of 
War to examine both boats. They did examine them and they 
made this report to the General Staff. Now, gentlemen, just one 
minute; just suspend conversation for half a minute. Jam going 
to say something I am not authorized to say. This was a unani- 
mousreport to the General. Staff. The General Staff of the Army 
have had this matter under consideration for the last five days, 
and the committee has reported, but I am not at liberty to say 
what that report is. I understand, however, that they recom- 
mend to the joint board of the Army and the Navy to take the 
whole subject under consideration in time for action at this ses- 
sion. 

Mr. FOSS. That is the joint board? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The joint board of the Army and 
Navy. It is not necessary for this House to get excited over this 
question in the slightest degree. It is in good hands, and it is 
being fairly and fully considered by both parties. I am simply 
giving information as far as I have got it. Now, what was their 
recommendation? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. i , I ask unanimous 
consent that I be given fiye minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I ask that the gentleman have five minutes 
longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
that the gentleman from Connecticut be given unanimous consent 
tocontinueforfive minutes, Isthereobjection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

The board recommends, in co uence of its conclusions, that five of 
these boats be purchased for use in submarine defense, as follows: 

Mr. BRICK. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gentleman to 
ask which boat? 5 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The Lake boat. 

his BRICK. The report says five boats. To which boat does it 
refer? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. The Lake boat. 

One for the School of Submarine Defense for experimental work, one for 
the eastern entrance of Long Island Sound, one for the entrance to Chesa- 
peake Bay, one for San Francisco Harbor, and one for t Sound. 

The necessity for this kind of defense in the four localities named needs 
no demonstration to those acquainted with them. 

There being no further business before it, the board thenadjourned sine die. 

ARTHUR MURRAY. 
| Major, Artillery Corps, President. 
C. J. BAILEY, 
Captain, Arety Corps, Member. 
C.F. Par 


Captain, Artillery Corps, Recorder. 


APPENDIX À, 


[Copy of telegram.] 
Fort Torren, N. Y., January 14, 1904. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL, U. S. Army, Washington, D. C.: 


Request telegraphic authority for board convened by paragraph 5, prentar 
Order 20, 1908, to proceed Newport, R. I. No test of Protector ble here- 
tofore. Boat now ready at Newport. Mr. Lake desires test there immedi- 


ately. Board concurs. 
MURRAY, President Board. 
C. J. BAILEY, Captain, Artillery Corps. 


APPENDIX B. 


[Copy of telegram.] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 1h, 1905, 


A true copy. 


Maj. ARTHUR MURRAY, . 
Artillery Corps, Fort Totten, Willets Point, N. Y.: 


Secretary War directs as necessary for public service members of board, 
consisting of yourself and Capts. Charles J. Bailey and Charles F. Parker, 
Artillery 8 to Newport, R. I., on official business pertaining to 
test of sub e torpedo boat Protector, and on completion duty return 


Perit, Assistant Adjutant-General. 
C. J. BAILEY, Captain, Artillery Corps. 


Now, gentlemen, that isa unanimous report. Now,I do not 
think I am revealing any secret when I say, since the six Lake 
boats were bought and paid for—— 

Mr. ROBERTS. You mean Holland boats. 


proper station, 
A true copy. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Yes; since the six Holland boats 


were bought and paid for by the Government the naval boards 
have recommended changes in them to the extent of abont $10,000 
each, copying identically in many respects the principles of con- 
struction of the Lake boat. We aay a have eight Holland boats. 
My constituents have shown that they are a company of gentle- 
men who are not only financially able but who actually have spent 
three or four hundred thousand dollars of their own money. 

The chairman of the committee yesterday spoke of the Katahdin 
and other experiments which haye gone to the naval scrap heap. 
These gentlemen did not ask for an advance order. They have 
delivered to you a completed instrument, which the Army itself 
says is the best method of defense in the world. Now, why do I 
make this amendment to strike out these five boats? I think we 
ought to have them. I think we had better have the Holland than 
not have any. But why do I propose to strike out these five in 
this bill? This thing is an experiment, practically, yet, notwith- 
233 this magnificent report which will be put in here. Eng- 
land and France to-day have gone beyond the mere defense; the 
Protector is beyond that. I heard Governor Voorhees, of New 
Jersey, counsel for the Protector, challenging the Navy Depart- 
ment to a 250 mile run at sea with one of their boats, and in rough 
water at that. What I would like to see done is this: This appro- 
priation should be $850,000, with full discretion given the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to use it as he sees fit; and what I would like to 
have him do—— 

Mr. FOSS, In that connection may Task the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. Whether or not the gentleman would think it ad- 
visable to reappropriate that $500,000 of last year? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do if it is necessary. I did not 
suppose it was necessary. I supposed it was a continuing appro- 
priation until used. 

Mr. FOSS. The Secretary came before our committee—— 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would ask the chairman of the 
committee himself to make that motion. It will cost nothing if 
we do not spend it. 

Mr. BENNY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I have only two minutes left. 

Mr. BENNY. I simply wanted to ask the gentleman what 
time this challenge that he speaks of was made. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. October 15 of last year, or about 
that date. . 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Connecticut 
whether this amendment leaves it in the discretion of the Secre- 


tary? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understand soabsolutely. I will 
ask the gentleman from Massachusetts if he does not understand 
that his amendment leaves it also within the discretion of the 
Secretary? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, the language of the commit- 
tee has not been altered in the slightest degree by my amend- 
ment, and will give the discretion to the Secretary of the Navy. 
The committee voted to make it mandatory on the Secretary, pro- 
vided the boats would meet certain tests. My amendment leaves 
it there, and I hope the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Connecticut will leave it there also. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I propose that it shall. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I wish to close by saying that my purpose in striking 
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out this item and leaving it discretionary with the Secretary of 
the Navy is to meet a similar course of action in foreign govern- 
ments. I hold in my hand the report of the French submarine 
office, and in both France and En d they have started to build 
submarine boats of 400 tons —practically ocean cruisers— 
with a radius of 3,000 miles and a speed of 12 to 15 miles an hour. 
Gentleman, one such boat on the Atlantic coast and one in the 
Gulf would supersede all the coast defenses and render invasion 
of thiscountry by a foreign power absolutely im ible. In my 
judgment it will not cost over a million dollars for both. 

Now, if this is possible, if the method of defense has reached 
the point Where it can be so handled, let the Secretary of the 
Navy have full discretion in regard to the matter. e appro- 
priate millions and hundreds of millions of dollars here; and I 
think honestly, if the rest of the Members are in the same position 
as I am, we know very little abont where the money goes or 
what the millions are Neg epee for. Surely we can trust the 
Hon. W. H. Moody with the largest liberty in the use of this ap- 
Lig aaee 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 


APPENDIX. 


THE ARMY AND THE SUBMARINE—A NEW PHASE OF THE QUESTION—WHAT 
A MILITARY BOARD HAS RECOMMENDED—A RIDE BENEATH AN ICE- 
COVERED SEA. J 

[For the Times-Democrat.] 


The War ent is now in possession of a report from an especiall 
appointed Seiph recommending the purchase of a number of the 
—.— type of American submarines for military purposes. To the lay mind 

may seem to be a military trespass upon a nayal preserve, but from the 
viewpoint of the board there are many of the soundest reasons for this novel 


roposition. 

¥i The submarine defenses of our seaports come under army control. The 
day wes when these defenses were strictly ve, consisting only of lo» 
sive mines of various sorts anchored in the fairway of channels or na le 
approaches to our harbors. To-day the Army has added the dirigible and 
tho automobile to: o to its province of subaquatic defense, and now, as the 
logical expansion of these torpedoes, comes the submarine, which, in effect, 
is really a movable mine field possessing a scope of application far in advance 
of anything else extant. a 

The military authorities have not suddenly jum to this conclusion, 
however; they have watehed the evolution of the ine with growing 
interest. When the boats now in the N wie 4 were tested, a board of military 
officers from Willetts Point was present, but the performance of that type 
7727 Wahin ths bask cake MODURA Hench ihe peactical 

ta n. in the past e mon ough, prac’ 
N of an entirely different order of American submarine 
changed the whole complexion of the question. The vessel that has worked 
this revolution is Simon Lake's submarine, the Protector. The boat has ful- 
filled every promise made by her inventor, and she has placed the submarine 
upon a really substantial basis of precision and practicability. - The French, 
with their fairly efficient ‘‘submersibles,” must now take second place in the 
world’s record along this line. This is not the mere say so of promoters. 
It is the official dictum of naval experts at the United States torpedo sta- 
tion at Newport, who have both seen and been aboard the craft during her 
maneuvers, the subject of official report by military expert authorities, and 
the consequence of y well-known performances. 

On the 19th of Teg ee board, composed of Maj. 
Arthur Murray and 5 Parker and Bailey, from the School of Subma- 
rine Defense at Fort Totten. N. V., reached ner port where. the Protector 
still awaits trial by the naval board of inspection, to put that vessel through 
a series of maneuvers to determine her peculiar usefulness to the Army. 
The day was one calculated to put the vessel to the severest test. The tem- 
perature was some degrees below zero, and the wind that blew over the 
water cut into the bared skin as though laden with myriads of tiny knife 
blades. The water was covered with large floes of heavy ice. A from 
the submarine maneuvering powers of the craft, which, of course, had condi- 
tions nst them, it wasa day of all days to establish beyond question the 
habitability of the boat. Before, however, we take up the or s AEE 
ance, let us see what was the board’s outline of the possible field of useful- 
ness for the Protector. Coming as. this schedule does from neg their 
opinion commands — consideration. The scope of adaptation is two- 
fold—to assist in the defense and to assist the attack. 


Under the heading To assist in the def the board considered the 
Protector applicable in no fewer than five im nt particulars: 

1. To supplement or even to supplant fixed mines by ying adjacent to the 
forts and from that position to attack vessels attemp to run past, the 
mobility of the submarine, with her battery of Whitehead making 
her at once a torpedo craft and a movable mine fleld capable of meeting any 

ible of direction of an approaching foe. 

2. To su ent the fixed mines by attacking vessels that be: ap- 

The ine field or such as may have succeeded in he dau- 


icket boats, giving the military 
miles and = seaward, 


ashore an advance point of observation 
and giv: direction. 


it power of attack—by tothe 


my n submarines, if he should have a type permitting such work. 

S pair boai king up defective join unction boxes, 
52 N kin s erh rarai egies S a rji — ctine and 
fixing. 

Tko last two of these functions would permit of tions under weather 
conditions prohibitive to the working of surface g divers, and, too, 
would afford a scope of application now denied the ties, 


present 
Under the heading “To assist the attack,” the operations trench upon those 


DON SO ne ANA MOE, e Cae Te AE DA Se AS Se een. 


é k up, and cut m and branch cables while sub- 
means the countermining of an enemy's aine mig 
ive. 

m sur- 


er 
absolute security 

2. To find and to cut individual mine cables while submerged. This is only 
a 8 5 of No. 1 and means the under mining of those cables 
which lead to the firing batteries, to sever which renders a set or group of 


a the field on a parallel 
between them, and in that way dis- 
erged conditi 85 pst hand batters and to attack 
condition, to run es attac 
secure inside the fortifications. 


nt of t practical 
craft.in the several directions Laaer ty the board’s. 


The Protector reported at Fort Adams, Ne at 100'clock of the morn- 
ing, and after an hour spent at the wharf, d g which the entire board, a 
couple of resident officers, and Mr. Lake one of the crew went into the 
diving compartment to show its operation while the vessel was in surface 
trim. With this done, the craft was headed up the bay, and sent over the 
paeroa —— 3 . When apana 2 miles aboye A 

was strip or a submerged run in every particular save ous- 
8 9 mast, which is carried as a peace - time warning to ap- 
proaching vessels, 

With eve ing in readiness, the superstructure was filled with its thirty 
tons of water, down she settled with her deck even with the water. 
Now the conning-tower hatch was closed and sealed, there was. the sound of 
rushing air through the pipes, and gradually, on an even keel, the entire 
craft settled below the surface, the argus-eyed omniscope alone remaining 
above. Through this instrument, however, a complete sweep of the horizon 
could be had and normal vision assured for the correct determination of dis 
tances, a necessary factor to efficiency and e Damaging missing in all 
of the observing instruments aboard submarines andabroad. Below in 
the body of the boat there was silence, broken as the gong rang for slow 
speed ahead. There was a sharp hissas the electric switches closed the cir- 
cuit at the switchboard, and then the low hum of the motors told that the 
boat was under way. 

Outside, through the deadlights of the conning tower, was a seemingly 
jellied mass of luminous green, but no sound came from the passing water 
save the chug-chug of the screws of a distant steamer. After maneuverin 
for a while for a good position, the boat sank upon the bottom and her rid- 
ing wheels, at a point about half a mile to the north and at right angles to 
the lead of a telephone cable r under water between Newport and 
Jamestown. As soon as the boat had d the bottom Mr. Lake, one of the 
en , and two of the army board went into the diving chamber. The 
vessel was in about % feet of water. Air from the low-pressure system was 
lot in until the dial with the double index showed a balance between the air 
prosuo inside and the water pressure outside. A little cork in the bottom 

oor 


verified the reading of the gauge. Then the securing hooks were re- 


moved and the big steel door d. Fora moment there was the sound of 
flowing water like the chngchug of a giant demijohn, and then all was 
silence again as the sea at the lower edge of the open doorway. 

‘The grapnel was now lowered into the water and the vessel started ahead. 
under one bell. Outside the bottom could be seen with more or less distinct- 
ness, and every now and then a passing rock seemed to threaten to come un- 
pleasantly near to the doorway. The bottom was thick mud, into which the 


cable ha rraga baton the numerous rocks, ing from a few inches to 4 
or 5 feet, è test as difficult as one might imagine. Every now 
and then the line would tauten with a stiff pull, only to int, as it re- 


laxed as the nel freed itself. Finally there was a strong i 3 
e 


brought the boat to a standstill. Slowly the vessel was backed an k 
of the: rope wound in on the drum, and when the length had been over- 
run there lay the telephone cable in the jawof the grapnel. To have brought 
it aboard and tied something on it in token of the ‘ormance, as had beem 


done a week before, would have been but the work of a few moments, but 
the object lesson was complete as it stood. In time of war to have cut an 
enemy's communications by submarine cable would have been just as easy 
and just as secure, and to have picked a telephone cable and to have 
opened a line of communication ashore would have been equally practicable. 

It was pretty chilling work in that compartment, and, after an hour anda 
half of it, the members of the board were glad to get back into the warm 
main body of the boat, where, in the living space, 


ful dinner cooked aboard on electric: stoves while to in the diving 
chamber. After dinner the boat was bi ht to the surface, up she 
came through a field of ice from 6 to 12 inches thick. Her signal mast was 


smashed, but no other da: done, and picturesque she looked, indeed, as 
she lay there, her deck piled high with tons of ice, and her conning tower, 


With its d ‘hts, 100 like the bluff head of some great marine mon- 
ster. Out of surrounding ice however, she broke her way with a pon- 
derous crunching soun: id the story of the power in her driving en- 


d that 
The sun was low in the west as the boat started homeward, but the 
fears of all were filled with exultation and pride in that day's achievement. 

The logical application of the craft should be plain to the now, but its 

ificance can be unde: after what Major Murray said when he 
declared. The Protector is at once a power for good and a menace, a friend 
anda ble foe.. Asa friend, the craft widens in many ways the present 
field of the submarine mine, and, as a foe, she completely upsets.at one fell 
stroke all that we have accomplished in that direction after years of careful 
and persistent study.” 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that, having 
heard the representatives of those interested in these two differ- 
ent types of boats, we ought to havea word said in regard to the 
policy of a majority of the committee in reference to this con- 
troversy. I have not the slightest doubt—and I think I have read 
about everything on submarine torpedo boats—I have not any 
doubt in the world that several years ago when we appropriated 
for eight: of the Holland submarine torpedo boats and substan- 
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aie sr in a million and a quarter or a million and a half dol- 
lars, that we bought a type of boat that has already been super- 
seded. I do not believe that after a thorough and careful exami- 
nation of the merits of the two boats, the Lake and the Holland, 
any fair-minded man can say otherwise than that the Lake is a 
great eee over the Holland, and that the Holland is now an- 
tiquated. 

ince the purchase of the Holland boats there has been no im- 
provement upon them. We tried to tow two of them from New- 
port to Annapolis, and they happened to strike a storm, and two 
of them were disabled, to what extent we do not know, nor how 
much it will cost to repair them. The position taken by those 
who have asked Congress to go slow in this matter has been fully 
justified by the very argument that the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut has made, and that is that this is an experimental business. 
Ihave on my desk here a circular of a subsurface torpedo boat. 
That is another and different invention for this same method of 
warfare. That is being developed. They will come to Congress 
end push their invention. The policy of the committee has been 
to put a sum of money into the hands of the Secretary of the 
Navy and allow him to use it, so to k, in the development of 
the science of submarine and su ace warfare. 

I do not believe, and I do not know that I willever believe, that 
submarine and subsurface warfare will be an effective warfare. 
I believe it is against common sense and common reason to say 
that you can put a man under water, deprive him of the sense of 
sight, of the sense of protection that comes when he can see, and 
make a fighting instrument out of him equal toa man who stands 
protected upon the surface, who sees with his eyes and hears and 
can use all of his senses. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me for an inter- 
ruption? 

. DAYTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Is it nota fact that the Navy Department in 
ears past has stood where you do when you say that you do not 
relieve it possible for this warfare to be effective? I want to ask 
the gentleman if the Department as such has not been steadily 
against any submarine development, and if he thinks it wise to 
give to these hostile opinions the entire discretion as to whether 

or not such a class of defense shall be constructed? 

Mr. DAYTON. In answer to the gentleman, I want to say 
this: The Department has not to the extent indicated by his ques- 
tion been antagonistic to the development of submarine warfare. 
The position they have taken has been that they were perfectly 
willing and desirous of developing any methods of attack or any 
methods of defense. Therefore, years ago they made an appro- 
priation that enabled Mr. Holland to deyelop his boats, He sim- 
ply took as his proto the old Peacemaker, that did just the 
same feats the Hollan t has done, and then finally tipped over 
and went to the bottom of the sea and was abandoned. But the 
anxiety of these people to get a sale of their boats has brought 
this question constantly before Congress. 

The very men who have charge of these boats, the men that 
must be responsible for them after the development has been 
brought to us, have opposed them as not yet being perfected. 
Admiral O'Neil has been opposed to them. They are under the 
control of his department. Admiral Melville has been opposed to 
them, and he is the recently retiring Chief of Engineers of the 
service and gave immense study to the question. Admiral Bowles, 
the late constructor of the Navy, in the strongest terms con- 
demned these boats and told us that the price demanded for them 
was exorbitant, that their patents amounted to nothing, and that 
the Government itself ought to build these boats in order to ex- 
periment with them. So that those who have been responsible 
so far have been against the purchase of these boats, and they 
were 55 a ace the will of the Department, 

Mr. SIBLEY. ill the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Is it not a fact that the Navy Department as a 
Department condemned and ridicuied the Monitor when it was 
proposed? I think my friend from Connecticut [Mr. Sperry] 
could give a little evidence along that line. I am glad that the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Dayton] admits that these 
officers have been opposed to the submarine t. I think they 
have modified their views. I heard one of the gentlemen whose 
names haye been mentioned 

Mr.DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I mustobject. I want to goon. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia will permit, I would like to say to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] that Admiral O'Neil, the Chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance, has written quite an elaborate article upon 
the question of whether or not the Navy Department was op- 


posed to the construction of the Monitor, and that that is a mat- 
ter which is in quite serious dispute. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Brother Sperry says he put up the 
money. : 
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Mr. DAYTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted, I 
want to say this—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that my time be 
extended. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from West Virginia may be permitted to continue for 
ten minutes. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from West Virginia may be permitted 
to continue for ten minutes. Is there objection? : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAYTON. I have prepared this statement so that it may 
be succinct as possible, and may state the present condition of 
this matter before the Navy ee 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH, ill the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is it not a fact that certain officers 
of the Navy, well known and of ability, have approved this form 
of naval warfare? 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, 279 8 is no question of doubt about that. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN S Who were they? 

Mr. DAYTON. There is no question but that a number of ofi- 
cers have approved it and a number of them have disapproved it. 
Some of the strongest naval officers in the service disapprove it. 
There are very many officers who believe that it is too dangerons. 
Certain it is that two of our boats have been over there in San 
Francisco Harbor, and, while under the charge of a very able 
young lieutenant, have not yet gone submerged beyond the Golden 
Gate. There has never been any experiment in deep water with 
the type that we now have and there never has been a sailing ra- 
dius extending beyond 25 miles. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman pardon an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAYTON. Yes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman states that the two boats in 
San Francisco Harbor have never been beyond the Golden Gate, 

Mr. DAYTON. Iam so informed. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Has the gentleman seen the report from Lieu- 
tenant MacArthur, son of General MacArthur,in charge of one of 
those boats, giving his experience miles outside of the Golden 
Gate? That report is now on file in the Navy Department. 

Mr. DAYTON. I have not seen any such report and am in- 
formed to the con 

Mr. ROBERTS. Ihave seena copy of the report and I know 
it is there, telling that he has been miles outside of Golden Gate, 


andina 2 sea. 
N. I think the gentleman will find that he is mis- 


Mr. DAYT' 
taken. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iam not mistaken. 

Mr. DAYTON. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I will not yield to the 
gentleman. The gentleman has made his statement. I am in- 
formed differently from the Department; that is all I can say. 
Now, the condition in regard to this matter is this. There is in 
the Navy Department a board of construction consisting of some 
of the bureau chiefs. Up to this time that board has been ad- 
verse to the purchase of any more submarine torpedo boats, be- 
cause of the fact that there was difficulty in taking care of those 
that they had. It would involve additional expenditure to pre- 
pare slips and pee for them, because they readily deterio- 
rate; and, further, the board wanted to experiment with them to 
ascertain their full value. 

There is also an army board. And this is a matter which, it 
may turn out, is for the army rather than the naval bill. If the 
scope of these submarines is to be mining and coast defense, then 
comes the question whether or not it is the part of the Navy to 
have anything to do with the matter or whether it is the part of 
the Army to take charge as under the head of fortifications, And 
the army board has, as the gentleman from Connecticut well sets 
forth, taken up this question and is considering it with that view. 
I believe, from the report as read, they have recommended that 
it shall be under army supervision as a distinct coast defense—a 
mining defense under their jurisdiction, and not under that of 
the Navy Department. 

If that be true, then there ought not to be any further appro- 
priation for these submarine torpedo boats as a part of the naval 
establishment, because the use of the Navy for these boats would 
be substantially in deep water as a complement to its fighting fleet. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Does the gentleman think that because 
we build monitors and coast defenses, they should be turned over 
to the Army, too? 

Mr. DAYTON. The condition of the monitor is entirely dif- 
ferent from that of the submarine boat. Its base of supply, com- 
paratively speaking, is on board its hull, while, as I understand 
the report, the base of supply for gasoline to run a submarine 
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torpedo boat is on shore. A Holland boat can not run more than 
25 mien from the shore, and then has to go back and get its new 
supply. 

Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

Mr. DAYTON. I decline to be interrupted further. I do not 
want to get into a discussion which may lead me 33 from what 
I started to do, which was to make a statement of the situation 
as it is before the Department. 

In addition, I say to the naval board, which has been opposed 
thus far to any further purchase of these boats, the army board 
has made its report, and states that the purchase of the Lake boat, 
with reference to the defense of the coast, is one within army ju- 
risdiction. This matter has been referred to a joint board of the 
Army and Navy, to make full and complete investigation of the 
matter. to settle, I suppose, the use of these boats, and under 
which jurisdiction, and of what type they shall be constructed, 
and how many of them shall be constructed. 

Within the next few weeks there will be a report of a special 
board of inspection appointed by the Navy Department to carry 
on these tests on boats already presented; and we want to hear 
from that board before we go headlong into the purchase of these 
boats. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on this matter I take the liberty of sub- 
mitting this statement, which I believe to give the exact epitome 
of the situation. 

The authorization by the Congress for the building of additional 
submarine boats of the Holland type is ill advised and not con- 
ducive to naval efficiency for the following reasons: 

1. The joint board of army and navy officers, composed of 
experts of the General Staff of the Army and of the General Board 
of the Navy, and of which Admiral Dewey is president, is now 
specially considering the question of the utilization of the sub- 
marines for coast-defense purposes. The number, character, and 
size of such boats are now being specially considered, and it is sim- 
ply embarrassing these military experts to authorize such con- 
struction of submarines at the present time. 

2. Within the next six weeks the board of inspection of the Navy 
will commence conducting an extended series of competitive tests 
to determine the merits and defects of the Holland and Lake de- 
signs of submarines. The board of inspection have been giving 
special consideration tothis subject during the past year, and they 
have pres:ribed tests and conditions which will secure for the 
Navy Department and for the Congress special information upon 
disputed one 

Z. The Navy Department has been in possession of one Holland 
boat for over three years. Two of such boats have been 
by the Government one year, while the remaining five have been 
in commission from six to nine months. Not one of them has ever 
been tested in rough weather and off the coast or under the actual 
conditions for which they were designed to operate. Ina land- 
locked harbor, where the water is shallow and where the bottom 
is muddy, and by reason of the fact that the hulls of the vessels 
aree ingly strong, no harm kas resulted from the bow of the 
vessel striking the bottom. If such experiments had taken pisos, 
however, off a rocky coast or in deep water we should probably 
have been without any submarines. 

4, It has been shown that the radius of action of the boats, 
when electrically propelled, is about 25 sea miles. As every 
blockading fleet must keep at least 7 or 8 miles off the coast, and 
as the shore fortifications are generally about 10 or 12 miles from 
the center of important cities, the boats of the Holland type could 
hardly leave their base under electric power without running 
down before reaching the probable field of action. 

5. The boats have shown their unseaworthiness. It was at- 
tempted last fall to tow the Adder and the Moccasin from New- 
port to Norfolk. Both of these submarines were cast on the 
coast, and as a result their storage batteries are undoubtedly 
ruined, and it will take about six months and half their appraised 
value to put them in efficient condition. 

6. The whole tendency in Europe is to build submarines of in- 
creased tonnage, and the boats projected are practically of a de- 
sign that has been discarded by the French experts. The tendency 
in submarine construction is to give increased habitability and to 
extend the radius of action, and it is actually delaying naval con- 
struction of submarines to continue building a type that has not 
proved serviceable, 

7. Although the Navy Department has two of the Holland boats 
on the Pacific coast, not one of these submarines has yet attempted 
to out the Golden Gate. The boats possess an extremely able 
and efficient commander, but he has found the boats so unstable 
that he has not yet dared to operate in other than shallow water. 

8. The attitude of the Navy Department has been aptly ex- 
pressed by Admiral Dewey in his letter to the House Naval Com- 
mittee, wherein he stated that the Department should not com- 
mit itself to the building of any one type, but that an approved 
design should be adopted only after competitive tests and trials. 
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9. The present stage of the submarine-boat controversy is spe- 
cially p to the Navy Department. One private firm at their 
own cost has t a submarine boat, and has officially requested 
to have it fully and completely tested in competition with the type 
oT, by the 5 ae pads of the poseg 8 

avy Department to conduct such tests can be expec 
within two or three months, and there is no doubt but that such 
will contain information of exceeding value, and suggest 

lines of construction which should be demanded by the Navy 


partment. 

10. Not one of the mechanical weaknesses of the Holland sub- 
marine boat that were pointed out by Admirals Melville and 
rey 5 0 There has Sg nochange in the 

ign or ter of the ine engine. e storage battery 
is so installed that the pounding of thes sea Sell impair its effi- 
ciency. There has been no improvement as regards stability. The 
boat is still “ blind,“ since the range of vision of the Holland sub- 
marine boat is only about 15 degrees. The boat islacking in speed, 
and it is so tender under diving conditions that the different mem- 
bers of the crew can barely move from a fixed position when the 
boat is engaged in submerging or rising to the surface. 

11. As the Navy Department now possesses eight of these boats, 
reliable information is being furnished as to their military value, 
efficiency, and endurance. So far as the naval experts are con- 
cerned, there is a weaker call for them than was made a year ago; 
and this is due to the fact that the actual performance of the 
boat has not been of such character as to convince the Navy De- 
partment officials that their development has been sufficiently 
3 to regard the boat as efficient weapons of naval war- 

are. 

12. With the joint board of army and navy experts specially 
investigating Be ponen of the submarine as a weapon of de- 
fense, with the Navy Department making preparations to carry 
on an extended series of competitive tests, with the several chiefs 
of bureaus of the Navy Department analyzing the regular reports 
8 by the . ee the mous submarine boats, 

with various experts ughout the Navy giving special 
consideration to the problem, it would seem as if it would be 
wisdom upon the part of the Congress to delay consideration of 
the matter for six months, when some reliable data will be at the 
disposal of the committee, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its e R, announced that the Senate had 
passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 11825) making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, in which the concurrence of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 48. 
by the Senate (the House 8 concurring), That the 


Resolved 
President be to return to Senate bill 167, “ grantin; 
increase of aka arrg . Hudson Kibbe.” X iji 
Also, 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 47. 
Resolved 


submit a report wi 
River, in the State of South Carolina, from i 
Camden, 8. C., of sufficient Rio op and width to render it navigable by any 
and all boats which can naviga 

Wateree: Provided. i 
of War is authorized and directed to 
cause an examination and survey of Wateree River to be made, with a view 
to 8 a channel as hereinbefore described, and to submit a report 
thereof, an estimate of the cost of the improvement, the expense of such 
examination and survey to be paid from the appropriation for examinations, 
surveys, and conti ies of rivers and harbors. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 7288. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 8, 
township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian; and 

H. R. 11812. An act relating to applications, declaratory state- 
ments, entries, and final proofs under the homestead and other 
land laws, and to confirm the same in certain cases when made 
outside of the land district within which the land is situated. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN obtained the floor. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. If the gentleman will pardon mea 
moment, I should like to offer a further amendment. If it be 
offered now, the gentleman can speak to the whole question, I 


> 
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wish to offer this as a substitute for the amendment already 


beMr. IAM W. KITCHIN. That is all right; go ahead. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticnt. As a substitute for the amendment 
now pending, I offer what I sent to the desk, 


ie will not need your big boats for coast defense. They will not 
ve to hug our shores for our protection. Your battle ships can 
leave these harbors then with the complete assurance that they 
are protected and go to fight the enemy on other seas. 

ether submarines ought to be under the head of fortifica- 


The Clerk read as follows: airs or po does not go 10 eer 5 et 5 
2 5 oats will ke commanded by officers of the Navy, and while this 
3 71717... corpety eee fortification idea may be used for delay and to defer action upon 


it, I believe that calm consideration will make you believe that 


Na 
of, but not exceeding, $850,000: Provided, That prior to said purchase or con- 
tract for sai ts any can they ought to be under the Navy Department as a part of the 


o boat may give reasonable notice and have his, her, or its N. d h fortificati 
xf i by comparison or cm , | Navy, and not under the War Department as fortifications. 
or both, with 2 Governmen subsurface or submarine torpedo boat ar ang The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
private competitor, there be any such. and th the ap- Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I should like to have five min- 
pointed for conducting such tests he tof said tion Chai 
or comparison, together with its recommendations, to the Secretary of the 


utes more, Mr. s 
The . The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that he be allowed to continue his remarks for 
five minutes. Is there objection? 
. Sto was no objection. 


Navy. who may purchase or contract for subsurface or submarine do 
boats ina manner thut will best advance the interests of the United States 
in submarine warfare: And provided further, T. any subsurface or 
submarine torpedo boat is purchased or contracted for it shall be accepted 
by the Navy Department as fulfilling all reasonable requirements for sub- 


marine warfare and shall haye been fully tested to the satisfaction of the They say the present subma- 


8 = 4 4 . WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 

onan ie beret aon mop tod ou of any money in the iheasury not other 3 not 5 ay 2 soon it wil 5 Az of nese m 
wise he fi make sum $850, % Sum 5 ntlemen, at Lea Tslan ou will 8 3, monitors, an 
poten | 8 Or chs part thereof as Jat unexpended and 2 in Be z gu y P 


rams that once were thought to be great, and yet now they are 
out of date. Naval construction is progressive. 

The battleshipitselfisnot perfect. The time will soon come when 
the 3 battle ship afloat to-day will be out of date. When 
anybody uses that argument, trying to Serra and defer submarine 
defense, I conclude that his opposition is deeper, and that he is 
opposed to the submarine bon: in principle. This belief is strength- 
ened when Iremember that the Monitor and the Merrimac were not 
perfect, not equal to the Kentucky or the Kearsarge, and yet our 
predecessors did not stop the construction of iron on account 
of their deficiencies. It is no argument to say that these sub- 
marine boats are not perfect. 

The question is, Are they now pt ane of defending our coasts? 
Gentlemen admit that one type of these boats can go out 75 miles 
without coming back to the shore, and that another type can go 
out 25 miles. Now, does not such ability prove them to be effect- 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I will state for the 
benefit of 1 from North Carolina, although doubtless 
he knows it ady, that this is the 5 of last year's 
pill, except that the sum ef $500,000 been ged to $850.000. 

Mr. FOSS. And let me further add that it also provides for the 


rea iation of the $500,000. 
Me HILL of Connecticut. Les; it reappropriates 8500, 000 as 
a pare of the $850,000. i 
r. FOSS. Anthorized in theact of last year, but not nsed, or 
at least wrs small of it 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I believe hatt 
Congress ought to do something positive and direct in the line of 
acquiring submarine boats. ought to give great respect 
to the recommendations of the Navy Department, but ought not 
to confine its deliberations to those recommendations. eare 
charged with the defense of the country and onght to shape the 
policy of the Government in to its Navy. I am informed 
that when the first t battle between ironclads was fought, 
which revolutionized the naval warfare of the e 
had not accepted and the naval authorities had not approved the 
Monitor. She foughtas private property. It is no new thing for 
the Navy Department and for other Departments to be be riz 
things they did not originate. The question is not and o not 
to be whether the Department favors this, but whether it meets 
our judgment. 


time, as stated by the gentleman from Connecticut and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, have shown that they are effective in 
approaching the enemy and discharging the torpedo; that they 
can elude the keenest ce of those on guard; that they have 
even gone into harbors unseen, though carefully watched for, and 
| have gotten near er fi at ising to haye destroyed them with- 
out being discovered, t more can you ask? 

If you want to defend our harbors and want that defense to be 
effective and economical, in the interest of our seacoast cities and 
in the interest of the American people, it seems to me you can 


harbors of the United States. reach but one conclusion, and that is that the Congress ought to 
They furnish the cheapest and most effective means of defense | give positive and direct instructions to its Navy Department to 
that human ingenuity has yet devi proceed along the lineof acquiring the best submarine boats. For 


the reasons I have given, we ought to adopt a direct and positive 
amendment. 

In addition to the submarines, I am in favor of more torpedo 
boats of the kind with the greatest speed and most effective for 


devised. 
The gentleman from West Virginia Pog Dayton] asks, Can 
you see to fight under water? Can you do much destruction when 
you have to travel under water?“ Ah, gentlemen, you might as 
well ask. Can one wait in the darkness of night and destroy his 
approaching enemy?” The very fact that it does go under the 
water, the very fact that it does act almost as an assassin, ac- 
counts far its danger. It is that fact that disturbs the brain of 
every commander. It is that fact, as Admiral Dewey has said, 
that would enable two of these submarines to defend the harbor 
of Galveston against the navies of the world. It is a cheap 
defense; it is a quick defense. You gentlemen who have been 
talking about having a great navy to maintain the integrity of 
the United States, who are afraid of foreign countries, who want 
to be prepared for war, in the exercise of good judgment in this 
way you can haye a complete defense, quickly and economically. 
I state as my judgment, haying studied this question, that for 
one-half of the money carried in this bill for the increase of the 
Navy you can build enough submarine boats completely to de- 
fend every important harbor in the United States. 

I have no choice between the two submarine boats advocated 
here. I want the best. I do not care which one the Navy gets, 
and I do not eare if the Navy refuses them both and constructs 
its own submarines. In fact,if the companies do not sell us sub- 
marines at proper prices I should prefer that the Government, 
taking charge of their patents if necessary, with adequate com- 
pensation to them, should construct a submarine boat building 
plant and build our own submarines. What I want is complete 
and cheap defense for the coasts of the United States, and then 


smaller boats. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Chairman. I do not want to be heard 
but one or two moments upon this question. I simply want to 
say this: It seems to me that we are in a position to learn a good 
deal in the near future, by actual experience, of the comparative 
merits of large ships as compared with small vessels in naval war- 
fare. Tt may be, therefore, it would be the part of prudence not 
to be stampeded into making any very large appropriation for a 
type of boats which are yet in a more or less experimental stage, 
and which have been very little tested in actual fighting condi- 
tions, and none at all upon the high seas. It seems to me that 
we may rely upon the patriotism and efficiency of our Navy De- 
ss and our general board to do the right thing in prctect- 

g the harbors of this country. 

I believe that they are better judges of what is needed than 
Members of this House. no matter how much attention they have 
ae to that subject. I believe that most of our information is 

erived from unreliable sources—from newspapers and hesrsay. 
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Ido not think this Congress ought to be guided by that sort of 
authority. Now, the testimony before the committee in relation 
to this submarine question was this: Mr. DAYTON inquired of the 
Secretary of the Navy: 

Would you recommend any further a i 
for in the kir of last year for the ea two 1 See 

Now, Secretary Moody says: 

I would not recommend going a step further than the general board's rec- 
ommendation. 

And again the Secretary says: 

I suppose everybody wants to do the right thing by the Government. The 

meral board comes here with a very conservative proposition; we want 

o submarine boats. 

Now, I say this Congress can wellleave this matterthere. I do 
not object personally to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. One} as modified by the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] because that appropriates a 
little more money, but it leaves it to the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and does not make it mandatory upon him to 
purchase anything that he does not believe is hest for the Goy- 
ernment after he has made tests as between these different types 
ofsubmarine boats. NowIthink that is fair. I think everybody 
wants to have a fair test between these boats. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Or any other. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Or any other boats or any improvement | PO 


that may be made in the next few months, but do not let us be 
extravagant about this thing. This isa thing we can not afford 
to waste much money about until we know what is the best type; 
then we want all of them that are necessary for the protection of 
all our coasts." Now, Congress will be in session again next De- 
cember, and I think then, after the Secretary has tested these 
boats and we see the result of foreign wars, we will be in a better 
position to judge, and I hope the recommendations of the com- 
mittee will not be substantially increased by this House. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I listened with a great deal 
of interest to the speech of the distinguished gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. HILL], and like him J want to say a few words 
about plain business matters in a plain business way. I do not 

retend to any technical knowledge of marine architecture. If I 
not had the privilege of seeing one of these submarine boats 
operate I doubt, sir, whether from reading of them I could have 
told the difference between them and Langley’s flying ship, but 
I haye seen them operate, and there are some few simple condi- 
tions of navigation that even I, landsman as I am, and a Repre- 
sentative from the interior, can comprehend perfectly well. I 
know that the submarine boat can go ina 8 irect line. 
I believe from the testimony which has been printed and which 
I have read from time to time that it is the most effective war 
machine which has yet been brought to the attention of this 
country. 
Now, I fear that there may be some opposition to submarine boats; 
I do not say the Holland submarine boat or any other submarine 
boat; but I fear there may be some opposition to the introduction 
of the submarine boats by commercial interests whose profits lie 
in another direction. I believe there is ample testimony on the 
part of naval experts to sustain these opinions. I believe that 
each submarine boat which we have for the defense of this coun- 
try will displace a large and very expensive boat. I favor their 
purchase as a matter of economy and from plain business mo- 
tives. I can not agree with the gentleman from Connecticut who 
has just taken his seat, or with the Secretary of the Navy, whom 
he quoted, that all people are ing end, aad interests of the 
Government. I believe there is a large c of people in this 
country who consider their individual interests first and then the 
Government. In connection with other matters than their own 
they may be patriotic enough to consider the Government first. 
r. Chairman, I saw in one of yesterday’s papers, or, rather, in 
several of yesterday’s papers, an estimate of the marine expendi- 
tures in the British Empire for the next fiscalyear. It amounted 
to the stupendous total of $184,000,000. Incident to that project 
was an estimate for submarine boats, ten submarine boats. lam 
calling attention to this budget, however, not for the purpose of 
citing the naval plan of Great Britian as an example which we 
should follow; I prefer to use Great Britian as an illustration of 
a country which we should not follow, although I have heard it 


_ urged upon this floor that the naval programme of the British 


Empire was one we should emulate. I desire to ayoid these enor- 
mous naval expenditures—— : 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield for a qoon y 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to know who said we are emulating 
Great Britain in her naval programme? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Ido not know that I can name them just 
now, but I have heard it suggested several times, by supporters 


of the committee bill, that we must build up a great navy in 
order to compete with Great Britain or Germany or Russia or 
any other country which was going in for a large navy. Mr. 
Chai , when I came to Congress seven years ago I was a very 
stanch advocate of the upbuilding of the Navy, but I think, sir, it 
has been upbuilt. Ido not believe that we ought to go into any 
scheme of competition with Great Britain in that direction, but 
having built a magnificent navy, pang built up a navy which 
has given a satisfactory account of itself on the high seas in con- 
flict with other nations, having provided adequate protection for 
our own ports and seacoast cities, and having reached the con- 
dition of affairs where our annual naval expenditures approx- 
imate $100,000,000, I believe it is time to call a halt and 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I want here and now to state for the committee 
that we disclaim any intention on the part of the committee to 
compete with any foreign nations in the matter of building up its 


navy. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I am very glad, Mr. Chairman, to hear the 
gentleman’s disclaimer, but observation of the regularity with 
which his appropriation bills grow convinces me that whatever 
may be his declared intention we are rapidly approaching a con- 
dition of competition with Great Britain and other great naval 

Wers. > 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I desire at the outset to resent 
the insinuation of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Day- 
TON] that I am the representative on this floor of any style or 
type of submarine boats. The gentleman knows as well as he 
knows of his own existence that in the committee and on this 
floor I have advocated the building of submarine boats of the 
best type; and it has always been left open in the provisions of 
any bill I have urged for the Secretary of the Navy to select the 
best type; and the amendment which I offer now, and which is 
pending before this committee, leaves open the question as to 
whichis the best type. And the committee, in regard tothesubma- 
rines, as anybody can see by reading the bill, leaves the question 
of type of boat open to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Now, with regard to the argument by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, it is the same old argument that I have heard since I haye 
been in Congress SITATE Co from the lips of the opponents 
of submarine boats“ 't be hasty; don’t be precipitate; an- 
other session of ey thie is coming and we can appropriate then.“ 
That has been said by the enemies of submarine boats ever since 
I have known anything about submarine boats. Another thing I 
would like to have the committee bear in mind is that, for the first 
time in the history of submarine boats in this country, the Navy 
Department has voluntarily made a recommendation to Congress 
for their purchase. Bear that in mind. On the question of 
whether or not the Navy Department has heretofore been hostile 
to submarine boats, this is the first time any Secretary of the Navy 
has come before the House committee to recommend submarine 
boats, and he has recommended two of them. Don’t be led away 
about the reappropriation of last year’s appropriation. Last 
year’s appropriation was for the purpose of providing a fund for 
experimental purposes, and the general board, speaking through 
the Secretary of the Navy, recommended for this year the two 
submarine boats carried in the bill, without any reference what- 
ever to last year’s appropriation. 3 

The general board, as we know from conversation with some 
of its members, desire a progressive programme to be started 
now, based on the information they already have, and desire the 
$500,000 contained in the a pakhea of last year to remain 
available for the purposes of experimentation, that they may ob- 
tain the highest and best type of submarine boat, if improvement 
in the present type is possible. The only difference between the 
language of the committee as reported to this House and in 
amendment is in the number of boats we shall now order, sti 
leaving it to the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy to select 
the type. The committee ask you to have two built without ref- 
een to last year’s appropriation. My amendment would raise 
it to five. 

Now, there is just one gueto that I want to allude to. Ire- 
gret very much that my friend from Connecticut has brought in 
here a comparison between the Holland and the Lake boats. He 
proceeded to laud the Lake boats highly to the disadvantage of 
the Holland boat. Iam not opposed to the Lake boat, but I want 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Connecticut, who 
seems so familiar with what lies in the archives of the Bureau, to 
a letter written by Simon Lake, president of the Lake Torpedo 
Company, dated January 16 of this year, in which he says to the 
Department: 

Ican not make good what I have claimed for my boat. Icannot make 
the surface and under-water s Ihave claimed formy boat. Thescrews 


will not rate right. The diving rudders do not operate right. The steer- 
ing wheel dose not operate right. The storage battery does not operate 
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right. Will not the Government ot 0 my boat without competition, with- 
on 70 test, and leave it to me to make it good after the Government has paid 
‘or 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. ROBERTS. That was subsequent to the report which the 
gentleman from Connecticut read, dated some time in 1903, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTS. When I haye finished. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Was the gentleman quoting ver- 
batim from a letter or from his own recollection? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Iam quoting from a letter which I read at 
the Navy Department. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Why hasn’t the gentleman got the 
letter here? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Because itis in the archives of the Depart- 
ment and they would not give it up. The gentleman can read it 
if he goes up there. Any Member of this House can read the let- 
ter if he asks for it. And that isthe Lake boat, which the gentle- 
pan from Connecticut says is superior to anything that was ever 

nilt. 

Now, I am not against it. If that Lake boat is a better boat than 
we have in our service to-day, I say to buy it; but for the first 
time in my knowledge we have some idea of what a Lake boat will 
cost. We know what the boat we already have will cost. We 
can duplicate it and get even a better boat for $170,000, but the 

tleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] tells us that this great 
e boat, whose inventor says will not meet the claims that he 
has made for it, will cost more money than those we already have. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mons consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts may pro- 
ceed for five minutes. Is there objection? s 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? * 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I yield. 

Mr. WATSON. I want to ask two questions. First, how many 
of the six Holland boats contracted for have been supplied to the 
Government—have been completed? 

Mr. ROBERTS. They are all accepted and paid for by the 
Government, all of them. 

Mr. WATSON. How have they met the requirements and the 
demands that were made conditions precedent to their accept- 
ance? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, every one of them exceeded 
the contract requirements, every one of them, as the report of the 
trial board shows. And furthermore, Mr. Chairman, in one of 
the trials, as the gentleman can find by reading the reports of the 
boards couducting them, the boats undertook to do something 
that was not called for in the contract, viz, to run a mile under 
water, turn about, and come back over the same course, gnd they 
did that. That was not required of them, 

Mr. WATSON. What, if any, experiments have been con- 
ducted since the Government has accepted those boats? ; 

Mr. ROBERTS. I am glad the gentleman has brought that 
question up. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. an 
said that these boats had been tried only in smooth waters. I cal 
to his attention the report of Lieutenant McArthur, which any 
gentleman can see by going to the Navy Department, showing 
that the boat in San Francisco Harbor has repeatedly been taken 
outside of Golden Gate, out into the open sea, where the sea 
was so heavy that the boat rolled to an angle of 20°, and there 
successfully operated; and I would call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the many reports abont these boats he will find in the 
Navy Department reports, which the Secretary will not give out 
or make public, because, in his judgment, it is contrary to public 
policy, where these boats have gone outside of Block Island 6, 8, 
and 10 miles, and the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDE- 
. GEE] knows that the weather conditions off Block d are not 
very conducive to smooth water. They have rough water out 
there. Those boats have gone out there and have operated suc- 
cessfully time after time. 

I wish to call his attention to one fact which has been told to 
me on credible authority, and which I believe, that in one of the 
tests last summer the surface boat was to go out about 6 miles 
off Block Island and wait for an attack by the submarine, The 
submarine got out on the ground and cruised around, but could 
not find the surface boat, and finally she went back into Newport, 
where it was learned that the surface boat had found the weather 
80 rough that it could not stay on its station and await the attack 
of the submarine. Now, shall we take the judgment of Admirals 
O'Neil and Melville, or shall we take the judgment of Admiral 
Dewey, who knows what these boats are doing, who has access 
to all these reports, who is a fighting man, who is the man, if a 


war should come in his lifetime, who will go out and fight our 
battles, while neither of the other admirals mentioned will ever 
again go out and fight? y 

If we are going to have a comparison of the number of admirals 
who approve and erp con these boats, here are a few that 
favor thon: First, Admiral Dewey, for one; Rear-Admirals 
Hichborn, Farquhar, Jouett, Endicott, Kenney, Lowe, and the 
lat@y made Admiral Sigsbee, than whom no man, lies in our. 
Navy has had more experience with submarine warfare. He 
was blown up on the Maine, stood off the torpedo attack off San 
Juan, and he knows what torpedo warfare means. He is an ad- 
vocate of submarine boats. Then, to go tosubordinate officers, we 
have Captain Folger and Captain Wainwright, who was on the 
Gloucester and who knocked out two of those torpedo boats, He 
favors submarine boats. Then we have Commander Kimball, 
who commanded our torpedo flotilla. He says that with six of 
these submarine boats he will stand off the English flying squadron 
10 miles outside of Sandy Hook or forfeit his professional stand- 
ing in the service. 

Commander N. E. Mason, lately in charge of torpedo station, 
Newport, R. I.; Lient. Commander Nathan Sargent, at one time 
Admiral Dewey's naval aid; Naval Constructor Lawrence Spear, 
who superintended building the Government Holland boats at 
Nixon’s yard; Lieut. A. P. Niblack, former naval attaché at Ber- 
lin, Rome, and Vienna; Lieut. F. W. Toppan; Lieut. W. J. Sears, 
formerly chief inspector in charge of manufacture of Whitehead 
torpedoes; Lieut. Arthur MacArthur, commander of torpedo boat 
Winslow; Lieut. H. H. Caldwell, commander of U. S. subma- 
rine boat Holland and on Admiral Dewey's staff at Manila; 
Ensign Charles P. Nelson, now lieutenant, the officer who took 
the Shark into Newport Harbor in broad daylight without being 
detected; Capt. A. T. Mahan, of the United States, and Lord 
Brassey, of Great Britain, the two greatest naval authorities of 
the world, all of these favor the submarine boats, 

aa the hammer fell.] 

] EOS I moye that we close debate on this question in ten 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is already closed unless some gen- 
tleman desires to speak. [Cries of Vote!“ “Vote!”] 

_ Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just one word, that 


is all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] is 
recognized. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the proposition which is reported 
here by the committee gives the Secretary of the Navy authority 
to buy two submarine boats after he has made tests, and it re- 
appropriates $500,000, or such part thereof that may remain un- 
expended, toward that end. 

Last year we made an appropriation of $500,000 and required 
the Secretary of the Navy to make competitive or comparative 
tests, or both, between these boats. Those tests have not yet 
been made. Now, the proposition of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts is that the Secretary of the Navy shall buy submarine 
boats, and an appropriation of 8850, 000 is proposed therefor. If 
you will examine that proposition for a moment, you will see 
that five of these boats at $170,000 each, which is the price of the 
Holland boat, make exactly $850,000. In other words, if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts should be 
adopted, it means that the Secretary of the Navy can only buy 
submarine boats that cost $170,000 each—five of them. 

To adopt that amendment means that the Secretary of the Navy 
must buy a particular boat, and that boat the Holland torpedo 
boat. Now, what I insist 5 755 is that the Secretary of the Navy 
shall have the discretion and the right to buy any submarine boat 
that he may deem proper, and suchas appears to be the best boat 
after there has been a competitive test and a comparison between 
the different t of submarine boats. 

Mr. COWHERD. Ishonld like to ask the gentleman whether 
he wishes to have that amendment adopted in such a form that 
the Secretary of the Navy shall have a discretion simply in the se- 
lection of the submarine boats to be purchased, or whether he 
shall have a discretion as to the purchase of any kind of subma- 
rine boats? Does the gentleman propose that the Secretary of the 
Navy must purchase some kind of a submarine boat? 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to my friend from Missonri that I think 
the best provision on this subject, the provision out of which the 
Government (and we stand here as the representatives of the 
Government and the people)—the provision ont of which the Gov- 
ernment will get the most benefit for its money, is the provision 
that was adopted by Congress in the last naval appropriation act. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut, That is what I want. 

Mr. FOSS, And that is practically the substitute offered by 
the gentleman from Connecticut. Let me read: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authcrized, in his discretion, to esn- 
tract for or pure subsurface or submarine torpedo boats in the aggre 
gate of, but not exceeding, 80000 


[Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr, COWHERD. Lask consent that the time of the gentleman 
from Illinois be extended for five minutes. - 

There was no objection., 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman from Connecticut in his substitute 
increases that sum by $350,000, making in all $850,000, Now, let 
me read further. 

Mr. COWHERD. Before the gentleman passes from that point, 
will he allow me to ask a further question? I wish to Know 
whether the legal construction of that language would not permi 
the Secywtary of the Navy to say in his discretion that he does 
not want any submarine torpedo boat? 

Mr. FOSS. ‘Yes; he can buy-these boats or not.- But look at 
this proyiso which follows: 

Provided, That prior to said purchase or contract for said boats any 

erican inventor 

Observe the language— 


any American inventor or owner of a subsurface or submarine torpedo boat 
a o apal Zosin — notice and haye his, her, or its subsurface or submarine 
ir — 


How?— 
by comparison or competition— 

That is what we want. We want what is found to be the best, 
after there has been comparison and competition— 
tested by comparison or competition, or both, with a Government subsurface 
or submarine pedo boat or any private competitor, provided there be an | 
such. And thereupon the d appointed for conducting such tests sha 
report the result of said competition or com son, together with its recom- | 
mendations, to the Secretary of the Navy,who may purchase or contract for 
said subsurface or submarine torpedo boats in the manner that will best ad- 
vance— i 

Mark this language— 
that will best advance the interests of the United States in submarine war- 
fare: And provided 

Mr. WATSON. Let me ask a question. 

Mr. FOSS. I would rather finish this. 

And provided further, That before any subsurface or submarine 
boat is pure or contracted for it be accepted by the Navy 
ment as fulfilling all reasonable req ents for submarine warfare, and | 
shall baye been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. | 

Now, the gentleman’s substitute reappropriates the $500,000, | 
or such part thereof as may remain unexpended from that appro- 
priation, which was made in the last naval appropriation act. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, wi 
from Illinois yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. . Yes. 7 | 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Does the chairman of the committee 
contend that that will permit the Secretary of the Navy to buy 
any submarine boats whatever without a competition? 

Mr. FOSS. No. | 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Then if there are two types of sub- | 
marine boats manufactured in this country, one superior to the | 
other, and one refuses to compete under that section, the Secre- | 
tary of tlfe Navy can not purchase any. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. | 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Why,certainly, that is the łanguage | 
of the section you have read. l 


| 


„ Will the gentleman | 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is that the ground on which they 
have refused to compete? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And that is putinas a subterfuge, to 
permit the Secretary of the Navy not to bny. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; Ido not take it that way at all. 

Mr. WATSON. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois a question. 1 A 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. FOSS. Let me read the language: 

By comparison or competition. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes, one or the other, but they must 
be willing to submit to a comparison or competition; and if there 
are two, and one refuses and the other is good, and willing to | 
have a competition or a comparison, the Secretary of the Navy is 
not permitted to buy, no matter how excellent it may be, simply | 
because the other refuses. : 

Mr. FOSS. What position would that company be in that 
would refuse to compete or to compare? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. They ought not to be considered in 
it, but I want to say to the chairman of the committee that I | 
have confidence in the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. FOSS. So have I. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And it is left to him to decide | 
whether to buy or not, and the requirement he puts on it ought 
to be as sufficient as.any other. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Chairman—— bok Ae 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

. FOSS. Yes, 


# is identical with the language of the 


| fulfilling all reasonable r 


Mr. WATSON. I want to askif it is not a fact that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy has recommended that at least two of these 
boats be purchased? Is it not a fact that this provision was in- 
corporated in your bilt because of the recommendation of the 
Secre of the Navy? Is that true? 

Mr. F Yes; the Secretary of the Navy, in his statement 
before the committee, says: 

I would not recommend going a step further than the general board's rec- 


t | ommendation for two boats. 


Mr. ROBERTS. In either case. 

Mr. FOSS. This question was asked him: 

And you have money enough for this ? 

Secretary Moopy. Yes; only it would — 55 to be reappropriated. 

Mr. WATSON. Now, if the general board have recommended 
two, and the Secretary of the Navy has recommended two, he is 
then committed to two, is he not? And is it not reasonable to 


suppose that, being committed to two, he would purchase more 


if these boats meet the demands and the requirements of subma- 
rine warfare? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, undoubtedly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to continue for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. The whole p of the committee is to protect 
the Government, to see to it that the Government gets the most 
for its money. The committee is not opposed to submarine boats 
in any way or respect or manner whatever, but the members of 
the committee believe that this money that we appropriate ought 
to go toward the p of submarine science and not for the 
benefit of one boat or the other. 

Mr. Chairman, I might say as to different ships we have tested 
the battle ship and the cruiser in actual battle, and the gunboat 
and also the 8 boat, but the submarine has never yet been 
tried. I do not know whether it is going to prove an effective 
weapon of war or not. I may say that I trust it may, and I hope 
that we will develop a great deal along this line of submarine 


| warfare. But I do insist that we shall appropriate money here 
in such a manner as will develop science, will bring in all the dif- 


ferent inventions and developments in reference to submarine 
warfare, so that the Government in the end, by competition, by 


comparison, will get the best article for the money. 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. RIXEY. The chairman of the committee, as Iunderstand, 
is in favor of the substitute offered by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir; I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow- 
HERD] is recognized. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I merely want to ask the chair- 
man of the committee a question. 

The CHAIRMAN, e gentleman from Missouri has been 
recognized. Does he yield to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. COWHERD. I yield to the gentleman to ask a question. 

Mr. RIXEY. I understand the gentleman from Illinois is ad- 
vocating the Hill amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. What is that? 

Mr. RIXEY. I understand the gentleman from Ilinois is now 
advocating the amendment of the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. FOSS. I believe the Hill substitute is even better than the 
provision which is bronght in here by the committee, because it 
3 rovision of Congress in 
the last naval appropriation bill and that it reappropriates the 
$500,009 which was appropriated then, and adds to it $350,000. 

Mr. RIXEY. Then the chairman of the committee abandons 
the provisions of the present bill for the submarine boats. Now, 
I want to call his attention to this paragraph to see if he does not 
think it protects the Government. It provides: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract for or pur- 
chase two subsurface or twosubmarine torpado boats at a cost not ex ing 
$500,000: Provided, That before any su ace orsubmarine torpedo boat is 

urchased or contracted for it be accepted by the Navy De 


uirements for submarine warfare ands shall have 
been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. FOSS. Les. 

Mr. RIXEY. Why does not that protect the Government? Let 


me say to my friend that this whole matter was discussed in the 


| committee; and we finally decided to insert this provision so as 


to protect the Government, and at the same time authorize and 
direct him to purchase at least two boats. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. The committee was willing to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the opal Ro buy two submarine boats after satisfactory 
tests and trials. He did nothing under the last appropriation be- 


cause the rival boat companies did not give the competitive test 
required, 


rtment as 
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Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield a moment? The identical 
language was used as the gentleman has read; that is in the bill 
of last year. So that we have not only that but something more. 
5 here a provision that there must be a comparison of the 


Mr. RIXEY. Now, right there, the gentleman will remember 
under this additional provision that applies to submarine boats 
that so long as there is one party which is not ready, and which 
wants the boat tested, the Secretary will wait until all the parties 
can come, and can not buy a boat until all the tests have been made. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no. 

Mr. RIXEY. And that matter has been delayed by him for 
over twelve months. And I want to state to my friend, the chair- 
man of the committee, that it was my intention to stand by the 
committee. 

Mr. FOSS. And I will say to the gentleman also that I will 
stand by the committee, but I supposed that every member of the 
committee was going to stand for this provision that we had agreed 
upon in the committee; but I want to say to the gentleman that 
when the committee differed from that provision I am willing to 
state my views in the matter. Now I ask for a vote. 

The MAN, The gentleman from Missouri had been 


rec z 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, as the chairman of the committee 
and gE have taken the time of the gentleman from Missouri, 
I ask that his time may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Missouri be 
extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSS. I move that we close debate in ten minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
the floor for that motion? 

Mr. COWHERD. Iwill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois moyes that 
debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto be con- 
cluded in ten minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
gentleman from Missouri may be allowed to proceed for five min- 
utes? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COWHERD. . Chairman, I want to say for myself, 
and I believe I voice the sentiment of a great many men on the 
floor of this House, that I am in favor of submarine boats being 
built for the Navy. Now, whether it be the Lake boat or the 
Holland boat or somebody else’s boat, I do not care. I pretend 
to be no expert in naval affairs. I know as little about it as any 
man who has been raised fifteen hundred miles from tide water, 
and never saw a battle ship in his life. I know they can go for 
miles when wholly submerged, can rise to get their bearing, dive 
again in the space of a few seconds, and discharge, with fair 
accuracy, a torpedo, the most destructive weapon known to 
modern warfare. But I have seen these boats operate. I believe 
the submarine boat is the weapon of the future, and I believe it 
is a piece of absolute folly for the American Congress year after 
year to appropriate here hundreds of millions of dollars for a 
navy, with from eight to twenty million dollars for great battle 
ships, and refusing to provide any money for the experimentation 
of these cheaper boats that science tells us, and that to-day the 
Admiral of the Navy tells us in the letter read by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS], are to be the dangerous 
weapon of the future. 

Now, I do not care whether the language be the language of 
the Roberts amendment or the Hill amendment, except I do care 
for this: I do not want any amendment slipped in here under 
which any officer of the Government can say, It being left to 
my discretion whether I will purchase a submarine boat or not, 
I will exercise that discretion against the purchase of the boat.” 
Iam perfectly willing to leave the Secretary of the Navy the dis- 
cretion of the designation of the boat to be purchased, but I want 
the purchase made mandatory. 

Mr. MUDD. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes, sir. 

before the commit- 


tee says that in his N he would purchase two. 

Mr. ow nothing about it except I see in the 
bill here an authorization for two. 

Mr. MUDD. The Secretary submitted that. 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes; but the gentleman knows that the 
amendment as proposed is worded so that the purchase can take 
place 515 after competition and 

Mr. of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow an inter- 
Lin ae That competition can be held whenever the Government 


sees fit. 
Mr. COWHERD. Can it be held if there is no competitor? 
XXX VII—153 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. It is entirely under the control of 


the 58 

Mr. COWHERD. Suppose there was no competitor? 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. He can put in his own boat, he can 
put in the Government boat. 

Mr. FOSS. Then determine by comparison. 

Mr. COWHERD. I want to say this, and this is all I am argu- 
ing for, that I do not care to leave it absolutely in the discretion 
of that Department, which has heretofore time and again recom- 
mended against these boats; that the gentleman from West Vir- 

inia tells us—quoting from the heads of its bureaus—hold these 
ats to be worthless; Ido not want to leave that absolutely in 
the discretion of that Department to say whether we will spend a 
few hundred thousand dollars for boats of this type or many mil- 
lion dollars for the big boats which are being built in the big 
navy-yards of the country. I believe the building of the subma- 
rine boat is not only necessary as a weapon of defense, but is dis- 
tinctly on the side of economy. 

We haye been treated to-day to the most remarkable argument 
that has eyer come from any committee, and particularly when it 
comes from the gentlemen of the committee who now have charge 
of the floor, when they fear that if you give them this appropria- 
tion they will take charge of some work that belongs to some 
other department of the governmental service. When was there 
eyer a committee on this floor that was not willing to reach out 
and take all the work they could get? And many times have 
we heard these gentlemen here saying, with tears in their voices 
as well as in their eyes, that you had taken away from them 
some kind of survey and given it tosome other committee when 
it properly belonged to them. I do not want to see the Army 
buying boats. I do not believe it is the Army’s business, but 
whether this is or not a technical question of coast defense, I be- 
lieve we can and ought to provide in this bill so there will be no 
question about it, not that some officer shall have the discretion 
of purchasing submarine boats, but that we propose to see that 
the officer exercises that discretion to the extent only of selecting 
the type, and that this Congress demand that this Government 
shall go on with the operation of buying submarine boats, not ex- 
3 but sufficiently to develop that great weapon of war- 
fare that, in my humble judgment, is to be the weapon of the 
future. [Applause.] 

The C MAN. The Chair will state that the gentleman. 
from Massachusetts offered an amendment to the paragraph and 
that the gentleman from Connecticut offered an amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
withdraw the amendment to his amendment and let the substi- 
tute stand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut now de- 
sires to withdraw the amendment to the amendment, and without 
objection that will be done. 

There was no objection. 7 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
have both amendments read. My understanding of the matter is 
that the question is, first, on the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to amend the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the question is, 
first, on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. ROBERTS] to perfect the paragraph, and then upon the 
substitute amendment offered by the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us have 
a fair vote and a fair understanding. Those that are ready to 
place $850,000 at the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy for 
a competitive test will vote against the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and then will vote in favor of the 
substitute. Am I right? 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on the amendment 
2 0 by the gentleman from Massachusetts to perfect the para- 
graph. $ 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
ROBERTS) there were—ayes 45, noes 106, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the substitute of- 
fered by the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
COWHERD) there were—ayes 91, noes 5i. 

So the amendment was to, 

: The Clerk (proceeding with the reading of the bill) read as fol- 
ows: 


Construction and machinery: On account of the hulls, outfits, and ma- 
2 0d. vessels, and steam machinery of vessels heretofore authorized, 


2 LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
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The 8 read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the 

73, ee a colon, and s 
“Provided, none of 

of any of the hulls, outfits, or machinery heretafore 


ment, or application under any contract for an 
tract the contractor shall not bay — a 


ö r ee 


sum 


the United States as fol- 
That no doing part of the work contem 
the contract, TYS 9 em of the panna la or any subcontractor —— 
ing for any part of said work contemplated, shall be or ted 
to work more n eight hours in any one calen y upon such k, 
ex upon ion Secretary of the Navy daring time 


the U: 
shall in the event of violation of said . — hours of labor. forfeit to 
the United States the sum of $5 for each laborer or mechanic for every cal- 
„FF uired or ermitted to more 
than hours 28 work under 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, to that I make a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will state it. 
Mr. FOSS. Itis new 3 


Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I should like to be heard | ado) 
on that point before it is passed upon. 
The CHAIRMAN. iis Dai will iad Sia oi, 


Ar. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, the point of order calls for 
but little discussion. It has been twice determined in recent 


secon Fifty-seventh 
that an amendment of this kind is not subject to the of 
order here made. I read from page 345 of the Manualan arent 
as 


While at is not in order to legislate as 


2 ' 


to the qualifications of 
the House may specify that no part of — — 
r — certain qualifications. 


5 a, "The paragraph sous 10 
eee eee eee rule. 


S auen $ 
the e amp enaga 
the case press 
I hope, sir, that no Member of the House will 
Ae pation! at the wor 


Taluld healed Se hove St ge cut of 


3 


‘essed favor. 
. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to 


Mr. FOSS, rebar pray age pen cae ae em cay e 
3 understand i bre bill providing 
“ construction and machinery, the wording is as follows: 
e hl cn and 2 ines tarry! 
chinery of vessels heretofore authorized, 


oN, 11 
law and in process of construction. In view 
er that fact I take it that this this amendment now would be in viola- 
tion of law. The contracts are let, penalties Shape mguaie war! i 
thing in connection with the construction of these ships. 
I desire to have the Chair clearly to understand that this appro- 
Priation under this 
coe ee in this À 2 
under process of construction a provisions 
and, in view of that fact, I think it is clear that this would be a 
change of TES aw. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this 
as it ang is intended to appropriate for the construction of ves- 
sels or parts of vessels heretofore authorized, and learns from the 
statement of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] that con- 
tracts have been made for such vessels. Nevertheless, it is within 
the power of Congress to or to withhold this appro- 
priation. Having authority to refuse to als al Sa ee 
-at all, it tions, even though 3 
nat change 


may impose 
tically to a withholding of an appropriation. T 
existing law for the House to refrain entirely from — — 

and, of course, does not viclate existing law if it an appro- 
priation s subject to such 1 as amount substantially to a 
at 


Chair is of opinion that this 
amendment a limitation upon the sur ay andis in 
order. The point of order is overruled. 

Mr. L ASH. Mr. Chairman, in thisamendment 


I have no disposition to bea econ the members of the committee, 
but an anxiety to afford them a fair opportunity to manifest their 


™~ 


wor. 
emer- | panse to defend it. 


it rather than for another reason. J 


y any , 
amendment must be open to the accusation of hostility to genuine 
the ei for which the House has 


hearings. 
sion Thursday of each week, as I remember it, for five weeks. 
„„ d it, 1 


or unwillingness to create a condition o action 

of some sort by another body concerning a matter yoram 
portance to many of our people. 

Session after session the House of Representatives has passed a 


— | bill in the interest of the working classes of America—a bill to 


give the employed in building war ships and arming 
other work for the Government the benefit of . 
ies in our mavy-yards, 


8 Which the een, States now ap 
iting to eight 33 calendar day the hours of labor. The 
limitation is in 1 the best modern thought, and I shall not 


However, sir, alaram for the working classes, thisassem- 
bly has passed th e eight-hour bill so late in each session that the 
Senate has not received the Lionel bill until the eve of adjourn- 
ment, a time permitting the sub of suffering the bill to die 


out, 5G pees 
pera Beas its friendliness for eight-hour 
25. that the Senate rata nl 


eee similar friendliness because of 

3 time wherein to act, and surely will make good 
this heaps at the succeeding session of Congress. 

Knowing the tactics which have led to failure of legislation, I 

took eocasion, sir, before the Christmas the 


to the Senate ‘before the holidays the eight-hour bill, and thus 
unhappy Senate su against 
ere we are within a month or therea 


eek, 
— to | week, thrash absurdity, and this s in hs not yet beza 
amend- | laced in a position to act upon the bill 
the am 1 of oe delay, and since I can not raach 
ame ur itself e aes prin- 
the widest application the pending measure will penzii 


jle. 
The O pa eas the adoption of the 
amendment fhe gentleman from 
ee ete ey ew Jersey rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
NE HUGHES of Kew Seay Mr Cheha 
the Committee on Labor, I f e eng eee e 
fore this House. The Committee on Labor has been conducting 
re sep ee ee, hour bills which are now before that 
y for the purpose o 
which it will 


settlin; W 
d to this use. That, at least, is the 
i ee Man hira oneal 
ents of the bill and 
xwoponents 


avowed purpose of the 
aha TEn O OS De pare or eh aon ae 


e, an 


tion should take the shape of the amendment offered 
8 Lavernasn]. I have here an amend- 
myself intended to offer, ee expected would 
bring about precisely the same result, but I am satisfied that the 
amendment of the gentleman from California sis much more effect- 
ive and obviates many difficulties 3 8 in the way of mine. 
The chairman of the Committee on Labor, the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. GARDNER], stated in a report, which he sent to 
the last Congress, being a report to the H. R. 3076 in the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, ly the same bill which is now 
being considered before our committee as it came back from the 
Senate, as follows: 


The Committee on Labor, to 7 yee referred the bill (H. R. 8076) lim- 
iting the hours of daily services of laborers and mechanics employed upon 


1904. 
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rs — for the men Coe or ran eset A or the 3 ee 
ereby securing T products, ‘or other purposes, ve 
submit the following report, and recommend that — 5 bill do pass with 


amendments as follows: 

On 8 of printed bill, line 9, after the word “fire,” insert or.“ In 
same between the w “or” and “danger,” insert the words “do to.” 
In same line, between words “or” and “pro rty,” insert the words “loss 
to.” In same line omit comma after word “ fire.” 

This bill being the same in panes and almost identical in with 
H. R. 6882 of the Fifty-sixth ve the report on that bill is in the main 


* in the report on 2 
‘our committee devoted many days to hearings upon the bill, and parties 
interested in the effects of the . from many parts of the country were 


Itis believed 
is met by the 


by legislation covering a period of 0 
The following extract aching —— — 
Presses this n erstan ding 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., February 26, 1898. 
The of this class of legislation has therefore been settled by Con- 
gress, Bes ect not discuss this phase of the question. All such laws are 


in so Shaping legislation as not necessary 
on as ni 
tions. I. eral Government has long been committed to this policy; 
5 the principle of the proposed may be considered as settled and 
approved. 

Iam, respectfully, CARROLL 9 RIGHT, 


Antedating the series of “eight-hour acts.“ Congress passed one act of a 
different character relative to hours of labor and wages of Government 


employees. 

The first act which dealt with the labor question was ee on July 16. 
1862 (12 Stat. L., p. 576). This provided that the hours of labor and wages of 
employees in navy-yards of the United States should conform, as 8 
might be consistent with the public interests, with those of private establish- 
ments of a similar na 8 

Of that act it was said by the Court of Claims in the case of Averill v. 
United States (14 C. of Cls. R., 200): 

“These provisions were made in order that the wages of such he ar 
should conform, as near as practicable, with those paid by indivi in 
3 1 ana to prevent a disturbance of the prevailing rates in 

e immediate Pe 

In this connection it should be remembered that at the date of the passage 
of the act of 1862 the money in circulation was of a low purchasing power, 
and the nese of mechanics measured in that money at par had approxi- 
mately doubled in private shipyards and other private industries. 

In na Piney and fortifications and like works a provision of law that th: 
hours of la and wages paid should conform as nearly as might be with 
those of private establishments of a similar nature, perhaps, went as far as 
any scheme of law can go toward preventing the United States from exer- 
cising an influence on the subject of hours and wages. 

The United States, however, can not be held from the exercise of such in- 
fluence when work is given out on competitive bi . ‘Then the work goes 
to the lowest msible bidder. The lowest bidder is he who can for any 
reason do the inyolved at least cost as well when his advantage arises 
from low wages of long hours as any cause, and hence the United 
States becomes the pa of him who represents the most ve con- 


diti 
Sary yarda, , Light houses, and other fixed works aro located wholly indo; 


EIGHT-HOUR LEGISLATION, 


On Jane 25, 1868, an act entitled An act constituting 
work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics emp or on of 
the Government of the United States” became law. It as follows: 

“ Be it enacted, etc., That eight hours shall constitute a day's work for all 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics now ral gt So or who may hereafter be 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and that 
= acts af re hen acts inconsistent with this act be,and the same are 
reby, .* 

This act, while very brief, was intended to be very sweeping. The spirit, 

this act was di ed or not understood by Govern- 
a 


ht hours a day's 


follows: 
“That from and after this date no reduction shall be made in the wages 
d by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechan- 
cs on account of any such reduction of hours of labor.” 

Then and for years after there 5 to be no clear e e of 
the purpose of theact. There wasa entire absence of uniformity in its 
mistration by Government carom ta on May 11, 1872, President Grant 
issued a second mation, reciting his proclamation of May 19, 1869, and 
which contains the following: 

And whereas it is now T 


the tion aforesaid have not been strictly o officers of 
Re A hentar paeng paving o 8 oo are tof th steel States, do oper 
ow, therefore, . Grant, President of the 
¢ Sttontion to the aforesaid ae 2 — : = 5 
rtment of the Governmen ing charge of the employment an 
of labo workmen, and mechanics E apioa by or on of the dov- 


ernment of the United States to makeno reduction in the wages paid for the 


Government, by the day, for such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on ac- 


count of the reduction of the hours of labor.” 

May 18, 1872, the following became a law: 

“Sec. 2. That the proves. accounting officers be, and hereby are, author- 
ized and in the settlement of all accounts for the services of labor- 
5 and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government 
of the United States between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act 
„ hours a cays work for all such workmen, labo: and 
mechanics, the 19th day of May, 1889, the day of the proclamation of the 
y, to settle and pay for the same without reduc- 
tion on account of reduction of hours of labor by said act when it shall be 
made to appear that such was the sole cause of the reduction of wages, anda 
sufficient sum for said purpose is 3 appropriated, out of any money in 


the not otherwise sopropnis — 
on whether, under act and the act of June 


President concerning such 


The qu 1868, the terms 
“laborers, workmen, and mi ™“ were to be construed in a general or 
ical sense arose, and was cones tothe Department of Justice by 


a 
Hon. W. W. Belknap, Secretary of War. 
On October 24, 18, Clements U. Hill, Acting Attorney-General, furnished 
ce Sane in reply to the Secretary of War, in which opinion occurred the 
ollowing: 


are employed and paid by the day.” 
Almost twenty after the passage of the act of June 25, 8 
——— e urgent deficiency bill approved March 30, 1888, the fof- 


“And the Public Printer is hereby directed bo xigidly enforce the provi- 
sions of the eight-hour law in the department under his charge.” 2 
act approved aay 24, 1888, it was provided— 

“That hereafter eight hours shall constitute a day's work for letter car- 
riers in cities or postal districts thereof, for which they shall receive the 
same pay as is now paid for a day's work of a greater number of hours. If 
any letter carrier is emp! a greater number of hours than eight he shall 
be paid extra for the same in ep Sekai to the salary now fixed by law.” 

his seriesof acts, committing e United States Government to the “ eight- 
hour day,” failed to accomp the purpose for which the legislation was 


ht. 
athe Department of Justice decided “ that the provisions of the act of June 
25, 1868, were not applicable to mechanics, workmen, and laborers who are in 
the employ of a contractor with the United States. That act was not in- 
wooed to extend to any others than the immediate employees of the Govern- 

ment.” 
In the case of the United States v. Martin (4 Otto, 400) the Supreme Court 
held that the act of 1868 “is in the nature = a direction by the Government 


m the laborer acquired additional 
wagon by reason of the law, for securing an eight-hour day or recovering 
‘or ove: e. : 
The law was interpreted in a manner to leave it almost devoid of vitality 
5 that which was inf used into it by the two proclamations of President 
ran 
A result was general dissatisfaction, not — 4 maces | the laborers and 
their representatives who had sought the legislation, but also among the ex- 
ecutive officers of the Government. The re; utatives of labor were dis- 
satisfied from the 6 little practically and had nothing 
certain under the law. General Casey, then Chief of Engineers, Commander 
Folger, then Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, and other prominent Govern- 
ment officials with the direction of the labor employed by the Gov- 
. while generally favoring the eight-hour system, declared that the 
more c. 


law should-be 5 
Apparently in o ience to this rally expressed sentiment, when the 
convened the Committee on Labor took chy the sub- 


Fifty-second Co: 
ject. The commi finding that it needed ific information on various 
ed documen 


ittee, in pursuance of the powers so n met March 8, 1 
and summoned before them Brig. Gen. Thomas . r moet of E rae 
in which capacity he was in direction of all works for river and harbor im- 
provements in the country, all works of construction of fortifications, the 
erection of the new Library building, and in charge of the White House; 
Fo Ie V Bading th sti sot niet of the Be: 

‘olger, commander o Navy, and ho! e position o ef of the Bu- 
reau o ce; the Hon. Frank W. Palmer, Public Printer, and Mr. St. 
Julien B. Dapray, chief of the law and construction division of the Super- 
vising Architect's Office, Treasury Department. 

The testimony showed conclusively that at that late 6 


years after the act of 1868 was signed—the administration of the law by the 
. directing Government employees was not uniform and not 
n A P 


In the course of his Learns f General erat 
am strongly in favor of what is called the 


getting, and I believe it is well that that should continue. I thi 
vantage to the country and to the laborer, and I think it should be extended 
all over the country.” 

But General Casey asserted that the law had not been understood as lim- 
iting the hours of employment, His testimony showed that his department 


deemed the law . with if the employee was paid for a day's work for 
each eight hours he 

In Commander Folger's examination occurs the following: 

"Q. If the policy of the Government in the enactment of this law of 1868 
was to ac y t the hours of service in a calendar day, then the law is 
not being o sir; itisnot being carried out: We do not im- 


bserved?—A. No, 
agine that that was the object of the law.” 
Further on Commander Folger, in the course of his examination, gave the 


under oath: 
could, by fiat, say that every man in the land should k b 
eight hours, — — a to do. The 9 8 SS 


good The £ the work 
produced would probably compensate for the difference een 3 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


A 


. 
an o em er 

pio 5 as output of a 
and in quality, in 


T 
E 
i 


mechanics w 
ment of the United States, b, of 
any of the public works of the 
is hereby limited and restricted to eight hours in 
unlawful for any officer of the U: 
or of the . 
— shall direct. or con 
mechanics . such 
„56 y ex- 


beontractor w 
services of such 8 
8 
in cases of 
BEO. 2. That am 5 the Government of the United States 
the District of Columbia, or any contractor or subcontractor, 
y, direct, or or control any laborer or mechanic em- 
any of the public works of the United States or of the District 
ho shall intentionally viola 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and for 
conviction, be punished by a fine not to exceed 
than six months, or both such fineand im; 
cretion of the court having thereof. 
“Sro. 3. That the provisions of this act shall not be so construed as to in 
any manner apply to or affect contractors or subcontractors or to limit the 
hours of of laborers or 
works of the United States or of the District of Colum 
V 
There was no misa; „ 


hibiting evasion in the 5 4 i —＋ ma : 
herewi —— secure 
measure sul 84 a practica 


to 
employment of all laborers and mechanics employed 
es, 


, contains the fo. 
8 


uire it, but the et Gee ue ccc p arrar ed 


have adopted by legislative enactment the ei da 
either ire Biaise have adopted by Iegislativo snsotinent fhe ai or making 
ht hours the unit, as follows: 

Connecticut statute of 1883 contains . te 
“Eight hours of labor performed in any one shall be a lawful day's 


work.” 
In Indiana the annotated statutes of 1894 provide that— 
FF laborers 
tamer . Extra work or over- 


and 
inthe Government 


Prin Office at night as well 
the tis tie Areas 


8 act of 1591 85 it is permitted 
Apes e 8 work for 8 work- 
hich may 


man ieman or V 


k fo! — th hoisting 2 = 
work for x 
for all of Seah testy . 

In New York the nent edition of the ee EN 
sion to the effect that eight hours shall constitute a legal day's work all 
mechanics and workmen. It does not apply to farm labor, whichis 

‘ed from the o tion of the law. 
In we Poe Re Statutes (seventh berg we p D e contain this: 
——.—— ments ot labor in any mec manufacturing, or 
F 
shal consist of 


w provides that eight hours’ labor shall be deemed a 

lemi ds „ yed by the day. where there is no 

Nan Th The law does not apply to agricultural labor nor to persons em- 
the yer 1 or week. 


55 the act of 
“Eig ‘ht hours shall consti — — . 
This State also hasan <ighthour for all persons who work in mines, 
Umiting pared bara e ag employment, which has been upheld by the 
me court of that State. 
the Annotated Statutes of 1389 contain this: 
“Ada ‘s work shall consist of eight hours where there is no express con- 


ios 8 to a laborer em by the week, month, or year. 
iota 18th provided at 
“No female shall be — yed in any factory or workshop more than eight 
hours in any one day, or „„ 
This set aside by court as an 


The constitution of the State of Wyom provision to the effect. 
shall tute a 8 State and muni- 


n 


arguments pte 
or ere workday. The 


dependent 
capital that 2 to feet and Tenin them. 
their will be if 


aol onthe 


fit 
on this as its foundation is for all permanent pur- 


a delusion. 
Pe ee 


“When, however, tho mam kigh wages pivo to the fo; 
crease of population, ombor of laborers i increased wares 
to their natural price, and a reaction sometimes fall 8 


mand for labor has increased, that the market price of labor will rise to its 
natural price, and that the laborer will have the comforts which 
the natural rate of wages will a chapter to emphasiz- 
ing this idea, and discussed it with , plausibility, and ap- 
parent conciusiveness’ that he earned for it the designation, ‘The tron law 


means that the oniy way of improving the condition at 3 
tion” and as an "economi it permits of the same 


ht-hour da aan the h of modern econo- 
words, the doctrines cpg of modor — 


tho 
use of a 
ital) and would em ent to labor—i. — 
ment fore borers r sis tu momar 
ascon 

poe the labore: moged omg — — imp: 
an te 
prodction, there is called into produative DA AANE od NIA 
cant Tabona, bY what: 


8 employing the same number of 


with 
dependent u: th Ing 
them much better consumers of the products of Jabor, 


dail 
ice that has up to 8 that he — 
come a better consumer with each nda Note o reasonable person wone 
for a moment entertain tho that the workday should again be 
lengthened to fourteen 


hours of work were so that workers had no social 
nities, they resorted to stimulants for solace and the for society, where 
VVV 
4 8 — . as opport Ne 
un 0 
Saas bo eo i Gas ho AOE the workday 
blue Mon 
"A significant fect fn commacklon with the wh of the workds 
during the present tury is the entire silence of the 2 — 


kday on so- 


B 


1904. 
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law. 


controls the: of wages to as great an extent as 
law of wages controls the status of the laborer 
there is is still a variance of opinion on the question whether modern 
athods sa — — 


social status of the laborer. 
the 


occupations 
ot hours in the 


e opinion. 
both sides, that the higher te tension of modern — ſ— 
+ to the sar ing accompli in muscular force. 
mode — powers of the worker has pemes a 
the American: workman than those 


the foreign 8 
to the ado 


9 — 18 
FFC would seem Tegisiationagainet 
2 
eee S Secon 5 
T 
In 1872 President Grant issued a 
tention of the Government: officials 
ments to the fact that the bill was not being 
proclamations: of that kind were made in 1892, and a bill was 
pand which, according to the statement of the "gentleman from 
Petree (i. GARDNER], was supposed to be very sweeping 


ine 3 to read tha following extracts from the statement of 
1 Gompers made to the Committee on Labor February 11, 
4; 


n 
Government,. 


with.the officers of 
the Fed regard 


foreed, and that there is adi anda 2 practice ob 
various uad some co 


gerotary of War 
7 — ther h . — 2 — of th spr i ia 
or severalof ere, he mean on e 
General imwhich he says that the not 


done by contractors? 
o fact ‘that t tho present Iaw 
— — resentatives 
3 E pag ramp meb a roa perie ae e in ies 
. GOMPERS: When theeigħt-hour resolution was first adopted by Con- 
gain . — 85 
S 00 m W. 
9 tion that hhereshould be no reduction 


reason of the reduction in the 8 With the 
there was again a. on the part of the offleers of th 
law. 


The bill, the net of 1892, was given a. narrow construction by 
the heads of the Departments as eee Seen aes e 
hee. TS very 5 plainly state, an not. bring 

5 bas and the: body at the other 
end of the Capitol niith hati itshould, Hestates—and I think 
every Member of this will agree with him—that-it has been 
the policy of this Government ever since-1862—— 

The CHAIRMAN.. The time of the gentleman from New Jersey 


E Hoaeues] has — 
Mr. HU of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent that 
time be extended: for five minutes. 
ithe CHAIRMAN. The Se aE 
eee His time be extended for five minutes. Is there 
0 112 ion? 
1 I ask unanimons: consent that all debate 
ets this tion be closed in ten minutes. 


NASH. Lobject. 


— by the: 8 from New Jersey. 
ASH. Lwithdraw the objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that this amendment 
be read again. 
There being no objection, the Clerk again read the amendment. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr: 5 as I understand the amendment, 
it provides that no part of this money shall be paid for work done 
under contracts heretofore made by contractors 

Mr.. I call for the: regular order. I should like: to 
know: how the gentleman. from New Jersey Mr. Huans) 
been taken off the-floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemam from New Jer- | am 
sey had expired. He asked unanimous consent for an extension: 
of his time, and objection was made. 


Mr.Garp- | tation such as that proposed by eg gas Calif 


and. as I understood, no objection was made to 8 
tleman from New Jersey. 
MAN.. Tha G Chair will state that: the gentleman 


ful | from Indiana [Mr: a pers: objected. 


Mr: HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent that the debate 
on this question be limited to ten minutes, or I am willing to 


make it twenty. 

The: The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMEN- 
Way] asks unanimous: consent that. the debate be limited to 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. COCHRAN.. And to that I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne] is recognized. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I understand this amendment, it is a 
tiom to withhold the apenas. for work done or to 
under contract where the contractors have heretofore 
their employees more than eight hours’ work a day while at work 
on those contracts, and the amendment makes a similar 8 
for the future. In 5 this eee proposition asking 


dons 
ired of 


the heads of A eerren Seen on contracts the United: 
— sence of the present eight-hour — nd thatit — not —.— for any: such p ee to ate the of Ui 
ifferent rule taining in | States. 


Mr. HES of of New Ji 2 Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir; for a question. 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. Is it not true that there is now 
on the statute books a provision that eight hours shall constitute 
a day’s work for every laborer and mechanic: employed by or on 
behalf of the Government? 

Mr. PAYNE. In a Government yard; yes, sir. 

set HUGHES of New Jersey. By or on behalf of the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. PAYNE. In Government yards, yes; butit does not apply. 
to contracts let by the Government to people who own private 

There is no such stipulation in any of those contracts. 
In Government yards, of course, we have the eight-hour Taw. 
Mr. LIND. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. Would there be any objection to applying a limi- 
ornia to 
the new work authorized under 

ae PAYNE. We will meet that 5 when we come to 

Me Clovis d about the amendment which has been read 
from ates cee a esk; and that amendment proposes—— 
Soper Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. 3 

Mr. LIVERNASH. the gentleman exercise the great 
strength of his leadership: by subscribing to an amendment to be 
offered by me: making this principle applicable only to new ves- 


sels? 

Mr. PAYNE. I said just now, in answer to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. HuGues], that we will meet that question 
when it comes. 

= Sew oie 3 it will come. 

YNE. That is an important question. When we meet 
it, L may desire to be heard upon it. But I am now meeting the 
8 before the House —a 3 of mere naked, bald repu- 

tion of contracts made by the Government; that is the propo- 


Mr. HHN WA T. Then object to the extension of time sition which this House: is asked to indorse. To that Lam op- 


Pager of “Votel” a ee en 3 
The question is on the amendment o 

3 from itore 

Mr. JAMES demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes:62, noes: 110. 

Accordingly, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman 

Tho CHAIRMAN. For what purpose: does: the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr: LIVERNASH. [ rise for the purpose of offering a new 


The T report from Calift offers 
CHAIRMAN: ornis am 
amendment which the Cier 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding the following paragraph after line 2 of page 73: 


“None of the contracts for the new vessels authorized by this bill may be 
awarded to any con who shall not have covenanted with the United 
States as follows: 


"That no laborer or mechanic doing any part of the work contemplated 
by the contract, in the employ of the contractor or any subcontractor con- 
5 any part of said work contemplated, shall uired or per- 
mitted to work more than eight hours in anyone calendar ay upon such 
work, except upon permission granted by the tary of the Navy during 
time of war or a time when war is imminent or when any t national emer- 
gency exists, and the contractor contracting with the ted States shall, in 

event of violation of said covenant as to hours of labor, forfeit to the 
United States the sum of $5 for éach laborer or mechanic for every calendar 
day for which he shall have been E e or permitted to labor more than 
eight hours upon the work under contract.“ 


Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of 


order that the amendment is not germane to the Ph. 
Mr. MAHON, Not germane to the paragraph that has 


passed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. AsI understand the amendment, it 
is a limitation upon the construction of the new ships provided 
for in the preceding paragraph. Secondly, I make the point of 
order that it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California desire 


to be heard upon that point? 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, the amendment is a com- 
a and new paragraph, and as such certainly is germane to the 
ill. It need not be germane to this or that preceding paragraph, 
= I do not believe it to be justly subject to the points of order 


e 1. 71 it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has just ruled that an amend- 
ment denying an appropriation, except upon certain conditions, 
as expressed in a previous amendment offered Ai the gentleman 
from California, was in order. It being within the power of the 
House entirely to deny the appropriation if it saw fit to do so, it 
had the right to deny it except upon certain terms, even though 
they might amount practically to a withholding of the appro- 
priation. 

But this pending amendment is not a limitation upon the ap- 
propriation. It is clearly new legislation, and therefore in viola- 
a of Rule 21. The Chair sustains the point of order. The Clerk 


The Clerk the reading of the next paragraph. 

Mr. HUG of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. To offer an amendment. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what paragraph does the gentleman 
offer his amendment? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. To the ph under con- 
sideration, which the gentleman from California [Mr. Livernasn] 
sought to amend. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where does the gentleman desire his 
amendment to be inserted in the bill? 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. After line 2, page 78. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman say that he was on his 
feet seeking recognition when the Clerk was directed to read the 
next ache es =f tne 

Mr. HUG of New Jersey. I believe so, sir. I intended 
to offer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman states that he was on his 
feet trying to obtain the recognition of the Chair, his amendment 
will be considered. ; 

Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey. I will state to the Chair and 
to the committee that it was my intention to offer this amend- 
ment as soon as the gentleman from California concluded. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ane 710 the foregoing appropriations is to be 
expe for the construction of the various kinds of ships of war enumer- 
ated in this bill, not already contracted for, shall contain a provision to the 
effect that eight hours constitute a day's work for each and every 
laborer and mechanic engaged in the construction of the said ship or any of 
the parts thereof, and no laborer or mechanic shall be required or per- 
mitted to work for any greater length of time than eight hours per calendar 
day, pursuant to existing contracts.” : 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I raise the same 

int of order, and it seems to be substantially the same proposi- 

ion that we have already disposed of. f 8155 

The CHAIRMAN. is proposed amendment is not a limita- 
tion upon the pc hase uation, ut is so clearly new legislation that, 
following innumerable precedents, the Chair has no hesitation in 
sustaining the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

here 
cost the Seer oan tony 
vided such contracts can be made at a price 
povate aaa equitable; but in case he is unable to 


authorized to procure by con- 
vessels herein autho: pro- 
which, in his judgment, is rea- 
make contracts for armor 


aboye conditions, he is hereby authorized and directed to procure 


a site for and to erect thereon a f: for the manufacture of armor, and 
the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erection of said fac- 


JJ. tiene» PAIR Sachets te TOATE 
0 m line 6 to line 14, inclusive, on page 78. 
The C MAN The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. DALZELL. That it is new legislation and that it has been 
so ruled on several occasions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no hesitation in sustainin 
the point of order, that proposition having been raised and pas 
upon in a number of instances. It clearly provides for an appro- 
priation of $4,000,000 for the construction of a plant and the erec- 
5 of a factory, for which there is no previous authority of 

Ww 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I ap from the decision of 
the Chair upon that point of order, and I ¢vish to be heard on it, 

The C MAN. Let the Chair conclude his ruling. 

. W. KITCHIN. I thought the Chair had con- 
cluded. 

Mr. RIXEY. A parliamentary inquiry. I merely wish to un- 
derstand the ruling of the Chair. Do I understand the Chair to 
rule that part of the paragraph beginning with line 6 and ending 
with line 9 is also subject to the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman will withhold his appeal 
until the Chair concludes his statement. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, Idid; and I thought the Chair 
so understood. 

Mr. MAHON. I make the additional point of order against 
lines 10, 11, 12, and 18 that it-is clearly new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds, in section 531 of the Par- 
liamentary Precedents, the general principle thus stated: 

Titties he te been held that provisions giving a new construction of law 


or e discretion which been exercised by officers charged with 
= duties of i tion are changes of law within the meaning of the 
e, 


A number of 8 are there cited, the first one being a 
ruling by Hon. John G. Carlisle. of Kentucky. upon an amend- 
ment to the deficiency appropriation bill, in this language: 

Provided, That the Commissioner of Pensions shall not withhold a pension 
from any soldier or pensioner of the war of 1812 who was granted a pension un- 
der the act of Co of 1871 and was dropped for charges of disloyalty and 
reinstated under the act of 9th March, 1878, and their pension shall be paid 
from Sth March, 1878. 

In the course of his ruling Mr. Carlisle said: 


The Chair thinks that it will change the law within the meaning of the 
rule, because, undoubtedly, if the amendment be adopted the Commissioner 
of Pensions will hereafter be required by the express letter of the law to do 
what he has not been heretofore required to do by express letter of the law. 

Now, the Chair thinks that this provision, against which the 
point of order is made, authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Navy upon certain conditions to procure a site and erect 
thereon a factory for which there is not now authority of law re- 
5 him to do ‘‘ what he has not been heretofore required to 

o by express letter of the law,” and the ruling of Mr. lisle is 
directly in point. 

The Chair also finds that Mr. William H. Hatch, of Missouri, 
in 1894 ruled an amendment out of order because it limited the 
discretion of the Postmaster-General. This amendment clearly 
proposes to limit the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 

ere is a long line of authorities, which the Chair will not take 
time to cite. 

In the third session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, the naval appro- 
priation being then as now under consideration, a proposition was 
offered in an amendment making an appropriation for the estab- 
lishment of an armor-plate factory—the very proposition whichis 
now before the committee—ruling upon the point of orderagainst 
that, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] said: 

It is so clear to the Chair that this proposed amendment is obnoxious to Rule 
XXI, the Chair thinks it unnecessary to make any statement. The Chair 
therefore sustains the point of order. r 

In a later Congress a similar proposition was again ruled ont 
Mr. Payne of New York in thie AF. s 

Following these precedents, and for these reasons, it clearly 
appearing that in a number of particulars this paragraph not only 
changes existing law but provides for an appropriation for a pur- 
pose not authorized by law, the Chair sustains the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RIXEY. A parliamentary inquiry. As I understand it 
the objection to this paragraph is upon the latter part of it, and 
that the first portion, down to and incinding line 9, by itself, would 
not be subjected to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the point of 
order was made against the entire paragraph from line 6 to line 
14, because it contains legislation contrary to the rules. As one 
portion of it contains such legislation, the point of order must be 
sustained, and, following other established precedents, the whole 
paragraph must fall. 
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Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire 


aera rere ee sa i 
The CHATR . The gentleman from North Carolina ap- 
pene Fee ia ee ion of the Chair, and upon that he will be 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, former naval 


a ropriation i bills have carried a provisio: 
E iF If this entire provision goes out of the bill, then there will 


authorized one battle ship and two armored cruisers, each requir- 
ing a large amount of armor. Unless a provision is carried in this 
bill authorizing the procurement of that armor the Navy Depart- 
ment will be powerless to secure it. 

Mr. Chairman, will the gen 


Mr. FOSS. tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Tlinois? _ 8 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KETCHIN. I yield for a question. 

Mr. FOSS. I think the gentleman has put con- 
struction upon the absence of the If he will read the 


That for the of further inc: the naval establishment of the 
United States, tie President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
contract or in navy-yards as hereinafter provided— 4 a 

One first-class battle ship, two armored cruisers, etc. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I understand that; but in this 
very same paragraph the price is named, and it is limited to the 
hull and machinery. 

Mr. DALZELL. May I interrupt the gentleman to ask him 
whether or not he is addressing his argument to his appeal from 
the decision of the Chair? : 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I am addressing myself to the 
appeal. I take the position that if we let this bill eontain a ision 
for the armored cruisers and for the battle ships, that it is not 
only the privilege, but itis the duty of this House—and it is not 
ay in order, but it 3 held in 3 — Bon re has 

power—to provide for the completion ose 3 was 
going to say, the facts which the gentleman from ois called 
my attention to show in the ph mentioned by him the 
ice to be paid for the ship is $4,400,000, and it is limited to the 
Bull and i , and we know that every dollar of it will be 
expended for the hull and machinery, and contracts will be made 
to cover it,and not one dollar of it can go to armor plate, and not 
a pound of armor plate is ided for nor can be had within 
that limitation of $4,400,000. Right here I will say I do not know 
why fora batile ship of exactly the same tonnage that was pro- 
yt hae ae should give the contractors an extra price 
188,000. 

Last year we provided for two battle ships of 16,000 tonnage 
each, one to be built in a private yard and one to be built in a 
Government yard, and the price was $4,212,000, and this bill car- 
ries a price for the same tonnage ship of $4,400,000, which is 
$188,000 more. But that $188,000 does not go to the armor plate, 
and in the next paragraphs the a riation per ton is increased. 
I will call the attention of the House to the fact that although 
‘the tonnage of the war vessels authorized in this bill will cost 
$50 more a ton for hull and machinery than the war vessels au- 
thorized last year, not a dollar of that increased price can go to 
armor plate. Armor plate has heretofore been costing various 
prices. Why, Mr. Chairman, for the vessels already authorized 
contracts have been entered into recently at two different prices— 
10,000 tons at about 5450 a ton, and 6.000 tons at $398 a ton. We 
are paying for 10,000 tons a price of $55 a ton more than for 6,000 
tons. 

Now, I-want to call the attention of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. D4LZELL] to this fact, and I challenge the gentle- 
man to respond to this argument. If Congress, in this bill, has 
the right to authorize the construction of two armored cruisers 
and a battle ship, has it not the power in this same bill to provide 
for the completion of those ships and for securing the armor? 
Can it be that we can provide fora ship, and yet not provide that 
ship with engines, guns, and armor? If we can provide for the 
beginning, we can provide for the finishing of the ship. If we 
cau authorize the whole, we can authorize the parts of a > 
There is no rule of this House pertaining to appropriation 
that will authorize the beginning of a work and forbid provision 
for the completion of that work when begun. Now, what 
been the ruling on matters kindred to this, for I will admit there 
has been no direct ruling of the House upon this 


vision? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman will pardon me; there have 
been several rulings on this icular provision. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITC . Cite me to the page in the 
‘Rules and Digest. Ihave here the Digest. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman will look on page 342, about 


pro- | Carolina has said, 


Nr. W. 
attention to the decision on page 345 of the Manual and Digest 
sic ch ef Sirie pa aor ho pre wep br npr t 
no contract could be made in excess ofa price per ton was held to be 
a limitation merely. 

Mr. DALZELL. That is all right. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN (reading)— 


A provision that no part of a sum ted for armor plate should be 
Paco 2 pment teni T 


Mr. DALZELL. I have no fault to find with those decisions 
at all, but I deny that have any relevancy to this question. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. . Now, it was held in the case 
cited by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that an appropriation 
for an armor-plate args e had not already been authorized 
was not in but the gentleman say that that necessarily 
means that in order to provide armor plate for specific vessels 
herein authorized for the first time we have no power to prescribe 
the means? Will the hold that that will prevent us 
i in a particular way for vessels in this 


. I could see the force of the 


gentleman i 
an independent 3 in this bill under consideration to 
build an armor-p 


gentleman’s point would then be well taken, and you could say 
that for the purpese 9 for that armor -plate factory 
the 8 of order be , but the gentleman must see 
the distinction between the bare proposition to build an independ- 
ent armor-plate factory and the proposition to secure the com- 
pein of the 2 herein . 3 the ee 
of procuring their necessary armor p providin e 
Government shall make it if it can not o i ante ot 
satisfactory terms. The case cited is not the case now under 
consideration. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman must admit that under the 
decisions, if we should declare that the appropriation should be 
limited to armor plate at a cost of $250 a ton for one kind, and if 
we could not get it at that price the Government should pay more 
for another kind, that would not be subject to a point of order. 
If we can in an appropriation bill secure a ship, and we can, then 
we can secure its armor. If we can secure its armor, then we can 
secure it in 5 see fit—that is, the armor for the ships 
so secured. providing for the ship is not new legislation, pro- 
viding for its armor is not new. If the ship is continuation of a 
public work, its armor is such continuation. 

The line of demarcation which I want the gentleman to recog- 
nize and avoid if he can is this, that under the case ppi! him 
it was a bald, barefaced, independent proposition to build an 
armor-plate factory for general purposes, including that for ships 
already authorized and in course of construction. The pending 
proposition is for the Government to secure, if it can, by pur- 
chase, armor plate at a limited price for the vessels authorized in 
this bill, and if it can not secure it at that price, then to take the 
other method to secure the armor plate for the vessels authorized 
in this bill—that is, to construct an armor-plate factory and make 
the armor plate. 

The principle upon which the citation he gave me Tests does 
not apply in this case, when the whole proposition touching armor 
plate is limited to battle ships, which are themselves new matter 
in this very bill. A power to authorize the battle ship contains 
the power to finish the battle ship. The power to finish the bat- 
tle ship contains the power to provide armor plate. Any rule of 
this House to permit the battle ship to go on this bill will permit 
the armor plate to go on, and any rule which permits us to se- 
cure, as we think best, the battle ship will permit us to secure, as 
we think best, any of its necessary parts. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that all debate on this 


1 be closed in five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves that 
debate be closed in five minutes. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, as a matter of courtesy, I think 
I ought to say a word in answer to what the gentleman from North 

i I am surprised that so intelligent a gentleman 

as he is should take the position he does on this proposition. It is 
well settled that the House in making an appropriation hasa right 
to say how that appropriation should be expended. It has the 
right to say that so much shall go this way and so much shall 
that way,andsoon. Thatis a imitation. There is another 
of the House Which says there shall be no legislation on appropri- 
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ation bills. Now, the gentleman from North Carolina will con- 
cede that there is no existing law that authorizes the Government 
to build an armor-plate factory. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. If this bill provided that bids should be ad- 
vertised for for armor plate, and that in the event of no bids being 
received then to complete the ships an armor-plate factory should 
be erected—would that be in order? 

i Mr. DALZELL. It would not; certainly not. The answer to 
t all is—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. The gentleman holds that while the Congress 
has the power to provide for building a battle ship, it has not the 
power to go on and make that provision effective by making all 
necessary provisions for the elements that enter into that battle 
shi 


Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. Al that the gentleman contends 
is that it has not the power to legislate on an appropriation 
bill 


Mr. COCHRAN. Isn't it legislation on an appropriation bill 
when it authorizes the construction of a battle ship? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No. 

Mr. DALZELL. No; it is the continuation of a public work. 

Mr. COCHRAN. No; but it authorizes a new ship. 

Mr. DALZELL. But it has been decided more times than the 

ntleman has fingers and toes that it is the continuation of a pub- 

ic work; and if the Committee on Naval Affairs sees fit to bring 
into this House a bill authorizing the construction of an armor- 
plate factory, it can be passed or voted down; but under the rules 
of this House and under the decisions that are too numerous to 
mention the proposition to build an 1 factory can not 
be put on an appropriation bill, because, in the absence of any law 
to build such a factory, it is new legislation. 

Mr. COCHRAN. We have also authorized the construction of 
battle ships in navy-yards. If the same bill provided that they 
might buy the necessary tools to do it with, would that be new 
legislation? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Then it could authorize them to build battle 
ships, but could not give them the necessary 7 to 
provide the material and agencies with which to build them? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I think that hardly deserves a reply. 
Does the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAu W. 
KITCHIN]J wish to ask a question? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes, I wish to ask the gentle- | 
man if the same rule that permits directions and instructions to | 
be given to the Secretary of the Navy in contracting for the en- 

ines and boilers would not also permit directions to be given to 
fim in reference to securing the armor plate? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes; but it would not authorize him to build 
an engine or a boiler factory. j 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. If it has the power under the 
rule to direct him how to secure the armor, why can not it direct 
him to make it as well as purchase it? 

Mr. DALZELL. Because it is a change of existing law. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. That is the point of difference 
between us. s j 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the parliamentary sit- 
uation. The gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. DALZELL] hav- 
ing made the point of order against the pending paragraph that 
it violates Rule XXI, because containing legislation upon an ap- 
propriation bill, or, in other words, providing for the construction 
of an armor-plate factory without previous authority of law, the 
Chair, following precedents in the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth 
Congresses. sustained the point of order. Thereupon the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. WILLIAM W. Krrehix] appealed, 
and the question now is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the decision of the committee? 722 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILLIAM W. Kircuin) there were—ayes 131, noes 93. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Several Members rose. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise and report the bill and amendments to the Honse with a 
favorable recommendation. | 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, but we have | 
some amendments we would like to offer. j 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs surely will not make a motion that the committee 
rise until the bill is perfected. There are some amendments on 
this side that we propose to offer. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that a motion to amend 


takes precedence of a motion to rise with a favorable recommen- 
dation. 

Mr. RIXEV. I have an amendment 
ntleman from 
will be read. 


that I wish to offer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] 
offers an amendment, whi 


Mr. RIXEY. I was willing to wait to see whether the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs would undertake to per- 
fect his bill and to provide armor plate for our ships. 


The amendment offered by Mr. RIxkx was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure by con- 
tract armor of the best quality for any or all vessels herein 8 pro- 
vided such contracts can be made at a price not to ex $398 per ton; butin 
case he is unable to make contracts for armor under the above conditions, 
then there is hereby a ag ep the sum of $4,000,000 for the erection, upon 
property now owned by the Government, of an armor-plate factory of the 
character and to the extent that the Secretary of the Navy may in his judg- 
ment deem necessary and practicable under the appropriation. 


Mr. DALZELL. I make the same point of order against this 
amendment as against the other. 

11 5 RIXEY. I desire to be heard for one minute on the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. RIXEY. The difference between this amendment and the 
one which went out on the point of order is that the one which 
went out provided for the purchase of land upon which an armor- 
plate factory was to be built. This provides that the armor-plate 
factory shall be built upon property now owned by the Govern- 
ment. I submit that this amendment provides for the continna- ` 
tion of a public work, and I refer the Chair to the following 
amendment which was offered to the naval appropriation bill in 
1898: 


For the erection of new buildings for the use of the Naval Academy at 


Annapolis, Md., of the character and to the extent that the Secretary of the 
Navy may in his judgment deem necessary. 

That amendment carried an appropriation for a new building 
at Annapolis. A point of order was made against the amend- 
ment; but the Chair overruled the point, following a ruling which 
had been made upon a similar provision in regard to West Point. 

This amendment provides for the erection of an armor-plate 
factory upon property now owned by the Government. It is for 
a Government purpose—the providing of armor plate for the 
ships authorized by this bill; and it seems tome as much in or- 
der as the provision directing the Secretary of the Navy to pro- 
vide a building at Annapolis. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I could not hear very well the 
remarks of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rixey]; but if I 
caught his proposition it was that this amendment differs from 
the one already ed upon by the Chair, because this is an appro- 
priation to build an armor-plate factory on Government land. I 
submit that it requires a new provision of law to authorize the 
building of an armor-plate factory, whether the land on which it 
is to be built belongs to the Government or whether it does not, 
In either case such a provision is a change of existing law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Was not the distinction between a build- 
ing to be erected on Government land and a building to be erected 
independently of Government land distinctly drawn in the deci- 
sion in this House upon the Kunca which was raised on a pr 
sition to erect, a new building for the reform school in this Dis- 
trict? : - 

In that case the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole hela 
that, as the proposition was to erect this building upon Govern- 
ment land, it was a proposition to carry on or continue Govern- 
ment work already in progress. 

Mr. DALZELL. A continuance of public work in progress; 
but this is for the institution of new public work. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In that case the Chairman distinctly held 
that the fact of the Government owning the land on which the 
building was to be erected distinguished the provision from one 
proposing the purchase of new land for such a structure. 

Mr, DALZELL. Well, the distinction is rather farfetched, I 
should think. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The decision is here and can be referred to. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat surprised 
that this point of order is made, and I hope that, whatever may be 


| its technical value, the gentleman who made it will withdraw it and 
| that no other gentleman will renew it. The amendment here pro- 
| posed is to enable the Government, incase it is held up ” again in 


its effort to procure armor plate, as it has been held up” before, 
and I might say almost continuously, to provide itself with that 
moss necessary article in the construction of war ships. I can 
hardly conceive of a reason, looking to public policy and to the 
public welfare, for the interposition of the point of order, even if 
the point be good. 

Ought the Government in increasing the Navy, in spending 
year by year millions of dollars for this p , to be absolute 
at the meny of a few-armor-plate factories in this country, com- 
bined together to exact just such price as they may choose to 
demand? Ought not the Government to be prepared to make 
armor plate just as the Government ought to be to 
build ships, to cast cannon, to fabricate rifles and swords and 
bayonets, and, generally, the muxitions of war upon land and 
sea? Now, then, is not the manufacture of this armor incident 
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to and directly connected with a business already authorized b 
existing law, and a business specially reauthorized by this pend- 
ing measure as it has already passed the committee? 

This bill authorizes the building of battle ships and armored 
cruisers. Existing law provides for the construction of the Navy 
in that way and for additions to it of that kind, consisting of 
armored fighting fortresses. The Government already has navy- 

; the Government already has factories for the making of 
eavy ordnance; the Government has factories for the manufac- 
ture of small arms; the Government has places for the repair of 
ships and for the making of necessary things to gointoships. This 
amendment, if allowed, simply provides that the Government, if 
it be necessary (if in the exercise of the sone of those hay- 
ing the matter in charge it should be done), have the neces- 
sary additional facilities, on Government ground, at Government 
expense, for the making of some things absolutely necessary to be 
made, absolutely necessary to be had, and to be used in the con- 
struction of these armored ships of the various classes. 

If there should be a change in ordnance, is it n that there 
should first be a law that the Government be permi or allowed 
or authorized to construct cannon of a particular kind in order 
that a provision with reference to the making of cannon at Gov- 
ernment factories be in order in the naval appropriation bill? 

Suppose there should be invented or discovered, or invented and 
discovered, some means of defense or of offense entirely novel, en- 
tirely unlike anything which the Government now has and is now 
prepared to fabricate and to furnish; yet it would be of the na- 
ture of heavy ordnance, say for land batteries or for use upon 
ships, or both. Would it be necessary to have a distinct new law 
authorizing the construction by the Government of this particu- 
lar pattern of cannon before provision may be made in a bill of 
this kind, by amendment or original provision, for its construction 
by the Government? 

There used to be the old Armstrong gun. Later guns and, 
maybe, better guns followed. There are various grades of ord- 
nance, one supposed to be an improvement upon the other; and 

ting many of them there is great difference of opinion as to 


establish and to operate works for the fabrication of cannon. 
Suppose that some kind of cannon entirely distinct and different 
from any heretofore made has come into use in foreign countries, 
and it is supposed to be very desirable to equip our shore batteries 
or our ships with it. : 

Will some gentlemen say that if a provision to make that kind 
of cannon at Government works be incorporated in a bill of this 
kind, or be offered as an amendment to it, the proposition must 
go out of the bill if printed in it, or must be denied admission to 


it if offered as an amendment, unless a particular law to make | 


that particular kind of cannon can be cited? 

There are Government establishments for the construction of 
ships. It is entirely proper to provide in a bill that a ship shall 
be constructed in a Government yard. It does not take new law 


to do that. It certainly can not be necessary that the Govern- | 


ment, having its yards for the construction of ships, must be 
authorized by an express law to build ships in the yards when the 
building of the ship is authorized. 

The armor plate is only part and parcel of a certain class and 
kind of ships, absolutely essential in the making of such ship. If 
it happens that the Government has not that kind of a plant at 
this time, that the Government is not prepared to make that par- 
ticular kind of thing, it is just as competent, it seems to me, un- 
der the existing law for the making of the completed ship, to pro- 
vide for such addition as may be required for the fabrication of 
that part as it is to provide for the addition of a machine to make 
a particular kind of rigging or a particular spar, or to fashion a 

icular kind of lumber for particular use, in deck or side or 
ttom, or anywhere else in the ship. 

I do not think that is a strained construction if the committee 
see proper to vote for this amendment, and if that construction 
would protect the Government against robbery, protect the Gov- 
ernment against extorting combination, is for the Government 
and against the trust, it does seem to me that if any doubts exist 
they ought to be solyed in favor of allowing the House to vote 
upon the amendment, 

I admit that there is no law in so many words saying that the 
Government may erect a plant for the manufacture of armor 
plate, but the whole scope of the law, the whole policy of the law. 
the whole policy of the Government, is for the construction of 
these ships, and the Government, in large part, has its appliances 
and SREE and plant for their construction. 

If it lacks some particular means to the legalized end, as it does 
with reference to the armor plate. as perhaps it does with refer- 
ence to some other things, why is it not competent, without an ex- 
pore new enabling act, to provide in a bill of this kind, by orig- 

provision or by amendment, that the Government shall supply 
that particular defect, adding that much to the plants already 


i | men for the Navy. 
which is the best. Suppose there is a general authorization to | 


existing, thus preparing still further to complete what it is already 
pre to complete in large part? 

I think that for the protection of the Government, in a liberal 
construction of the law, looking to the beneficial effect of the leg- 
islation, looking to the object to be accomplished, it would be no 
stretch of the power of the Chair, and no perversion or departure 
from the rule which we all understand very well, to hold that 
this amendment is in order; and I sincerely hope that the Chair 
are aeo his way clear so to hold. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to the fact that this 
House has made the distinction between whether the Govern- 
ment owned the land and whether it was engaged in a work that 
was in contemplation when the appropriation was made. In de- 
termining whether a rider of this kind was in order or not, as I 
stated, the House has heretofore held that the purchase of adjoin- 
ing land for a work already established is a continuation of a 
public work, and an amendment for acquiring adjacent property 
was held to be in order. You will find that in the Digest, page 


433. 

In fact, Mr. Chairman, the distinction which has been made b 
the House in these rulings has always turned around one point, an: 
that is the question as to whether the Government had already 
engaged in the enterprise and the new proposition was incident 
to the main proposition. Now, originally it was held, under the 
terms of this rule, that you conld not poras for the building of 
a ship on the naval appropriation bill; that it was in conflict 
with the rule. Butin 1885, after the Chair had ruled the propo- 
sition out, the House itself held that the building of a ship was 
carrying out a project that the Government was already engaged 
in—that is, the building up of a navy. From that time on it has 
stayed there. ; 

Again, they held at one time it was in order to provide for an 
increase of seamen in a nayal appropriation bill. An amend- 
ment was offered to the appropriation bill providing for more sea- 
The Chair held that it was out of order and 
in conflict with the rule. The House determined that it was car- 
rying out an existing undertaking of the Government; that we 
can not have a Navy without having the seamen to man the ves- 


| sels, and that therefore it was in order, and put that on the bill, 


and it has been an undisputed precedent since that time. 

I admit, Mr. Chairman, that the rule has been that you can not 
legislate upon an appropriation bill, but the exceptions to the rule 
are almost as numerous as the rule. In other words we build pub- 
lie buildings under provisions put on an appropriation bill, where 
they carry out an existing undertaking. We build battle ships, 
notwithstanding the rule, in carrying on the naval development. 
We provide for seamen on an appropriation bill. : 

On the 12th of January, 1889, the House was in Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, considering the Mili- 
tary Academy appropriation bill. A section of the bill was read, 
providing for the erection of a fireproof building on the ground of 
the Military Academy at West Point. Mr. Kilgore of Texas 
made the point of order that the bill contained a provision that 
was not authorized bylaw. After debate the chairman [Mr. Cox 
of New York] decided— 

The provision just read. the buil 
the site of the 8 at West B Phe 
construction of the building is incident to the maintenance of the Academy 


itself, an object being already in progress, the main object contempla 
a certain part of the bill. sedis ms : platea te 


There is the whole reason for this proposition, Mr. Chairman; 
the reason for all these amendments. The turning point as to 
whether the amendment is in order or not is determined on the 
point whether, as in this case, the construction of the building is 
incident to the maintenance of an object already in progress itself 
or whether it is not. 

The House has been engaged for days in passing a great appro- 
pas bill for building and maintaining the Navy of the United 

es. 

That is the main purpose of the bill. We come to the propo- 
sition that we propose to build a certain number of battle ships; 
incident to the building of the battle ships it is in order for the 
bill to also provide the armor and the armament for those battle 
ships. If there was no armor factory, if there was no other way 
to acquire armor than by the Government manufacturing it, 
would it not be held that it was incident to our building the 
battle ship to provide for the armor as well? How can we pro- 
vide the armor if private contractors refuse to make it for us at 
a reasonable price, unless the Government itself can supply it? 

Now. what is this proposition? It has appeared to the Naval 
Committee, and it is evident, that there is some doubt as to 
whether it can procure suitable armor at a reasonable price from 
private contractors. 

Therefore they attempt to provide some other way to get the 
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the contract that they are 
the 


alread 
the etter e, and instead of iding just 
ee oE oma armor they ha 555 
They provide t Pacer OEE eee if we can 
they determine is a reasonable price and on reason- 
able terms, but that if we can not that armor at that 
price from private contractors and on terms, then we shall 
3 armor necessary to equip these vessels in another way, | opi 
to wit, the erection of a naval plant to make the armors to put on 
these vessels. It is as much an incident to the erection 
vewel and to the building of hat vessel as ave the stays on which 
itis 
You can not, Mr. Chairman, build an armored battle ship with- 
out armor. When you ide in a bill for an armored battle 
enol on e ger yourself and the Government to the 
a gr ae 33 are 3 armor. It then has be- 
come the law. t if it came in here purely as a propo- 
sition for the Government to build an armor-plate factory, not 
coincident with the TASS of building tho vessels, under the 
former rulings of the 5 but here is a 
that is directed to vessels already on the way and is cer- 
FF erection of those vessels as the 
e e building at West Point for the mainte- 
nance of the A emy, and therefore I contend that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia is necessarily in 
order. 


The report of the Secretary of the Navy shows that he believes 
we are paying more for armor plate than we should pay after giv- 
ing a fair and reasonable t tothe manufacturer. It is evi- 
dent that the Navy ent thinks a provision along the lines 
of this amendment would be effective in enabling them to secure 


t the Republican Mem- 

House are unwilling to vest such a power in the hands 

HPs FVV 
and just man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. As the Chair 
Jan ciety ruled several times during the pendency of this bill, 
itis quite 8 Congress to withhold an appropri- 
ation or to make it upon a condition that it shall not be used, ex- 
-cept in a certain way. Undoubtedly the House may withhold 
‘entirely an appropriation for armor plate. Undoubtedly it may 
areas with the limitation that no more than a certain 
amount shall be sao That has been held in the case 


erty now nor siden Government of an armor-plate factory. 
A similar pae has already ut it is con- 
tended that stands upon a different footing, because of the 


ressed provision that the factory shall be erected on 
on ed by the Government. The 3 
would therefore be in continuation of a public work. 

Undoubtedly it is within the edt of 2 — to authorize the 
erection of an armor plate and when that has been done 
to make an appropriation, but Rule I expressly provides that 

ppropria reported in any general or be 
„3 thereto, for — y au- 
thorized by law; unless in continuation of appropriations for such public 
works and objects as are already in progress. 

It isnot pretended that there is any armor-plate factory in prog- 
ress, but the attention of the Chair has been called to a ruling au- 
thorizing the erection of additional buildings on Government 
ground 4 West Point and at Annapolis. Those rulings have gone 
to what has been considered the extreme limit. Subsequent oc- 
eupants of the chair, both Mr, SHERMAN of New York and Mr. 
Payne of New York, have held that as original propositions oe 
would not have sustained such a paragraph as in nel fog Thus, in 
the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress, Mr. PAYNE, in the 
chair, upon = N for a new building at the Naval 


pero mang 

f this the Chair would arami sed aaen ee 
„„ ‘eels bound to follow the t has been set 
and acquiesced in by Congress, and 


therefore oyerrules shops point of order. 
But that building was an addition to the plant of the Naval 
Academy, soto It was considered as going to a 


great 
to sustain that new building as a ss Sabo of a public work, 
Purere n ruling has not been considered as extending toa 
case where the additional building was for a purpose other than 
that to which the existing buildings were dedicated, 'Thus, on 

— 17, 1902, the naval appropriation bill then, as now, being 
k er consideration, there was involved a paragraph as 
react 

Toward the construction of a building gi land ee by the Government 


at Annapolis for an experiment station an in the depart- 
ment of marine engineering and naval 8 exceed 


and complete equipment of the same with all the necessary 
9 —— —-— be 
present Speaker of 


To that paragraph JOSEPH G. Cannon, the 


. | this House, made the point of order that one was no law au- 


pr age ee a and the Chairman, Mr. SHERMAN, of 

New York, held—this is his language: 

dere of the com- 
23 


Rew: here is a for an armor-plate factory upon e 
ernment land, bu ran no pretense that there is an 
factory in continuation of which this might be consi 
was held in the second session of the Forty-fifth Congress thet. 
although an a riation „ been made for the pur- 
chase of a site for a public ding, a proposed amendment ap- 
eee eee of the building was not in order upon 
a eer appropriation bill. 
ow, here is clearly legislation upon an a tion bill, an 
appropriation for what is not a continuation of a public work now 
in progress, nor authorized by existing law, and the Chair sustains 
the point of order. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the following 
amendment. 

sa Clerk read as follows: 


armor piate ofthe best the Navy is hereby authorized to procure b 
eee quality for any and all vessels yi asgard t Esene 


entre made at a price not to exceed $308 per ton. 
Mr. RIXEY. T. Air. 5 Jam glad that there seems to be 
no point of order raised against this amendment. As the bill 
now stands it is incomplete. The Naval Committee seems to be 
content with securing the authorization of this House for build- 
ing great ships of the Navy without any provision for the armor 
pizte for thoseships. I wantto call the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs to the fact that the Navy De- 
partment has ears Y it necessary, in order to secure armor 


within the i re for the ships, to make contracts for 
armor before it h it has made the contracts for the ships, and this bill 
should now make 8 for the armor plate. 


If it is necessary to provide in this for ships, surely the 
Navy Committee ought to have offered some provision here to 
provide for securing armor plate. 

This amendment, Mr. Chairman, provides a limitation upon the 
price of armor. I ‘want to submit to the House that it is neces- 
sary that there shall be a limitation. The Secre of the Navy 
stated that he had recently entered into contracts for 16,000 tons 
of armor, and that up to the past few months only two factories 
in this country had ever furnished this Government with any 
armor plate, and ie were the Bethlehem and the Carnegie com- 


panies. Hesta fact that these two companies had 
an agreement on and controlled the price at which this 
Bn agreement on prices, an plate. He further stated that on the 


last bid the Midvale company (a new company) had bid for the 
whole 16,000 tons at $398 a ton; but on examination of the bid, he 
found that it could not furnish the armor plate within the time 
required, and he therefore rejected its bid 3 10,000 tons, and 
gave it a contract of 6,000 tons, at 8398 a 
Both the Secretary of the Navy and Admiral O' Neil, of the Bu- 
reau of Ordnance, testified that the armor plate to be furnished 
by the Midvale company was to be as good as that furnished by 
the Carnegie and the Bethlehem companies. The contract for 
10,000 tons was given, five to the Carnegie and five to the Bethle- 
hem company, at $453 a ton, a difference of $55 a ton more than 
the contract to the Midvale company, making a difference against 
the Government of $550,000 Secretary of the Navy stated 
that he felt it his duty, in order to get the armor plate, to give this 
contract to these two companies, which he said were in an agres- 
ment and controlled the price; that it was useless to reject their 
pa: 5 if he 3 them he could not get the armor plate 


Mr. ere MAHON. N Mr. C Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 
Mr. RIXEY. I will yield. 


Mr. MAHON. Has the Midvale company ever delivered a ton 
of armor plate to the Government? 

Mr. R Noz; it has not. 

Mr. MAHON. Is it not true that they are to make an 
armor plate of their own—not the true armor , that has to 


pare Tormi of $45 a ton? 

Y. All I know is that the Secretary of the Navy and 
Admiral O. Neil stated that this armor plate to be furnished by 
the Midvale company was to meet all the ore of the 
Government and to be as good as that furnished by the Bethle- 
8 5 and Carnegie companies. 

Mr. MAH Is it not true that they never have delivered a 
ton to the Gorernment and that they can not make a ton of it? 

Mr. RIXEY. The Secretary of Navy stated that he was 
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satisfied that the Government was protected and that they could 
do so. I state that this limitation ought to be placed on the price 
of armor plate, and that the Government ought not to be required 
topay to this trust $550,000 in on a like contract. 

. MAHON. Does not the gentleman know that under this 
contract with the Midvale works the Government will never get 
their armor plate—that the company can not make it? 

Mr. RIXEY. Well, the gentleman from Pennsylvania may 
know more about it than the Secretary of the Navy or Admiral 


O'Neil 
The Secretary of the Navy said he has never 


Mr. RIXEY. But the Secretary of the Navy said he was satis- 
fied that the Midvale company would deliver the armor plate as 
they had contracted to deliver it. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] if he objects 
tothe Government getting this armor plate as cheaply asit ought 
to have it, at a reasonable price, and I would like to ask him this 
question: Is it not evidence of a reasonable price for the compa- 
nies when a new company can come in and satisfy the Secretary 
of the Navy that it will produce and furnish within the limitation 
armor plate of satisfactory quality at $398 per ton? 

Mr. MAHON. I will answer the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 


has expired. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that my 
time be extended for one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent that he may continue his remarks for one minute. 
Is there objection? o 

There was no objection, 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON, If the Midvale Company will pay the royalty 
required of $45, which all armor-plate 8 must pay, they 
can not make it for 8398, and they know they can not make it. 
They are trying to make a cheap armor plate of their own inven- 
tion, and they are not satisfied to meet the requirements of the 
Navy at all. They have never delivered a ton. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the argument used now by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was used on this floor three or four 

ears ago when gentlemen stood here and said we could not get it 
for less than $545 a ton, and refused to give it. Con- 
refused to pay more than $445, and the result was that 
Bethlehem and Carnegie took the contract at $445 for 30,000 tons 
and that the Government saved $3,000,000 on that one contract. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MAHON. You take your $398 bid and add $45 royalty on 
it, and your company will not doit. These other manufacturers 
are making it and paying a royalty of $45 a ton for that fine armor 

late. 
¢ Mr. RIXEY. This company, which the Secretary says is bonded 
for an amount to insure 

Mr. MAHON, Oh, yes; Ican bond, too, but I could not make it. 

Mr. RIXEY. A to furnish the armor plate, as good as 
the Bethlehem or egie armor plate, at $398, 

Mr. VAND Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to oppose the 
amendment? 

Mr. VANDIVER. I desire to pi oh the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognize first some one in 
. Hage to the amendment. 

r. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry] that, as far as I am concerned, I do 
not desire that the Government should be compelled to pay a 
single dollar more than it ought to pay for armor plate, but I 
am solicitous that the Government shall be put in a position 
where it can secure armor plate. The gentleman from Virginia 
will recall, because he has been here long enough, the experience 
we have had in this House on this very subject. This is no new 
controversy, the question as to how much shall be paid for armor 
plate. It extends back over a great many Congresses, and my 
friend from Virginia will recall that in one Congress, when we 
undertook to fix the price of armor plate at a point where those 
who were running armor-plate factories were unwilling to sup- 
ply it, our ships lay for several years in an unfinished and incom- 
plete condition. Now, I do not desire that we shall get into that 
position again. This question is one of the most practical ques- 
tions with which we have to deal. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says that he does 
not desire to get into that position again. Why not let the 
authority go to the Secretary of the Navy to build an armor- 
plate factory so that he can meet that condition? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh,I have discussed that 
We are not ina position to do that just now. 
bridge when we get to it. 


estion before. 
will cross that 


5 Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
a ion? 
. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Will the gentleman state when it was that 
this Government was unable to procure armor plate under the 
limit im y Con ? 

Mr. D L. Icould not state the year to the gentleman, 
but there was such a condition of things. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is it not a fact that the fifth and sixth 
— contracts Nee 1 in 1898 and 1899 
were for r ton, the limit whic i mgress imposed? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I think that is so, but there has been a 
great improvement in armor plate since then. 

In the first place there is the nickel plate. which costs so much 
more. In the second place, as we learned, I think, in the last dis- 
cussion on this question, there is the Krupp armor. which is sub- 
ject to a royalty payable to the Krupp representatives in this 
country s 
Mr. VANDIVER. Has the legal question of that royalty yet 
been determined? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, Ido not know anything about that. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I know that in the judgment of some of 
the prominent officers of the Navy it has not been determined 
and should never be. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I understand that these people are pay- 
ing that royalty. Whether or not they pay it under protest, put- 
ting themselves in a position to recoyer it hereafter, I do not 

ow. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Is the gentleman prepared to state the fact 
that they are paying it? 

Mr. DALZELL. Iamsoinformed. I have no personal knowl- 
edge on the subject. 

Now, let me go back to where I was a moment ago. I say that 
this is one of the most important questions we are called upon to 
deal with. It ought not to bea partisan question. It ought to 
be a plain, practical business question. But it gives the opportu- 
nity every time we are called upon to discuss it to abuse corpora- 
tions and to talk about the Government being held up,” and 
all that sort of thing. Now, does the gentleman who off rs 
this amendment know that the Government can obtain’ ais 
armor plate at $398 a ton? 1 am told that the Government can 
not—— 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman allow me to answer his ques- 
tion? The Midvale company bid for the whole 16,000 tons at $398 
a ton, and the Secretary of the Navy stated he was satisfied that 
company could carry out its contract, but that its bid did not 
provide for delivering all of that quantity as soon as the Depart- 
ment wanted it, 

Mr. DAYTON. Let me say—— 

Mr. DALZELL, Let us concede that to be so. 
mie Wait a moment. Ido not want you to con- 

e it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I say to my friend from Virginia, let us con- 
cede for the purpose of argument that that is true. The Midvale 
company is anewcompany. It is very desirous of getting into 
this business. It pursues the ordinary means that men do when 
they undertake to take away the market of somebody else—it 
underbids, And it may take this contract at a loss. The gentle- 
man will recur to the case where the Bethlehem Iron Company 
made a lot of armor plate for Russia at a loss of $75 to $100 a ton 
for the purpose of securing the Russian market. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. DALZELL] has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. _Is there objection to extending the time of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for five minutes? [A pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RIXEY, I think the price paid by Russia in that case was 


8260—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Two hundred and forty-nine dollars. 

Now, I say this is a new company and is desirous of getting into 
the field; and I have no doubt it will guarantee that it will sup- 
ply the armor; but the armor it will supply will not be such ar- 
mor as the other parties haye agreed to supply; it is an armor of 
their own; it is an armor that they say is as good as the other; 
but as yet it has not been tested. And the gentleman knows that 
there is no more complicated manufacture; there is no manufac- 
ture that requires more skill than the manufacture of armor. 
And yet here is a new company coming into the field, and you 
ask that the price to be paid to these older companies, about 
whom you know everything, shall be fixed by the price bid by 
this new company. It does not strike me that that is altogether 
fair or businesslike. 

I put aside altogether—for I do not care anything about it—the 
question whether the Carnegie Company and the Bethlehem Com- 
pany agreed together as to their bids. I suppose they did. The 
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Carnegie Company was induced to go into this business of man- 
ufacturing armor by Secretary Tracy, at a time when there was 
an understanding that. 


the. business: was: to be divided: between 
tens two companies. The real is: whether. they have. 
asked too muci for their armor. 
evidence on that subject except the et 
is Willing: to furnish armor eaten 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think Lean ly the gentleman witli 
some other evidence. The Senate of the nited States went into 
an exhaustive examination—— 

Mr. DALZEGLL. Oh, IL know all. abontthat.. [have been all 
over this: subject before, let me say to the gentleman from Ne- 
braska. Lknow all about it. L know all about the- navy board. 
eee ee 

e 0 an r 
Glee ad all that sort of thing. That was on harveyized armor, a 
now antiquated armor. It was made when steel and iron were 
many per cent cheaper than they are now. That was when it 
cost tlie parties to make their armor a good many dollars a ton 
less than it costs now. That is all antiquated. question is 
a present question. Hus the gentleman any evidence outside of 
the simple fact 

Mr; OCK; Ves, I have some evidenee here, if he is 


willing to listen to it, which. I believe ought’ to be considered | 


pretty good evidence in Pennsylvania. 
Ar. D What is it? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It itive evidence of Mr. Charlès H. Ciamp, 
sworn.to. 

Mr. DALZELL. When? 

steer ages pa J will send. it up and ask the Clerk to 


“it DALI. When was it? 
HITCHCOCK. In 1901. 
ME DALZELL. And who is the witness? 
Mr. HITCHCOCK, Charles H. Cramp, who is a ship manwe 
facturer in the United States. 


Mr. DAEZEEL. Well, suppose he had some motive to sub- 
serve, of.course. Ldo not know what the evidence is. 
HT The. gentleman- has called for it, and Lask 


Mr: 
to have it read. 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly; I have no objection to it being 


The. CHAIRMAN: the- gentleman. from. Pennsylvania 
consent.to have it renin iia time? 

Mr. D „Of course Lshall have to have an 
allowance of time for iti 

Mr. HITCHCO Oh, we will get you that. 

The clerk read as follows: 
[Charles H. Cramp’s.testimony, eet Ta Commission Report, 1901, vols 14, 

P. 


The fit on armor making is something l The 


ple. — 
make fy on their ships are not the persons who design Pel eee 
nor: tho WhO 


w; has the gentleman. any; — 
that this other party 


reason.. 
Mr. DALZELL.. It indicated my attitude toward it. Now, 
ones Ses ` dence Ni Cramp did notang 


Mr. RIXEY. Pirr Chairman, the gentleman asked me aques- 
tion. Now Lshould like to answer it. 

Mr. DALZELL. T-wantito get along withoutinterrnption, 

GHAIRMAN. The gentleman ceclines-to yield. 

Mr. RIZEY:.. The eman.asked me a question. Thatistlie 
only reason Lpropose to reply. He asked m if there.was- any- 
thing before the committee. as to tlie pries of armor plate being 
excessive. 

Mr. DALZELIL. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY.. Captain Pendleton, who is the superintendent of 
the Government Gim Factory here at. Washington. has made a 
statement on that subject.in.gemeraliterms.. He says: 

Tho Bethlehem Steel in 
Plant, made fair profits, wpm cetera 5 R 

In reply to a question by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BUTLER], ien went on to say: 

Botli to save the money and to to enahle the Government: to meet the in- 

wewent to workwitir the Bethlehem Steet Co: yat 
armor: Weal know that in Ave teers Loy tad adi ot ieee Meee 
made a fair profit, and they now aon the nina 
United States Gow I am familiar 2580 that. I say that the 
ni vernment.to-day, at the price the: Seeretaryrof 
the Navy is asked:to gets its armor ton 
nation 9 tee cheaper. per:ton than any 
BURLESON. Nennen getting it as cheaply as 


suena 


atenn, 
Mt. DAL E E e SEA as Lknow, 


factory and 
—— * 
at prices ve 
Government. 


Now, a ae me finish just as IL 
the United States Government to. be. pay a single 
dollar more for its armor than you do. It is 57 5 any ats of 

mine that, any private individuals, corporations, or otherwise 
should make Pe ey out of the Government unduly; hut Ido not 


nthe: take two or three- tions.to — 
— wien 2 * But the un aunker wie makes the | Want the Secretary of the Navy to bo ꝑnt in a position where he will 
guns forthe Government the money; and if we had been gun makers be compelléd to eee eee reason of the want 
We could have had the too. +- InrGreat Britain and G = of armor. Now; under existing law 
in France. Derr oa batilo abip and fre | Nr. HITCHCOCK. eee eee uestion?’ 
mendous- Lawould bay 9 taken ti P. 
— the ship at cost if we-go ‘the profiton * Thatiswhat| The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Ivania 


ee DALZELL. Mr: (inttman; dee nag ene name 


that in 
to st: — — — fellow who makes thearmor gois ail 


man years, and he has never yet into bankruptcy, 
Me JAMES. Have the armor- ss eas gone into ene 
The CHAIRMAN. The time af the gentleman has 

Mr. BOWIE. T ask unanimous consent 
time be extended ten minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Idd not want ten minutes. 

75 BOWIE.. Five minutes. 

Unanimons consent is asked that the gen- 

0 time de extendell five minutes. IS there objection? 

There was no objection.. 

Mr. BOWIE. Now [wantto askthe gentleman just one ques- 
tion: Did ve not have ee, == or three: Wag e to the 
effect that if the Secretary. 


Poshoula he 


to a proposition of that sort being 
Me. DALZELL. Ttliought That answered that questi¢ar pretty 
emphatically a little while ago. 


een ea ips. a great the- 


W ‘thi 


yield? 


Mr. DALZELL. Oh, Lsw 3358 
Mr. HITCHCOCK: like to. ask the: gentleman, ifthe 
objects to having the Aereas of the Navy.embarrassed in such a 


case, why does heobject: to having the Secrotarꝝ ot the Navy con- 


struet an armor 
ee. so dull, Mr. Chairman, that Ldo 


im; he exercising his 
the premises. en eee should. like- to 
— — and where Tthintr it onght to bo left. 

11 VANDIVER.. Mr. as to the price of armor 
3 price the Government 2 the Govern- 
pae itself has Wrestignted the subject: and. officiall 
upon it. L know it is an old sn F 
as a knew one, and I want to a little from the report of the 
committee which inves ö This is from the re- 
port of the Secretary. of in 1897. 
is aware of th fact that we are 


Mr. VANDIVER. I eee Mr. Chairman, that the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia says that we are not using the same 
kind of armor now. Perhaps not under the same name, but it is 
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the same thing, and the testimony before the Naval Committee 
has never yet developed as a fact what is the difference between 
the two kinds. 

You call one Krupp armor and yoo call the other harveyized 
armor; and yet you can not find a naval officer on the American 
S that can tell the difference 1 between them. They say it 

a secret, 

Mr. DAYTON. The gentleman will certainly pardon me for 
interrupting him? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Yes. 

Mr. DAYTON. You remember the hearings before the Naval 
Committee showed that Krupp armor was at least 25 per cent 
stronger and had a power to that extent, do you 
not; and was made underan entirely different process, the gas proc- 
ess, while the other had been made under the charecal process? 

Mr. VANDIVER. If the gentleman will refer to the testimony 
he will find the fact is brought out that some difference of strength 
and tensity could be found in two different pieces of Krupp armor 
and in two different pieces of harveyized armor, as wellas between 
two pieces of the different names. Itdoes not depend upon the 
name. Now, as to the patent, or the royalty, I maintain that ques- 
tion has never yet been legally determined, and I seriously doubt 
whether any royalty is being paid or ever will be paid for either 
kind. 


But here is what I wanted to get at: The hearing before the | 


committee that investigated these results is summed up. 
Lieutenant-Commander Soa ho had been an inspector at the Beth- 
lehem Iron Works, was also called pre ate an estimate of the cost of 


armor,and his based upon observation in the manu- 
facture of armar, makes the cost S 
The rot ordnance at the 


MeVay, was also called for an estimate,and his rey a made 
without tation with the other officers, is that the labor and 

material in a ton of single-forged Harvey nickel-steel L54. 
Adding 10 per cent to each of these estimates, for loss d rejections, 


both the man Trture the Government.” 
estimates, which is S185. 38 for ined in tho report and $197.78 8 — reforged armor, 
in uug the „ 
* LAN - 
er the Secretary’ BERSERI 
gins the question 5 would not be a suficentiy Hi 
take careful estimate of the 


to 
and material; to allow for maintenance 


experts as 
sum ton nam nag cong only per cent tor profits 
on wark were ths piant has Ben TEA 3 


dee 
of la 


Cost of bar 1 — ver oe — —— weceusi was ace r — 
e e anesenasenan . 
180. 00 
Add for maintenance of plant a aan 00. 1 
210.00 
Thirty-three and one-third per cent profſt . — 9. 


220.00 
GE aan o Ha ec e a a a a 20.00 
Making the price for armor..-.....-..-.-.-.-....-.-.-.-.------..-. 300.00 


Now, if we add $98 for the increased cost of material owing to | 


higher prices at this 5 We have just the amount of the bid of 
the Midvale company, which is certainly not too low. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. , I move to debate in ten min- 
utes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I desire to have about three minntes more. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, I would like to have three or 
four minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. How man minutes does the gentleman want? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. I u want five minutes. 

Mr. VANDIVER. And I want three minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. That makes eight minutes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment 
to the amendment, and I want it now pending, so that it may be 
explained during the debate. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Iask unanimous consent that I may have 
three minutes more. 


Fe 


„Bethlehem Company are all in 


as the 


mittee. ee eee e ee, 
gentleman from Pennsylvania , but I want to say to 
him that in all the 3 of the dealings of this Government 


with individuals or corporations there has never anything tran 
.. with the Carnegie Steel Company 

anufacturing armor plate which was found to beso full of blow - 
Saks that it had to be discarded. and ö 
discredited by the officers of this Government, and that company 
itself finally had to come in and plead guilty and was fined $190,000 
for frauds perpetrated upon the Government—putting off on the 
Government such inferior armor plate that it was actually crimi- 
nal to put it Shree sla boiak ok 5 eek has an a Set gee 
8 enemy 


not a poor plate on any vessel, and the President remitted the fine? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Let me say to the tleman that a fuller 
investigation of that whole question reveal a great many 
other still more discreditable, and I say to him that the re- 
port of the Secretary of the Navy itself fully explodes that whole 
contention. aie rane e e O ee nothing short 
of criminal and was so 


criminal by the investigating committee. 
Mr. DALZELL. Not at all; the gentleman only stated half of 
the ; that is the trouble. 


story 
Mr. VANDIVER. Yes; I did not have time to tell one-tenth 
1 story; the other nine-tenths would have been a thousand 

es worse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] has offered an 
9 which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
e aor £ the Now hy thorized to procure by contra: 
the best quality aint and oe herein — gi at — 
price as in his judgment is just and reasonable.” 

Mr. DALZELL. That is intended as a substitute to the amend- 
ment offered 5 the gentleman. 

oo Mr. Chairinan, I move that debate on this para- 
graph and amendments be closed in ten minutes. 

Ts ORAR MAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that de- 
bate upon this paragraph and all amendments be closed in ten 
minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, Mr. Chairman, is it the pur. 
3535 

es. 
5 Was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
ILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
an ‘of the gentleman from crepes are not well founded. 
I wish to say, as he said himself CC 
ter, that the Midvale Com o Carnegie Company, and the 
8 erstandin 


lyania, Und g the 
situation, you need have no fear, 

Here is the great Midvale Steel Company that has made a con- 
tract with the Government at $398 e gate The other two com- 
| panies, with an understanding with each other, in combination 
with each other, as the officers of the Navy Department believe 
and as everybody else believes, have bid exactly the same figures, 
even to the very same cent, and they bid $55.07 over this Midvale 
Company, and the Secretary of the Navy has exercised a discre- 
tion, unwisely as I think, and has given this combination of con- 
cerns 10,000 tons at a price over $50 a ton more than the bid of 
nie lai pet propositi 

ow, as a plain ess on, are you willing to let the 
Secretary of s 8 such discretion when he is 
surrounded y every uence t great corporations can 
5 Where his discretion may be un- 
wisely used, however honest and able he may be? His discretion 
has proven heretofore incapable of meeting this question as it 
ought to be met. He has yielded to the dee of the combina- 


| tion and paid them the same old price, paying them over $50 a 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- | ton more than to this other corporation, the new bidder. Let us 


mous consent to extend his remarks for three minutes, Is there | 
objection? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I have a motion to close — 
which I desire to make, but before doing so I would like 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri having 8 
floor, had asked unanimous consent for three minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have only this in ad- 
dition to say on — goes It has been thrashed over and over 
55 a N believe it would be interesting reading for 
every Mem SP this Hotes to reel the full senoet OE aad SA 


restrain that discretion and put a limit as to price upon the Sec- 
55 He has heretofore had a discretion, 
Fa contracts for 16,000 tons to be made he only gave the 
dvale Company 6,000 tons, although its bid was $55 07 a ton for 
the whole amount less than the bid of the combination. 
reason was that he thought the lowest bidder could not deliver 
the amount in due time. 

Admiral O'Neil, on page 149 of the hearings, says that the Mid- 
vale Company's contract to furnish 6,000 tons is at a price of 
$55.07 a ton less than the Government must pay for its contract 
of 10,000 tons with the other two concerns. says that it is $22 
a ton less aside from the question of royalty. He says that they 
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have a guaranty from the Midvale Company that the armor will 
stand the same ballistic test as the Krupp armor and that that is 
what we want. 

Now, who is it that says that the Midyale Company can not 
meet its obligations? The Navy Department? No. e ship- 
building ge oan No. Noone except gentlemen who have here- 
tofore been always against limiting the price of armor plate. In 
the last contracts we lost $550,700 by the Secretary not giving the 
entire contract to the Midvale people. Now we have the oppor- 
tunity to prevent such high price for the future. 

In my judgment, Mr, Chairman, it is business, it is good sense, 
it is fair dealing, it is patriotism, it is honesty, it is courage to 
meet this question now and here and to limit the cost of this 
armor plate. If you do not, hereafter when the question comes 
up again on some future bill, the point of order, I fear, will be 
made, and if the present occupant be then in the chair, and the 
House bein the mood that it is in to-day, I fear it will be sustained. 
Now, we have the chance when no point of order is made against 
it, when we can come to a vote upon it, and I ask you gentlemen 
upon that side, as well as upon this side, to stand by the cheaper 
price for the same goods, stand by economy in the Government, 
stand by sustaining the Secretary of the Navy in getting the best 


armor plate that is to be made at a fair and reasonable price. 
[Applause. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Virginia has 


alluded to a provision that was in a former appropriation act, 
which I think was a very salutory provision. I may say that I 
drafted the provision myself [laughter], and I introduced it as an 
amendment to a conference report in this House, and it passed 
this House and was finally acceded to by the Senate, That pro- 
vision was as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Navy is boc Sra econ to secure by contract 
armor of the best quality for any orall ps above referred to, provided 
such contactscan be made ata price which in his judgment is reasonable and 

uitable; but in case he is unable to e contracts for armor under the 
above conditions, he is hereby authorized and directed to procure a site for 
and to locate thereon a factory for the manufacture of armor, and the sum 
of $4,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erection of that factory. 

It was under that provision that we obtained our armor ata 
much lower figure than ever before, referring to the Krupp armor. 

Now, the committee brought that same provision in and incor- 
porated it into this bill, but it has gone out on a point of order, 
and, of course, that question is disposed-of. 

But here comes a new question, the question of whether it is 
wise to limit the Bee of armor. Now, I take this position in 
reference to the advisability of limiting the price of armor: I 
have no doubt in my own mind that if the armor produced by the 
Midvale company * to be as good as the so- 
called Krupp armor produced by the Bethlehem and Carnegie 
companies, I say I have no doubt in my mind that in the future 
no Secretary of the Navy will ever pay one dollar more than $398 

r ton. 

2 But, sir, what is the effect of your amendment? When you 
limit the price of armor—and I challenge anyone to deny my 
statement—and our previous Congressional history will show that 
when you put in here a provision for the price of armor, you 
tically direct the Secretary of the Navy to pay just that price. 
t is a sort of notification to the armor-plate factories that the 
Government will pay that, and consequently that fixes the price 
of armor plate. Twat to leave it open, so that the Secretary of 
the Navy can buy it even lower than $398 a ton. [Derisive laugh- 
ter on Democratic side.] Gentleman on the other side may laugh 
at that assertion. 

Mr. VANDIVER rose. l 

Mr. FOSS. Ican not yield now; I have only a few minutes. 

Whatis the situation? e had the Secretary of the Navy before 
the committee, and he said that we were getting armor at lower 

ices than any foreign country, and he testified further as to the 
Midvale Company: 


We received the bid from the Midvale Company. The 


protest was made 
the bid 


und 


TVC 
ve plenty of ca: and they are e 
dmiral O'Neil made a careful 8 An in which he said he thought 
they could build a plant of which there was some be in their estab- 
lishment, and that they could deliver armor ue for the two smaller shi 
but not more. I then said their bid should ted to that extent, a! 
that a provision should be put into the contract which would enable us to can- 
cel the contract at any time when it should a that ey were not mak- 
ing sufficient progress in the building the uction of 
armor to meet the ships as they became ready for the armor, ev 
ible precaution was taken to protect the interests of the Government, an 
give just as much of the armor at the lower price as was possible. 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the substitute amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania . DALZELL]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
amendment be again reported. 


The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will again re- 
port the substitute. f 

There was no objection; and the Clerk again reported the sub- 
stitute amendment, 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
DALZELL) there were—ayes 133, noes 101. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Chairman, I call for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Rrxey and Mr. DALZELL were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
123, noes 98, 

So the substitute amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Virginia, as amended by the substi- 
tute amendment just adopted. 

The 7 51 87 Was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment as a new paragraph to the bill, which I will 
send to the desk and ask to have read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That to the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery of the Navy there shall be 
attached a corps of dental reg pega which mg? shall not exceed in number 
the actual requirem ə proportion of 1 to 1,000 authorized by law 


ents nor 
for the naval and marine and training schools. The said 
grades, designated “assistant de 


romotions within said dental 


e of assistant dental 


surgeon, and the appointees must be citizens of the United States, between 
21 and 30 years of uates of standard dental colleges, of good moral 
character, of unquestionabie professional repute, and shall be required to 

1 examination and a professional examination, which 


Peel el og Day f skill and ficiency in practical dentistry and the 
all inclu o an: c en 

Pol “i aod Provided, That there shall be 
fession who is a citizen of the United 
States anda graduate of a standard dental co , and whose aptitude and 
e; cane vee ae mt fitness for aa 75 8 exami- 
nations and for assis 0 „ equ und su o oper- 
ations of the others, who a ane KODON, to the de of p Peniga — 
— Provided further, That the dentist now employed at the Naval Academy 

not be displaced by the operation of this act. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gen- 
tleman will not make the point of order on this amendment, 

Mr. FOSS. It is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
as a new paragraph to the bill, which I will send to the desk and 
ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

That the Secre of the direc’ 
the McIlhenny & Nen deter 2 e iri no . 25 
Congress; and the sum of $2,000 is hereby appropriated to pay the expense of 
making said test. 

Peay MUDD, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 
t. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, after the last word on 73, the following: 

“And provided further, That none of said $12,000,000 shall be, and none is, 
appropriated toward said armament or armor, or either of them, for use, 


payment, or application under any contract for any armor or armament in 
which said contract the contractor shall not have covenanted with the United 


ted to work more than eight hours in an; one calendar day upon suc 
eig y. yapo 


except upon 


of warora ns when war is imminent or when any tnational 3 
2 0 


nited States shall 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order to that. 
It is new legislation. 

Mr. RNASH. Mr. Chairman, I should like to be heard 
upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will state that this is an amend- 
ment to a part of a bill that has already been passed, and can not 
be considered except the committee by unanimous consent recur 
to that part of the bill. 

Mr. NASH. If the Chair will indulge me—— 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

B It is an amendment which adds a para- 

gra 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the committee 
has passed the provision to which this is an amendment and has 
added a new section. 
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Mr. LIVERNASH. But, Mr. Chairman, I offer it as an inde- 
pendent paragraph, to follow the last word of the bill as the bill 
now stands. : 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not begermane. It refers to the 
said twelve millions of dollars,“ which is an amount appropriated 
in a part of the bill already passed. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Then, sir, I shall make it germane. I so 
amend the amendment as that it shall read: “And i 
Surther, That none of the $12,000,000 hereinbefore mentioned as ap- 
propriated toward armament and armor shall be, and none is, a 
propriated toward,” the remainder of the amendment as 8 
offered following. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, we have already passed that para- 
graph. It is not germane. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposes a 
complete paragraph and is germane tothe bill. It refers back to 
a specific $12,000,000. The point at issue is this: Is the amend- 
ment germane to the billas awhole? The point is not this: Is the 
amendment germane to a specific paragraph of the bill? The 
point of order should not be sustained. 

that has already been 


Mr. PAYNE. The difficulty with that iti 
man, is that it seeks to modify a paragra; 
perfected by the committee and passed, viz., the $12,000,000 para- 
graph. Of course, you could open up the whole bill to amend- 
ments if this were allowed. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Even if the point of order were well taken 
(and I think it is not), Mr, Chairman, with what ill grace does it 
pone Son Se leader of the majority in this Chamber to defend 
and urge i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I call for the spear order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, if the . 
sition be e as an independent section of the bill at end 
of the bill, then the fact that within the proposition there is a ref- 
erence made to the previous of the bill would certainly not 
deprive it of the character o ing germane, nor could it make 
it obnoxious to the rule that it was an amendment to that part of 
the bill. It is offered as an independent section and merely refers 

by description 


back to another part of the bill in order to indicate 
the a riation referred to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this amend- 


ment relates to, qualifies, and seeks to amend a part of the bill 
upon which the committee has already „and that to sus- 
tain this amendment as in order would practically open all the 
provisions of the bill to amendment. erefore the Chair sus- 
tains the point of order that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
California rise? 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous 
consent that the amendment last offered be agreed to, no Member 


raising any point of order. 
Several embers obj a 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Then, sir, I ask unanimous consent that 


solely for the purpose of considering the amendment, we recur 
to that h to which it would be germane under the ruling 
hair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The from California asks unani- 
mous consent to recur to the paragraph a ting $12,000,000 
for armor of domestic manufacture, etc. ere objection? 

Several Members objected. 

Mr. DALZELL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I offer the amendment which I send tothe 


desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That nomoney appropriated in this bill forarmor shall be used to 
armor not yet contracted for from any man or manufacturers who 
constitute In whole or in part a trust or control the price 


trade to 
of steel products in violation of the laws of the United States. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
place in the Secretary of the Navy a discretion that does not now 
exist by law, to determine the character of these manufacturers. 
Does the Secretary have any such discretion now? The question 
involved isa question of law and fact. The amendment proposes 
new legislation as plainly as anything could. 

Mr. WILLIAMSof Mississippi e imino ang to 
amendment of which the gentleman from Pennsylvania Da- 
ZELL] was himself the author; an amendment to an amendment, 
in which there was given to the Secretary of the Navy such im- 
mensely broad discretion in connection with the of ar- 
mor plate that it would include this matter. Now, this is a mere 


gentleman himself offered and which has been adopted. It is 
either a limitation or an extension, whichever you choose to call it. 
It enables the discretion of the Secretary to go to the point of 
recognizing a self-admitted trust. That is all. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ithank the gentleman from Mississippi for 
giving me a new suggestion. The House has already passed upon 
= question and limited the discretion of the Secretary of the 

avy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. On the contrary, it made his 
discretion unlimited. 

Mr. DALZELL. This is a 3 to modify an amend- 

ouse. 


of the Navy; and now this 
isa ition to modify the amendment already proposed, and 
which was adopted by a large majority. If this provision ever 
was in order, it was in order to the amendment offered by myself 
and when that was pending. It is not in order now, surely. 
CHAIRMAN. Iti i ion of 


The prs is not 3 eee on of the Chair 
to pass upon the am ts. This proposed 
amendment does not limit, te, nor apply to the $12,000,000 ap- 

y passed. It seems 


3 contained in the paragraph 
to the Chair to be merely a limitation upon the appropriation to 

additional armor not covered by that paragraph, and 
is therefore in order. The Chair overrules the point of order. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, i i I have only a few words 
to say on this amendment. I desire to call the attention of this 
House to the fact that a tremendous change has come over this 
country since the manufacture of modern armor plate was begun 
in 1887. That was by the Bethlehem peg, mal At that time 
the first armor-plate contract was let, Mr. itney being then 
the Secretary of the Navy. In 1890 the second armor-plate con- 
tract was let at a time when Mr. Tracy was Secretary of the Navy. 

When Secretary Tracy let that second armor-plate contract it 
was to the i v, in Pennsylvania, and he distinctly 
stated at that time, and it was notorious over the United States, 
that his purpose in letting that contract to the Carnegie Compan 
was to build up a competitor to the Bethlehem Company, whic 
had had prior to that time a monopoly of armor-plate mannfac- 
ture. The third contract was let in 1893. At that time those 
companies made identical bids. The fourth contract was made 
in 1896, when again the two companies made identical bids. 

Thereupon Congress, seeing that an agreement existed between 
those two companies to extort an agreed price from the United 
States, inserted a provision in the law that the Secretary of the 
Navy should not pay over 8400 a ton for armor plate. The re- 
sult was that the fifth contract in 1898 and the sixth contract 
1899 were let by the Navy Department to those two concerns at 
$100 a ton. The seventh contract was let in the year 1900 to the 
Bethlehem and ie Company, and at that time the bids 
were again identical and were for a larger price. 

Since that time the eighth contract, in 1903, and the ninth 
contract, in 1904, have been let, but not to companies even pre- 
aea try be competitors, but to these two concerns, known to 
be banded together, practically in the same combination, a trade 
conspiracy; both outlaws under the laws of the United States; 
and it is to prohibit dealings with that trade conspiracy that this 
amendment is offered. Those two concerns constitute a com- 
mercial outlaw, existing in defiance of the acts of Congress and 
will of the people of the United States. It is to prevent those 
conspi from securing from the United States any further 
gigantic contracts that this amendment is offered. 

n closing, Mr. i I want to call the attention of this 
committee to the fact that since 1887 the United States has paid 
these two companies alone $47,000,000 of the people's money. It 


to | certainly is about time, if we can not erect an armor factory for 


the purpose of competing with these concerns, because the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania objects, that we should limit the price 
to be paid for armor and decline to recognize by Government 
contracts an outlaw of the United States. [Applause on the 


Democratic gs E 

Mr. MANN. . Chairman, I rise to offer an amendment to 
the amendment. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Tlinois offers an 
amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word manufacturers” the words “who have been judi- 
leclared to.” : A 


limitation upon the discretion given in that amendment, which the ! cially d 
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Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, the ori amendment 
proposes to impose upon the Secretary of the Navy, at his risk, 
the determination whether these companies constitute a trust in 
violation of the laws of the United States, and if the Comptroller 
of the Treasury or the Auditor of the Navy should conclude that 
the Secretary of the Navy was mistaken, then after the contract 
had been made and the work performed the bills would be thrown 
out. It is not fair to the Secretary of the se impose upon 
him this responsibility. It is fair to impose that 3 
upon the courts, and if the courts have determined these com- 
panies to be trusts— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


a 8 
. MANN. Why, certainly. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is it not a fact that Congress has appro- 
priated $500,000 to prosecute trusts? Is it not a fact that the 
Attorney-General, haying that money at his disposal, does not pro- 
ceed against these trusts? And unless the Attorney-General of 
this Administration does proceed against these trusts, how are we 
going to determine judicially that they are trusts? [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Why, Mr. Chairman, the Congress of the United 
States has appropriated $500,000 to confer upon the right officer 
of the Government the determination of the question of trusts, 
and the Democratic party on the other side of this House, for 
purely demagogical purposes and no other, * Se this amend- 
ment to impose upon the Secretary of the Navy this duty, which 
the gentleman knows is unfair to the Secretary. Ido not propose 
at this time to defend the Attorney-Gene He needs no de- 
fense from the attacks of the gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 

uestion? 
$ The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. Why, certainly. ; 

Mr. COCHRAN. You have said that the opposition to letting 
these contracts to trusts proceeded from this side for demagogic 
reasons, Now, will you tell your reasons for defending the 


trusts? ughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. . Mr. Chairman, the distin, ed gentleman rises 
oftener than any other Member of the House, and I have never 


known him to rise except for demagogical purposes, [Laughter 
on the Republican side. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Ishould like to ask the gentleman one fur- 
ther question. Is that the best answer he can give? Is that the 
best reason he can give for defending the steel trust on this floor? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, that answer is absolutely con- 
clusive, in the opinion of any fair-minded man, so far as the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is concerned. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate upon the 

ph and all amendments. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question—— ` 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, I hope that motion will not 

vail. 
PiThe CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois moves that de- 
bate upon the pending paragraph and amendments be now closed. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by several 
Members) there were—ayes 134, noes 101. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and debate is closed. 

Mr. HAY. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, is it in order 
now to move to strike out the last word? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion is in order, but debate can not 
be had thereon. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I called for tellers immediately 
upon the Chair announcing the vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen- 
tary inquiry first. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not hear the gentleman from 
Virginia; but if he states it as a fact, the Chair will put the ques- 
tion on ordering tellers. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Pending that, I want to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIR . The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why is not a motion to strike 
out the last word debatable? 

Mr. P . Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Because a motion was made that debate 


the 
vote 
Mr. 


pose to close debate. 


Mr. FOSS. On the paragraph and all amendments. 

Mr. HAY. And all amendments? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair so understood. 

97 5 11 5 Which means that the debate will be closed on all 
of the bill. 
woe Does the gentleman from Virginia demand 
ers 

Mr. HAY. Ido. 

The question was taken; and tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] will take 
as tellers. 

The committee divided; and tellers reported—ayes 135, noes 97, 

So the motion was say aati to. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. bate is therefore closed; and the question 
is upon the amendment to the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

The question was taken; and the chairman announced that the 
ayes sopd to have it. 

Mr. JAMES. Division! 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I would like to have that 
amendment reported again, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. PAYNE. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There order is demanded. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITC . Iwant you to understand it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. They donot want to understand it. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 135, noes 91, 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Nebraska as amended. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. BURLESON, Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 117. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. This is a matter of such im- 
portance I would like to have tellers on it, Mr. Chairman, 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] will take their 
places as tellers. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my colleague take my 
place as teller. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
will please act as teller. 

1a 865 again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 87, 
noes 109. 

So the amendment as amended was rejected. 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
and amendments with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. Chairman 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes a red to have it. 

Mr. ON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 187, noes 53, 

Mr. MAHON. Tellers. 

The 8 1 815 was taken on ordering tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN, Two gentlemen have risen—not a sufficient 
number; tellers are refused, and the committee determines to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OLMSTED, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12220, the naval 
appropriation bill, and had directed him to report the same back 
with sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the 
amendments be agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

x . Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 
bill and amendments to its final e. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois moves the pre- 
vious question on the bill and amendments to its passage. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was ordered, 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the amendments will be submitted in gross, 

A separate vote was not demanded. 

The amendments were agreed to in gross. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and, 
being 1 it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. YER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, by request and in- 
struction of the minority of the committee I make the motion to 
recommit which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion to recommit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recommit to the Committee on Naval Affairs with instructions: 

1. To provide for a coaling station and dock at Olongapo (Subig Bay) in- 


a nayal station. 


r. Hay] 
ir places 
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2. To eliminate 
thereof, costing 3 

8. P! a tof per ton as 8 maximum 
best quality for the ships authorized by this bi 3 the provision for an 
armor-plate factory to cost not over $4,000,000 if the armor plate can not be 
procured within the limit prescribed. 

4. That all vessels herein provided for under the heading of “Increase of 
the Navy,“ except the battle ship, be constructed in the Government navy- 


yı 

5. That no money appropriated in this bill for armor shall be used to pur- 

chase armor not yet contracted for from any manufacturer or manufacturers 
who constitute in whole or in part a trust or trade conspiracy to control the 
price of steal products in violation of the laws of the United States. 

6. All moneys appropriated in this bill to be expended under contracts 
drawn in 55 to the act of Con approved August 1, 1892, entitled 
“An act-relating to the limitation of the hours of daily service of laborers 
and mechanics employed upon the public works of the United States and of 
the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on that. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point 
of order upon the motion to recommit. 
: Mr. For the reason that the instructions contain new 
egislation. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair, as he caught the reading of the 
motion, and he was paying as close attention as was possible for 
the Chair to do, is of opinion that several of the instructions in 
the motion cover legislation, and therefore as you can not do in- 
directly that which you can not do directly the Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 


1 1 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It being admitted that some 
of the instructions are perhaps subject to the point of order, is it 
not in order, they embodying separate propositions, to vote upon 
each proposition? If that is the case, and if that be permissible, I 
call for a division of the subject. There are five separate propo- 
sitions. ` 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and on that I move the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is furnished with the precedent or 
precedents that a motion to recommit is not divisible in its differ- 
ent branches of instruction. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and on that I ask the previous 

uestion. 
3 The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and on that 
he asks the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Let us have the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 8 

Mr. PAYNE. This is on the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I want it upon the motion to 
recommit. 

Mr. PAYNE. This is on the previous question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well; I do not want it 
on that. 

The question was taken, and the previous question was or- 


ered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and on that the gentleman from Mississippi asks 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 138, 
answered “present” 13, not voting 131, as follows: 


revise tor the Ewo armored ernieers sod the armor 
ice for armor plate of the 


YEAS—100. 
Aiken. Gaines, Tenn. Lever, Russell, 
Beall, Tex. Garber, Lewis, Ryan, 

Bell, Cal. Garner, Tex. d, Scarborough, 
Bowes Gilen mae Shackle rd, 
wel e, ve: 0 

8 Grith. Poya hi 
Brantley, Hay, McDermott, Sherley, 
Brundid Hill Mise 3 Smith, K 
run i s ith, 
175 Hitchcock, Meyer, La Smith, Tex. 
3 Hopkins, Miers, In Snook, 
Burne Howard, Moon, Tenn. Soe 5 
Caldwe Hughes, N. J. Padgett, Stanley, 
Can 7 um Page, 8 Tex. 
Clark. unt, Patterson, N. ©. Sullivan, 
Clayton, James, Pinckney, Thomas, N. C. 
Cochran, Johnson Pon, Thompso: 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, Va. Pujo, Underw 
Cowherd, Kitchin, Claude Randell, Tex. Van Duzer, 
Davey, La. Kitchin, Wm. Ransdell, La. allace, 
mond, Kline, Richardson, Webb, 
Dickerman, Lamar, Fla. Rixey, ee Ala. 
ey, 
F A Lester, Rucker, ynn. 


Acheson. Dovener, Ketcham, 
Adams, Wis. Draper, Kinkaid, 
Alexander, Dresser, Knapp, 
Allen, Driscoll. Kyle, 
Ames, Dunwell, Lacey, 
Bates, Esch, Lanning, 
Bede, Fordney; Lawrence, 
Beidler, ‘Oss, Lilley, 
Birdsall, Foster, Vt. Littlefield, 
Bishop, ller, Be h 
Bonynge, Gaines, W. Va. Loud, 
Bradley, Gardner, Mass. Loudenslager, 
Brandegee, Gibson, McCarthy, 
Brick, Gillet, N. Y. McCleary, Minn. 
Brooks; Gillett, Cal. McCreary, 
Brown, Wis. Goebel, McLachlan, 
Burke, Graff, MeMorran, 
Butler, Pa. Greene, Mann, 
Campbell, milton, 75 
Connell, i Marsh: 
Conner, Hedge, Martin, 
Cooper, Pa. Hemenway, Metcalf, 
Cooper, Wis. Henry, Conn. Miller, 
Cousins, Hermann, Mondell, 
Crumpacker, Hill, Conn. Morrell, 
Caras” orm Needham, 
Cush Holley, Nevin, 
Dalzell, Howell, N. J. Norris, 
Daniels, Howell, Utah Olmsted, 
Darragh. Humphrey, Wash. Otis, 
Davis, Minn. Jackson, Ohio 8 
Dayton, Jenkins. mer. 
Deemer, Jones, Wash. Patterson, Pa. 
Dixon, Kennedy, ayne, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—13. 
Bartlett, Cassingham, Mudd, 
Benton, Kehoe, Powers, Me. 
Burton, Mahon, Sherman, 
Cassel, Minor, - Tirrell, . 
NOT VOTING—i31. 
Adams, Pa. Keliher, 
Adamson, Fitegorald, Kluttz, 
Babcock, Fitzpa Knopf, 
Badger, sic, Lafean, 
Benito’, <- Sows Landis Chas. B 
8 ‘owler, 8 
Bartholdt, French, Landis, Frederick 
assett, Gardner, Mich. Lindsay, 
Bingham, Gardner, N.J Littauer, 
Boutell, Gillett, Mass, Li n, 
Bowersock, lass, Lorimer, 
Broussard, Goldfogle, Lovering, 
Bro Pa. h, ucking, 
Brownlow, Goulden, McAndrews, 
Buc n, ranger, McCall, 
Burkett, Gregg, McNary, 
Burleigh, Griggs, Macon. 
Butler, Mo. Grosvenor, Maddox, 
Byrd, Gudger, Mahoney, 
Calderhead, lin. Moon, Pa. 
Capron, Hardwick, Morgan, 
kt. Harrison, Overstreet, 
Cromer, augen, Parker, 
Crowley, Hearst, Patterson, Tenn. 
Davidson, Hepburn, Perki 
Davis, Fla. Hildebrant, Pierce, 
Denny, itt, Prince, 
Dick Houston, Rainey, 
Dinsmore, uff, eeder, 
Dougherty, Hughes, W. Va. Reid, 
Dwight 112 Fichardson, T 
wight, unter, tichar Tenn. 
Emerich, Jackson, Md. Rider, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 

Mr. CassEL with Mr. Goocr, 

Mr. HUNTER with Mr. RHEA. 

Mr. BOUTELL with Mr. Gricas. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT, 

For one week: 

Mr. STERLING with Mr. HAMLIN. 

For balance of week: 

Mr. Surrg of Iowa with Mr. HARDWICK, 
Until further notice: 

Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. MONARY. 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. MAHONEY. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. WADE. 

Mr. TownsEND with Mr. Luckixe. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. TAYLOR. 
Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. Cassincuam, 
Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. GOULDEN. 

Mr. Tawney with Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. MCCALL with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. Lormer with Mr, MCANDREWS, 
Mr. Hirr with Mr. DINSMORE. 

Mr. Capron with Mr. GRANGER, 

Mr. Manon with Mr. Houston. 

Mr. CROMER with Mr. ZENOR. 

Mr. Evans with Mr. CROWLEY. 


W. 

Wiley, N. J. 
Williamson, 
ilson, III. 


Robinson, Ark, 
Robinson, Ind, 


a 


Stevens, Minn. 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Sulze 


Weisse, 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Zenor. 
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Mr. FF Mr. KEHOE, 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. PIERCE 
Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. VANDIVER, 
For this day: 
Mr. 8 with Mr. REID. 
Mr. REEDER with Mr. BASSETT, 
Mr. BuRLEIGH with Mr. RIDER. 
Mr. Brown of Pennsylvania with Mr. Witson of Kentucky. 
Mr. Frexcu with Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, 
Mr. Loverine with Mr. HAMLIN, 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
r. WACHTER with Mr. GLAss. 
. BURKETT with Mr. BENTON. 
r. Dick with Mr. TALBOTT. 
. WANGER with Mr, ADAMSON. 
. Powers of Maine with Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
. FREDERICK LANDIS with Mr. RAINEY. 
. BOWERSOCK with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
. BINGHAM with Mr. MADDOX. 
Mr. Lirraver with Mr. SULLIVAN of New York, 
. ADAMS of P: lyania wash Mr. 
. Horr with Mr. 
. SITH of New aa with Mr, FITZGERALD, 
. Mupp with Mr. TATE. 
. KNopr with Mr. WEISSE. 
. BaBoook with Mr. 8 
. BARTHOLDT with Mr. FLoo 
. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
. BUCKMAN with Mr. BADGER. 
. CALDERHEAD with Mr. Davis of Florida, 
. DouvaLas with Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. 
Dwianr with Mr. DOUGHERTY. 
. FLACK with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
. FowLER with Mr. GouLpEN. 
. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. GREGG. 
. HAUGEN with Mr. HOPKINS, 
. HILDEBRANT with Mr, KLUTTZ. 
. Hunt with Mr. Macon. 
. Jackson of Maryland with Mr. Spicur. 
. LAFEAN with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 
. WARNER with Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, 
. CHARLES B. Lanpis with Mr. SMALL. 
. Moon of Pennsylvania with Mr. SOUTHALL, 
. MoRGaN with Mr. SHOBER, 
with Mr. SHULL. 
Prince with Mr. TRIMBLE, 
On this vote: 
Mr. HEPBURN with Mr. HEARST, 
Mr. oie pee 82 Mr. BANKHEAD. 
er, I desire to have my vote recorded. 

as the 8 12 in his seat and 
listening when his name should have been called 

Mr. . I was, and tried to catch tho voice of the Clerk, 
but I was unable to do so. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman’ s name, 

The Clerk called Mr. W¥NN’s name, and he voted “‘aye,” as 
above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 
bill. 


The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 

On etn of Mr. Foss, a motion to reconsider the last vote-was 
laid on the table. 

SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution No. 47 was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
to its appropriate committee as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 47: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represent: 
Secretary of War bor and i is hort, duroctod to cause tobe pre 
available bla data, if ihe same be on file in the 


concurring), That the 


‘itn Santee River to Camden, S. 
r 


lach to rend ey ort by Lt the Wa all boats which can Reg pede —— 


of War is autho: and directed to cause an tion and survey of 
‘ateree River to be made with 4 view too ashi before 
8 min submit a thereof, with an estimate 5 the 
rovemen o expense o examination and survey 
the sop for tion, and contingencies of 


to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
ENROLLED BILL. 
WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
N this day they had presented to the President of the 
Eniteg States, for his approval, the following bill 
H. R. 7287. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama re 


( Crock, 


Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephen's me- 
ridian. 

J. HUDSON KIBBE, 


The SPEAKER laid before the Honse Senate concurrent reso- 
_ No. 48, which the Clerk read as follows: 
wed by the Senate (the House “hoe Bonato Senai concurring), Thatthe 


President be uested to return to te bill 167, granting an 
increase of to J. Hudson Kibbe. 
The resolution was considered and agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 12 
minutes p m.) the ouse adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock 
noon, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, pas a and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles wero severally reported fro m committees, delivered to 
35 os and pad wee to the 5 Calendars therein named, 
as follows; 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts, from the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization, to Which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 11 mis! eee, the exemption from head tax 
to citizens of Newfoundland entering the United States, 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a (No. 
1233); which said bill report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. baw to eee 
and promote the efficiency of army chaplains, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1234); which 
said bill and report were referred to the 5 of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS, the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was refi the bill of the House (H. R. 11126) to authorize the 

5 the Interior to add to the segregation of coal and 
asphalt lands in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, Indian Ter- 
ritory, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
pet t (No. 1235); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ouse Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE, ‘from the Committee on Interstate and 8 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 270) 
authorizing the Winnipeg, Yankton and Gulf Railroad Company 
to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger 
1 across the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, 

5 the same without amendment, accompanied by 
A 8 ( a PA which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Sen- 
ate (S. 708) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to authorize 
the 3 of a bridge across Thief River, in the State of Min- 
ee 28 er the same without amendment, accompanied by 

0. 1237); which said bill and report were referred to 
the ouse Calendar, 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 8780), 
authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern Railway Com- 
pay construct & combined railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger 

ridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Yankton, 
4 e rted the same without amendment, accompanied by 
o. 1238); which said bill and report were referred to 

o Hous Calendar 
SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate. and 


from . — Commerce, to Which was referred the bill of the House 


1 — R. 6780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and Trading 

y to construct and maintain a bridge across the Cantalla 
in the district of Alaska, reported the same with amend- 
rt (No. 1239); which said bill and 


ment, "accompanied by a re 
ouse Calendar. 


re rt wers referred to the 
8 , from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred House resolution (H. Res. 221) directing 5 
of the Interior to re Tepon to the House of Representatives 
information relative to the of town lots in the towns of Law- 
ton, Hobart, and Anadarko, Okla., under act of Congress of March 
8, 1901, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
rt (No. 1240); which said House resolution and report were 
erred to the House Calen: 
elfe also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10773) ee viding for the erection. of a 
keeper’s dwelling at the Tibbetts Point light station, New York. 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
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(No. 1241); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12152) relating 
to the payment and disposition of pension money due to inmates of 
the Government Hospital for the e, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accom ae bya report (No. 1242); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6034) granting an increase of pension to Oscar 8. 
Turner—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1093) for the relief of Rose B. Noa—Committee on 
seine Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensi 

A bill (H. R. 12978) for the relief of Walter Langley—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs 

A bill (H. R. 12980) for the relief of Wormley E. Wrae—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 13084) to increase the pension of 
Mexican war survivors to $20 per month—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

5 SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13085) to increase 

msion of those who have lost a limb above the knee and total 
me ess of both ears (combined) in the military or naval service 
of the United States—to the 5 on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 13086) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act granting the right to the 
Omaha Northern Railway Company to construct a railway across 
and establish stations on the Omaha and Winnebago Reservation, 
in the State of Nebraska, and for other purposes,’ by extending 
the time for the construction of said railway,” by a fierce ex- 
tension of time for the construction of said railway—to the Com- 
1 on Indian Affairs. 

y Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 18087) to establish a court of patent 
, and for other to the Committee on Patents 


y Mr. SHERMAN: A (H. R. 13088 relieve obligors on 
Th given to the United. States upon rtation to the 
Philippine Islands prior to November 20, 20, 1901, 0 articles subject 


to internal-revenue tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13089) to fix 
the compensation of criers and bailiffs in the United States courts— 
to 1 7 5 Committee on the qudiciary. 

Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13090) to amend section 3285 of 
the Revised Statutes as a by the act of May 28, 1880—to 
the Committee on Ways and pon ee 

By Mr. JONES of ee ts A bill (H. R. 
13091) to provide an additio: district j or the district of 
em and for other purposes—to the 8 on the Judi- 


SD Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13092) to provide for 
the enlargement of Fort Bliss, near El Paso, Tex.—to the Com- 
2 5 on Military Affairs 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE (by request): A bill (H. R. 13093) 
to so amend section 64 of An act to provide a government for the 
Territory of Hawaii” as to remodify certain sections of the elec- 
tion law of said Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 13094) for the relief of street-car 
motormen—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 13095) to te the use 
of forest-reserve timber—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to use $5,000 of the amount 
appropriated February 18, 1904 (Public No. 22), for clerical work 
and labor connected with the sale and leasing of Creek lands and 
the leasing of Cherokee lands in Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 231) referring certain 
claims to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the 
terms of the Tucker Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDER: Memorial SG dase | the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress to use all honorable efforts in passing a bill 
in order to secure for the State of New York the benefits of na- 
tional aid in road construction—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
Ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 13096) ting pensions to 
the survivors of the One hundred and fortieth Regiment of Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 13097) granting an 
nara of pension to George Parry—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13098) granting an increase of pension to 
Morris Del Dowane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13099) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob T. Grimes to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13100) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram F. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 13101) granting an in- 
— 5 pension to Isaac W. Sherman to the Committee on In- 
v ensi 

Hi a bill ( (H. R. 13102) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

liam H. Broadwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13103) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Langridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 18104) for the relief of 
Samuel Robbins—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13105) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William F. Gant—to the Committee 
755 Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 13106) for the relief of Walter 
L. 8 the Committee on Claims 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13107) for the relief of Walter L. Leighton 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. KLINE (by request): A bill (H. R. 13108) for the relief 
ichael F. Connolly to the Committee on Claims. 

ars Mr. JONES of : A bill (H. R. 3 granting an 
3 of penne Joshua W. Birch—to the Committee on In- 
ensions 


Also, a bill (H. R. DRD granting an increase of pension to 
George C. Birch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13111) for the relief of William J. Lewis— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Aio, a bill (H. R. 13112) for the relief of the heirs of Richard 
S. Rew, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ (by request): A bill (H. R. 13113) for the re- 
lief Vf Walter V. Brem, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KNAPP: A Bill (H. R. 13114) granting an increase of 
pension to C. J. Ripley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 13115) granting a pension 
to Sarah Jane Van Alstyne—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 13110) granting an in- 
— of pension to Nellie B. Newton—to the Committee on Pen- 


By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 13117) granting an increase of 

3 to Lewis Sawyer —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 13118) for the relief of Doc 
B 8 the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 13119) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellen R. Ostrander—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 13120) granting an increase 
of pension to Jonathan Peiper—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18121) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Curran—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13122) granting an increase of pension to 


Gilead M. 3 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13123) granting an increase of pension to 
William Nevil—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill . R. 13124) granting a pension to Sanna Ander- 
son—to the Cammittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13125) granting a pension to Mollie J. How- 
ard—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 18126) for the relief of Lotsee 
Deitrich and others—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 13127) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Clinton C. Nelson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13128) granting a pension to Thomas Cheek 
to the Committee on Pensions. —_ 

granting a pension to Bever 
3 Committee on n Feld Fest ensions. * 
y Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. K. 13130) for the relief of James T. 

Berra Richard Cusion, executors of the last will and testa- 
ment of Martin Dowling, eceased—to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13181) to re- 
imburse A. Herbert Bailey, of Boston, for duties illegally paid— | o 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Lonisiana: A bill (H. R. 13132) for 
the relief of the estate of Frederick Arbour, deceased—to the Com- 
met on War 

By Mr "SHULL: A bill (H. R. 13133) for the relief of George 
E. Hoffman—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bin (H. R. 18134) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catharine R. Rice—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. ce granting an increase 
of pension to Thaddeus Wheelock—to th 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18136) to correct the military record of Edwin 
O. 5 alias Charles Umstead—to the Committee on Military 


Afai 

ARa, ‘a bill (H. R. 13137) for the relief of Mary A. A. Cervantes, 
execntrix, und so forth—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13138) for the relief of Charles A. Holloway 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH ef Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18139) granting an 
increase of pension to La Roy B . Church—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Allso, a bill (H. R. 13140) granting an increase ef pension to 

John W. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 13141) granting a 

ion to James Abbott, alias James Buck-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 18142) granting an increase 
of pension to William M. Lang—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13143) granting a pension to Tiney Hogan— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13144) for the relief of Charles S. Blood—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13145) for 
the relief of James W.*Kenney—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18146) for the relief of James W. Kenney— 
to the Committee on Claims 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill H. R. 13147) granting an increase of 
E to Euphemia A. Young—to the Committee on Invalid 


By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13148) for the 
relief of the heirs of Vernon H. Johnston, deceased; late of Hinds 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13149) for the relief of the estate of Augus- 
tus Catchings. sr., deceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 13150) for the relief of the goals of Jane N. 
Gibson, deceased, late of Warren , Miss.—to the Com- 
mittes on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13151) for the relief of the estate of R. T. 
Brown, deceased, late of Warren County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13152) granting | agam 
an increase of pension to William L. Luster—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18153) granting a pension to Joseph Thacker— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13154) for the re- 
lief — John T. West to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 18155) granting a N to 
Philip Yohum—to the Committee on Invalid Pension: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13156) granting a pension to Michael Fitz- 

ick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13157) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Andrew Jackson 

Oatman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13158) granting an increase 
of pension to Beckwith A. McNemar—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Elfrida M. Lundblad, of Chi- 
cago, III., against sale of cigarettes to minors—to the Committee 
on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Neoga, III., against the parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Memorial of the General Assembly of the 
Presb: Church in the United States, for the passage of the 
Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, for the building of a light-house on 
Diamond Shoal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


1 Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Petition of G. L. Swartz, editor 
e Poynette Press, and 122 others, of Poynette, Wis., in favor 

of the Hepburn- -Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Jt udiciary. 
Also, petitions of Rev. W. E. Atcheson, pastor of the Presby- 
terian Church; Rev. J. W. Barnett, pastor of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church; "the Young People's Society of Christian Endeavor, 
the Epworth League, the Women’s e e Society, and the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, all of Poynette, Wis., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 
Also, petition of Memorial Baptist Church, of Vernon, Wis., 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on ihe 


favor o 

By Mr. Mr. ALLEN: Petition of J. R. Libby and 445 others, of 
Portland and other towns in Maine, in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the J ndiciary. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of Elmer House.and 14 others, of 
Delton, Wis., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of the Third Congressional district of 
Wisconsin, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of S. W. Cobb and others, of 
St. Louis, Mo., in favor of House bill 5071, to regulate retirement 
of veterans of the civil war—to the Committee on 1 Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Hafner Mannfacturing Company, of St. 
Louis, Mo., and of the Bernis. Bros. Bag Company, of St. Louis, 
Mo., in opposition to the eight-hour bill—to the Committee on 


Labor, 

a oe BASSETT: Resolution of Fifth Annual Supervisors 
Highway Convention. at Albany, N. V., in favor of the Brown- 
low good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BEDE: Petition of the American Association of Masters 
and Pilots of Steam Vessels, of Duluth, Minn., for the relief of 
James Caniff by the passage of bill H. R. 9800—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

Also, petition of residents and owners on Bartlett Lake, Minne- 
sota, to set aside certain land for a park and forest reserve—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BELL of California: Petition of J. V. Williams and 19 
others, and Rev. J. D. F. Houck and 15 others, of Chico; P. H. 
Atkinson and 82 others, I. C. Davis and 20 others, and E. G. 
Chapman and 26 others, of Petaluma, all in California, in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of G. A. Chamberlin and 21 
other voters, Mrs. J. E. Jewell, president of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union and other organizations, B. W. Holman 
and other voters, and N. V. Moore and 24 other voters, of Moran, 
Kans., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Presbyterian, Methodist, and Christian 
churches of Pleasanton, Kans., for the passage of the Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary 

Also, petition of merchants of Blue’! Mound, Kans. „protesting 

against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, affidavits of J. M. Johnston; C. G. Ellis, and J. M. John- 
son, relating to bill H. R. 12842, for the relief of J. M. Johnston 
to ae Committee on War Claims. 

BOWIE: Petition of E. W. Tucker and 23 others, of 
Dales Ala., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Coni- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

By. Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Petition of merchants of Sha- 
wano, Wis., a passage of the Hearst domestic parcels-post 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of R. E. Holston and 14 pies of Ashland, Wis., 
z 5 of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the ‘Committee on the 

udicia 

By Mr ‘BURKE: Petition of H. W. Reinecke and 54 others, of 
Faulkton, S. Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

ce Union of Auburn, Nebr., in favor of biil to forbid sale of 
5 in Government buildings —to the Committee on Alcoholic 
iquor 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Charlotte F. Wilder, of 
Manhattan, Kans., for legislation favorable to literary workers 
and authors—to the yeap ve on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, letter of J. J. and W. F. Muenzenmayer, protesting 


ittee on Invalid | Judiciary. 


against the passage of the Frye bill—to the Committee on 
Affairs. 


Also, resolutions of the Kansas Federation of Commercial In- 
terests, in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Kansas Federation of Commercial In- 
terests, of Topeka, for the passage of the Quarles bill, known as 

. to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: Resolution of the Louisiana Bar 
Association, in favor of bill H. R. 100i1—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
10981, granting a pension to Frances E. Truesdell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of residents of Eldred Township, 
Lycoming County, Pa., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the Fifth Annual Supervisors’ | 
Highway Convention, held at Albany, N. Y., in favor of the 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Jacob Hasslacher, of New York, in favor of 
bill S. 2276—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Milwaukee Foundrymen’s 
Association, against passage of bill to limit the meaning of the 
word *‘ conspiracy,” etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of the Fifth Annual Super- 
visors’ Highway Convention, of New York, in favor of the Brown- 
low good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FLACK: Petition of members of Lake Seamen’s Union 
of Ogdensburg, N. V., favoring the enactment of bill H. R. 12230— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Rey. P. M. Snyder and 54 others, 
of Rockford, III., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the M. A. Love Manufacturing Company and 
others, in favor of improvement of Kaw Valley—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the North Dakota Retail Hardware Associa- 
tion, in opposition to a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Resolution of the executive 
council of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, relative to a 
breakwater at Point Judith Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of Massachusetts, relative to 
legislation to protect food fish from sharks and dogfish—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Resolution of Retail Lumber Dealers’ As- 
sociation of Indiana. against passage of the anti-injunction bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Retail Lumber Dealers’ Association of 
Indiana, against the passage of the eight-hour law—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. HAY: Petitions of J. L. Bush and 15 others, of Clarke, 
Va., and S. L. Lupton and 22 others, of Bracetown, Va., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition to accompany bill for relief of Walter 
L. Leighton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Walter L. Leighton— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of R. W. Richards and others, 
of Spencer County, Ind., in favor of Brownlow good-roads bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of the Northwest, favoring appropriation for Lewis and 
Clark exposition—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts 
and Expositions. 

Also. resolutions of the Pacific Coast Jobbersand Manufacturers’ 
Association, against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of G. A. G. Moore and 18 others, of Turner, 
Oreg.: D. N. Brown and 9 others, of Butteville precinct, Oreg., 
and C. E. Crandall and 43 others, of Stayton, Oreg., for the pas- 
sage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Rev. D. E. Jones 
and 25 others, of Ellington, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES of New Jersey: Petition of Rev. James R. 
Morris and 20 others, of Passaic, N. J., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Dwight Post, No. 103, Grand Army of the | 
Republic, of New Jersey, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLINE (by request): Paper to accompany bill for re- | 
lief of M. F. Connolly—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: Petition of the Bar Association of Muscogee, | 
Ind. T., asking for additional judges—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition for relief of Walter V. Brem, jr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


Also, petition of Robert C. Rivers and 59 other voters of Boone, 
2 for passage of the Hepburn bill to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Protest from residents of Jefferson County, 


N. V., against the passage of bill H. R. 7033 to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolutions of the Northern New York Paper and Pulp 
Manufacturers’ Alliance, of Watertown, N. V., protesting against 
freight-rate legislation—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: Petition of citizens of Center- 
ville, Md., relative to dredging Corsica River, in Queens County, 
Md.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of residents of Worcester County, Md., in favor 
of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 


ture. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: Petitions of William B. Lee and 12 
others, of Gloucester; G. P. Smith and 23 others, of Colansville; 
James Arthur Winn and 36 others, of Wachapreague; Rev. Ed- 
win Gardner and 28 others, of Cape Charles, and W. D. Stoakley 
and 22 others, of Cheriton, all in Virginia, and of C. C. Remsburg 
and 36 others and J. Cairns and 14 others, of Seattle, Wash.. in 
— of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of C. S. Barger and others, of Albia, 
Towa, against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petitions of J. B. Carneal and 9 others, of Han- 
over County; W. H. Brock and 30 others, of Richmond; Frank S. 
Kerns and 30 others, of Manchester, and G, T. Sale and 13 others, 
of Hanover County, all in Virginia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANNING: Petition of citizens of Flemington, N. J., 
in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the Fifth Annual Supervisors’ 
Highway Convention, held at Albany, N. Y., in favor of the 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 1007, in- 
creasing pension of H. C. Thorne—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rev. O. M. Omew and others, of Saratoga 
Springs. N. V., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of H. M. Bean and 82 others, 
of Camden, Me., and Rey. George S. Hill and 87 others, and Eli 
Hodgkins and 11 others, of Greene, Me., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of J. A. Jackson and 20 others, 
of St. Clair County. Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Comittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of Joseph A. McGowan, of West 
Quincy, Mass.,in favor of erection of a monument to the memory 
of Commodore John Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petitions of Eldridge Terry and 41 others, of Dorchester, 
Mass.; Rev. L. M. Pierce and 33 others, of Medfield, Mass., and 
Henry H. Faxon and 27 others, of Quincy, Mass., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAHON: Resolution of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post. No. 635, Department of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petitions of John Hempstead and 20 oth- 
ers, of Grand Forks County, N. Dak., and A. E. Robinson and 44 
others, of Traill County, N. Dak., in fayor of the Hepburn-Dolli- 
ver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petitions of George D. Chapman and 36 
others, of Isle of Wight, Va.. and W. L. Tait and 17 others, of 
Norfolk, Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Reuben Cox and 22 others, of 
Rose Hill, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Brownlow Post, No. 79, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Severy, Kans., in favor of a service-pension law—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Post No. 60, Alta Viste, Kans., in favor of bill 
H. R. 7873. known as the Curtis bill ”—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rey. Reuben F. Riggs and 59 others, of Bar- 
clay, Kans.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany claim of Doc Bolyard—to the Com- 
mitteeon Claims. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Resolutions of Mulvane Post, No. 203, 


Grand Army of the Republic, of Kansas, in favor of a service- 


pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of the Kansas State board of agriculture, relative 
to irrigation—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 
Also, petitions of citizens of Conway Springs; E. L. Fell and 43 
others, of Jackson Township; J. B. Collingwood and 75 others, of 
Pretty Prairie; W. L. Fleener and 64 others, of Greenburg; 


2454 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


Samuel J. Rudel and 36 others, of Belpre; G. W. Wright and 
others, and B. H. Albertson and others, of Kiowa County; D. D. 
Aken and others, of Sterling; C. E. Haworth and 39 others, C. 
M. Chism and 32 others, and D. S. Pickett and 35 others, of Ar- 
gonia, all in Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of S. B. Timmons and 41 others, of 
Camden, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of L. E. Paxton and 25 others and E. H. Wysong 
and 11 others, of College Corner, Ohio, in favor or the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Resolutions of Weimers Post, No. 494, of 

Lebanon; Coleman Post, No. 467, Annville; Captain J. W. Sharp 
Post, No. 871, Newville; S. W. Lascomb Post, No. 351, Steelton; 
General Simon Cameron Post, No. 78, Middletown; Kennedy Post, 
No. 490, Mount Holly Springs, and Chester Post, No. 280, Wil- 
liamstown, all in Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsalvania: Resolutions of Post 
$20, of Pinegrove; Post 146, of Shenandoah; Post 110, of Mahanoy 
City; Post 17, of Minersville; Post 47, of St. Clair; Post 189, of 
T: ua, and Post 144, of Port Carbon, all in Pennsylvania, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petitions of Local Union No. 1548, of Shaft; Local Union 
No. 1571; of Tamaqua; Local Union No. 1685. of Shenandoah; 
Local Union No. 1516, of Lost Creek; Local Union No. 1541, of 
Gilberton; Local Union No. 1600, of Ravine; Local Union No. 
1587, of Llewellyn, and Local Union No. 1217, of Luzerne, United 
Mine Workmen of America, and Central Trades and Labor As- 
sembly, of Shenandoah, all in Pennsylvania, in favor of bills 
H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Affidavits to accompany bill H. R. 12966. grant- 
ing a pension to Charles H. Lakey—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Letter from Joseph W. Hunter, the State 
highway commissioner of Pennsylvania, for the of the 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on ge ture. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the erection of a monument 
to the memory of John to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petitions of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Jennings; Rev. J. S. Trumbull and others, of Violanta; 
Rev. Isaac Johnson and 88 others, of Phillipsburg; F. H. Hay- 
ward and 42 others, of Jennings and vicinity; Rev. J. R. McBur- 
ney and congregation, of Quintio, and Rev. H. W. Dalrymple and 
others, of Mount Ayer, all in Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of John Larabee and 18 others, 
of Melrose, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Petition of the people of 
the parish of Livin n, La., asking for improvement of Colyell 
Bay—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

Also. papers to accompany claim of H. B. Benjamin—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the Fifth Annual Supervisors’ 
Highway Convention, held at Albany, N. Y., January 26-27, 1904, 
in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. : 

‘Also, resolution of the Association of Masters and Pilots of 
Steam Vessels, relative to a light-house on Outer Diamond Shoal, 
North Carolina—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. : j 

Also, petition of the United Commercial Travelers of America, 
Brooklyn Council, No. 165, urging enactment of the Badger 
amendment to the bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr RYAN: Resolution of the Fifth Annual Supervisors’ 
Highway Convention of New York, in favor of the Brownlow 
good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolutions of the Kansas Federation of Com- 
mercial Interests, favoring the enactment of legislation to prevent 
discrimination in rates—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Western Association of Shoe Whole- 
salers, favoring enactment of legislation to prevent discrimina- 
tion in freight rates—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 


Also, resolutions of the Kansas Federation of Commercial Inter- 


ests, favoring the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. ; 
By Mr. SHAC FORD: Paper to accompany bill granting 
an increase of pension to Catharine R. Rice—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 4 
By Mr. SHIRAS: Petition of Rev. I. W. Sprull, of Pittsburg, 


Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Resolution of Pomona Grange, 
No. 48, Patrons of Husbandry, of Clio, Mich., in favor of the 
Brownlow good-rouds bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Brighton Farmer's Club, relative to cer- 
tain reforms in the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, pona of George Stowe, of Unadilla, Mich., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Resolution of Don S. Root Post, 
No. 126, Grand Army of the Republic. Department of Michigan, 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of George Miller and 124 others, of Pewamo, Mich., 
and Rev. A. B. Johnson and 35 others, of Saranac, Mich., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Washington Circle, No. 17, Ladies of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petitions of Young Woman’s 
Union (50 members) and of Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union (100 members) of Apollo, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of W. H. Palmer and 21 others, of 
Brownsdale, Minn.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. f 

By Mr. WADE: Resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 172, 
of Davenport, Iowa, in favor of bill H. R. 6—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. p 
- , resolution of Friends’ Church of West Branch, Iowa, in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of John M. Hoise and Adolph C. Lepper, against 
passage of the Hepburn interstate liquor bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of carriers of rural delivery 
routes Nos. 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, and 9, of Albion, N. X.; 20, of Youngs- 
town; 28 and 29, of Burt; 35 and 37, of Middleport, and 39, of 
Gasport, all in New York—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing a pension to Joseph Thacker—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 12634, granting an increase 
of pension to James W. Cheek—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petitions of Albert Heck and 32 others, 
of y, W. Va., and W. H. Piggott and others, of Lubec, W. 
Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 27, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD Everett HALE, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CuLLom, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. a 

te PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proy 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension 
to J. Hudson Kibbe. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9480) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 
purposes; asks a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Ba- 
HAM, Mr. LITTAUER, and Mr. Livingston managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented petitions of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Greenfield, Pa.; of the 
congregation of the Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church, of De- 
troit, Mich., and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Erie County, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of Philippine Lodge, No. 706, of 
St. Louis, Mo.; of the Turn Verein of veland, Ohio; of the 
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Plattdeutscher Gilde, Walhalla Lodge, No. 50, of Milwaukee, 
and of the Austria Verein, of Medford, in the State of Wisconsin; 
of the German-American Legion, No. 46, of Rochester, N. Y.; of 
the German Turn and Schuetzen Verein, of Yorktown; of the 
Turn Verein of New Braunfels, and of the Schuetzen Verein of 
Lindenau, in the State.of Texas, remonstrating against the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. x 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Savoy, 
Sunbeam, Vermont, Camp Point, East Jordan, Edgar County, 
Pulaski, and Chicago; of the congregation of the Zion Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Verona; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of East Jordan; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Kankakee; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of La Salle; of the congregation of the United Presbyterian 
Church, of Sunbeam; of the Christian Endeavor Society of the 
Christian Church of Abingdon, and of the Public School Teachers 
of Abingdon, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Flat 
Rock, Mich., in support of the bill (S. 1716) granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors confined in so-called “Confederate prisons; ”’ 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry rural letter carriers of 
Battle Creek, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
increase the salaries of rural free-delivery mail carriers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented oe of Local Lodge No. 884, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Lansing City; of the Trades 
and Labor Assembly, of Benton Harbor and St. Joseph, and of 
Tron Molders’ L Union No. 213, of Grand Rapids, all of the 
American Federation of Labor. in the State of Michigan, praying 
that an appropriation be made to increase the capacity of the 
Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Washington Circle No. 17, De- 
pee of Michigan, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Repub- 

ic, of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Benzonia, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate thein- 
terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Star Brass Works, of Kala- 
mazoo, Mich., remonstrating against the adoption of the metric 
system of weights and measures; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Standards, Weights, and Measures. 

He also 555 a petition of the Pomological Society of South 
Haven and Casco, Mich., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“Brownlow good-roads bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented 1 of Rev. George A. 
Downey, of Jackson; of Rey. W. R. Cochrane, D. D., of Antrim: 
of Rev. J. H. Nichols, of Derry; of Rey. C. H. Farnsworth, of 
Manchester, and of the Christian Endeavor Society of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Antrim, all in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Evangelical Association 
of the German Emanuel Church, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prevent the nullification of State 
ear laws; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lansing, Min- 
neapolis, and Marshall, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor 
Society of the Christian Church of Milford, N. J., and a petition 
of the Ladies of the Golden Eagle of Manahawkin, N. J., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah: which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of graphical Union No. 807, 
American Federation of Labor, of New Brunswick, N. J., pray- 


ing for the passage of the so-called “‘ eight-honr bill; ” which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented memorials of Golding Sons Company, of Tren- 
ton; of J. R. McCardell & Co., of Trenton, and of the Hudson 
Porcelain Company, of Trenton, all in the State of New Jersey, 


remonstrating against the passage of the so-called “eight-hour 
bill’’.and also the anti-injunction bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. a 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Salem County, 
Tuckerton, Woodstown, and Haddonfield; of the congregation of 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Flemington: of the Young 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Tuckerton, and of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Tuckerton, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. MALLORY (for Mr. TALIAFERRO) presented a petition of 
the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Jacksonville, Fla., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the. Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Garfield Post, No. 25, De- 

rtment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Wichita, 

ans., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kansas, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post 
bill;” which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas Federation of Com- 
mercial Interests, praying for the enactment of legislation to en- 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He.also presented a petition of the Kansas Federation of Com- 
mercial Interests, praying that.an appropriation be made for the 
construction and maintenance of publichighways; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture.and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lyons, Viola, 
Rose Hill, Parsons, and Whitewater, all in the State of Kansas, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Central Labor Union, 
American Federation of ‘Labor, of Fall River, Mass., and a peti- 
tion of the Central Labor Union of Fitchburg, Mass., praying 
that an appropriation be made to the capacity of the 
Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woburn Womans’ Club, of 
Woburn, Mass.. praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED Soor. a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Christian 
Church of Sedan, Kans.: of the Society of Friends of Lincoln, 
Nebr.: of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Lawrence; 
of sundry citizens of Whitman; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Natick; of the congregation of the Congregational 
Church of Gilbertville: of the Young People’s Society of Chris- 
tian Endeavor and the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Gilbertville; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Whitman, and of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of 
Whitman, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the American Association 
of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels of Duluth, Minn., praying 
that relief be granted to James Caniff for loss of limb while em- 
ployed by the Government as second mate on light-house tender 
Haze; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Zion 
German Evangelical Church, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Owatonna. Minn., and the petition 
of John Hellier and 76 other citizens of Buffalo, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of Bosworth Circle, No. 1, De- 
partment of Maine, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Portland, Me., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Charles P. Dow, late of the 
Sixth Maine Volunteer Infantry, praying that muster pay and 
allowances of second lieutenant be granted him as commanding 
officer of Company E, Sixth Maine Volunteer Infantry, from De- 
cember 4. 1863, to May 3, 1864, less sergeant’s pay during that 
time; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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He also presented the petition of M. J. Dow and sundry other 
citizens of Plymouth, Me., praying that an N be made 
for the construction and maintenance of public highways; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and . 

He also presented a memorial of the North Dakota Retail Hard- 
ware Association, of Grand Forks, N. Dak., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called parcos pon bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of James Garfield Circle, No. 1, 
Department of West Virginia, Ladies of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also persia a petition of the Island Literary Club, of 
Wheeling, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Richland Grange, No. 76, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Lewisburg, W. Va., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation toregulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the J 8 

Mr. WARREN presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 43) for the relief of Miss L. V. Belt, administratrix of Alfred 
C. Belt, deceased; which were referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


CONDITIONS IN THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to present a paper on con- 
ditions in the Philippines, by David J. Doherty, M. D. Doctor 
Doherty is an eminent scholar and was interested in the Philippines 
long before the recent historical events. He has visited there and 
made a very interesting statement of his observations. I move 
that the paper be printed as a document and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PHYSIOLOGY IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present a paper which is a ey to the 
hysiological subcommittee of the committee of fifty, by Mrs. 
H. Hunt, a very distinguished woman, who is interested in 

the scientific teaching of physiology in the public schools. 

I move that the paper be printed as a document, and I further 
move that 1,000 additional copies be printed, to be deposited in 
the document room of the Senate, It is not a very lengthy paper. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4180) to amend sections 1288, 1293, and 1294 of the 
Code of the District of Columbia, relating to marriage, so as to 
authorize marriages according to the custom of the Society of 
Friends or Quakers; and 

_ A bill (H. R. 2871) to incorporate the Mutual Investment Fire 
Insurance Company of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GAL GER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3288) to provide a pub- 
lic park on Georgetown Heights, in the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
on the 8d instant, proposing to appropriate $6,000 for paving Q 
street between Twenty-second and Twenty-third streets NW., in 
the city of Washington, intended to be proposed to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill, aces it with an amendment, 
submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVER E, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6494) to approve and ratify act No. 
73 of the legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4632) for the relief of 
John Conner, sr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4638) for the relief of the estate of 
Zeno T. Harris, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
8 the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

laims. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 4634) extending to Indian Ter- 
ritory certain provisions of the laws of the Territory of Oklahoma 
relating to rates of interest, and ing the same operative 
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therein; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 4635) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David Misener; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4636) to validate certain orig- 
inal homestead entries and extend the time to make final proofs 
thereon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4637) granting a pension to Ernestine Lavigne; 

A bill (S. 4638) granting an increase of pension to Edwin F. 
Barrett; and 
5 A bill (S. 4639) granting an increase of pension to Samuel P. 

tarrett. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4640) to supplement and 
amend an act entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post- 
road, approved February 28, 1903; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MALLORY. For my colleague [Mr. TALIAFERRO], who is 
unavoidably absent, I introduce the bill that I send to the desk. 

The bill (S. 4641) confirming to certain claimants thereto por- 
tions of lands known as Fort Clinch Reservation, in the State of 
Florida, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MALLORY. There are some papers in connection with 
the bill which are important as explaining its pu , and, at 
my colleague’s request, I move that they be printed as a Senate 
document and, with the bill, referred to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $23,000 for house and furniture for a chemical engine 
company, to be located near Benning, D. C., including cost of 
connecting the house with fire-alarm headquarters, intended to 
be pro; by him to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill; which, with the accompanying memorandum, was referred 
to 5 55 Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$10.000 for the improvement of Grant street NW., between Eigut- 
eenth street and Nineteenth street, intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and or- 
dered to be printed. ; 

He -also submitted an amendment pro g to gy ees 
$6,000 for grading and macadamizing Shepherd street . from 
Connecticut avenue extended to Idaho avenue, intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 to pay the Prospect Hill Cemetery for the land necessary 
for the extension of W and Albany streets east and North Capi- 
tol street, intended do be proposed by him to the District of 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment 5 for the 
building of the colliers authorized by the naval appropriation act 
in Government navy-yards, one collier to be built on the Pacific 
and the other on the Atlantic coast, intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—JOHN WHITEHEAD. 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Pensions, to whom has been re- 
ferred H. R. 5737, a bill granting an increase of pension to John Whitehead, 


be instructed to return all papers in thiscase to the House of Representatives 
for further action in said case, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9480) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other pur- 
poses, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


1904, 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 


ized to ap 


int the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
CULLoM, 


r. WARREN, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
Barnes, one of his secretaries, anhounced that the President had 
on the 26th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 113) to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
the State of Vermont money appropriated by the act of Congress 
of July 1, 1902, and to adjust mutual claims between the United 
States and the State of Vermont; 

An act (S. 277) for the relief of settlers on lands in Sherman 
County, in the State of Oregon; 

An act (S. 2818) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River at or near the village of Sauk Rapids, Benton 
County, Minn.; 

An act (8. 8720) to authorize the St. Joseph and Grand Island 
Railway Company, in the reconstruction of the bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near St. Joseph, Mo., to lower said bridge 
and to shorten the draw spans thereof; 

An act (S. 3800) donating gun carriages to the Connecticut 
commissioners for the care and preservation of Fort Griswold; and 

An act (S. 4125) to authorize the Little Rock and Monroe Rail- 
way Company to construct, maintain: and use the bridge across 
Ouachita River, in the State of Louisiana, at a point between 
Ouachita City and the mouth of Bayou Loutre, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insists 
upon its amendment to the bill (S. 8317) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through 
Indian lands, agrees to the conference asked for by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 

` Mr. Curtis, Mr. Brown of Wisconsin, and Mr. STEPHENS of 
Texas managers at the conference on the of the House, 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30,1905, and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

TRANSPORTATION OF SUPPLIES FOR ARMY AND NAVY. 

Mr. HALE. I move to take up Senate bill 2263, which was be- 
fore the Senate when we adjourned. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2268) to re- 
quire the employment of vessels of the United States for public 


urposes. 

: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
made by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], to recommit 
the 0 to the Committee on Commerce. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY. Is debate in order now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, A vote on the motion to re- 
commit is only in order now. 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to give some reasons why I shall 
vote to recommit the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. There is nothing in order except the calling of 
the roll. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate was dividing when we adjourned, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll call having been or- 
dered and proceeded with, nothing is in order except the call of 
the roll. 

Mr. PETTUS. I will inquire what is the exact question on 
which we are to vote? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Chair hold that because no quorum 
voted, a quorum now being present, the motion to commit can 
not be discussed, but that we must vote on the motion? I respect- 
fully submit to the Chair that, there being no quorum on the roll 
call, it was equivalent to no action whatever and that the motion 
to recommit is now debatable. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is inclined to that 
opinion. 

Mr. HALE. The yeas and nays had been ordered, and they 
were called once, and a lack of a quorum was disclosed. Of 
course you can not come in this morning with debate ay more 
than you could yesterday, until after that vote is settled, We 
did not 3 the vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But, there being no quorum 
present on the roll call, the whole thing drops. t has been 
the custom of the Senate. 


Mr. BERRY. That has been the rule since I have been here, 
Mr. HALE, The original motion disclosed the lack of a quorum. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, happening to be in the 
chair temporarily, I will state the parliamentary status, Of 
course I may be wrong in my view. - 
The roll call disclosed the lack of a quorum, A call of the 
Senate was then made, and a quorum appeared. I suppose the 
next procedure would haye been another roll call on the question 
which was then pending, and would not that come over this morn- 


ing? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was there a roll call which 
showed a quorum? 

Mr. GALLINGER. There was. 

Mr. HALE. There was a roll call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not informed 
of that fact. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Chair will permit me, the custom has been 
where there is a roll call on any proposition which discloses that 
there is no quorum the whole order is null and void, and it comes 
back to the original proposition to recommit when a quorum does 
appear. The vote that was taken, there being no quorum at the 
time, was a nullity, and it has been held repeatedly that when a 
quorum does appear, then the question is still open for debate. 

Mr. LODGE. No, never. 

Mr. BERRY. A yea-and-nay call was had, but the vote was 
not taken. It occurs to me that that has been the rule and that 
it is the correct rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion 
that where there has been a roll call ordered, and on the call no 
quorum is developed, and the same day a call of the House is had, 
and a quorum is developed, the first thing immediately to be done, 
then, is to proceed with a new roll call. 

Mr. BERRY. I submit to the Chair that such has not been the 
practice. 

Mr. HALE. I think it has always been the practice, 

Mr. BERRY. I know it has not. 

Mr. LODGE. It has been the universal practice. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say further that immediately upon 
a quorum appearing I suggested that the roll call should proceed 
on the motion to recommit, but pending that the Senator from 
Maine moved to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is entirely clear 
about it. The presence of a quorum has been developed. - The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. TELLER. What is the call on? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the motion made by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK], to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). Ihave 
a general pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE], 
and I withhold my vote, 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLaurin]. I transfer that to the senior Senator from Kams 
[Mr. Burton], and vote. I vote ‘“‘nay.” 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS]. He 
is not present, and I will transfer my pair to the senior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Krarns]. I will 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], and 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 
I do not see him a If he were here, I should vote“ yea.” 

Mr. SCOTT. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Tantarerro]. I mapes to the senior Sena- 
tor from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] that, if it is agreeable to him, 
we transfer our pairs. — 

Mr. MALLORY. That is agreeable. 

Mr. SCOTT. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. I 
do not know how that Senator would vote. If he were present 
and I hae at liberty to vote, I should vote “nay,” I withhold 
my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DEPEW. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. McEnrry]. I transfer that to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], and vote “nay.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I have a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Martry]. I transfer that pair to the Sena- 

nay.” 


tor from Connecticut [Mr. Haw zy], and vote 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE (after having voted in the negative). I 
voted under the transfer of pairs announced — Iam 


paired with the senior Senator from Montana — Sones I 
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. DIE- 
TRICH], and let my vote stand. 

Mr. MALLORY. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR] to my colleague [Mr. TALIAFERRO],and 
vote yea.” 

Mr. MoCOMAS. I desire to vote “nay,” but I will first ask if 
the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] has yoted? 

The PRESIDENT 25 tempore. He has not voted. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I withhold my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 39; as follows: 
YEAS—19., 
Baco Clay, Gibson, Pettus, 
Bailey, Cockrell, Latimer, Simmons, 
Berry, Culberson, Mallory, Teller, 
Carmack, Daniel, Overman, Tiliman. 
Clarke, Ark. Foster, La. Patterson, 
NAYS—3. 
Alger, Dillingham, Hale, Mitch 
Allee, dan, Hansbrough, Nowe 
Allison, Elkins, Heyburn, Perkins, 
Bard, Fairbanks, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Beveridge, Foraker, Hopkins, Quarles, 
Burnham, Foster, Wash. Kean, tt, 
Burrows, > ttredge, Smoot, 
Cla: Fulton, s Stewart, 
Cullom, Gallinger, Long, Wetmore. 
Depew, Gamble, McCumber, 
NOT VOTING—31. 

Aldrich, Dietrich, McEnery, Platt, N. Y. 
Ankeny, Dolliver, cLa tor, 

li, bois, Martin, may, 

te, Gorman, Millard, pooner, 

lackburn, Hawley, Money, Stone, 
ton, earns, Morgan, Taliaferro, 

Clark, Mont. McComas, Newlands, arren. 
Clark, Wyo. McCreary, 


So the Senate refused to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. HALE. I think the pending question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIŒL], which Imove 
to lay on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. That isthe pending question. 
The amendment will be read to the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. eee ee by Mr. DANIEL: At 
the end of the amendment offe by the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. McCumper] and agreed to insert the words: 


And provided „That such freight charges do not exceed by 10 per 
cent the lowest bid offered for transporting 


such freight in foreign bottoms. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Maine 
moves to Jay the amendment on the table. 


Mr. DANIEL and Mr, TELLER called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. pad le: 

The Secre proceed ero 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas (when hisname wascalled). 
a general pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MILLARD]. 
I see that fat not here this morning. I do not know how he 
would vote on this proposition. If he were here, I should vote 

Mr. DEPEW (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Louisiana ae McENERyY] to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE), and vote yea.” 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). 

ir with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. de Aland l 
N that pair to the senior Senator from Rhode Island IMr. 


I have 


I have a general 
I 


ALDRICH}, and vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. G N (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kearns] to the senior Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Bark], and vote nay.” 

Mr. McCOMAS (when his name was called). I have a general 

ir with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

transfer my pair to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BALL], and 
vote. I vote“ yea.” 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. The 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] is paired with my col- 
league [Mr. TALIAFERRO]. I suggest to the Senator from West 
Virginia that we turn our pairs over to those gentlemen so as to 
enable us to vote. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. 
Mr. MALLORY. I transfer my pair to my colleague [Mr. 
TALIAFERRO], and vote “nay.” j 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I again announce 

my pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY]. 
ə roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUARLES. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 

SPOONER] is detained by illness and unable to be here. 


I transfer my patr 


| 


Mr. WARREN. By an arrangement for a transfer of 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] will stand paired with 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], thus relieving the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] and myself, and enabling us 
to vote. I vote! yea.”’ 

Mr, CARMACK (after having voted in the negative). I have 
already voted. 

Mr. MITCHELL (after having voted in the affirmative). Ihave 


pairs, the 


a general pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusois]. Ino- 
tice that he is not present. Iwill transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Burton]. My vote stands “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 42, nays 20, as follows: 


YEAS—4. 
Alger, Dillingham, Hansbrou: Nelson, 
Allee, den, Heyburn, Perkins, 
. Fair benks ae Outi Conn. 
eny, r op uar 
Bard; “4 Foraker, ean, 205 Booth, 
Beveridge, Foster, Wash. Kittredge, Smoot, 

m, Frye, ge, Stewart, 
Burrows, Fulton. Long. Warren, 
Clapp, Gallinger, McComas, Wetmore. 
Cullom, Gamble, McCumber, i 
Depew, le, Mitchell, 

NAYS—2. 

Bacon, Coo Latimer, Patterson, 
Bailey, Culberson, McCreary, Pettus, 
Berry, Daniel, McLaurin, Simmons, 
Carmack, Foster, La. Mallory, Teller, 
Clay, Gibson, z Overman, Tilman, 

NOT VOTING—2. 
Aldrich, Clarke, Ark, McEnery, Platt. N. Y. 
Ball, Dietrich, Martin, Proctor, 
Bate, Dolliver, Millard, uay, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Money, pooner, 
Bur Go Morgan. Stone, 
Clark, Mont. Hawley, Newlan Taliaferro 
Clar yo. K mrose, 


So Mr. DANIEL's amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. DANTEL. I desire to renew the language of the amend- 
ment with the words 15 per cent” instead of 10 per cent” 
inserted. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay it on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Virginia will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumsrr] and agreed to 
the following: 

And provided further, That such freight charges do not exceed by 15 per 
cent the lowest bid offered for transporting such freight in foreign bottoms. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine 
moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was a d to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to insert 20 per cent” in the same 
amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offered an amendment last evening which 
I believe has not been acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not formally offered. 
It was sent to the printer. 

. MITCHELL. I offer it now. 

Mr. DANIEL. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY., It is proposed to add the following addi- 
tional proviso: 

And provided further, That such freight charges do not exc 
cent the | lowest ba offered for — — such freight in Sade clive asd 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon of- 
fers an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senator from Maine will not make 
a motion to lay it on the table until after I submit a few observa- 
tions giving my reason for the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I will await the Senator's convenience. 
After that I shall move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Oregon will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 3 (line 4 of the reprinted bill), 
after the word ‘‘ others,’’ insert“ from and after July 1, 1903;” 
so that if amended the clause will read: 

That vessels of the United States, or belonging to the United States, and 
no others, from and after July 1, 1905, shall be employed in the transportation 
by sea of coal, provisions, etc. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I dislike very mnch to offer 
an amendment that seems to be in opposition somewhat to what 
is considered proper legislation at this time by the Republican 
leaders of the Senate, but I feel compelled to do so for reasons 
which I will state. 

Iam not opposed, as my record in the Senate’ in the past will 
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clearly show, to legislation in the interest of American shipping 
or to legislation which will promote the interests of the merchant 
marine. The word ‘subsidy’? has no horrors forme. I voted 
cheerfully in the last Congress, as Senators know, for what was 
known as the“ Frye-Hanna subsidy bill.“ I would vote again for 
that same bill, or something having the same purpose in view, had 
I the opportunity. I also voted, however, at the same time with 
the distingnished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], the 
chairman of the Committee on the Philippines, and with every 
other Republican Senator, and I think probably most Democratic 
Senators, for a bill which provided that the coastwise shipping 
laws should not be extended to our shipping between this country 
and the Philippine Islands until the Ist of July, 1904. That was 
a provision incorporated in the act approved by the President of 
the United States March 8, 1902. 

That bill was reported by the distinguished Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, supported by every member of the committee, and, as 
I haye said, supported, I think, 7 almost unanimously by 
the Senate. At all events, by all the Republicans, and, I think, 
by many Democrats. 

There were reasons for that legislation at that time. Other- 
wise it would not have received the sanction of the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts, as chairman of the Committee on 
the Philippines. It seems to me that the same reasons which ex- 
isted then, inducing hesitation for a time in extending our coast- 
wise navigation laws to our shipping between the United States 
and the Philippines, exist now. There has been novery great in- 
crease, although some, in the building of American ships for the 


Pacific coast, or for the Atlantic coast, for that matter, although Lyre 


I think that that was a very wise piece of legislation and has 
done much to stimulate shipbuilding in this country. 

But the fact remains, Mr. President, notwithstanding the sta- 
tistics which have been quoted here in this discussion, that on the 
Pacific coast at least—and I think the same is true of the Atlantic’ 
coast—there is not sufficient American tonnage, especially and 
particularly steamship tonnage, to meet the demands of our rap- 
idly increasing trade, = 

e are engaged in attempting to build up a great trade with 
our new possessions and with China and Japan, and if we com- 
mence putting on the clamps and applying restrictions immedi- 
ately, what will be the result? Instead of encouraging that trade 
it will strike it down. It will transfer it to Canada, to Australia, 
and to other foreign countries. 

Some attempt was made in the legislation reported from the 
Committee on the Philippines at the last Congress to reduce the 
tariff duties ongoods coming to and going from the United States 
to the Philippines. I myself introduced an amendment to a then 

nding revenue bill to reduce customs duties 50 per cent. A 

ittle progress in that direction was made. Twenty-five per cent 
was taken off, together with the export taxes at the other end on 
products imported into the United States which were wholly the 
production of the Philippine Islands. Nothing more was done, 
however. The old tariff rates which existed between the United 
States and foreign countries as to products from this country to 
the Philippines were permitted to remain. I believe that some 
bill has been reported at the present session from the Philippines 
Committee looking to a further cutting down of these e re- 
strictions. 

If I had my way; Mr. President—and I think I voice the senti- 
ment of the Pacific coast, irrespective of party—I would strike 
down every barrier, so far as customs duties are concerned, be- 
tween the United States and our Philippine possessions. I believe 
that that is the sentiment of the people. I believe, furthermore, 
that it is the sentiment of a great many Senators; and I believe 
the only thing that has prevented that action being taken before 
now by the Republican party in Cols has been a feeling upon 
the part of Senators that the time has not yet arrived for such 
action by reason solely of the fact that the revenue arising from 
these customs duties seems to be necessary to meet deficits in the 
treasury of the Philippines. I sincerely trust the time is rapidly 
approaching when this necessity will no longer exist as a barrier 
to free and unrestricted trade between the United States and our 
insular possessions. 

I take no stock in the assaults which come from the other side 
of this Chamber upon nearly every effort that is made to build 
up American shipping, because I believe thoroughly in that policy; 
but I am not in favor of moving so rapidly in that direction and 
be means, the effect of which will be—and that will be the effect 
of this bill if it becomes a law immediately—to discriminate very 
largely in favor of certain special interests and certain special 
ports to the absolute destruction of other more general interests 
and the trade of other equally important maritime ports. 

It is said that we haye 145,000 tons of American steam shipping 
on the Pacific coast, and about 160,000 tons on the Atlantic coast. 
Thatis true; but what does that amount to, Mr. President, when we 
come to consider not only the great trade which already exists, but 


the still greater trade and increased commerce which we expect 
to build up, not only between this country and our Pacific posses- 
sions, but with China and Japan? 

Why do I say that the effect of this proposed lezislation will be 
to discriminate in favor of certain ports and against certain other 
ports? There are on the Pacific coast all told but seventeen Ameri- 
can steamships engaged in the oriental trade. Every oneof these 
American steamships on the Pacific coast are registered and lo- 
cated in two ports. None of them ever come to the Columbia 
River, to the port of Astoria, or to the port of Portland, ong. 
They each and all clear either from San Francisco or Puget Sound. 

The following is a list of the seventeen American steamships 
registered on the Pacific coast: 

Sieamships available for Philippine trade between Pacific ports and the Phil- 
ippines after July 1, 1904. 
[Page 44, Report for 1908 of Commissioner of Navigation.] 


Vessel. Owner. 
( 11, 264 | Pacific Mail Steamship Co. 
ROTOR PAEO ISEE N AE SE 11.276 Do. 

Manchuria a 13,500 Do. 
Mongolia a 13,500 Do. 
City of Peking 5,079 Do. 
China........ 5, 060 Do, 
FCC 5,528 D 
Minnesota a 21,000 Great Northern Steamship Co. 
Dakota b. 21,000 0. è 
Tremont -. 9,606 | Boston Steamship Co. 
Shawmut 9,606 Do, 
. 4.417 Do. 
Hyadee 3.753 Do. 
Pleiades 8, 753 Do. 
Vietoria 8,502 | Northern Pacific Steamship Co. 
Olympia 2,837 Do. 
ee 2,811 Do. 
Le 145,512 
aLaunched. d Building. 


These seventeen vessels, it will be observed, are owned, con- 
trolled, and operated by four corporations, namely, the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company owning, controlling, and operating 
seven—the Siberia, Korea, Manchuria, Mongolia (the last two but 
recently launched), City of Peking, China, and Peru; while the 
Great Northern 8 Company owns, controls, and operates 
two—the Minnesotaand the Dakota. The Boston Steamship Com- 
pany owns, controls, and operates five—the Tremont, Shawmut, 
Syria, Hyades, Pleiades,and Victoria; while the Northern Pacific 
Steamship Company owns, controls, and operates three—the Vic- 
toria, Olympia, and Tacoma. 

All these companies are deserving of the highest praise and are 
deserving of every consideration and aid consistent with the pro- 
tection and i ip of other commercial interests for their 
great enterprise and patriotism in investing their capital in build- 
ing up and promoting the great American shipbuilding industry 
of this country and in promoting American trade and American 
commerce. And they shall always have my earnest cooperation 
and aid, in so far as I can render it consistent with my duty to 
the interests of the great commercial State which I haye the 
honor in part to represent on this floor. 

But I can not be blind to the fact that inasmuch as all these 
great American steamships must clear always from either the 
ports of San Francisco or Puget Sound, and never, not a single 
one of them, from any Columbia River port, that the effect of the 
passage of the pending bill must of necessity be to divert all ori- 
ental trade from the Columbia River ports either to the ports of 
San Francisco or Puget Sound; hence my strenuous opposition in 
the interest of the trade and commerce of my own State to pre- 
vent this calamity as long as ible. That the three great 
American steamship companies I have named will continue sub- 
stantially the Government transportation from the ports of San 
Francisco and Puget Sound, whether this bill does or does not 
become a law, I have no kind of doubt, and I believe, furthermore, 
they will have all they can do. 

An examination of the records for the past few years will dis- 
close the fact that the Boston Steamship Company, through its 
five steamships, has virtually controlled all Government trans- 
portation going out of Puget Sound to the Orient. Let there be 
unity of action, therefore, in this great national work of the de- 
velopment of the oriental trade, but, any legislation which dis- 
criminates in favor of one or more great commercial ports, either 
on the Pacific or Atlantic, for the purpose of promoting the 
interests of one or more other commercial ports, is not only un- 
wise, but absolutely unjust. 

Mr. President, the Government of the United States is calling 
every few days for bids for forage tosend tothe Philippines. The 
Department is absolutely fair. The Department believes that 


those supplies should be distributed equally, as far as possible, all 
things being equal, between the three great ports on the Pacific 
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coast—Puget Sound, San Francisco, and the Columbia River. 
Unfortunately we have no American , or, at least, but an 
occasional one, coming to the Columbia River. We produce in the 
great Willamette Valley, and in the Columbia River Valley, a 
better quality of hay and oats, and we can and do put in lower 
bids for both than can either of the other ports—Puget Sound or 
San Francisco; and yet we are able to get but very little of the 
trade even now as the law stands. If, however, we are confined, 
i oa as proposed by the pending bill, to do our shipping 
wholly in American bottoms, it will be an absolute destruction of 
all oriental trade from the great ports of the Columbia. That 
will be the effect of this bill. Iam flooded with dispatches from 
our boards of trade and our chambers of commerce imploring me 
and my colleague not to destroy the bill, but to ask for a reason- 
able postponement of its effect, and that is why I have offered my 
amendment, 

I suppose from the indications that it will be voted down, but 
I have felt it my duty to submit these observations as the reasons 
for my course in offering the amendment, the effect of which is 
simply to postpone the operation of the bill until the Ist of July 
of next year. I sincerely trust the Senator having this bill in 
charge will consider the reasonableness of the amendment I pro- 

se and consent to it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Ore- 
gon a question in connection with his amendment, if I have his 
permission. 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam ata loss to understand the necessity 
for the Senator’s amendment, in view of the legislation which 
now exists. The Senator from Oregon must have given consider- 
able attention to the question 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not very much; I was not aware that this 
bill was coming up until yesterday. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I know the question I am about to ask will 
be of interest to a number of Senators, and in order that it may 
be understood more clearly I wish to read a statement from the 
Secretary of War, which is published in Senate Document No. 94, 
and which is as follows: 

85 poraril provide revenne for Phili 

— Deane cad to aoe ter » 8 on the ath day ef Marek, 

902, it is provided that the navigation laws of the Uni States shall not 
extend to Philippine Islands until the Ist day of July, 1904. 

That is only a few months off. Then the statement continues: 

So that after ma ig eee m the rege hang 1 Are 

i i ust tra * erican 8 . n e 
W —.— So that this act, if pasoed, would be in 
effect but two years. 

This is a communication from the War Department. dated May 
21,1902. If this statement from the War Department is correct 
and I take it that it is, for I have the act before me that is re- 
ferred to in the communication—why should legislation of this 
kind be sought when. if the purpose is to send all traffic from the 
United States to the Philippine Islands in American bottoms, that 
must be done under the law as itis to-day on the Ist day of July? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I take it for granted that one purpose of the 

posed bill is to prevent that limitation applying to navigation 
tween the different islands in the Philippines. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is not the construction thatis placed 
upon it by the War Department. The War Department says: 

So that after that date all commerce between the United States and the 
Philippine Islands must be transported in American ships. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, that refers to the 
act that is now existent, and not to the pending bill, I think. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; but under the act as it now exists all 
transportation of articles from the United States to the Philippine 
Inlands must, after the 1st of July of this year, be sent in Ameri- 
can bottoms. 

Mr. LODGE. That is the existing law beyond a doubt. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is the existing law. 

Mr. LODGE. That, of course, applies only to the traffic be- 
tween the United States and the Philippine Islands. This bill 
covers all supplies carried to all parts of the world, and is very 
much broader than that. 8 

Mr. PATTERSON, Ah! But, Mr. President, the only state- 
ment we have heard made up to thistime as to the necessity for this 
bill arises out of the necessity for the transportation of supplies 
from the United States and by the United States to the Philippine 
Islands for the necessities of the Army. 

Mr. LODGE. That may have been said in the debate, but the 
coal supplies of the Navy are carried to all parts of the world. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, I shall be through in a mo- 


ment. Without my amendment to this bill, of course, after the 
Ist day of July next all business must be transported in American 
bottoms between the United States and the Philippine Islands. 
There is no question about that. The effect of my amendment 


E; 
e — 


would be 11 to postpone the matter some seventeen months 
longer to July 1, 1905. That is all there is about it. 

The committee, it is evident, realized the necessity of providing 
that this restriction to navigation between the different islands 
of the Philippines should not apply, and therefore they have pro- 
vided it shall not apply to our navigation laws in respect to com- 
merce between the various islands of that archipelago. 

Mr. HALE. That is not in this bill at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That, perhaps, as the Senator from Maine 
says. is in the other bill. There are twin bills here, having precisely 
the same in view, and the provision is in one or the other 
of the bills. 1 supposed it was in this one. And why is this re- 
duction not to apply to commerce between the islands? Simply 
because there is not American tonnage there to do the business, 
and therefore such legislation would be unwise. I insist the same 
reason applies here. Thereis not sufficient American tonnage on 
the Pacific coast to do the business. I have herea telegram from 
the Chamber of Commerce of Portland, Oreg. Telegrams have 
been introduced here from San Francisco and other places, and I 
beg to submit this one. It reads as follows: 


PORTLAND, OREG., February 26, 1904, 
Senator MITCHELL, Washington, D. C.: 


Consider most certainly time should be extended for proposed extension 
navigation laws Philippines. Fact is notorious that no adequate supply of 
American tonnage, steam jally, is available, and business would conse- 
quently be materially prejudiced, Also competition in supplying commodi- 
ties from other countries, such as Canada and Australia, already active com- 
petitors, would be much stimulated. * 

. J. BURNS, 


President Portland Chamber of Commerce. 


Mr. HALE. That refers to the other bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. They are the same, Mr. President; the two 
bills are on all fours.as to their effect. One bill provides that 
from and after the of this act, as introduced, although I 
think it has been amended on the motion of the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. ALLISON] extending it sixty days, or something of that 
kind—one provides that after the date of its passage no vessel, 
except a vessel of the United States, a vessel owned by the United 
States—which is construed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
to mean all registered American vessels—shall carry the products 
of this country to the Philippines, while the other bill provides 
that no merchandise shall be carried from and after the passage 
of the bill except in home ships. So the two bills are really in- 
tended to accomplish one and the same purpose. They are twin 
measures, begotten by the same parentage, and either one will, if 
enacted into law, accomplish precisely the same purpose, no more 
or no less, than will both if molded into legis!ation. 

If we had the nec American vessels on the Pacific coast 
to do the business—which Ido not believe we have, and I feel 
sure we have not—I would most cheerfully favor this bill. But 
I believe, as I said before, that the act passed in 1892 has done 
much toward stimulating shipbuilding in this country. I think 
no harm can come to the shipping interests or American trade and 
commerce, but that much good would come to our commerce gen- 
erally which we are attempting to build up between this country 
and the Philippine Islands, and with all oriental countries, by 

tponing the matter at least seventeen months longer. I insist, 
. President, on a yea-and-nay vote on my amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask a question, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

The PRESIDENT ae tempore. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] has moved to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. On that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I submit, Mr. President. that I should cer- 
tainly be permitted to ask the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LopGeE] a question. Certainly it will not occupy much time. 
There is a matter in connection with this proposed amendment 
which ought to be cleared up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
withdraw his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. HALE. I am very desirous, Mr. President. that the dis- 
cussion shall not be long, but if the Senator from Colorado will 
ome himself to the question I will withdraw the motion tem- 
porarily. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam going to confine myself to the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. Otherwise I will certainly insist on the motion to 
lay the amendment on the table. 

PA IN. Well, time will be taken afterwards, if not 


now. 

Mr. DANIEL. We want the Senator from Maine to nnder- 
stand that we will debate this bill. We are not going to be cut 
off by his hasty endeavor to lay on the table every amendment 
that is ofered. 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2461 


Mr. HALE, Iam entirely subject, Mr. President, to the rules 
of the Senate. i 2 

Mr. DANIEL. The committee has been very scant in the in- 
formation it has given to the Senate on this bill. There are a 
great many facts that ought to be known to the Senate before 
this bill is passed, and we do not think that the Senate should be 
so eager to protect Chinese seamen and American monopolies as 
totry to cut off our opportunity to lay this matter fully before 


the Senate. 
Mr. PATTERSON. With the permission of the Chair, in re- 
mse to a question gropan by the Senator from Oregon 
. MITCHELL]. the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] 
stat<d that this bill is intended to cover not alone the transporta- 
tion of supplies to the Philippine Islands for Government uses, 
but to all other ports. What Iwant to know is what other Amer- 
ican port is without the coast wise navigation laws of the United 
States except those that are in the Philippine Islands and possibly 
in the island of Guam? Where are there any others for this law 
to operate upon except those that are in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator, I think, can not have read this bill 
with care. This is not i sprplios 
between one American and another, hut it applies to the con- 
yeying of supplies for the Army and Navy anywhere. For ex- 
ample, we are sending coal to Guantanamo at this moment for 
the use of the fleet. Guantanamo is not an American port, but 
this bill would apply to the coal carried there. Of course the 
bill relating to navigation laws being extended to the Philippine 
Islands is a much narrower and quite different question. i 
bill applies to the supplies carried to the Navy or to the Army. 
Of course the army supplies go chiefly, if not altogether, to the 
Philippine Islands, but for the Navy that is not the case. Naval 
supplies are carried all over the world. Wherever there is a 
fleet, wherever there is a ship for which See have to be sent, 
they are sent now by foreign bottoms. | bill provides that 
they shall be carried in American ships. This isa much more 
extensive bill than the other. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me to 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts a question? 

Mr. PATTERSON. inly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Guantanamo being a foreign port, as is also 
Parama, if it were necessary to rt coal from Guantanamo 
to Panama, under this bill would that coal have to be carried in 
American ships? In other words, between two foreign ports will 
or will not this bill apply? i 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think it applies. But I am not aware 
that, as a practical matter of fact, supplies are bought in foreign 
oan rien except ee e pone orders, and 8 bought by the 

ip’s captain on the groun in open market. 

Ur. AIS. This bill does not apply when supplies are 
transported from one foreign port to another? 

Mr. LODGE. This bill does not cover that. 

Mr. ALLISON. This bill, as I understood the Senator from 
Maine to say—— 

Mr. LODGE. That would imply, of course, the buying of 
Cuban coal, which we are not in the least anxious to encourage. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam speaking now of coal that we have trans- 
ported to Cuba, to Guantanamo. 

Mr. LODGE. TheSenator means thecoal stores we have there? 

Mr. ALLISON. If coal from our stores at Guantanamo were 
to be transported to Panama, would that also have to be done in 
an American vessel, or could the Navy get any transport there to 
take it? That is the point I had in mind. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that is what the Senator from 
Maine referred to. 

Mr, DIETRICH and Mr. PATTERSON addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. DIETRICH] is 5 ; 

Mr. PATTERSON. I had not yielded the floor, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado, 
as the Chair understood, took the floor to ask a question of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes, sir; but it did not follow, I su 5 
that I had to be content with whatever anstxver the Senator from 
Massachusetts would give me. I Want to make a statement in 
direct connection with the answer made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, so that the matter may be more clearly before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
will proceed. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The answer of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is given to illustrate, by a suggestion, that we are now 
engaged in sending coal to some port of Cuba—as I understand, 
Guantanamo, As I understand it, American ships coaling in 
foreign waters coal with foreign coal. We do not send ers 
filled with coal after the Navy of the United States wherever it 


ae gia re) er TU Serr ec Moe a eee eee 


may go. We have no army posts in foreign countries. Here and 
there we may, for the time, use marines from some of the vessels 
of the United States, but I take it that the great bulk of that 
business—for it must be infinitesimally small as compared with 
the traffic for which over $4,000,000 were paid last year—this very 
class of traffic that is contemplated in this measure, such thi 

as the Senator from Massachusetts refers to, are infinitesimally 
small as compared with the matter concerning which, and to 
which, all the correspondence related, and to effect which this 
bill has been introduced and is being pressed to its passage. 

So, Mr. President, what have we got? We have got under ex- 
isting law the necessity of transporting all freights both to and 
from the Philippine ds in American bottoms after the 1st day 
of July of the present year; and yet, for some occult reason—for 
some reason that has not been developed—it is insisted that a law 
shall be passed that will give a monopoly of transportation be- 
abr the United States and the Philippine Islands to American 
vesse 

I am inclined to think, Mr. President, that the real thing at the 
bottom of it is that when the coastavise laws of the United States 
are in operation as between the Philippine Islands and the United 
States, then the Pacific-coast nati Inust man their vessels 
under the coastwise laws, and not be permitted. as they are per- 
mitted now, to make a complete crew above deck and below deck 
of Chinese, who work for one-third or one-fourth the wages that 
American sailors work for, and whose presence in American 
vessels is a constant menace to the class of sailors—fighting sea- 


This | men—that are necessary to give us a Navy that will be effective 


in the event of war between this country and some other naval 


power. 

Under this bill the seventeen vessels that were referred to yes- 
terday of four or five Pacific companies trading between Oregon 
and Washi and California upon the one side and oriental 

upon the other are manned exclusively by Chinese sailors. 

danger is that, unless the law that went into effect in 1902, 
which extends the coastwise laws to shipping between the Philip- 

ine Islands and the United States, is repealed—if the coastwise 

ws should continue in existence as they are to-day—this law 
will interfere with their operation in some way so far as govern- 
mental transportation is affected between the Pacific coast and 
the Philippine Islands. So we may continue to have, notwith- 
standing the fact that under our coastwise laws a certain per- 
centage of the crewsof all vessels must be composed of American 
citizens, certain vessels, Mr. President, that may be manned ex- 
clusively by Chinese crews, while the steamship companies are 
extorting from the Government inordinate and unconscionable 
fees for transportation. - 

It seems to me that if this statement from the Quartermaster's 
Department is true, that on and after the 1st of July, 1904, all 
goods rted either from or to the Philippine Islands and 
from and to the United States must be carried in American bot- 
toms, that the pressure for this law at this time must be intended 
to affect something more than the tion between the 
countries named, simply from now until the 1st day of July of the 
present year—a mere matter of four or five months. I take it 
that we ought to look with great caution and care and scrutiny to 
a measure of this kind, in view of the law as it exists to-day upon 
the statute book. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator from Maine will permit me, I 
want to prefer a request. I want to move to amend the pending 
amendment; but if the Senator from Maine prefers to have a vote 
on the motion to lay the amendment on the table, I will withhold 
my amendment until after the vote has been taken. 

. HALE, I think, Mr. President, I will ask for a vote of the 
Senate on the motion to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] on the table, and the Senator from Ten- 
nesses [Mr. Carmack] can move his amendment afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine, to lay the amendment of the Senator 
from Oregon on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BACON. Iask for a reading of the amendment in order 
that we ua what it is. 

The P ENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word others.“ it is pro- 
posed to insert from and after July 1, 1005, go as to read: 

That vessels of the United į 
VVV 

r. 0) 0 
m to wali Gin — of the 5 vos | ane 

The proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I desire to state 
that I have a general pair with the junior Senator from Virgini 
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pe Martin]. I have transferred that pair to the Senator from 
mnecticut [Mr. HAwLEY], and will vote. I vote yea.“ I 
make this announcement for the day. 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NRWLANDSI. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode Island IMr. 
ALDRICH], and will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. G N (when his name was ee I transfer my pair 
to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], and will vote. 
I vote “nay.” 

Mr. McCOMAS (when his name was called). I should like 
to announce that I have a general 2 with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], Who is absent. I transfer that 
pe; upon amendments and this bill for the day, to the Senator 

Delaware [Mr. BALL], and will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. My colleague 8 
TALIAFERRO] is paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Scotr]. The Senator from West Virginia and I transfer our 
pe. so that the Senator from West Virginia and I may vote. 

vote“ nay.” 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors]. I presume 
he would yote the same way that I vote on this proposition, and I 
will therefore vote. I vote “nay.” + 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I should like to 
enh te eas the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP] 
has voted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chairis informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have a pair with that Senator, and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I announce the 
same transfer of pairs as on the preceding vote. The Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPoonER] stands paired with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Monry], relieving the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. CARMACK] and me. I vote *‘nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 84, nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—H. 
All Dryde: Heyburn, r 
Allison, Elkins, rides Platt, Conn, 
Ankeny, Hopkins, les, 
Bard, Foraker. ean, 
eo Foster, Wash. Kittredge, Book 
Burrows, Ga 5 McComas, Wetmore. 
Cullo: Gam McCumber, 
Dillingham, Hale, Nelson, 
NAYS—2%. 
Culberson, Latimer, Patterson, 
Bailey, Daniel, MeCreary, Pettus, 
Berry, 3 McLa Teller, 
Carmack, Foster, Mallory, Tillman, 
Clay, Fulton, Mitche Warren. 
Cockrell, Gibson, Overman, 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Aldri W. Kearns, Penrose, 
Alger, Ciara, ALE: Long, Platt, N. Y. 
: Dohive Martin,” oon 
Bate, ver, Y» 
Blackburn, Du Millard, . — IR 
Burton, Gorman, Money, mga 
Clapp, Hans 9 8 
Clark: Mont. Hawley, New erro. 


So Mr. MITCHELL'S amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I offer an amendment; after the gpa 
clause to strike out all of sections 1 and 2, and to insert what I sen 
to the desk. 


eral pair to the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], and 
will vote. I vote ia Sol 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). If agreeable to 
the Senator from West Virginia, I will do what we have done on 
the other vote—transfer my pair with the Senator from Vermont 
Seas e thay ef colleague [Mr. TALIAFERRO], enabling the 

tor from West Virginia and me to vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PETTUS (when Mr. MorGan’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Alabama is unwell, and is unable to attend 
the sessions of the Senate at this time. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP]. If he 
were present, I should vote nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. j 

Mr. DEPEW. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania PENROSE], and will vote. I vote“ yea.’ 

Mr. W. . Underthe arrangement heretofore announced, 
I will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. PROCTOR. I understand that my pair has been trans- 
ferred, and I will therefore vote. I vote yea.” 

Mr. McLAURIN (after having voted in the negative). I de- 
sire to inquire if the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. Fos- 
TER] has voted? 

Ta 0 F pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
not. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 18, as follows: 


YEAS—37. 

Alger, Dillin Heyb Platt, Conn. 

ee, oo >a Proctor, 
Allison, Elkins, opkins, uarles, 
Ankeny, ott, 
Bard, Foraker, Kittredge, Smoot, 
Beveridge, Pale „ Warren, 
Burrows, ton. McComas, Wetmore, 
ei ae T, 1 885 ber, 

“pew, am elson, 
Dietrich, ia Perkins, 

NAYS—18 
M Pett 
Bailey, 88 eT: Teller“ 
Berry, Foster, La. Mitchell, Tillman. 
Gibson, erman, 
Clay, Latimer, Patterson, 
NOT VOTING—%. 
Aldrich, Clarke, Ark. Tong, Platt, N. Y. 
Ball, Daniel, Mc me L 7. 
Blackburn, Donon Marth St : 
n ner 

B Foster, Wash. Millard, Stewart, 
Burton, rman, Money, Stone, 
Clapp, Hansbrough, Korgan Taliaferro. 
Clark Mont. Hawley, Newlands, 
Clark, Wyo. Kearns, Penrose, 


So Mr. CuLBERSON’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. I desire to say a few words on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 4, after the word others,” 
it is proposed to insert from and after July 1, 1909.” 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, this is in line with the very 
urgent appeal made by Governor Taft, now Secretary of War, at 
that time governor-general of the Philippines, in regard to an- 
other bill, butequally applicable to this, his report he says: 

The o tion of the coastwise trad 

een the islands of the Philippine 
isla: e mainla 


In view of the probability of a motion to lay on the table, I de- | action and to allow the coastwise tion laws to become applicable to the 
sire to state that if the amendment is adopted it will put the bill . of these islands and to the trade between the United States 


in the form recommended by the Secretary of War in his letter of | #3 


January 14, of this year, tothe chairman of the committee. 

The PRESID pi tempore. The Senator from Texas offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. à 

The SECRETARY. After the enacting clause it is proposed to 
strike out all of sections 1 and 2 and to insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 1 5 e 

Ly wba br — rh T the use of the Army or Navy, 
provided the c made do 


ceed th bid by the owners of forei, more that 25 per cent; 
but th 2 Phe construed to prohibit the transportation of such 


Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On that I ask for the E boca nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the tary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). I announce the 
same transfer of pairs as on the previous vote, and will vote. I 
vote ae yea.” — 

Mr. GIBSON (when his name was called). I transfer my gen- 


— 


to the 
„ be left wholly to the 


e between the ds of bea i Archipe 
discretion of the Philippine Qo n, subject to the approval of the Sec- 
dent of the United States, and that the trade be- 


retary of War and the 
tween th 


e islands and the mainland of the United States be continued us at 


tates ya Be years longer, to wit, until July 1, 1909. 
I think the same reasons will apply with as much force to the 
present bill. 7 
There is a gone which I desire to ask in reference to the 
amendment offered yesterday by the Senator from North Dakota 
85 MoCUuRER]. ent, Which was agreed to, is as 
ollows: 


The am 


tion of ee the said eure end 8 8 by such 
vessels for transportation of like goods for private parties or companies. 

I ask for information, for I have not the information myself. 
To what extent are coal and hay and articles of that kind exported 
to the Philippine Islands or to the countries of the Far East for 
private consumption? The Senator from North Dakota can prob- 
ably inform me, or the Senator from Maine can probably do so. 
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Mr. HALE rose. 
Mr. CARMACK. My question was, To what extent are articles 


like coal and hay now e to the Philippine Islands or to 
Japan and China and the Far East for private consumption? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know what the figures would be covering 
those articles of trade. 

Mr. CARMACK. I mean in American vessels, 

Mr. HALE. They can very easily be reached in the Bureau of 
Statistics. I can not answer the question. I do not presume 
there is a Senator here who can offhand answer a question of that 
kind. I do not know. 

Mr. CARMACK. I had an idea that probably very little coal, 
for instance, was exported to the Philippine Islands in American 
vessels for private consumption. If that is the fact there would 
be no basis on which to apply the amendment of the Senator from 
North Dakota. 

Mr. HALE. Imove-to lay on the table the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CARMACK and Mr. TELLER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 
one MALLORY. I ask that the amendment may again be 

ed. 
1 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will again be 
ted. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 3 of the original bill, line 4 
of the reprint, after the word“ others,“ it is proposed to insert 
“from and after July 1, 1909.” 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GAMBLE (when his name was called). I announce the 
same transfer of my pair as on previous votes. I vote yea.” 

Mr: GIBSON (when his name was called). Under the transfer 
of pairs heretofore announced I will vote. I vote“ nay.“ 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
air with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. If 
e were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. P S (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I 
see he is absent. 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I should like to 
si Y whether the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERsoN] has 
voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair.) 
The Chair is informed that the Senator from Texas has not voted. 

Mr. QUARLES. I havea general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called), By the same ar- 
rangement of pairs heretofore announced, I will vote. I vote 

‘ yea. * 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced 

yeas 36, nays 15, as follows: 


38. 
Alger 2 0 5 Gallin Long, 
Allee, Di ingham, Gamble, A MeComas, 
Allison, Dryden, Hale, McCumber, 
Ankeny, Elkins, Hansbrough, Nelson, 
rd, Fairbanks, Heyburn, Perkins. 
Beveridge, Foraker, opkins, Platt, Conn. 
Foster, Wash. Kean, moot, 
Burrows, rye, Kittredge, Warren, 
m, Fulton, 0, Wetmore. 
NAYS—15. 
Bacon, Cockrell, Latimer, Or 
Berry, Daniel, eCreary, Patterson, 
Carmack, Foster, La. McLaurin, 
Clay, Gibson, Mitchell, 
NOT VOTIN G-. 
Aldric’ Culberso; i 4 
Faller Dietrich, Millard, — 
Ball. Dolliver, Money, Simmons, 
Bate, Dubois, pak — Spooner, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Newlands, Stewart, 
Burton, Hawley, s Ros 
Clapp, oar, Pettus, e 
Clark Mont. Kearns, Platt, N. Y. Teller. 
Clark, Wyo. McEnery, S 
Clarke, Ark. Mallory, Quarles, 


So Mr. CARMACK’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Loffer an amendment to be inserted at the 
close of section 1. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 1 insert the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That no Chinese, except such as are of right bona fide residents 
e cap oa States, shall be employed on any vessel acquiring benefits un- 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the Senate will observe 
that the amendment I offer is not as an amendment, so 
far as the employment of Chinese is con , as the eens 
of Chinese labor in the United States would naturally and usually 
insist upon. It practically authorizesthe em ent of Chinese 
who are of right bona fide residents of the ted States. The 


reason of that is that Chinese who have lived in this country have 


learhed the value of their services, and on the Pacific coast and 
elsewhere ae demand and they receive wages that are commen- 
surate with the value of their services measured by the wages 
paid to the white laborer. Therefore I could see no impropriety 
in permitting them to be used in the cabins and elsewhere where 
they might be as efficient as the white laborer. There are those 
upon the coast who prefer them. 

But by permitting this limited employment of Chinese the 
danger that follows the right to secure crews in Chinese ports 
and at 5 of Hongkong does not assume nearly so danger - 
ous and a character. Under the American shipping laws it 
is made to the interest of American ship captains, nee 
the interests of the owners, when their vessels reach Chinese 
ports and before that time to so treat the crew as that it becomes 
desirable 5 5 their part to desert, although in deserting they 
lose every dollar they have earned and that may be due to them 
up to the time they abandon the ship: and the reason why this is 
encouraged is that they can reman their vessels with Chinese sail- 
ors for one-quarter of the cost they would have to bear if they 
manned them with the average white sailor. 

There wasa pretty close examination into this question two years 
ago before one of the Senate committees, and Capt. William B. Sea- 
bury, who for twenty years was in the service of one of the Pacific 
lines as a shipmaster, gave testimony. His testimony is found be- 
tween pages 360 and 867 of the printed testimony, and these facts 
were clearly brought out in the testimony of Captain Seabury: 
That the trans-Pacific liners plying between the Pacific States and 
the Orient employ exclusive: T Chinese as sailors, stokers, cooks, 
stewards, and waiters; that there is. no difficulty of obtaining an 
abundance of them in ports of China or at Hongkong, and the 
wage of sailors or firemen is about one-fourth the wage of white 
sailors or firemen shipped in Pacific coast ports; that not only are 
Chinese supplanting the Caucasians as seamen on the Pacific, but 
they are encroaching on the Japanese of that sea and are also 
successfully competing with the Tacos on the Indian Ocean. 

The testimony of Mr. Andrew Furuseth, who, I think, is the 
head, officially, of the Sailors’ Union of the Pacific Coast, was to 
the like effect. He said: 

he steamships i 
5 — eee shipped 5 Shag — — 9 
ports where the vessels enter and clear. 

Mr. President, if vessels upon the Pacific coast are to be made 
selected beneficiaries of the Government, if they are to be given 
a monopoly of the carrying of governmental supplies for the 
American Army and Navy to the Philippine Islands and e 
where, then we should insist that th all be so manned as 
give encouragement to the creation of a high class of Ameri 
seamen, particularly for the purpose of having a class of me 
ready to man the American war vessels that are now being con: 
structed at so rapid a rate. 

It isthe concurrent testimony of every disinterested person who 
testified upon this subject two years ago before the Senate com- 
mittee that on the four or five lines of steamships plying between 
Pacific ports and Asiatic ports, the American sailor, as we read of 
him in history, as we have him upon the Pacific coast, as he is 
found on coastwise shipping, is absolutely extinct on vessels that 
cross the ocean. If this is to continue, I want to ask the Senate 
whatadvantage itis to the United States to encourage trans-Pacific 
American commerce upon the Pacific coast? If the benefit is 
to go wholly to four or five great ship-owning corporations, 
with or without close alliances with great railroad companies, I 
submit that there is little or no advantage to this country as a 
whole, especially in so far as it is a necessity that the country 
should haye a body of seamen ready to man erican war ves- 
sels as they may be constructed and set afloat. 

On the four or five ship lines owning steamers plying between 
the Pacific coast and the Orient, except the commissioned officers, 
you find no one manning them except the Chinese. He has prac- 
tically driven the American sailor from the Pacific coast. He 


has deteriorated the physical, mental, and, if I might use the term, 


if it would be applicable to sailors, the spiritual qualities of the 
American sailor. 

The ports of San Francisco, Seattle, Tacoma, and Portland, 
Oreg., are no longer frequented by a high class of sailor for trans- 
Pacific business, for the simple reason that they can find no em- 
8 is no ship open to them upon which they can sail 
and for which they can render service. 

Under those circumstances, Mr. President, since it is the pur- 
pose of this measure, and since it will, beyond peradventure, pass 
this body, although it is not needed, if the existing law is to re- 
main upon the statute books which puts our coastwise laws into 
effect upon the 1st of July of the present year between the Philip- 
pine Islands and the United States, then, in compensation for the 
immense profits they will be able to reap from the Government 
of the United States, as testified to by the Secretary of War, they 
should be made a training school, within reasonable limits, for 
American sailors. The opportunity is given, unjust and unneces- 
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sary as this law may be, if itis to be upon the statute books, of 
starting on the Pacific coast schools for American sailors; schools 
that will give encouragement to American sailors, that will open 
up the ports of the Pacific coast to American sailors, and not con- 
fine employment in the trans-Pacific trade to Chinese shipped in 
Hongkong and Asiatic ports, working for a quarter of the wages 
the average white sailor is able to secure where his services are 
required, and encouraging a species of treatment of the white 

or, wherever he may be upon an American vessel trading with 
an Asiatic port, that will drive him to abandon his ship in order 
that his place may be filled with sailors and firemen and cabin 
boys who will enter the service for one-quarter the wages the de- 
serter had been receiving. 

I think the Senators from California and the Senators from 
Oregon know full well the feeling and the sentiment of the people 
of the Pacific slope upon that question, and none of them, from his 
own personal knowledge, I think, will even intimate that the sen- 
timent is not fully justified by the evil results that are possible 
everywhere, following the almost exclusive employment of Chinese 
upon American vessels plying between American and oriental 


rts. 

Por that reason, Mr. President, I sincerely hope that this amend- 
ment which I have offered shall be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Maine 
to yield to me for a few minutes before pressing his motion, as I 
believe that the charge made by the Senator from Colorado should 
not go unanswered. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HALE. Iwill not take the responsibility of insisting at 
this moment on my motion to lay on the table. Ihave not dis- 
covered anything in what the Senator from Colorado has said that 
requires answer. But the Senator from California is a member 
of the Senate; he has the same responsibility; he is in favor of the 
bill, I suppose, as much as I am, and if he thinks it is better to 
take up time and prolong the debate I can not hinder him. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will trespass but a few minutes upon the 
time of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
will proceed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I am a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and the Committee on Naval Affairs, and, 
as I have said in times gone by, I am a sailor by profession, a 
merchant from necessity, and a politician by accident. I there- 
fore think I have some knowledge of this question. 

My friend from Colorado states that it is a prevailing custom 
among shipowners or shipmasters to so illtreat their crew when 
upon a foreign voyage that they will leave the ship, and then the 
owners or masters may enlist on the ship Chinese or others to 
take their places. My friend is a lawyer of national repute anda 
journalist of marked ability; yet this statement, tomy mind, car- 
ries the conviction that he has not given this subject-matter the 
consideration he should have given it. 

Since I have been a member of this honored body we have en- 
acted more laws in the interest of American seamen than were 
ever upon our statute books before, all combined together. One 
of those laws is that no master of any ship can discharge any one 
of his crew in a foreign port without consent, and then he 
must go before an American consul and there agree to find him 
employment on a return vessel to the United States, paying him 
— wages as he is receiving or to pay him a sum equivalent 
thereto. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON, The statement I made was not that the 
American shipmaster could discharge his crew at will, but that 
the opportunity of e a high-priced crew with a crew that 
9 cost him for wage but one-quarter induces a course of 
treatment to the crew that results in desertions, and there is ample 
testimony to sustain the charge. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the master illtreats the seaman on ship- 
board, the seaman can go to the American consul and there make 
charges against the master of that vessel. The consul can order 
a court of inquiry, and if the charges are found true the court 
may impose a penalty upon the master of $1,000 or five years’ im- 
prisonment, or both, in its discretion. Why should an American 
seaman who shipped on a vessel be illtreated and desert when he 
can go to the American consul and there have not only his wages 
paid to him for the time the voyage had consumed and the voy- 
age on the homeward vessel, but could there ate a punishment 
upon the master of the vessel who had him to be abused 
by his officers, or who had been ab by the master himself? 
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Mr. President, as I stated, Congress, since I have been here, has 
done more for seamen in . them everywhere, in caring 
for them, than ever was done before. Their wages are free from 
attachment. We have removed the hospital dues which they 
formerly had to pay, and that burden is placed upon the ship- 
owners. There is a marine hospital in almost every port in the 
United States, where, without money or price, a sailor can go and 
have the very best medical and surgical treatment, and be there 
cared for until he recovers. If the sailor should die in a forei 
port, the consul takes charge of his effects. The wages for the 
voyage must be paid into the Department of our Government, 
and be there held for six years, when, if legal heirs are not 
found, those e ie revert to the Government. If the shipowner 
has not provided sufficient food, so that seamen are placed upon 
short rations during the voyage, they can recover a penalty in 
dollars and cents for every day that a seaman is obliged to re- 
ceive or accept a less food scale than that provided for by law. 

In every manner this Government has protected and cared for 
the seamen of our country. When I went to sea and followed it 
we were huddled up in small bunks in the forecastle. To-day, I 
think, under the act passed some few years ago, 72 cubic feet are 
required for every seaman, and there must be 12 superficial feet of 
space upon the ship’s deck or floor for his sleeping berth or place 
for him to occupy. 

I therefore say to my friend he is mistaken when he says that 
the American seaman is not properly cared for by this Govern- 
ment and protected in every movement he may make, whether in 
this country or in foreign countries. To-day there is a better op- 
portunity in wages and in preferment, for everyone can rise on a 
ship if he has the right mettle, the perseverance, and the correct 
habits, There isa better chance for him for preferment by going 
into the merchant-marine service of to-day and thefe making his 
mark than in almost any other vocation I know of in the ordi- 
nary walks of life. 

The wages pels to seamen on the Pacific coast range from $45 
to $55 a month, and they are required to be employed only twelve 
hours a day, and for any overtime they are paid extra wages, 50 
cents an hour for the same. Our Government requires that our 
seamen shall have a certain class of food, which is better than 
three-fourths of the farm hands and mechanics receive in other 
walks of life. 

Therefore, I say, that while I shall vote for this amendment, 
because I believe we should have American citizens as seamen 
and we should encourage them to become seamen to officer and 
man and command our vessels, I believe in building up our mer- 
chant-marine trade, and the way to do it is to offer an inducement 
to young men to go into the merchant-marine service. We are 
to-day taking a poran in our Navy. Since the naval training 
school was established in California, over 500 boys from the farm 
have there been enlisted into the service of our Navy, and they 
are becoming to-day not only mechanics and sailors in the Navy, 
but they are noncommissioned officers, boatswains, and gunners, 
receiving from $1,500 to 82.000 per annum. 

My friend from Oregon [Mr. MrrosELL] seemed to think there 
was some local preference given by the provisions of this bill, and 
that the great State of Oregon, which he in part represents, would 
not havea fair chance. Mr. President, this is too broad a question 
to confine it to any particular port or State or even coast. It is 
a broad, patriotic question that the ships should be built in the 
United States, manned and officered by American citizens, that 
are transporting the munitions of war and our sailors and the 
supplies of the Government from on e United States 
to another or from any port of the United States toa foreign 
port. u 
I have a telegram in my hand received yesterday from the 
Shipowners’ Association of the Pacific Coast—not from San Fran- 
cisco, not from Puget Sound, but from the coast—and I am going 
to read it, with your permission: 

BAN FRANCISCO, CAL., February 24, 1904. 
Hon. GEORGE C. PERKIN 


United States Benais, Washington, D. C.: 

We respectfully urge your ition to bills extending time for a lying 
coasting naviga 2 to in land traffic in the Enitippines te on 
July 1,1904. Large fleets of vessels more than ample for this trade now ty ng 
idle here. Pacific coast alone can supply more vessels than needed. If Con- 
gress desires upbuilding of American merchant marine they should apply 
coasting laws at once, 

SHIPOWNERS’ ASSOCIATION OF PACIFIC COAST, 
R. S. CLARK, Secretary. 
Mr>PATTERSON. May Lask the Senator from California a 
uestion? i 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield? 


Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to say that I am thoroughly in 
sympathy with the Senator from California in his desire to build 
up and extend American shipping, but apropos of that, will the 
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Senator from California state, since the American shipping coast- 
wise laws become applicable to the Pacific coast trade with the 
riper gto Islands on the Ist of July of this year, why this law 
should be enacted? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, the Philippine Islands are as 
much a part of the United States, being one of its colonies, as is 
the Territory or district of Alaska, or as the Territory of Arizona. 
The people of this country are i agra our Army and Navy 
that are protecting that country. e are helping it as we do our 
Territories andStates. Weare Americanizingit. Wehave done 
more for the Philippine Islands since the Stars and Stripes were 
raised at Manila than had been done since it was first discovered, 
nearly five centuries ago. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The object of this bill, as I understand the 
Senator from California, is to require supplies for the American 
Army and Navy to be transported in American bottoms, that is 
all, whatever it may cost the Government. Just as soon as the 
coastwise laws of this country attach to the Pacific coast and the 
Philippine trade, is not that result brought about? Must not 
8 that is sent from this country, both by the Govern- 
ment and by private individuals, be carried in American bottoms? 

Mr. PER S. No; that is not true to this extent. We have 
twenty-two rts belonging to this Government, and eighteen 
of them were built in foreign countries. The Government can 
take possession of them at once, as they are now doing, and 
operate them between the United States and the Philippine 


Islands. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then, with the extension of vessels owned 
by the Government of the United States under the designation of 
American transports, will not all supplies for the Army be com- 
pelled to be carried in American bottoms? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, Mr. President; because if we should pur- 
chase 10,000 tons or any other quantity of coal in Ja to send 
to Cavite, in the Ey eps Islands, to the naval station there, it 
could be sent in any foreign vessel, in the discretion of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. But my question was directed to trade 
between the United States and the Philippine Islands, not to trade 
between the Philippine Islands and some foreign country. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is undoubtedly correct in that 
respect, but we have uR he applied the coasting laws. 

Mr. PATTERSON, ; but they are to be applied on the 1st 
585 uly of this year. Then why press this measure so strenu- 
ously? 

Mr. PERKINS. Bills are pending to extend the time five years. 
Several converts on this side of the House to-day have given an 
intimation, by proposed amendments to this bill, that they are 
willing to vote to extend the time for the operation of the navi- 
gation laws. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Had we not better wait to see whether 
those efforts are successful or not? 

- Mr. PERKINS.” No, Mr. President; I believe in buildin a 


Çarolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I heard the Senator say a moment ago that 
if we purchased 10,000 tons of coalin Japan to send to Cavite it 
need not go in American bottoms. I want to ask him if his 
patriotism does not go far enough to require that American ships 


‘shall burn only American coal? Now, you ought to be consist- 


ent. Does not this thing of having none but American ships to 
conyey supplies to American soldiers and sailors require that 
those supplies shall come from America? 

Mr. PERKIN S. My friend is 5 and loyal to State and 
country, as I claim that I am, and if he should come to California 
as my guest I should endeavor to entertain him and do the best 
I could for him; but if he were out of provisions I do not believe 
he would go hungry until he got home. That is exactly our case. 
Our ign eee perhaps in Japan, and—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Our ships are not“ perhaps in Japan;“ they 
are in Japan. I mean they are inthe Philippines. Speaking now 
about transporting coal from Japan to our ships in the Philip- 
pines, the Senator said, if we were going to buy coal, we were 
now allowed, under the law, to transport itin foreign bottoms; but 
he wants it to be transported in American bottoms. I say if we 


are now going to confine the carrying of coal to American ships, if 
ag XXXVI 
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we are so solicitous abont that, then we ought to say that nothing 
shall be supplied to them but American products. 

Mr. PER S. We would hardly allow our locomotive shops 
in Cavite and other shops in the Philippine Islands to remain idle 


until they could get the coal from the United States when they 
required it immediately: 
Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator is not exactly frank on that 


subject. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam frank, Mr. President. If I had my way, 
with the best coal in the world, as we have; with the best pine 
and the best cotton in South Carolina, I would not permit any 
other to come into this country to compete with American free 
labor unless they paid a license for the privilege of doing it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Still the Senator has not answered my ques- 
tion. I asked him, if we are compelled, under this law, to use 
nothing but American ships to send any Japanese coal that is to 
be supplied in the Philippine Islands, why should we not go fur- 
ther and say that we shall not send any Japanese coal, but shall 
send American coal to supply American ships in the Philippines? 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand that to be the policy of the De- 
partment, because it is better coal. It is mined by American 
miners and transported by American ships. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Where—from Japan? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; from the United States. Iam in favor 
of United States coal. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You just now spoke of Japan sending coal 
from Japan to Cavite. 

Mr. PERKINS. That was in answer to a hypothetical question 
asked ee. my friend from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON]. 

Mr. MAN. What is the usage now? Do we use our own 
coal in our own ships in the Pacific and the Philippines, or do we 
buy it from Japan? 

Mr. PERKINS. The purchases are divided about equally be- 
tween Australia, Japan, and the United States. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, why not put a provision in the bill not 
only that we shall not transport any for our Navy in any 
other but American bottoms, but that we shall not transport any 
coal but American coal for our ships? Let us get drunk on this, 
and go the whole hog or none. iane | 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam very frank to say that the Senator is al- 
ways in favor of building up the Navy, and is especially in favor 
of building upthe Charleston Navy-Yard. He always votes right 
on that proposition; and I am generally with him, being, as he is, 
a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As the Senator has taken the liberty of men- 
tioning the Charleston Navy-Yard, I will say that he himself 
represents the navy-yard at San Francisco, and I have never 
known him to be over modest in endeavoring to get appropria- 
tions for that navy-yard. 

Mr. PERKINS. No; because nature has done for our navy- 
yard at San Francisco what my friend wants the Government to 
do for the navy-yard at Charleston. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not care to discuss secrets of the Naval 
Committee here in the Senate, but I do remember thatit came out 
in the committee not very long ago that that navy-yard in San 
Francisco Bay was in such shallow water that we would have to 
dredge up to it, and there was a discussion as to whether we 
should not abandon it; but the hair of my friend the Senator 
from California—what little is left of it—stood up in such a state 
of horror, as everybody saw, that the committee subsided, and al- 
lowed him 1 his own wayi and Ta T aes if neces- 
sary, we wou ge up to that navy- 8 ughter. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator will only come to California 
and see our navy-yard and the resources of that great State, with 
her 800 miles of seacoast and her splendid people, who come from 
South Carolina and Georgia and Alabama and eyery other State 
in the Union, he will say, as the Queen of Sheba said when she 
visited Solomon, that “ the half has not been told,” so varied are 
her attractions and resources. 

Mr. MAN. Iwill nottry to emulate the Senator in speak- 
ing of the glories of California, and as he has dodged off from the 
coal business and has gone into State glorification, I shall subside, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I did not mean to trespass so 
long on the time of the Senate; indeed, I promised my friend the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] that I would not occupy more 
than a few minutes if he would yield to me to answer my friend 
E Sinai [Mr. PATENN: 

only want to say further, in answer to my friend from Oregon 
Ir. 1 „that we have vessels whose tonnage amounts to 
over 100,000 tons disengaged on the Pacific coast to-day, that are 
seeking freight and seeking cargoes. They want business, and 
they are ready and willing to do it as cheaply as it can be done by 
any other people in the world. r 
Those ships, as I said before, have been built in the United 
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States, built by American mechanics and manned by American 
citizens. There is not a Chinaman employed on any of those 
vessels engaged in our coasting trade. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has made such a startling state- 
ment I would ask him if he has any information different from 
that contained in the letter of the Secretary of War, to the effect 
that this very bill would increase the expenditure for the trans- 
portation of this very article 300 per cent? 

Mr. PERKINS. I think 

Mr. TILLMAN. Who shall I believe, the Secretary of War or 
the Senator from California? Of course, I am disposed to believe 
my colleagues here at all times; but still, when gentlemen of such 
prominence fall out and make such contradictory statements, I 
should like to be set right. 

Mr. PERKINS. When a man lays down a false proposition 
and commences to reason from it he can prove almost anything. 
Icommend to the attention of the Senator from South Carolina 
the report of the Quartermaster-General’s Department on the 
transportation service, which gives a list of vessels that belong 
to the United States, not to the Government, but that may be- 
long to my friend from South Carolina and the remainder of the 
pep of the United States. 

r. TILLMAN. Does the Senator contend, from the knowl- 
edge which he has on this subject, that we have enough trans- 
ports to carry all the coal that the Government will need and all 
the other supplies that the Army and Navy will need? If so, what 
is the use of this bill, and what becomes of the patriotism of 
which the Senator speaks if we already have our own ships ready 
to carry eve ing we need, and will not have to hire any ships? 

Mr. PERKINS. As Iexplained to my friend yesterday—he has 
probably forgotten it, as he has so many things to think of—our 
transports range in tonnage from 5,000 to 8,000 tons each. Fre- 
quently it is to the advantage of the Government to have a vessel 


with a capacity to only 2,500 tons. 
Mr. TILLMAN, Why not buy them? Let us have smaller 


transports. 

Mr. PERKINS. We have all we want of the large transports 
to do the business. 

Mr. President, these are only little by-talks; but the plain, pa- 
triotic proposition is that I do not believe that under the proposed 
legislation this service will cost the people of this country 10 
cent more; and if it does, the will be kept here at home 
among our own people and paid out 3 

I want to say, parenthetically, to my friend from Colorado 
when he speaks of trusts and combinations, that there is no sin- 
gle track on the ocean, and there is nobody who keeps a tollgate 
on Puget Sound or at the San Francisco Golden Gate. The ocean 


is open to the fres commerce of the world, and he and I, if we | opposed 


have credit enough to build a ship, if we think we can see any 
money in it, can go into the business, and we can build a ship and 
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over until Monday a majority of Senators upon the other side of 
the Chamber will meanwhile be converted to the views lld by 
erage Secretary of War. 

Mr. HALE. Thus far the Senator has not succeeded very well 
in making converts on this side by anything which has been said 
against the bill. If there has been any such thing as lobbying 
against this bill by the Secretary of War, as the Senator seems to 
intimate, I do not know it; and if he does, it is a very remarkable 


thing. 

Mr. CARMACK. I think, as a matter of right and justice, for 
the information of the Senate we ought to have what knowledge 
or information the Secretary of War can give to this body as to 
the effect of this bill, and I suppose he can do that better than 
anybody else. I believe if this bill had not been hurried into the 
Senate before an 5 had been given for information, it 
probably would not have been reported to the Senate at all. 

Mr. HALE. The bill has been here for six weeks; for nearly 
two months, in fact. 

Mr. CARMACK. I know it has been here for six weeks, 

Mr. HALE. It has been postponed at the request of one Sena- 
tor and another, and the action in reference to it has been emi- 
nently conservative. There has been no disposition to hurry the 
consideration of the bill. We are nearing what we all hope and 
believe to be the early end of the session. The bill is a very im- 
portant one, and to say now that we ought to delay it to hear the 
Judgment and advice of anybody is equivalent to saying that we 
never should proceed with any legislation which the Senate is 


ma 
of War has been com- 


turing. 
The attitude of the former Secre 
mented on here over and over again; it has been explained; no 
new answer can be given; no new statement can be made about 
it, aud we make no process y so far as information goes. 

Of course, I am at the mercy of Senators. They can consume _ 
time, but the good sense of the Senate generally brings things ont 
right, and bills that have a majority behind them are finally passed. 
I am certain that this bill will pass, but I am sorry it is being de- 
layed by its friends. 

. BACON. I do not think the Senator has any right to com- 
plain of any great consumption of time on the bill. It has not 
been twenty-four hours before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I have not, and I stated that I did not find fault. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator talked about being powerless, and 
said that it is in the power of Senators to consume time. I think 
we have had nothing but the most legitimate debate and of a very 
brief character. 

Mr. HALE. I was not lecturing anybody. I said distinctly 
that I did not find fault with Senators on the other side who are 
to the bill and who do not believe in it, but I did express 
the hope that our friends on this side would not consume time, 


| because no new facts have been brought out. The Senators op- 


man her and equip her, and no trust or combination can say aught | posed to it, of course, will take their responsibility. I do not sup- 


against it. If there is any one incontrovertible proposition it is 
that the commerce of the world, the trade of our ports, is open and 


| pose Senators on the other side have made any combination or 
have any hope that simply by delay they can stop this bill. That 
e 


freeto everyone who has a desire or ambition or inclination to | is not the fashion in the Senate. 


embark in it. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 


Mr. ELKINS. I wish the Senator would allow me a few mo- 


ments. I will not take one-third as long as the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. PERKINS] has taken. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the Senator from Maine will let us 
have this debate out now, and it will probably curtail the debate 
later on. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I see the situation, and I want to 
be 


and nothing can be gained by prolonging the debate; but if Sena- 
tors on this side insist on prolonging it and stirring up our friends 
on the other side, and thusimperil the bill, as they will—for if the 
bill does not pass to-day it will not pass at all— 
will be upon those who cause the delay. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Why should the Senator say that if the 
bill does not pass to-day it can not pass at all? Why can it not be 
passed at some other time? 

Mr. HALE. Because the time has already been taken up, it 
has been assigned by the Senate. But Iam helpless, particularly 
against my own friends. I think the bill ought to pass this even- 
ing. I do not find fault with Senators on the other side, who are 
opposed to the measure, but I do think Senators on this side—be- 
lieving, as we do, as a matter of principle that the bill ought to 
pass—ought not to delay it. 

Now, the responsibility is with the Senate. The Senator from 
West Virginia may talk here for five minutes, and that may give 
rise to an hour’s talk on the other side. I, however, can not help 
it. Senators must take the responsibility. ries 

Mr. CARMACK. There is another reason why if this bill does 
not pass to-day it can not pass at all, and that is that if it goes 


good-natured aboutit. There is nothing new which has been | 
brought out about this matter; and there has not been for hours, | 


responsibility | 


Mr. BACON. Ido not think there is any such disposition. 

Mr. HALE. No; I do not think so. 

Mr. ELKINS. If the Senator will yield to me, I shall not oc- 
cupy more than four or five minutes. 

Mir. HALE. Iwill withhold my motion, Mr. President. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I am heartily in favor of this 
| bill, because it seems to me about the first substantial efort that 

has been made in fifty years to encourage American interests on 
| the sea and for the protection of American commerce. 

I want to say a word about the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] as to the exclusion of Chinese labor 
from American vessels. Hisamendment is not in the interest of 
the United States. It excludes Chinese from American vessels, 
while vessels of other nations in competition with ours areallowed 
to employ them. This is unjust and unfair to American vessels. 
All know Chinese labor is cheaper than American labor, and if 
| foreign vessels in competition with vessels of the United States 

employ Chinese labor and American vessels are prohibited by the 
| Senator’s amendment, the result would be disastrous to American 
shipping. No onedesires more than I the employment of Ameri- 
can seamen on American ships on all the seas where our flag flies, | 
and when we build up our merchant marine this will follow. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Senator is mistaken. They can not 
under the law land Chinese laborers in the United States. 

Mr. ELKINS. But they can employ them. That is the point 
I want to make. On every rival line in the world they employ 
Chinese labor coming into San Francisco and other Pacific ports. 
Now, you want to exclude Chinese from our vessels, while they 
are employed on foreign vessels in competition with ours. 

Mr. PA N. We do not exclude bona fide American 
Chinese, but we are opposed to the yellow people. 

Mr. ELKINS. Well, if you are opposed to them, as you say. 
why did you not put in your amendment that fact, that forei7« 


22 
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vessels employing Chinese laborers shall not be allowed to touch 
at any American port? 

Mr. PATTERSON. We know, and the Senator from West 
Virginia knows, that you never can build up a high class of 
American seamen to man an American Navy when you turn over 
one entire coast of the United States to Chinese sailors. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is purely ad captandum and academic. If 
you are going to exclude Chinese from American vessels, then I 
ask, in the interest of American commerce, that Chinese operat- 
ing ships throughout the world be prevented from landing in 
ports of the United States on foreign vessels. This is only fair 
and just to American ships, and I would willingly vote for such 
a provision. 

r. PATTERSON. I will vote with the Senator on that. 

Mr. ELKINS. Then you did not make your amendment in that 
way. When you make your amendment in that way, then we 
will consider it. Iam glad the Senator yields that point. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean to say that no foreign 
ships shall be allowed to enter port with Chinese labor? 

Mr. ELKINS. Imean this: If it were possible to pass the Sena- 
tor’s amendment I would prefer to have it so amended or changed 
that it would apply as well to foreign lines in the way I have in- 
dicated. That is to say, provided, also, that no foreign ships em- 
ploying Chinese seamen shall touch at any American port. This 
would place American vessels on an equality with foreign ves- 
sels; the cost of labor on all ships would then be the same. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean that we Sea can pre- 
scribe what shall constitute the crew of a foreign ship, or does he 
propose to go further and say that unless it has a crew of a cer- 
tain character it shall not enter the port? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir; I think that is competent. 

Mr. BACON. That is the question I asked the Senator—if 
that is what he wishes to do. : 

Mr. ELKINS. Well, it is perfectly competent to exclude them. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator said he did not mean that, and he 
said I knew he did not mean it. 

Mr. ELKINS, I say it is perfectly competent to exclude Chi- 
nese laborers on foreign ships from landing in a foreign ship at 
our ports, and partic ly we ought to do so if we exclude them 
from American vessels. I think my meaning would be clearer 
if I should say no foreign vessels employing Chinese seamen 
should touch at or get clearances from American ports. 

Mr. BACON. e do not let them land now. 

Mr. ELKINS. But, as I said, we could exclude such foreign 
vessels from all our ports, which should be done if the Senator’s 
amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. BACON. Not at all. 

Mr. ELKINS. Foreign vessels employing Chinese labor could 
go toall the ports in British Columbia and compete with Ameri- 
can ships. Every one of these lines employ Chinese, and would 
drive American vessels off the Pacific Ocean and off all the seas 
if vessels of the United States should be prohibited from employ- 
ing Chinese labor. What I insist on is we should protect Ameri- 
can ships and American seamen as well. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ELKINS. I promised the distinguished Senator from 
Maine that I would only consume a few minutes, and I wish the 
Senator would allow me to finish. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator’s amendment is not consistent 
There is a way to reach his point to benefit and build up our mer. 
chant marine, encourage shipping, and 1 he employ: 
ment of American seamen on American lines; but his amendmen 


my idea is that the only way to begin to encourage American yes- 
sels 
h 


atléd in American vessels, as this bi 5 
i aon States are concerned, e can do this under the terms 
of this bill. f Sa 

Then I go a step further, and state that we are now paying 
$500,000 in gold a day to foreign owners for hauling in -foreign 
ships American products—goods we buy and goods we sell—that 
is to say, $200,000,000 in gold a year, or a thousand millions in ten 
78 9 is taken out of the people of the United States to pay for 

uling American products in foreign vessels. This is a shame 
and a humiliation ud should be remedied at once. 


When the Government was organized the second act passed by 
the Congress of the United States provided for protection of 
American interests on land and sea as well. This act was drawn 
by Mr. Madison. It provided a system of protection to our manu- 
facturing interests and discriminating duties in favor of Ameri- 
can ships with a view to build up our merchant marine. That is 
to say, that a duty of 10 per cent, in addition to the ordinary duty, 
should be imposed on products coming from foreign countries in 
vessels “not of the United States.” Those are the words of the 
statute. This was the e principle inaugurated by Mr. 
Madison that enabled the Government to raise revenue and to 
protect American interests on land as well as on the sea, and un- 
der it American shipping prospered for fifty K or more, until 
American ships transported 92 per cent of the commerce of the 
United States. 

Finally we agreed with Great Britain to reciprocity in the mat- 
ter of shipping, or free ships, and from that date until now our 
commerce has declined, until to-day we are transporting only 
about 8 per cent, possibly not that much, of American products— 
that is, of goods we buy and sell—in American vessels, employing 
foreign vessels to rt the remaining 92 per cent. 

Without taking a dollar out of the Treasury, if we should put 
an additional duty of 10 per cent on goods coming to the United 
States in foreign vessels, we would in ten years have our flag a 
ing in all the ports of the world and our shipping interests built 
up until we would haul, in my fag sep 90 per cent of our com- 
merce. What a glorious result to be obtained by going back to 
first principles by protecting American interests on 
have on land. 

I can not see the objections to such a course. We understand 
what it has done by actual experience; and to the extent that this 
bill 1 “m encouragement and a step in that direction I want to 
sustain it. 

We have done everything to protect American interests on land, 
but we have done nothing for fifty years to protect our interests 
on the sea, and to build up American shipping. I hope, Mr. 
President, that this will lead us up to the old act under which 
American shipping prospered, until we can get engrafted on our 
laws the theory or the principle of protective or discriminating 
duties such as we had, and such as was favored in the St. Louis 
5 that first nominated McKinley, and such as was ayer 

y him in his letter of acceptance. Mr. President, although sorely 
pressed, the United States has never abandoned the principle of 
protection to American ships in our coastwise trade, which has 
grown and prospered beyond all expectations and is the pride of 
the American . As to our coast wise trade, the United 
States goes so far that it will not permit a foreign - built ship or a 
foreign-owned ship to be engaged or take any part whatever in it. 
Nothing but prosperity and unbounded success has followed this 
principle of protection to our home interests, 

If foreign vessels had been allowed in our coastwise trade we 
would to-day have no coastwise shipping trade and be as weak 
and as impotent as we are on the seas, hauling in American ships 
only 8 577 cent of our entire commerce—the things we buy and 
sell. y not protect our commerce on the sea as well as coast- 
wise commerce, and save to the American people thousands of 
millions of dollars in our generation? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, if the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] can induce his party to bring in a bill for 
the encouragement of American shipping based upon discrimi- 
nating duties, providing that there should be a reduction of 5, 6, 
7, or 10 percent of the present duties upon all goods brought into 
this country by American vessels, it would receive the most care- 
ful consideration by Senators upon this side of the Chamber, and 
I believe would be triumphantly adopted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ould the Senator vote for it? 
ane PATTERSON. Iam ready to vote for it without any hesi- 

on. ; 

The trouble with the gentlemen upon the other side, who have 
been advocating the building and the strengthening of the Amer- 
ican shipping interests, is that they have pointed out no other way 
than to do it by subsidies. It is a subsidy to-day and to-morrow 
and yesterday—a subsidy in this bill. There is no method sug- 
gested by a respectable number of Senators upon the other side 
to build up American shipping except by taking money out of 
the Treasury that has been collected from the people at large in 
the wayo taxes and parng that money into the pockets of the 
great shipping companies and corporations. 

I believe with the Senator from West Virginia that as soon as 
the country returns to the old-time system that was adopted in 
the early days of the Republic, and under which American ship- 
ping grew and prospered, as it has deteriorated since that system 
was abandoned—just that soon we will have restored to the seas 
of the world the American flag floating over American ships. 

So much for what the Senator from West Virginia has said; 
and it meets a hearty response from me. I believe—I will not 
undertake to speak for anybody but myself—but as I know from 


the sea as we 
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conversations with other Senators a this side of the Chamber, it 
will meet with a hearty response at least from a goodly number of 
Senators upon this side, and I believe there would be no material 
delay in the adjournment of this Congress from the time antici- 
pated or hoped for if the Committee on Commerce, of which the 
Senator from West Virginia is a member, would bring in a bill 
for the relief of American shipping, providing for a reasonable 
deduction of duties upon all goods brought into American ports 
uzon American vessels. I believe, too, if sucha law as that was 
enacted that within less than five years, instead of being as it is 
now—American vessels not carrying one-half of 1 per cent of the 
commerce of the world, while the ships of Great Britain ca: 
nearly 50 per cent of the commerce of the world—they w 
carry a much greater proportion. 

American ships only carry some 8 or 9 per cent of American 
commerce, simply because of the departure from the old-time plan 
of protecting and encouraging American shipping, and depend- 
ing upon subsidies to give strength and virility to that shipping. 

I want to say something while I am on my feetin reply to what 
was said by the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] as to the 
great benefits that within the past few years Congress has pro- 
vided for American sailors u American ships. I have no 
doubt in the world, Mr. President, but that benefits have been 
provided for Am rican sail rs, but when the country understands 
the practical slavery of the American sailor upon American mer- 
chantmen to-day, it will rise and demand that other laws shall be 
enacted in order that we may secure a proper quota of American 
seamen upon the oceans of the world. Referring to a document 
that is quite authentic, I find the following: 

Every steam vessel the construction whereof was begun after June 30, 
1555, is required to have for crew place “a space of not less than 72 cubic feet, 
and not less than 12 superficial feet measured on the deck or floor of that 
place, for each seaman or apprentice lodged therein.” 

Now, what is that? A space on the floor of the forecastle 6 feet 
by 2 feet, constituting a cube 6 feet by 2 feet by 6 feet in height, 
or allotting to the American seaman an American merchant- 
man, under the laws as they exist y, less space than is given 
to an average grave. When a man dies and you the earth 
for his reception you give him more room than is given to an 
American sailor in the forecastle of an American ship under the 
laws as they exist to-day. Six feet by 2 by 6is the minimum, 
and from the emergencies of trade most of the owners of these 
ships limit the sailors to that space in the forecastle! One can 
imagine, Mr. President, what the sanitary condition of the fore- 
castle of an American ship is when they are crowded so that on 
the floor they have but 6 feet by 2 allotted to each sailor, with a 
height of 6 feet. 

There is also another law with reference to the American sailor 
which practically makes him aslave. He takes service upon an 
American merchantman. Theemployeris permitted to make his 
own terms upon the written contract with reference to the wage 
and the payment of the wage; and whatever that wage may be, 
the usual contract is that the shipowner shall not be compelled 
to pay the sailor one dollar of his wages until the end of the round 
voyage. So if a sailor departing from some port in the United 
States to a foreign port wishes to leave his vessel there, and would 
demand payment for the time served, he can not enforce the pay- 
ment of a single dollar. 

When American vessels come into a foreign port, under the law 
upon the statute book, the sailor is made the victim of crimpers 
and those who lie in wait for prey of that kind, by reason of the 
fact that the sailor can not require the shipowner or the ship 
captain to pay a dollar of his wages, because the voyage has not 
ended. And if he deserts, if he leaves these conditions and sur- 
roundings, under the law he may be hunted down and brought 
back on board the ship as the slave was brought back in the days 
of slavery when he left the State of his bondage to breathe the 
free air of another country. 

I read an account not very long ago, Mr. President, of a sailor 
who, by reason of the treatment received by him at the hands of 
the shipmaster, deserted. He was caught. He was brought 
back and put in the galley, with a chain and ball to his leg, giving 
him just latitude enough to reach from one end of the galley to 
the other, to do the cooking for the rest of the crew. 

There is no doubt that the condition of the American sailor has 
been ameliorated to some extent by the legislation of 1895 and 1898, 
but it is equally true that the laws upon the statute book which 
apply to the sailor in the oversea commerce of his country hold 
him a slave; refuse to him what every American citizen on land 
is entitled to receive; that is, payment for the length of time that 
he has served, whether he has entered into a contract for a spe 
fied time or not; payment protanto. It is for this reason and th 
others I have mentioned, I will say to the Senator from California, 
that the great incentive exists so to treat American sailors as that 
when they reach Chinese ports or the of Hongkong they will 
be glad to escape, even with the loss of their wages, from the thrall- 
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dom in which they place themselves, and in those ports no effort is 
made to retake the absconding sailor. The shipownersare glad to 
get rid of them, because they can put sailors on the vessels for one- 

ourth of what they were compelled to pay the white sailors who 
left the service. 

Mr. President, there is a whole lot said these days about Ameri- 
can ships flying the American flag, and the deterioration of 
American commerce. No single item in the controversy is more 
effective to produce that condition than the method of treatment 
that is 8 that in too many instances is resorted to 
by the shipowner in dealing with the American sailor. We ought 
to give some of our time to ameliorating these conditions, to mak- 
ing the American ship a place that would be sought by those whose 
trend of mind leads them to the sea and sea life, rather than to 
create in our vessels conditions which when known appear to the 
American sailor to be fraught with danger to life and health and 


peace. 

It is for this reason that I insist that if we are to give to ship- 
owners on the Pacific coast the right to compel the United States 
to pay them two or three times as much as the United States would 
be compelled to pay a foreign shipowner for the transportation of 
America” supplies, then accompanying the bill shall be provisions 
which will tend to build up on the Pacific coast a body of seafar- 
ing men that will elevate the profession of the sea and give us a 
reservefrom which American sailors may be drawn to man Ameri- 
can war vessels as they may be floated and put into the service of 
2 3 Fenda 5 

or one Mr. President. am opposed to giving any special privi- 
leges, especially to ship companies that are constantly engaged in 
methods that deteriorate and destroy the American sailor and that 
find upon the decks and holds of their vessels room only for the 
yellow, cheap labor that can be secured and is secured in such 
unlimited abundance and amount on the Pacific Ocean. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine moves 
to lay on the table the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON]. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let the amendment be read, please. 

The PRESIDENT 2 tempore. It will again be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 1 
the following: 

Provided, That no Chinese t such as are of right bona fide residents 


excep 
ines 8 States shall be employed on any vessel acquiring benefits under 
ac’ 


Mr. PATTERSON and Mr. TELLER called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I de- 
sire again to announce my pair with the junior Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Stone]. Not knowing how he would vote, I refrain 


voting. 

Heit Cha wert: teanta Ern Marinini TG Monee 

ir wi e senior tor ississippi . Moxey]. 
P The roll call was concluded. 15 ] 

Mr. BAILEY (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
“nay,” but I observe that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS], with whom I am paired, has not voted, and I therefore 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Ihave a general pair with the junior Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. NEwLAN DSJ. I transfer the pair to the senior 
Senator from New York [Mr. Piatr], and will vote. I vote 
* yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 18, as follows: 


YEAS—37. 
Aldrich, Depew, e, Nelson, 
F 
0. 
Allison, Fairbanks, N Boot.” 
Ankeny, E. Ki s Smoot, 
— Foster, Wash. Lodge, Stewart, 
Burnham, in Long, Wetmora 
Burrows, ton, McComas, 
Cla Gallinger, McCumber, 
Cuilom, Gam Mitchell, 
NAYS—18. 
Bacon, McLaurin, Simmo 
Bard, 8 tn — — Teller, * 
Ber Ty * T, er man, T ilman, 
Latimer, Patterson, 
Clay, x Perkins, 
NOT VOTING—X. 
Ba Dolliver, Kearns, Platt, N. Y. 
ey, X McEnery, —— 
Bate, Du Martin, uay, 
Blackburn, Elkins, Millard, pooner, 
Burton, Gibson, Money, Stone, 
Clark, Mont. Morgan, Taliaferro, 
Clark, Wyo. Hawley, Newiands, Warren, 
Clarke, Ark. Hoar, Penrose, 
Kean, Pettus, 


Culberson, 
So Mr. Parrnsox's amendment was laid on the table. 
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Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I beg leave to offer an amend- 
ment, to come after the first section as it is now amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
offers an amendment; which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of section 1 
the following: 


And provided further, That this section shall not apply to any particular 
contract for the t rtation of the articles therein eccribed, whenever, 
after due public advertisement, no bids for the transportation of the articles 
specified therein in a vessel of the United States have been received at 
reasonable rates. 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, in moving this amendment Iam 
following, not in identical terms, but in substance, the principle 
recommended by the late Secretary of War, Mr. Root. I have 
before me in one of the speeches made in Congress an extract from 
a letter of Mr. Root which has not been furnished us in any docu- 
ment, but I deem it appropriate to quote from it, although itis 
not in general use in the Chamber. 

This is known asthe second letter of Mr. Root, which was ad- 
dressed to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, but 
which I do not think has- been furnished in any published form 
to the Senate. Marking the pe which I desire to quote, I will 
ask to insert it here, though I shall refer more especially to his 
particular recommendation. ~ 


{Secretary Root’s second letter to Senator Fryz.]} 


necessarily, to induce an adequate s y of shipping to do the business, 
But a statute which limits Government fre p 3 and a 

from the business of the community at large, to American shipping, under a 
hard and fastrule which prohibits to the rs of the Government busi- 
rtunities which are afforded to the rest of 


economically, 

While I that the best way to accomplish what the American sh 
owners and shipbuilders desire, what I desire equally with themand wi 
you, is to anthorize the preference, stated in terms of a perce „Ido not 
mean to say that this is the only way. I think you could accomplish substan- 
tially the same bea ar = resent bill by adaing at the end of section 2a 
clause something like the following: 

That any head of a Department may suspend the operation of section 1 in 

to any particular contract for the transportation of such articles 
whenever, after due public advertisement, no bids for the happy (beng of 
the articles specified therein, in a vessel of the United States, shall have been 
received atrates which shall be deemed to bereasonable, in view of the poor 
of the Government to promote the employmentof vessels of the United States 
for public 1 

Section 2. as it now stands, sprarentiy contemplates: the general suspen- 
sion of section 1 under circumstances o 1 exigency such as to sexta f 
sppoai to the President for the protection of the interests of the Government. 
Ishould think it would hardly justify going to the President in matters of 
detail, such as are constantly arising in letting contracts for transportation 
of comparatively small quantities of stores. 


In the course of that letter he says: 


While I think that the best way to accomplish what the American ship- 
owners and shipbuilders desire, and what I desire equally with them and 
with you, is to authorize: the: preference, stated in terms of a nI 
do not mean ops that this 3 =e only 2 i ‘ou rere — 
substantially the same thin e 3 adding a of seo- 
tion 2a —— 5 somethin: Het e following: 

That any head of a Department may suspend the operation of section 1 in 
regard toany particular contract for the transportation of sucharticles when- 
ever, after — 2 —— advertisement, no bids for the transportation of the 
articles specified therein, in a vessel of the United States, shall have been re- 
ceived at rates Which shall be deemed to be reasonable in view of tha paler 
of the Government to promote the employment of vessels of the United States 
for public purposes.” 

It will be observed that the Secretary recommends ‘‘ something 
like the following,“ and that his recommendation does not con- 
tain even what he himself would in so many words recommend 
as à statute. f; 

_Tconld not think, Mr. President, of accepting the recommenda- 
tion of the Secretary that any head of a t might sus- 
pend at his pleasure the operation of section 1. It would seem to 


me that the idea which he seemed desirous of accomplishing is in 
that recommendation very inartificially and imperfectly and im- 
properly stated. But the result of what he is driving at may be 


obtained by the amendment in the phraseology in which I have 
attempted to frame it—that is to say, it gives the right to the 
Government to pass upon the question as to whether or not the 
freight charge is reasonable, and it does not require the absolute 
terms of this statute to apply in any case where the American 
vessel has not offered reasonable terms. 

I find, Mr. President; that this idea of the Secretary of War has 
also made a very favorable impression on one of our coll 
L refer to the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has been the 
leader upon the floor in the advocacy.of this bill, for Senate bill 
2437, which is now Calendar No. 268, offered by him, seeks to put 
this measure in this modified and, as it would seem to me, more 
just and reasonable form. I ask to have this bill inserted in my 
remarks, that it may be seen in the RECORD, before I. comment 
further upon it. 

The bill referred to is as follows: 
A bill (S. 2487) to provide for the transportation of naval and other stores 


and supplies in American-built 
Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the Secretary of the Navy shall deem 
it practicable all naval stores and supplies sent by sea shall hereafter be 
in American- built and whenever the Sec: of the 


transporte: i retary 

Navy shall be able to enter into contracts for such transportation at such 
prices and rates as he shall deem reasonable the provisions of section 37 
section 3828, and sections 3718; to and inclusive of section 3702 of the Revi 
Statutes of the United States, and all provisions of law prescribing action in 
departmental contracts, shall not be applicable to contracts made under the 
provisions of this bill. 

Sko: 2; That all transportation at sea of army stores and supplies under 
the direction of the Secretary of War shall be subject to the provisions of 
section 1 of this act. 

Mr. DANIEL. So in essence the amendment I have just offered 
to the pending bill is the proposition of the late Secretary of War 
put as I conceive in unobjectionable legal shape, and is also the 
gravamen of the bill which is now upon our Calendar offered by 
the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr; President 

The PRESIDENT: pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly, 


Mr. TILLMAN. I to the Senator from Virginia that, 
the Senator from Maine having introduced that bill and it having 
been re favorably, and now being on the Calendar, he might 


FVV 
r: irginia incorporating it as a part of his. 

that he move it as asubstitute for the pending bill. The Senator 
from Maine then could not reasonably vote against his own bill, 
and surely our friends on the other side would be willing to ac- 
cept it as a.compromise t of this question. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine is mo- 
mentarily absent from the Chamber, but will presently return. 
He is well aware of. the proposition I am ing; and. will, of 
9 himself be heard upon it duly when he returns, if he 

esires. 

I intended to proceed to say, Mr. President, that, as the late 
Secretary of War no longer has Congress on his hands, and is 
therefore no longer disturbing his spirit over such vexatious 
propositions as this, it would seem to me appropriate that the 

retary of War should be consulted on this measure before the 
Senate undertakes to pass it. 

In the ordinary course of administration this would undoubt- 
edly be a very proper and just practice. When we remember; 
however, that the present Secretary of War was: lately the 
governor-general or the chief representative of this country in 
the Philippine Islands, and that he has, of course, in the ve 
nature of things, made-his-eminently able and practical mi 
thoroughly conversant with this subject, it would seem peculiarly 
desirable that he should be-consulted. 

Iam informed by-an authority which I regard as thoroughly 
reliable that this matter has beem. brought to his attention 
some who desire substantial changes in the existing law, and 
am also informed that the present Secretary of War; who has be- 
come familiar with this topic by reason of his experience in the 
Philippine Islands, is very much opposed to what it is now pro- 
posed to do in the Senate. I am all the more inclined to credit 
this information by what I perceive he has himself said in his re- 

rt as civil governor of Philippine Islands, from which I 

esire to read a brief extract. In that report he says: 

In respect to the trade between these islands and the United States I con- 
cur fully in the remarks of Collector Shuster in his annual report, in which 
he gh the present time the greater part of the freight traffic between 
the Philippines and New York is carried on in foreign bottoms. So far as in- 
dications go, any law which prevented the continuance of that trads in for- 
eign bottoms until an equal tonnage of cheaply operated American freighters 
are actually available to take up that trade and maintain healthy rate com- 

ition would —.— in a décided increase over the nt rates of freight: 


his urden would fallon the already weakened resourcesof these 
islands; and such a result would be more than lamentable from every stand- 
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point. The tonnage plying between these islands and the Pacific coast is Statement showing shipments to Manila, etc.—Continued. 
about equal to the present ‘ht supply, and no change in the present law AMERICAN VESSELS. 


It is, therefore, earnestly recommended that thes resent laws, so far as 
they permit f bottoms to trade between these islands and the mainland 
territory of the United States, be not changed for a period of at least five Shipping port. 
from July 1, 1904, and that positive legislation to that effect te had by 
ngress at an early date. — 
Now, Mr. President, it is true that these remarks of the civil | From Jan., 1899, to Dec., 1902. 
governor of the Philippine Islands are addressed concerning a | Seattle, contract vessels.......|..-...-.-- 
broader proposition than that which is contained in this bill. 
But his recommendations show that this is a subject with which bo JAA toes D00005 
his mind is conversant, one that he has dealt with, and is in| =~ ~~" ""TT 
possession, no doubt, of far wider information than we have re-] From Jan. I to Dec. $1, 1903. 
ceived. It is therefore, in my opinion, eminently proper that he Seattle 
should be consulted, and that the Senate should have the benefit 
of his views. If we are correctly informed with respect to him, Total Jan. 1 to Dec. 31,1903 
then it would appear to the Senate that not only does the late fal Jan., 1899, to Dec., 1903 
Secretary of War 1 61 difficulty, danger, and loss to the United 8 yore 
States from this bill, but that similar ideas are also entertained | Seattle 
by his successor, Grand total 
So far as the debate has gone, Mr. President, the observations 
of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber have been applied, 
for the most part, to the subject of trade between the Pacific coast 
and the Philippine Islands. It should not be lost sight of, how- vom Jan., 1899, to Dec., 1902. 
ever, by the Senate that this bill concerns the world-wide trade Beattie: es lasa 


in the subject-matter to which it refers. In one of the docu- | Chartered vessels .......... amiol. si 
ments which we have for our information there is a summary of Contract vessels „, 903 | 
that trade in recent times. It is true that the inhibitions of this Total (10,007,008 | 8,911 
bill will apply only to those goods, wares, and merchandise which — — 5 

are for the use of the Army and Navy of the United States. It Portland 0,218,809 


is also true that, while that is a considerable item of trade, to put | Sun Francisco EAT OES (Ge A al eof eta a) reece 
that single item in a bill to regulate the merchant marine sery- | ~°W “OP C 7—j———. . —.—— . — .. —.—.— 
ice of the United States seems to me pinching off but a small por- Total Jan., 1899, to Dec., 


tion of the general subject and ignoring the larger and more 1902... 215,662 | 8,911 
prominent interests which are involved in it. From Jan. I to Dec. $1, 1903. 

Why should simply goods designed for the Army and Navy of - 
the United States be placed upon a different basis of transporta- | Pertindt——.—.—. e O [rcv er 4 eames 
tion from other goods which are designed for American citizens, | New York City . 6,073. j >e 


for American merchants, or for anyone else who may trade with 
American ports? Why should one little topic of trade, or one Total Jan. 1 to Dec.31, 1908 
large topic of trade, be specialized and set apart from all other | Total Jan., 1399, to Dec., 1903. 

topics which-are embraced in the great currents of commerce, 


i i i i eee OE 112,911 | 49,474 | 162,385 | 24,799,117 5 
with one special set of laws applicable to it and applicable to no 14.22 13.049 * 231 13.52 so 


H y s 582, 41 
other thing? 8 DHE San Francisco z c ere 
As to this world-wide commerce, however, which is concerned | New York City . 52,619 EGG IO re 


in this single subject-matter of supplies for the Army and Navy f — eRe SES! JB DRESS 
of the United States, I shall ask leave to insert pages 8 and 9 of Grand total. 179,812 | 68,796 | 248, 008 | 38,331,598 | 8,911 
Senate Document No. 94, of the Senate at this session, which con- | See this oort vin foreinn e undar charter was 
tains a statement showing shipments to Manila on commercial owing to no American vemels baing offered for charter. _ Contract shipments 
vessels since January 1, 1899. — að 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair), The 7 — Only two American vessels offered, and rate from $5 to $6 per ton 


A santi : r tha ign bids. This for period Dece: 
Chair hears no objection to the request of the Senator from Vir- 0%. For FFC 
ginia. after inviting competition by circular p x the only other bid bein, 
The statement referred to is as follows: American g ships, 50 cents per ton higher. Also, owing to American 


vessels of Boston Steamship Company being up to be fitted for passenger 


showi ipments to Manila mercial vessels si wary | transportation. 
Sigtement ae Ai ue a 409. nae 9 Fortland.—Shipments from this poes awarded by contract on lowest in- 


bi shi agents in writing or by tele- 
FOREIGN VESSELS. phone. No bids received from American ae 3 


New York City. —Shipments from this port made via foreign vessels on ac- 
count no bids being received from American ships. No formal contracts, 
but shipments made after inviting informal proposals. 


QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 

Washington, D. C., January 9, 190k. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it will be seen from this docu- 
ment, which I will not pause to read at 1 and by Joking, 
indeed, at the very phraseology of this bill, that it concerns Ə 
not only from the Pacific coast to the Philippine Islands, but con- 
cerns trade from all of the United States—New York as well 
as San Francisco, leston as well as Seattle, New Orleans, 
Mobile, or any other seaport of the United States, with any other 
seaport of the wide world to which we may be transporting sup- 
plies for the Army or for the Navy of the United States. 

The result of it will be, first, simply to mulct the United States, 
to throw them in the Orient at the mercy of a few shipowners, 
to put them in all ports of the United States at a disadvantage, 
to pile up the burdens of the Treasury, which the party in power 
Total Jan. 1 to Dec. Bl, 1908 To s06 310 are now endeavoring to keep down as far as they can by side- 

ji tracking river and harbor bills, by sidetracking all great subjects- 
Total Jan., 1899, to Dec., 1008. matter of appropriation, while they put whip and spur to them- 
selves to escape from Washington and large appropriations as 

% speedily as possible for the sake of the country. And yet is it to 
6,278 be that their farewell greeting to the people of the United States 
52,619 |--------- will be to turn over this great trade to a few monopolists and to 
179,812 | 23,764 | 203,576 | 37,111,972 | 8,911 | the Chinese laborers in the East who constitute the crews of the 
ships that trade with the Pacific coast? 
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Mr. President. it has been not many days since the great cry 
that ran through this Chamber was, Support the Administra- 
tion.“ Who would have supposed that the two sides would so 
soon have changed boots? It is that side now which appears as 
a phalanx against the recommendations of the Administration, 
and it is this side which is here advocating a principle recom- 
mended by the late Secretary of War. The reason of the change 
is apparent. That side has the opportunity to serve a monopoly; 
and if it can serve a monopoly at the expense of the Treasury of 
the United States, neither Administration nor anything else any 
longer counts with this patriotic view of the situation. The rea- 
son why this side opposes the bill is because it is a bill solely de- 
vised in the interest of monopoly, which is invited to the public 
crib to help itself with no kind of limitation upon what it may 
demand for carrying supplies for the Army and Navy of the 
United States. 

The Secretary of War, who has all sympathy with American 
shipping, who wants to see the American marine built up, who 
has given instructions, justly I think, that American ships should 
be preferred whenever it could be done reasonably and justly, 
was willing to meet monopoly halfway and divide with them in 
the interest of the Government. He was willing to give them 10 

er cent advantage, 20 per cent advantage, 25 per cent advantage, 
Put he planted the flag of economy and governmental interest 
somewhere. At the end of 25 per cent he got tired and halted. 
But when we get to 20 and 25 per cent here, the other side wants 
to throw the whole thing wide open, with no top and no bottom 
and no boundary, and just say to monopoly, ‘‘ Walk into the War 
and Navy Departments, gentlemen, and help yourselves.” 

The Senator from Maine sympathized a few weeks ago with 
the proposition of the Secretary of War. He wanted reason and 
practicability and experience still to keep a watchful eye upon 
those Who want to make a quick fortune out of the Treasury of 
the United States, and these safeguards of reasonableness and 
practicability and of fixed sentinels upon a post, with specific in- 
structions, do constitute a certain sort of equitable supervision of 
law. But the Senator heard and states to the Senate that those 
who are so eager and who are so rank and insistent on having an 
illimitable carte blanche given to them of the Treasury of the 
United States are suffering with disappointment. They thought 
they were going to get a big subsidy from the United States and 
they did not get it; and this is to be, in the view of the Senator 
from Maine, a sop for Cerberus, a little placebo to the projectors 
of good times and flush times under the present Administration. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado suggested, in line 
with the remarks of the Senator from West Virginia, that.a bill 
comprehending this whole subject, and giving as a preference to 
American ships a reduction of tariff on Which they might 
bring in, would be the best and most desirable way of treating it. 
Iam not prepared to say with the Senator from Colorado that I 
would support such a bill. Neither am I prepared at this junc- 
ture in my mind to say that I would oppose it. 

This much I would say on that subject, that if the Government 
of the United States intends to aid the merchant marine of the 
United States by any particular act for its protection and upbnild- 
ing, that plan, it seems to me, is the least objectionable, and one 
thing at least may be said in its favor. There is the outholding 
of the idea that the people themselves may share in the benefits 
which these shipowners would derive in this, that in the lower- 
ing of tariffs on goods brought in by American ships the consumers 
of the United States at large would perhaps get a mutual benefit. 

So, Mr. President, while there might be disappointment about 
that for the reason that the logic of political economy has been to 
a certain extent deranged and dislocated by the large capital, the 


manifold interests which are concatenated nowadays to regulate | Co 


price, while the law of supply and demand will always be opera- 
tive, like the law of gravity, there are so many dams built and 
so many impediments of an artificial kind put here and there, that 
unless one is familiar or has sought out the occult forces which 
are at work, it is difficult to conjecture precisely the effect of a 
law which is intended for a certain purpose but is magnetized or 
diverted to operate in a different way. 

So, Mr. President, I offer this amendment and feel that I may 
commend it not ony to my own political colleagues on this side 
of the Chamber, but also to gentlemen upon the other side of the 
Chamber, and especially to the Senator from Maine. A bill framed 
according to the principle of his own bill, or which would be bet- 
ter, in my opinion, according to the essential part of that bill, 
which I have put in this amendment, is at least not a very harsh 
bill against the interests of the United States. 

It is one that leaves wisdom and reason and common sense and 
ordinary equity between man and man unsuffocated in the De- 
partments of this Government and with some chance to > psy, in 
the interest of the Government of the United States. U: 

Senator from Maine has so changed his mind on this subject that 


he is no longer to be open to conversion even to his own recent 


anterior opinions, I think we might soon wind up this debate by 
recurring to the recommendation of the Secretary of War and to 
his own indorsement and embodiment thereof in the measure 
which is now before this body. 

Mr. MALLORY. I am very sorry, Mr, President, that the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 
sox] was voted down by a majority of the Senate, because I think 
it was clearly in keeping with the recommendations furnished us 
by the two Departments that are specially interested in this 
measure. I do not think there is anyone on this side of the 
Chamber who is opposed to any legitimate measure that looks to 
the improvement of the condition of our merchant marine, and I 
for one would be willing to go as far as I could consistently with 
my sense of duty as a Senator to promote the welfare of our mer- 


t marine. 
When this measure was before the Committee on Commerce, of 
which I am a member, I was di to favor it because I thought 
that it was in the interest of the development of our mercantile 


vessels; but at that time we did not have before us the reports on 
this measure we have since been furnished with from the War 
Department and the Navy Department. 

As the law stands y both those Departments, when pro- 
yiding transportation for coal, provisions, and supplies of other 
kinds for our use in foreign countries or in the Philippine Islands, 
are required to advertise for bids and to give the contract for 
transportation to the lowest responsible bidder. This measure 
8 to change that and to require that the advertisement 
shall be confined exclusively to American vessels engaged in trans- 
portation and that no foreign vessel can take such a contract. 

The opinion of the Secretary of War upon that subject has been 
produced here and it is so strongly adverse to 5 con- 
tained in this measure that it seems to me, with all due respect to 
the other side, there is nothing to be said in answer toit. He 
tells us emphatically that it would be a great mistake; that it 
would subject the Government to.a great increase in expense in 
. supplies to the Philippine Islands and to foreign 
countries where those supplies are sent, and that it would cost, 
under the circumstances which he indicates in his communica- 
tion, at least three times as much as it does now. 

The proposition of the Senator from Texas, while I do not know 
that it was entirely in accord with the views of that gentleman 
upon this subject, nevertheless oe geen to allow to the vessels 
owned by citizens of the United States a preference up to 25 
cent in advance of any charges that were proposed by any for- 
eign-owned vessel. As the Sendtor tells me, that is in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of the late Secretary of War, 
which is in the following language: 

I think the same result can be accomplished and this danger avoided 
changing the form of the bill so that it will authorize a preference to Am 
can shipping, providing the charge made does not exceed the prices bid by 
the owners of foreign vessels more than a specific percentage, 

He adds in the last line of his communication: 

Ishould be in favor of increasing the preference to, say, 25 or 80 per cent 


Now, the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas took 
the recommendation of the Secretary of War and put it in the 
shape of a bill practically. If there is anyone in a position to 
speak intelligently and intelligibly upon this subject it seems to 
mo that that officer, who has charge of all the dealings of the 
War Department, would be the proper one to furnish us with 
at dns bal ee to apply th rule to the N 

u proposes to apply the same rule e Navy 
De ent. In toan e from a member of this 

y on that subject, we have a statement from Rear- i 
Converse, Chief of the Bureau of Equipment, made before the 
mmittee on Naval Affairs quite recently, in which he says: 

While I much prefer to see the American coal carried in American ships, I 
do not believe that the American ships available are sufficient to meet the də- 
mands of the Navy ent. Idonot think the Navy Department should 
be the one to pay all the subsidy for building up the American merchant ma- 
rine, and I do not think the Bureau of Equipment should have to increase its 
estimates for coal tation beyonde reasonable amount simply to ca: 
coal in American ships. It is my opinion, therefore, as previo’ stat 
that there should be a means provided for carrying American coal in any 
vessel, giving preference to American bottoms. whenever they can be ob- 
tained at a reasonable advance over the price offered by foreign ships, said 
advance to be limited by a certain percentage. 

That, Mr. President,isa reasonable proposition. It is in direct 
accord with the proposition made by the Secretary of War. There 
has not been a word said on the opposite side of this question in 
refutation of the correctness of the position occupied by the Sec- 
2 of War and the Chief of the Bureau of Equipment of the 

avy. f 

Now, it appears from a statement made by the Secretary of the 
Navy, which was published with the report of the committee on 
this 2 that during the last year there were trans- 
ported of coal for the Navy to Cavite in lish bottoms 36,988 
tons; in German bottoms, 5,000 tons; to Yokohama in English 
bottoms, 17,888 tons, and of stores other than coal there were 


-joyed for more than one-half of the 


shipped in American bottoms 373 tons and in French bottoms 77 
tons. The reason for that great discrepancy between American 
vessels and foreign vessels undoubtedly was, as it appears by the 
communication of the Secretary of War and the statement of 
Rear-Admiral Converse, that the American vessels will not bid 
so low for these contracts as will foreign vessels. 

As I have already said, I do not think there is anyone on this 
side of the Senate who is unwilling to do anything which he legiti- 
mately may for the advancement of the interests of the merchant 
marine of the United States. Speaking for myself personally, I 
am very much inclined to favor the proposition which was re- 
ferred to a while ago by the Senator from West Virginfa [Mr. 
ELkIxS] as to establishing certain discriminating duties whereby 
a preference would be given to American shipping over foreign 


Ahe 
ether that would stand the test of a very close analysis of 
the situation in this country, compared with that of other coun- 
tries at the present day, I do not now undertake to say; but it is 
a fact that it was just such a measure adopted originally—begin- 
ning in the very foundation, you may say, of this country—that 
led to the a brags of the merchant marine of the United 
States, and which gave it the 2 7 75 and virility which it en- 
ast century. That project 
was recommended by the late President McKinley, and why his 
party has thought prover to ignore it and to undertake to pursue 
other methods of developing the merchant marine I have never 
been able to entirely understand. 


As I stated in the beginning, when this matter was brought up | Islands 


in committee, I favored it because it did not occur to me that 
there was any risk whatever of combination, by which a fewcom- 
panies owning a great majority of the shipping of the Atlantic 
and Pacific coasts could form combinations and put up prices, or 
that there would be anything which would expose the United 
States Government to the necessity of having to pay a higher rate 
for transportation than it would under the existing law. 

But in the face of the report of the Secretary of War, in the 
face of the facts which have been developed here in this debate it 
seems to me it is a great mistake; and it places those gentlemen 
who favor the measure in the attitude of those who have heretofore 
urged a subsidy and other such measures, to wit, that under the 
plea of building up the merchant marine—a most laudable pur- 


pose and most desirable and most beneficial one to the interest of 


the country if it can be accomplished—they use that as a pretext 
for the purpose of 2 the people of the United States to 
contribute to the welfare and prosperity of particular individuals 
engaged in particular lines of business. 

That being so, Mr. President, I have felt justified in changin 
my views as to the propriety of this measure. While I woul 
have voted very gladly for the proposition of the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], I do not see how it is possible, in the 
face of what we have heard in the shape of authentic reports 
from the Departments which are especially required by law to 
take cognizance of these matters—reports adverse to this meas- 
ure—to bring ourselves, in the face of those facts, quietly to sup- 
port this measure. ; 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have no captious opposition to 
this bill, and certainly no desire to consume any time unneces- 
sarily; but there are some considerations of a very grave char- 
acter which I think it proper should be brought to the attention 
of the Senate. 3 

The bill is really an enlargement of the present navigation 
laws. A great deal that has been said here to-day—and most, I 
think, that seems to be in the mind of Senators in the discussion 
of the bill—is controlled now by our navigation laws, or at least 
will be, so far as the Philippine Islands are concerned, after the ist 
of July. 

Under the present navigation laws no freight can be carried from 
any port of the United States to any other port under the juris- 
diction of the United States, whether for the Army or for the 
Navy or for a private individual, unless it be in a vessel with an 
American registry; so that, so far as almost the entire volume of 
the e is concerned between the United States and any port 
under the jurisdiction of the United States, it is now controlled, 
or will be after the ist of July, by existing law. 

We passed the law in’reference to the Philippine Islands in the 
last Congress, and the enlargement which is proposed by this bill, 
so far as I can properly construe it, is simply to the effect that 
freights, which will be carried from foreign ports to one of our 
ports where we may have a naval station for the use of the Army 
or Navy, or, as is suggested to me by the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. MALLORY], if from one of our ports to a foreign port where 
we may have any of our Army or Navy—for instance, at the 
naval station we have in Cuba—must be carried in American 
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for the use of the Army or Navy, that shipment must-be- mude in 
a vessel o 7 

That is what I understand the bill to be, and I do not under- 
stand it to haye any exceptions Whatever I mean Any exceptions 
as to any shipment of the articles enumerated in this bill, coal, 
provisions, fodder, or supplies of any description, purchased pur- 
suant to law, for the use of the Army or Navy.” 

Now, Mr. President. I do not propose to discuss generally the 
policy of the bill, but there are some practical features connected 
with it which I think are worthy of some consideration. 

We discuss this bill as if it were a bill providing for transpor- 
tation between various points in the United States and the Phil- 
ippine Islands. It is true that the Philippine Islands will be the 
point which will be the most concerned in these shipments, but 
it is not limited to that by any means. 

But, taking the Philippine Islands, I imagine that very little 
coal—taking coal, now, as the heaviest and bulkiest freight that 
will be affected in its transportation under this bill—I imagine 
that very little coal will ever be sent from the United States to the 
Philippine Islands, either in our own ships or in other ships, because 
of the fact that it will not be an economical thing todo. There 
is no coal in the Philippine Islands—none to speak of, certainly— 
none, at least, has been produced to an extent to bring it in asa 
commercial article. 

There are other neighboring countries to the Philippine Islands 
which are large producers of coal. Japan is a large producer of 
coal, and much of the coal, I imagine, that goes to the Philippine 
„ goes there either directly from Japan, or indirectly, 
through Hongkong. There is another large coaling station within 
striking distance of the Philippine Islands, from which, whether 
there is much shipping of coal now or not, shipments of coal may 
be expected, and that is Singapore, 

Singapore is one of the largest coaling stations in the whole 
world. The Philippine Islands are not directly but comparatively 
in a direct line between the Japanese coal poa and Singapore. 
The port of Hongkong lies to the west. Now, without having 
statistics before me I imagine—and if I am in error, Senators will 
correct me—that most of the coal that comes to Manila is obtained 
from one of those three points. I may be mistaken—not having 
looked for the information—in the idea that the coal that goes to 
Manila does not go from the United States. It seems to me it 
would bea very foolish thing to transport coal that distance when 
it may be gotten within a couple of days’ sail of Manila. 

Under this bill no English tramp ship can carry coal from Singa- 
pore, or from Hongkong, or from Nagasaki, in Japan, to Manila 
for the use of our Navy. We have got either. to carry from the 
United States in our ships, at immense cost, and I think at an im- 
mense waste, or else we have got to have American ships where 
they are not now, and where there is no reasonable expectation 
that they ever will be engaged in the local trade between Singa- 
pe and Manila, or between Hongkong and Manila, or between 

agasaki and Manila. That is the practical working of this bill. 

Does that seem wise? What e tation is there that there are 
going to be any ‘‘ vessels of the United States,“ in the language 
of the law—I say of the law,” for it is not simply the language 
of this bill, but it is the language of our navigation laws—‘‘ ves- 
sels of the United States,” which means vessels having United 
States registry—what prospect is there that vessels of the United 
States are going to be engaged in local trade between Hongkong 
and Manila, or Nagasaki and Manila, or Singapore and Manila? 

There is no possibility, practically ing, of any regular 
lines of American ships being established between either of those 
ports and Manila. the absence of such lines there are no 
American ships that can be used in tra rting coal from either 
of those ports to Manila, because outside of ships engaged in 
our coasting trade I do not believe there is a single tramp ship of 
American Aea E bo the United States flag. Therefore from 
any port from which coal will be transported in quantities to 
Manila there will be no ships sailing to Manila in which such 
coal could be tra: a consequence this bill, if enacted 
aslaw, will prohibit the foreign ships from transporting coal from 
those ports to Manila when there are no other ships in which that 
coal can be carried to Manila. 

Mr. LODGE. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. BACON. Shey with pleasure. 

Mr. LODGE. e Senator, I think, is entirely wrong about 
the buying of local coal. The coal used chiefly by the war ships 
there in the East is either American coal or Cardiff coal. 

Mr. BACON. I take the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Bullitt, who represents a great coal firm in 
this country, and who appeared in opposition to the Philippines 
bill, said in a hearing before the committee: 

er, h 
4 Nong ey Ee eee Curran & Bullitt, which for some years has 


bottoms. But it ar-reaching amend- | supp coal used by the Nayx, This cal is shipped from 
Norfolk, Va. and most of it goes offsho: tothe Philippines, where 
ment to nayiga proposed that, never-mind it is held in stock for use of naval Vai OE ton 1 e to 


port other points in the Philippine Islands. 


les 
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That is, it is American coal that is carried out in English tramps. 
We have also bought in the Philippines for our Navy and in Chi- 
nese waters a great deal of Cardiff coal, which comes from Wales. 

Mr. BACON. I will accept the statement of the Senator, but 
that does not in any wise relieve the difficulty. AN the coal that 
goes from America will, after July 1, be controlled by the present 
law, which will prohibit foreign vessels from carrying it, and this 
bill will have no reference to it. All American coal must, after 
July 1. go in American bottoms, whether this bill is passed or no. 

Mr. LODGE. Surely the Senator does not mean to say that all 
of the American coal that is now carried out to our Navy from 
this country is carried in English bottoms? 

Mr. BACON. I understand so; it can not be done after the 1st 


of July. The law is already on the statute books, and it will go | 


into effect on the Ist of July. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is there anything in this law that prevents the 
Government from buying Australian or Cardiff coal delivered in 
Manila or Honolulu or the United States? 

Mr. BACON. I should think most undoubtedly there is. That 
would certainly be a violation of the spirit of the law. What 
benefit would that be to vessels of American registry, if the law 
can be evaded in that way? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is when the Government purchases it in 
some foreign port, but 95 per cent of the coal that comes into the 
United States from foreign countries, that is purchased by the 
Government of private corporations, is delivered at the respective 

JOT İS, 
5 Mr. BACON, Very well. Then, if what the Senator says is 
true, 95 per cent of the trade which you seek to secure by this bill 
can not be secured by it. Therefore, we are here making this 
tremendons effort to secure the transportation in American bot- 
toms of only 5 per cent of all this coal. Is that the view of the 
Senator? If so, is the game worth the candle? 

Mr. PERKINS. I am speaking, if the Senator please, of the 
products of our own land. 

Mr. BACON. I understand. 

Mr. PERKINS. And the transportation of our own soldiers. 
We carry food for them and feed them. That does not come 
from foreign countries, but it comes from the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. If it does not come from foreign 
conntries, we have already a law on the statute book now, which 
goes into effect on the Istof July, which will control every pound 
of it aud make it goin an American bottom. So this bill does 
not effect any purpose in that regard. 

After the Ist of July no freight can be carried from any Ameri- 
can port to the Philippine Islands except in a vessel of American 
registry. Therefore this bill is not necessary to accomplish any- 
thing with reference to any shipments that go from America to 
the Philippine Islands; and we may just put that clean out of the 
bill, because wo have already put a law on the statute book in the 
last Congress that after the Ist of July that shall beso done. And 
the sole question is this: Is there any practical purpose to be se- 
cured by the passage of this bill in the control of trade for Ameri- 
can vessels so far as the Philippine Islands are concerned? 

I respectfully submit that there is not. American coal after 
July 1 must go in American bottoms under a law now existing, 
and foreign coal will not and can not go there in American bot- 
toms even if we pass this law. 

Coming back to the question of coal, if, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] says, all of the coal goes—not all of 
it, buta large part of it—either from America or from Cardiff. 
If you limit it to those two, the present law will control the coal 
that goes from America; and there is no possibility that any ship 
under an American registry is going to be engaged in the coal 
business between Cardiff and the Philippine Islands, or between 
Manila and any port in Asia to which Cardiff coal may be carried 
before shipment to Manila. Is not the argument even stronger 
than the one I put when I spoke of coal as going from Hongkong 
= Nagasaki or Singapore? So what practical benefit will there 
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But there may be very great inconveniences. If the suggestion 
of the Senator from California [Mr. PERRINS] is to be taken as an 
answer to my argument that coal can be bought in these foreign 
countries to be delivered in Manila—if that is to be taken, what 
value remains to the bill? 

The spirit of the bill and the intention of the bill is that all 
coal—I am using coal for the illustration, because that is the 
bulkiest and most constantly needed; there are a great many 
other articles, but I will not stop to enumerate each one of them 
the intent of the bill is that all coal which goes for the benefit of 
our Navy, or our Army, if you pienes; if it uses any, shall go in 
American bottoms; and when I suggest the fact that coal will 


not be carried from any port in the neighborhood of Manila to 


Manila in an American bottom, and that therefore the carrying 
of it there by an English tramp would be unlawful, the Senator 
from California replies that it would be competent to purchase at 
Singapore, for instance, or in Nagasaki, or in Hongkong, coal to 
be delivered in Manila. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator misunderstands my statement. 
Most of the foreign coal that is purchased by the Government is 
purchased from agents who have imported coal and sell it to the 
Government. 

Mr, BACON. I do not misunderstand the Senator; but I sa 
that one of two things is certain—either that that would be snc 
a violation of the spirit of the law as not to be permitted, or, if it 
could be permitted, it would absolutely defeat the law. So that, 
take either horn of the dilemma you wish, and there is no prac- 
tical result coming from it. 

Suppose we pass this law to go into effect immediately, There 
is not a single American ship on the west side of the Pacific Ocean 
which could be engaged in thec ing of coal to Manila or to 
Cavite; and the only possibility would be under the second sec- 
tion authorizing the President to annul the law. 

It is not limited, however, to the matter of coal. I want tocall 
the attention of Senators on the other side, and particularly the 
attention of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], to another prac- 
tical feature of this case. 

There is no beef in the Philippine Islands nor are there other 
animals out of which butchers’ meat can be made, except the 
carabao, which is exceedingly scarce and needed for draft ani- 
mals and not fit to be eaten anyway, and, as is suggested to me 
by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], it is too expensive, 
because 90 per cent of the carabao have been destroyed, and the 
industries of the Philippine Islands are almost paralyzed for a 
lack of the only farm animal which can be used in that climate, 
which is the carabao. I had an opportunity a few years ago to 
see a practical demonstration of the fact of the difficulty of get- 
ting butchers’ meat in the Philippines. I was there for a month 
or two, visited a great many parts of the islands, and was enter- 
tained most hospitably and courteously by officers who were in 
command at various points, and it is a fact that, although I knew 
the officers were putting the very best on their tables that they 
could get, in all that time, outside of Manila and its immediate 
vicinity, I never saw a pound of butchers’ meat. 

The only way they get any butchers’ meat there is occasionally 
when it is brought there from neighboring countries. Of course 
there is some carried over on our transports, but not enough to 
feed our Army or the officers, by any means, It is brought there 
from Japan and from China and from Australia, but none of it 
in our ships. We have no ships in which to bring it. and we are 
not going to have any there in which to bring it. Any meat that 
foes from this country to the Philippines must, after the ist of 
July, goin American bottoms. Any meat that they can get else- 
where than from America can not possibly be carried in Ameri- 
can bottoms, because there are no American ships that are trading 
in those oceans, and none that will be. 

That is a practical instance, and I could illustrate by others. 
We are going to have an army down on the Isthmus of Panama, 
While, of course, in the neighboring countries there will be sup- 
plies more conveniently and economically obtained for the use of 
our Army and for our Navy than if they were shipped altogether 
from this country, cheaper articles, such as forage for horse and 
other things that are conveniently and economically to be ob- 
tained in that country, will be brought there in Rec Fe ne 
Not a single one of them can be used 
for that purpose; and we are going to have no American yessels 
there engaged in that trade. Every particle of it that goes from 
this conntry to Panama will be controlled by the present law re- 
quiring it to be sent in American bottoms, 

If this is true, does it not look like the most utter piece of folly 
that ever was conceived to undertake the passage and insist upon 
the passage of this bill when no practical benetit can possibly be 
expected from it, where everything that will go from this country 
after July 1 will be controlled by law on the statute book already, 
and where everything that goes from another country can not 
haye the benefit of the law because we have no vessels engaged 
in that trade and can not have any? 

Mr. President, I will not elaborate that, but it does seem to me 
that these practical considerations are worthy of the attention of 
the Senate. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, If the statement just made by the Senator 
so clearly and forcibly is true, as he undoubtedly believes it is, 
will any injurious result follow the passage of the bill? 

Mr. BACON, I will say, in the first place, if it is not true I 
should like exceedingly for some Senator to show where the de- 
fect is in the I eet gale 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, I ask the Senator what harm will result? 


small trading vessels. 
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Mr. BAGON. I understand that. Iam coming to the other 
proposition. But before I leave that, if any Senator. can show 
the fault in the argument presented I hope he will do so, in jus- 
tice to us on this side, that we may see where is the defense of 
the bill. Now, the Senator. asks if this ar ent is true what 
harm can be done by the bill. Is it a ient reason for the 

of any bill, is it a sufficient reason for the enactment of 
any law that it can not do any harm? Mr. President, it does 
harm if it encumbers the statute books. without any practical 


purpose. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I put the inquiry because the Senator is in 
antagonism with some of his associates on the other side. Some 
of his associates claim that the bill will work groat harm to the 
interests of the country. The Senator from Georgia has just 
argued that it will do no harm whatever. I let one proposition 
offset the other one. 

Mr. BACON. I gay it will do harm in this respect, and I have 
already touched upon that. It will do a great harm in Manila if 
you have a law which will act as an embargo against the con- 
venient and easy procurement of coal and other supplies needed 
there and which can not. be carried there under the provisions of 
this bill, and if carried there must be carried there in violation 
of the law. That, I think, is where harm will come. As it now 
stands an English tramp can coal from Na ior Hong- 
kong or Singapore to Manila „and it will not be able to do so under 
this bill. It is simply a question whether there shall be a bill on 
the statute books which will be utterly inoperative, or if opera- 
tive great harm and inconvenience and loss are to come to the 
Government in the su plying of its troops. 

Bat, Mr. President, no idea of saying half as much on that 
branch of the subject, although it does seem to me that there is 
a practical view of it to which there is no answer, except the 
answer of the Senator from Indiana, and that is that the will 
be practically inoperative and useless, and therefore we may as 
wall pase it because it will do no harm, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No, Mr. President, the Senator misappre- 
hends. Dasked. him the question, if, from his own statement, it 
would do any harm. I understood him to say No.“ 

Mr. BACON, L understand that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Lsimply drew the Senator ↄut to sho that 
his position was in sharp antagonism to that of his associates. 

Mr. BACON. I was saying that from my point of view it was 
utterly inoperative and could only be defended if the suggestion 
of the Senator: from Indiana were adopted, and that is that it 
would be harmless, 

But, Mr. Prosident, I really rose to call the attention of the 
Senate to another matter in connection with this bill, and I 
would be very glad really if I could: have the serions and ar pe 
tial consideration of Senators on the other side to the point I am 
now about to make. The question as to whether or not our navi- 
gation laws should be enlarged, the question whether still further 
steps should be taken in the direction of securing for ships under 
American registry the exclusive business of transporting coal and 
other articles for our Army, as is proposed in this bill, eyen con- 
ceding for the sake of the argument that it would be a practical 
provision, may be taken asa party question. 

Therefore Senators, of course, recognizing it as a party ques- 
tion, may vote in a way; even though all the provisions 
and details may not meet with their approval. But the question 
Iam going to submit to the Senate isnot a party question, and it 
ought to command, if my view of it is corroct, the entire approval 
and sympathy of every Senator, re ess of party. And that 
is contained in the second section of this bill, which gives to the 
President the right at any time to! suspend, in whole or in part, 
section 1 of this act whenever, in the interests of the national de- 
fence, or for the protection of the interests of the United States, 
such suspension may seem to him desirable.” f 

Iafrmwithont fear of possible contradiction that there is not 
from the foundation of the Government tothe present day a prece- 
dent for such legislation as that. It isa surrender by the law- 
making power of a part of its constitutional function committed 
to it and denied by the Constitution to the executive branch of 
the Government. Of course lamaware of the fact that from the 
early days of the Government there have been acts put upon the 
statute books wherein the President has been authorized, under 
certain conditions named or in the event of the ascertainment of 
certain facts, either to put a law in operation or to suspend its 
operation. 

But that is an altogether different question from 9 
the President, in his uncontrolled discretion, the question whether 
or not a general law. shall be operative or whether it shall besus- 
peace, either cpg omg orpermanently, And the distinction 

been clearly drawn by our Su i 
case of Field against. Clark, reported in 148 United States Ro- 
ports. 


Court in an: elaborate | ing the: 


Of course I need not remind Senators that the very first pro- 
vision of the Constitution says: 

All legislative herein granted shall be vested in a Congrees of t 
United States wi consist of a 9 6 

Now, the question is whether or not this ꝓro bill is in har- 
mony with that provision of the Constitution of the United States, 
The power to legislate in Congress is one without conditions, only 
limited by the restrictions of the Constitution. In other words, 
anything that Congress thinks is a proper thing to be accom- 
plished legislation Congress has the power to enact into law, 
within the limitation which I have already mentioned. Legislu- 
tion is not simply in the creation of law. Legislation is no less 
legislation in the destruction by repeal.of that which is already 
law. The repeal of a law is as technically and vitally legislation 
as the enactmont of alaw, and the permanent suspension of alaw 
or the temporary suspension of a law is no less legislation than 
either its enactment or its repeal. 

Now, the effect of this is to put in the hands of the President of 
the United States in his discretion, absolutely without control, 
the power at any time to suspend this law, either in whole or in 
part, either for a day or for the balance of his Administration or 
until some other President. shall restore it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pe tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mı. HALE. The point the Senator is making, that it is not 
desirable that in form the President should be given the power 
to suspend a law—— 

Mr. BACON. No; however, go ahead. 

Mr. HALE. To suspend the operation of a law—— 

Mr. BACON, Suspend the law. Go ahead. 

Mr. HALE. That, of course, is not a now suggestion. It has 
arrested the attention of other Senators. There is a distinction 
undoubtedly between providing that when certain facts are es- 
tablished the President may do a given thing 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HALE. And providing in terms that he shall have the 
power to . tho operation of and counteryail the law. Isup- 

it could all be reached and we could save time —I did not 
xa this bill—ifinstead of section 2, to which the Senator is ad- 
dressing himself, it should be provided, in line 7, that vessels 
of the United States or belonging to the United States 

Mr. BACON, Line 7 of what page? 

Mr. HALE. The first.section. 

Mr. BACON, The first section. 

Mr. HALE. This will dispense with section 2. 

Mr. BACON. After the word “Navy?” 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

That vessols of the United Sta or belonging. to the United Stators, and 

em in th rtation 0 i 
CCT 
lic interest. 

Pe BACON. I do not think that meets the legal question at 


Mr. HALE. Now, what form of words 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will provide a certain contingency 
that upon the asoertainment of certain. facts such and such law 
shall be in force, then he will come within the terms of the doci- 
sion of the Supreme Court in the case of Field v. Clark. In that 
case, at page 692 of volume 148 of the United States Supreme 
Court Reports, the court says: 

That Congress can not delegate legislative power to tho President is a prin- 
ciple universally recognized as vital to the integrity and maintonance of the 
— at government 1 the Constitution. The nagt at October 1, 
1500, in the particular under oration, is not inconsistent with that prin 
eiplo. It docs not in any real sense invest the President with the power of 
logislation. For the parpose of securing reci trade with countrics pro- 
ducing and exporting sugar, molasses, coffce, tea, and hides Congress ipelf 
dctermined that the provisions of the actof October 1, 1890, pormitting the 
free introduction of such articles should bo suspended ns to any country pro- 
daciog and exporting them that imposed exactions aud dutios on the ngri- 
cultural and other ucis of the United States which tho President 
Sooner eae is, w he found to be—reciprocally unequal and unrcason- 
able. 

Congres 1. paranc; De; 8 — . 
an on & mo coffee, tea, or hides dui or expor 
from snch designated conntry. while the lasted. z 

Nothing involving the expediency or the jnst cpevetion of such logiela tion 
was loft to the determination of the mt. Tho words, “he may deem,” 
in the third section, of course implied that tho President would examine the 
commorcial reguln of other countries producing and exporting sugar, 


mo! coffee, tea, and hi and form a judgment as to whether they were 
reciprocally equal and or the contrary, — Ameri 
ca uc 

Dut when ho fact that duties and exactions reciprocal! 
mnequal and unreasonable were imposed upon theagricultural or other eo A 
ucts of the United States by a country producing and exporting sugar, mo- 


no 
tion of ‘the 80 
of the policy established by Congress, 
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As the suspension was absolutely required when the President ascertained 
the 1 t can not be said that, in ascertaining that 


issuing his proclamation in obedience to the legislative „he 

exercised the function of making laws. tive power was exerci 
when Congress declared that the suspension should take effect upon a named 
contingency. What the President was required to do wassimply in execution 
of the act ot Congress. It was not the making ot law. He was the mere agent 
of the rote pi, department to ascertain and declare the event m which 
its expressed was to take effect. It wasa of the law itself as it left 
the hands of Congress that the provisions, and complete in themselves, 
rmitting the free introduction of sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides 
m particular countries should be suspended in a given contingency, and 

that in case of such suspensions certain duties should be imposed. 

It will be noted that the court expressly denies that anything 
involving the expediency of the operation of the law can be dele- 
gated by Congress to the Executive, and that is exactly what is 
proposed to be done in the broadest and most unrestrained man- 
ner by the second section of this bill. The President was only 
empowered to ascertain certain facts, and when so ascertained 
the law should be suspended, as Congress had determined and in 
the statute had prescribed should occur. 

The Chief Justice and Justice Lamar dissented; but all of the 
justices, including those who dissented, agreed upon the principle 
involved in the case, but only differed as to the application of the 
same to that icular case. 

I had intended to pursue this line of argument further and to 
review the several statutes heretofore enacted by Congress in 
which similar powers were conferred upon the Executive, with 
the view of showing that they are all of them of the character of 
the provision of the act of 1890, which is upheld by the court in 
the foregoing case, and that none of them contain such a provi- 
sion as that found in the second section of this bill. But it is un- 
necessary to do so, as the Senator from Maine recognizes the 
principle for which I contend. 

Mr. HALE. You can say that whenever there shall be estab- 
lished in the mind of the President the fact that the operation of 
this statute—— 

Mr. BACON. That will not meet it. 

Mr. HALE. You can not apply a distinct fact, because the 
fact in one case will be different from what it will be in the other. 
I began—and I do not like to legislate without being frank and 
outright—by saying that I appreciate the force of that distinction, 
and I am trying to get the Senator to tell me what he thinks about 
it. It seems to me this would do: 

Unless the President shall otherwise order in the public interest. 

Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. HALE. That is, the President determines that it is in the 
public interest. Or you may say, provided the President is sat- 
isfied that the prices charged are unreasonable.” But that is 
only saying in other words what is said here—that itis in the 
public interest. You can not basethis upon a statement of facts 
to be found unless you have some phrase which covers it. 

Mr. BACON. And yet the law requires that it shall be based 
upon some facts to be found. 

Mr. HALE. Well, now, what has the Senator in mind? Sup- 

, instead of these words, we say that the President, upon be- 
ing informed or believing that unreasonable rates are being 
demanded not in the interest of the Government, may otherwise 
order. 

Mr. BACON. I will say this to the Senator: I have not been 
endeavoring to determine upon a particular phrase that would 
meet the requirements of the law, because 

Mr. . Ought not the Senator 

Mr.BACON. The Senator will allow me justa second, in order 
to finish my sentence? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Because my mind has not been running in that 
direction. But I want to say to the Senator frankly that we have 
a number of statutes, some of them dating back to the very early 
days of the Government and running up to the McKinley Act of 
1890, in which there is a framing of the law along the line he is 
5 to reach; for instance, the suggestion of the Senator 
that the proviso should be limited to the finding of the fact by the 
President that the prices were unreasonable or that a monopoly 
or a combination had been made. But what I am trying to sug- 
gest to the Senator is this: It must be something specific. It can 
not be put simply upon the ground of the ju ent of the Presi- 
dent as to the interest of the United States. There must be some 
specific fact found. 

Mr. HALE. But the President must be the judge whether the 
fact is established. 

Mr. BACON. Ofcourse. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the Senator from Georgia is indisput- 
siy right in his criticism of this provision, but whatever may be 
said about it as a matter of proper legislation, as a matter of law 
it would be valid with the provision suggested by the Senator 
from Maine, 
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Mr. BACON. As to prices? 


Mr. HALE. The law then would stand, not being suspended 
by the President, because the law would be that they shall be car- 
ried in this way unless the President finds the charges exorbitant. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. And otherwise orders. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course; that would follow. 

Mr, HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. In that way it is rather a conditional law which 
continues in effect. 

I think the Senator from Georgia has performed a useful serv- 
ice in calling attention to this matter, and I am gratified to see 
Senators on the other side willing to remove that objection; 
though eyen with that I should vote against the bill, as embody- 


mee bad panpe 

. HALE. I am entirely willing that that provision shall be 

p in, because this consideration which the Senator from Georgia 
as raised I may say is not new and has been in the minds of 

Senators upon this side as well as upon the other. It is undoubt- 

edly better that we do not set a precedent of declaring in terms 

that the President shall absolutely have the right to countervail 


a law. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like very much, if it is 
agreeable to the Senator from Georgia, to make one suggestion 
for his consideration and that of the Senate at this point in the 
discussion, and that is of the ground upon which it seems to me 
this must be supported, if at all, and upon which it seems to me it 
can be easily supported, if I may have his leave to do it. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I agree with the Senator from Georgia that the 
lawmaking power can not be vested in the Executive except to 
the familiar extent of his approval of laws. You could not say 
lawfully that an estate shall go to all the children on the death 
of the owner unless the President thinks it would be better to 
have the law of primogeniture, and in that case it should go in 
accordance with that principle. That is perfectly clear to my ap- 
prehension. 

The argument of the Senator from Georgia is a very clear and 
powerful statement of a sound doctrine. But, as I understand 
this, it is a regulation of the executive power which the law- 
making power may do unless the executive power be regulated 
and defined by the Constitution itself. 


would have a perfect right to do if there were no provision of law 
specifically ee it. 
Mr. BACON. Will the Senator allow me, in this connection? 


his general power? 

Take the most important instance of executive power—the ex- 
ecution of criminals. Suppose we should say by law that the 
execution of all criminals capitally sentenced should occur within 
thirty days after conviction, but that the 8 or the Presi- 
dent, if he find it expedient, may prescribe a different period. 
Now, is it not clearly within the power of the legislature to limit 
an executive act or to leave that executive act where, without 
law, the executive would limit it, as a matter of course, to his 
discretion? 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me in this connection? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will let me say right here that in the 
State of Maine we have lived for a number of years under a stat- 
ute which declares in terms that the time for executions shall be 
fixed, under certain limitations, by the governor. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to beg the pardon of both Senators. I do 
not want to thrust myself into the debate. But it seems that this 
consideration completely supports that contention. 

Mr. BACON. fore the Senator from Massachusetts takes 
his seat, I desire to call his attention to the fact that this bill is 
not and does not purport to be the arrangement of an Executive 
function. 

Mr. HOAR. Does it not 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I am trying to 
tell him. It is not limited to the question as to how provisions 
and coal and things of that kind shall be carried in Government 
transports, but it extends to all other vessels under American reg- 
1 This does not have any 

. HALE. This bill does not apply to anything but Govern- 
ment supplies. 

Mr. BACON. Iknow that, but it does not deal exclusively with 
the question of carrying freight in Government transports. It is 
extending the navigation laws as to all vessels. It is making the 
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navigation laws extend beyond the present limitation, which is 
as to transportation between ports under the jurisdiction of the 
United States, to the transportation of anything intended for the 
Army or Navy, regardless of what port it may come from, so 
that no foreign ship can engage in it. Congress may empower 
the President to perform an executive duty in one way or another, 
but it can no more empower him to annul a law prescribing an 
executive duty than any other law. 

The suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts, while of 
course an ingenious one, can, I think, upon consideration, be easily 
recognized by all as in no manner affecting this question. If 
that were so, every one of the cases reviewed by the Supreme 
Court in the case of Field v. Clark is one that relates to some ex- 
ecutive function, some executive act, and yet the Supreme Court 
of the United States clearly draws the distinction along the line 
which I haye endeavored to present to the Senate—that the execu- 


tion of a law can be made contingent upon the ascertainment of a and 


definitely ibed fact, and that when the executive ascertains 
that fact, he does not make the law, he does not exercise a judg- 
ment whether or not the law shall be operative; he only ascer- 
tains a fact that itis impracticable for the legislature to ascertai 
and therefore it commits to him the power to ascertain it, an 
says upon the ascertainment of the fact the law which they make 
shall either be operative or inoperative, as the case may be. 
Therefore, as said by the Senator from Texas, and as I say, the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maine as to the change in this 

rovision of the bill will bring it within the requirements of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. I propose to offer the amendment I havesuggested. 
It will strike out section 2. 

Mr. BACON. I it will bring the bill within the Constitution, 
I will not detain the Senate a minute longer. 

Mr. HALE. Iam entirely willing todo it. I may say to Sena- 
tors, and I hope I am not unreasonable in saying it, that I should 
like very much to have a vote on the bill. I donot understand 
that any Senator on the other side because he assents to this propo- 
sition approves the bill or in any way is committed to it, but I 
should be very glad to have a vote and have the matter out of 
the way and have it out of my way. 

Mr. BACON. I can not speak for other Senators, but for my- 
self, if the amendment meets my criticism, I will not have any- 
thing further to say. 

Mr. HALE.. Then I move, after the word “Navy,” in line 7, 
section 1, to insert the words which I have read: 

Unless the President shall otherwise order in the public interest. 

Then, when that is adopted 

Mr. BACON. That will not do. It does not meet the point at 


all. 
Mr. HALE. The words are precisely the same that I read be- 


fore. ‘ 

Mr: BACON: If the Senator will put it in this way—I will not 
give the exact phraseology, but the essential part of it unless 
it shall be found that the prices charged are unreasonable;’’ that 
is the ascertainment of a fact and will meet the requirements of 
the law. 

Mr. HALE. It is difficult when vou come to particularize, but 
as the Senator from Texas has said, the provision I have read 

ings it within the theory and scope of the law, as pretty much 
all of us as lawyers understand it. Now, as I said before, you 
may say, unless the President shall find that the prices charged 
are undue and unreasonable.” 

That would bring it within the law. 

Mr. HALE. That would be only another form. : 

Mr. BACON. No; whether in another form or not, it is vital 
and essential to the maintenance of the principle. When you say 
that the President, when he finds it to the public interest,“ you 
go beyond the limit, and you make him the legislator and let him 
set aside the act of Congress. But whenever you say that this 
shall be the law unless the President finds the price to be unreason- 
able, then you are making the law and he is simply finding the 
facts. 


Mr. HALE. “Unless the President shall find that the price or 
rates of freight charged bysaid vessels are unreasonable,” That 
will cover it. 

Mr. BACON. Please read it again. i 

Mr. HALE. It follows the general provision for transportation 
for the use of the Army or Navy: 

Unless the President shall find that the rates tcha: 
17 ested 0 rates or prices of freigh rged 
Which have just been described as vessels of the United States— 

unreasonable. 


are 


That surely will cover it. 


sa 
Mr. BACON. I think that probably comes within the principle 


of the law. 
Mr. I move that amendment, Mr. President. 


Mr. BAILEY. I suggest that in order to bring it clearly within 
the doctrine of Field v. Clark we employ the language of the 
court in that case, and say unless he shall deem the charges un- 
reasonable.“ As I recall it, the provision of the law then under 
consideration by the court was what is known as the “ reciprocity 
section.” of the tariff law. 

Mr. BACON. The law of 1890. Ihave it here. 

Mr. BAILEY. So that whenever the President might deem 
these regulations unreasonable. or unjust 

Mr. HALE. “Unreasonable.” 

Mr. BAILEY. The language of the act of October 1, 1890, 
was— 

May deem to be reciprocally unequal and unreasonable. 

So, it seems to me, we should put in here: 


tars worms ORATORE SDAN be deemed by the President to be unreasonable 
und 


Mr. HALE. Unless the President, I said, shall find, but 
shall deem.“ 
Mr. BACON. Either one. 


Mr. BAILEY. The Senator emplo 
which the Supreme Court transla 


Mr. BACON. That is right. 
Mr. HALE.. We are not far apart. I will say unless the 
President shall deem.” 

Mr. BERRY. ‘Find’ is a better word. 

Mr. HALE. “Find” was my suggestion? 

Unless the President shall find that the freight charges—— 


Mr. BAILEY. Say transportation charges,“ because we are 
providing for been oe rare charges, 

Mr. HALE. Well, transportation charges.“ 

Mr. PATTERSON. “Rates of freight charges.” 

Mr. BACON. ‘‘Are unreasonable.’ 

Mr. HALE. Shall find the freight charges 

Mr. BACON. “Excessive or unreasonable.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. Why not put it “the rates of freight 
charges?” 

Mr. HALE. The rates of freight charges by said vessels are 
unreasonable.” I will move that amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HALE.. Certain! 


> % y: 

Mr. BACON. Section poas out. 

Mr: HALE. As soon as this amendment is adopted I shall move 
to strike out section. 2. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to niake 
s Ar Ba lL Ex 1 that with 

2 I presume without any express provision 
to that effect, the President, finding these . 
to be excessive. would be authorized under the existing law to 
ask for bids, as he does now? 

Mr. BACON. Of course; undoubtedly. 

Mr. BAILEY. With that understanding 

Mr. HALE. He would have that right. All this would be done 
by bids, anyway. That is where the ident will get at the fact 
that the charges demanded by the vessels are unreasonable, be- 
cause they will all be brought to his attention by bids. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am not perfectly sure. I do not concur with 
the views expressed that this is really an executive function. The 
President, having the goods and having tho ships of the Govern- 
ment, would have a right to order the goods transported in Gov- 
ernment ships. Buthewould not have the right except under the 
E of the statute to make contracts for their transportation, 


Mr. BACON. That right exists now. 
Mr. BAILEY. Under the existing law. What I want to be 
sure about is that this provision does n isti . 
Mr. BACON. If the Senator will m me a moment, I do 
not think there can be any possible 5 on that point. This 
isa ision that vessels of the United States, or belonging to 
the United States, and no others, shall be employed in the trans- 
portation by sea of coal, provisions, fodder, or supplies of any 
description purchased pursuant to law for the use of the Army 
or Navy, unless” so and so.. Then, of course, if it is found to be 
that way, this law does not apply and the present law is in exist- 


the very expression into 
the words “as he may 


ence, There is not any e question about that. 
Mr. BAILEY. Iti that is probably true, and yet we often 
find ourselves ing by implication. It is a little difficult to 


statute is repealed under some nes 
ed under others. In other words, the courts are 
not inclined to favor the conditional repeal of statutes, and we 


might find that having given to the President this authority un- 
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less certain circumstances exist he would be withont that author- 
ity under other circumstances. Still, I make no question abont it. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President. I suggest to the Senator that if 
he simply follows what he has there, a direction to the President 
to proceed in the same manner as under existing law or in some 
other way, the whole thing will be complete. 

Mr. HALE. This is a measure that takes effect when the Pres- 
ident decides that the present existing law does not apply. That 
is all that is intended. I have no objection to striking out section 
4, which in terms declares that it absolutely repeals acts incon- 
sistent with this act, and that takes away the question as to 
whether if the President does intervene he can fall back upon ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. TELLER. The President would certainly fall back on the 
existing law if the Senator would add that to his modified clause. 
It seems to me that that is the proper way to do it, and that is 
what I tried to suggest. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to adding that. Iam trying 
to get suggestions. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that the present law pro- 
vides that this transportation shall be had by advertisement to 
the lowest bidder. The bill under consideration, if it becomes a 
law, not only by implication of the first section, but by express 
provision of section 4 provides: 

That all acts and parts of acts in so far as inconsistent with the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Maine stops where he 
says it will stop, that is to say, that the first section of this pro- 
posed law shall apply unless the President finds the charges are 
unreasonable, then if he does find it so and the existing law is re- 
pealed, where is the law upon which bids can be had and the 
transportation carried on? ` 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, that is precisely 
what we have been discussing. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand it. 

Mr. HALE. We have been trying to reach that, either by strik- 
ing out section 4, which repeals all laws, and simply leave this 
as a modification and as a substitute unless it is arrested in its 
operation by the present law. In that case the words can be added, 
in which case the law as now existing shall apply.” Either can 


be done; I do not care which, but I think it would perhaps be 1525 as 


well to strike out section 4 and then make this, which is a locum 
tenens, hold the place of that statute. If it is not arrested by the 
President it applies, but if it is applied then the present existing 
statutes we do not repeal, We simply provide that the President 
by his act may declare and find that this provision does not apply, 
and if it does not apply the old law does apply. I think that, 
perhaps. is the most symmetrical way of getting atit. Iwill move 
then this amendment, and will move afterwards to strike out sec- 
tion 2 and section 4 also. 

Mr. BACON. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I think the Senator had better recast the 
entire first section. 

Mr. HALE. I want to amend the first section. 
ment is to the first section. 

Mr. PATTERSON, And then recast it. 

Mr. HALE. There is not any recasting to be done. It applies 
perfectly the language after the word ** Navy.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 7, after the word“ Navy,” 
insert: 

Unless the President shall find that the rates of freight charges by said ves- 
sels are excessive and unreasonable. 

Mr. HALE. That is it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I suggest to the Senator to add something 
like this. in which case the transportation shall be regulated as 
may be otherwise provided by law.” 

Mr. BERRY. In which case the contract shall be made un- 
der existing law.“ is, I think, a better phrase. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In which case the charges 

Mr. HALE. No; in which case contract shall be made 

Mr. CULBERSON. As may otherwise be provided by law.” 

Mr. HALE. That is in already. ‘‘ Unless the President shall 


Mr. CULBERSON. In other words, the suggestion I make, 
crude as it may appear, is intended to refer the question back to 
the law as it exists in other statutes—that is, by bid—and to ex- 
clude the idea that that statute is repealed. 

Mr. HALE. But does not the Senator think I reach that by 
striking out the provision of section 4, that all other acts are re- 
pealed? We do not repeal any law. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I rather think it will have that effect, but 
thesuggestion I make will altogether relieve any doubt about it. 

Mr. BAILEY, It does not necessarily follow 8 the legis- 


The amend- 
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lative body does not incorporate the repealing provision that it 
does not therefore repeal an existing and conflicting law. It 
would repeal any existing and conflicting law. 

Mr. HALE. It does, while it operates. 

Mr. BAILEY. It does; and I think the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor meets it, but I myself am inclined to prefer the suggestion of 
my colleague, because that excludes the idea of any conflict be- 
tween the present and the existing law as to these contracts. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Secretary read the amendment I have of- 
fered, and then I will add to the language. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 7, after the word Navy,“ 
insert: 

Unless the President shall find that the rates of freight charges by said 
vessels are excessive and unreasonable. 

Mr. HALE. Add, In which case contracts shall be made 
based upon existing law.” 

Mr. BERRY. That is right. 

Mr. BAILEY. Made under it.” 

Mr. HALE. “Made under existing law.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. This is existing law. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In which case contracts shall be made under existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, I move to strike out section 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves 
to strike out section 2. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I do 
not want to delay the bill, but what is the significance of section 8? 
Is it anything more than to say they are directed to obey the law? 
Of course they are not to enforce the provisions the President is 
directed to enforce. 

Mr. HALE. That is simply, as this matter comes into two De- 

rtments, that each head of eee shall enforce the law in 

is Department; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. But that will be equally their duty without it. 
It does not mean that the Secretary of War and the Secretary of 
the Navy shall enforce so much of the law except that the Presi- 
dent is to do certain things. If you og fag the Secretary is di- 
rected to enforce the provisions of the law, it only means that he 
is directed to obey it, and that is implied without it. It does not 
seem to me that that is a very good provision to put into a law. 
I would strike it out. z 

Mr. HALE. I do not think it does any harm or any good. 
What the President is directed or authorized to do will be done 
through the Secretaries. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I would strike that out. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want to say a few words about 
the bill itself, late as it is. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I think I will move 
to strike out section3. 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield for that p 5 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think it a proper form of legislation. 

Mr. HALE. I am always para to hear the Senator from 
Colorado, but I should like to have the bill passed. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not want to have the bill passed before I 
make my speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to strike out section 3, in the 
following words. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of Wär and the Secretary of the Navy are 
hereby directed to enforce the provisions of this act. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not desire at this late hour 
to detain the Senate, but this is a very important bill, and it has 
been railroaded along yesterday afternoon and to-day with a haste 
that has been very unusual. The amendments that have just 
been made might have been made yesterday just as well as to-day. 

Mr. President, I am opposed not simply to the details of the 
bill, but I am opposed to the 1 we have established in it. 
I am opposed to the bill that is to follow, a companion bill, No. 
2259, which is to complete this arrangement and which is to put 
the trade between the Philippine Islands and the United States 
under the coast-line acts of tis United States. 

I am opposed to the bill, in the first place, Mr. President, be- 
cause it is a subsidy bill. I am not opposed to certain preferences 
being given to American ships, but when you do that, I want to 
feel that it is a fair system and puts the ships of all parts of the 
United States on an equality. Ican see no reason why you should 

ive to the ships between rts of the United States and the 
ppine Islands a certain advantage that you deny to the ships 
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between the Atlantic ports and the Pacific ports and other sections 
of the world. I suppose it may be said that it will be followed by. 
giving preferences or advantages, but they will have to be differ- 
ent advantages. You can not apply this principle to the trade of 
the world generally. So, I think, to begin with, it is a vicious 
Way of commencing a ship-subsidy system. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to it on other grounds. Iam go- 


ing to wait until Senators get Seong 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senate will be in order. 

Mr. TELLER. It is bad enough to talk at this hour. I donot 
care about being delayed very much, but I do not believe, Mr. 
President, in hasty legislation. I do not believe that it is an ex- 
cuse for a failure to enter your protest inst a bill which you 
believe to be bad, because it is not convenient for Senators to stay 
away from their dinner. There is no reason in the world why, if 
this isa proper bill to pass, it can not be passed upon another day 
just as well as to-day. There is a very large majority here ap- 
parently in favor of this bill. Itis their right to pass it when 
they get ready. 

It is my right and the right of those opposed to it to have an 
opportunity to enter their objections to it, and I am going to do 
it now. Ishould be much better pleased to do it some other day 
if it would be just as convenient, but if it is the policy of the 
party 1 5 ven to pan is bi to insist 5 going h with 
it to-ni am going to make my speec night, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask unanimous consent that the bill shall 
be taken up at the expiration of the routine morning business 
95 5 next, and that a vote shall be taken upon it during 

t day. 

Mr. ALLISON. At 5 o’clock? 

Mr. HALE. Well, I will ask that at 5 o’clock on that day we 
shall vote i the bill and all pending amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. Five o’clock or before. 

Mr. ALLISON. Four o'clock. 

Mr. HALE. I will ask that a vote shall be taken during that 


day. 

Mr. TELLER. To say during the day is a better way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may be taken up for considera- 
tion after the routine morning business on Tuesday. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before that request is put, I should like 
to ask the Senator in charge of the bill if he supposes that by that 
time we shall have the result of the hearings on this bill, which 
I understand is being had by the present Secretary of War? 

Mr. HALE. There have been no hearings, I understand, on 
this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand there have been. 

Mr. HALE. There have been none. 

Mr. TELLER. On last Thursday. 

Mr. HALE. No; there have been none. 

Mr. LODGE. The Secretary of War, I will say, has been be- 
fore the House committee and the hearings were on the Philip- 
pine bill, not on this bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that the representatives of 
certain ship: ae ees have been before the present Secretary 
of War on this ill or the associated bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The companion bill. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Both are pending, and we would like to 


know—at least, I should like to know—if we will have the result | J 


of that inquiry before us in some Way by Tuesday. 
Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that I do not understand 
there have been any hearings or anything taken down. The rep- 


resentatives of different interests have been to the Secretary, as I | lett 


have, and I will get, so far as it can be gotten, and bring it in on 
Tuesday, anything that there is of record, but I do not presume 
os of 15 record of an g. 


Mr. TELLER. We have the opinion of the former Secretary, 
and I should like to have the opinion of the present Secretary. 

Mr. HALE. If the Secretary chooses to senditin. The inter- 
est, I will say, that the Secretary has felt in this matter is not in 
this bill; it is in the Philippine bill. i 

Mr. TELLER. It is the same thing. 

Mr. HALE. He has recently come from the Philippines. It is 
hardly the same thing. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to discuss this bill in its effect upon the 
Philippines. 


1 

Mr. HALE, I make this suggestion for a vote on Tuesday. I 
see how the Senator feels abont it. 

Mr. TEL I have no objection to the proposition. 

Mr. HALE. It is late, and that is why I make the proposition. 

The PRESIDENT ae tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the consideration of the pending bill may 
be resumed after the morning business on Tuesday next, and that 
the final yote be taken on it during that day. 

Mr. HALE. The final vote on the bill and all amendments. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill to be still open to amendment? 

Mr. HALE. The bill to be still open to amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill which has been pending may 
be ordered to be reprinted as it has been amended, and that it 
also be printed in the RECORD as amended. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? TheChair 
hears none, and that order is made. 

The bill as amended is as follows: 

A bill (S. 2263) to require the employment of vessels of the United States for 
public purposes. 


of coal, provisions, fodder, or supplies of any description, purchased pursuant 
to law, 7:7... OA Huey, AIA the PECAK 5 

the rates of freight es by sai 

in which case con 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval serv- 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of 5 by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 89) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Markham; 

A bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H, 

ey; 

A bill (S. 153) granting an increase of pension to William W. 

A bill (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to Hugh T, 
rå bill (S. 156) granting an increase of pension to Harriet L, 

ord; 

A bili (S. 268) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
ohnson; 

A bill (S. 312) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
iatt; 
A bill (S. 317) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer Hal- 
A bill (S. 354) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Gris- 
wold; 
A bill (S. 386) granting an increase of pension to Homer D, 


LLER. Yes, thereis. Iam informed by a gentleman | Wells 


who was present that the Secretary had a stenographer who took 


ells; . 
A bill (S. 562) granting an increase of pension to Emeline F. 


down everything that was said. I should like, while we are get- | Emm 


ting that, to get the opinion of the Secretary of War on this sub- 
ject, if the Senator will do that. 
Mr. HALE. 


The Secretary can send it in at any time, if he 


chooses; we can not oblige him to do that. But I will say to Sen- | kins 


ators I will ask the Secretary if there are any matters of that 


kind, and if any meetings have been taken down to send in the | De Roch 


hearings, so that we can have them here Tuesday morning. 

Mr. Will you also ask the Secretary for his opinion 
on this bill? 

Mr. HALE. We never have done that. We nemi when 
we send directions that we do not want an opinion, Ihave known 
that objected to frequently. We ask for facts, we ask for papers, 
but we always object to opinions. 


ons; 
ae bill (S. 588) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F, 
2 
A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Lar- 


A bill (S. 693) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
er; í 


A bill (S. 727) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Wetherell; 
A bill (S. 819) granting an increaseof pension to John B. Glover; 
„„ granting an increase of pension to Marquis L. 
vens; 
A bill (S. 893) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Angelo; 
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z een an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
ith; 


A bill (S. 935) granting a pension to Mary S. Clark; 
A bill (S. 1272) granting an increase of pension "to Samuel 


1 bil (S. 1280) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil- 
5 bin (S. 1392) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
. = 1530) granting an increase of pension to Theron T. 

A bill. (S. 1554) granting an increase of pension to. John D. 
PA bi (S. 1555) granting an increase of pension to Owen E. 
bin bill 8. 1591) granting an increase of pension to James Hahn; 

A bill (S. 1616) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
g bil (S. 1627) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 


Kibbe 
A bill (S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to Blanche L. 


Chun 
A bi (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph | Boone 
inhart; 
A bill (S. 1796) granting an increase: of pension to Matthew | ker; 


Woodworth; 
A bil 68. 1808) granting an increase of pension to: John M. 


Mor 

pA il (S. 1834) granting an increase: of pension to John W. 
A bill (S. 1944) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
tanger; 
A till (S. 2043) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 

A bill (8. 2087) granting an increase of pension to George Rilea; 

A bill (S. 2122) granting a pension to Ashley O. Riggs; 

wee (S. 2179) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


A bill (8. 2198) granting a pension to Thomas Irvin; 
A bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 


lins; 
A bill (S. 2216) granting an increase of pension: to Charles 


A bill (S. 2207). granting, an increase: af pension. to: Louise B 


Chandl 
= ‘ll 2239) granting an increase of pension to Theodore E. 


K bill 08 2278) granting an increase of pension to Harriet H. 
Howlett; 

A bill (S: 2289) granting an increase of pension to Louisa R. 
Chitwood 

A bill (3. 2429) granting an increase of pension to John Dow; 

A bill (S. 2445) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Waters; 

A bill (S. 2490) granting a pension to Naomi Green; 

A bill (S. — granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M. 


Banta: 

A bill (S. 2649) granting an increase of pension to William S. 
Burch; 

A bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Carrow: 

A bill (S. 2688) granting an increase of pension: to George M. 


Linch; 
A bill (8. 2838) granting a pension to Louisa Lyon; 
A bill (S. 2940) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


Liddle 
A bin (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to George 


yde; 
1 pill (S. 2955) granting an increase of pension to John Ho- 
garth Lozier; 
A bill (S. 2966). granting a pension to William Conover; 
A bill (S. 2969) granting a pension to Henry Dority; 
A bill (S. 2999) granting an increase of pension to Malvina C. 


uzzell; 
ee bd (8. 8038) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
nne 
A bil (8. 3053) granting an increase of pension to Emma E. S. 


right; 
A ‘ui (S. 8085) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 


nA inn “hill (8. 3130) granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. 
cha (S. 8267) granting an increase of pensioh to Mary V. 


A bill (S. 8291) 1 an increase of pension to John Olson 
Bakken, alias John O 


A bill (S. 3862) granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. 
Wallace; 


A bill (8. 3373) granting a pension to Eliza Williams: 
A bill (S. 3397) granting an increase of pension to George B. 


wx bill 

Sakan bill (S. 3405) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
en 
A pill (S. 8413) granting a pension to Henry P. Howard; 
A wos E 8415) granting an increase of pension to Manluff W. 


Reyn 
A en (8. 3423) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 


Ottey; 
A Fin (S. 3452) granting an increase of pension to Charles Male; 
aoe (S. 3470) granting an increase of pension to Richard 


Wil 

A bill (S. 8480) granting an increase of pension to Swepston 
B. W. Stephens; 

A bill EG 8481) granting an increase of pension to James E. 


Hamis bill í (S. 8488): granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
MA bill (8. 8527) granting an increase of pension to Jerningham 
A bin (S. 3534) granting an increase of pension to John S. Par- 
A bill S erai granting an increase of pension to John A. 


A bil YS. 8550 granting an increase of pension to Francis Hall; 
DER ta 56) granting am increase of pension to William 
mer; 
A bill (S. 8788) granting an increaseof pension to Linus S. Lud- 


n (S. 3812) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
abil (S 8839) granting an increase of pension to George B. 
A bill (S. 3887) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
A bill (S. 8893) granting an increase of pension to John L. 


gers 
A pili (S. 3902) granting a pension to George F. Smith; 
A bill (S. 3945) granting an increase of pension to Léwis Lewis; 
n aal; (8. 3950) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


A bill 8. 4052) granting a pension to Alice K. Seligson; 
A bill (S. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte J. 


Folsom; 
ie bill 1 4091) granting an increase of pension to Nathan M. 
ove; and 
1 (S. 4141) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
ickey 
SANITARY DAIRY PRODUCTS, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. STEWART. Lask the Senator to yield to me for a mo- 
ment, 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to ask unanimous consent for a few 
minutes on Wednesday morning in the morning hour—I do not 
think it will take twenty minutes; in fact, I do not suppose it will 
take tenminntes—to call up the“ milk bill.“ asit i is known. Lask 
unanimous 3 that that bill may be given a few minutes on 
Wednesday morning after the morning business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. STEWART. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada 
asks unanimous consent that a bill which he calls “ the milk bill” 
shall receive consideration on Wednesday morning after the rou- 
tine business. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. Would that displace the bill the Senator from 
Indiana (Mr. FAIRBANKS] has charge, which was made a 
special ordér? 

Mr. LODGE. That was made a ial order for Monday. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand; but that bill may not be disposed 
of on Monday. However, Mr: President, I will not object. 

Mr. CARMACK. I desire to ask what is the exact nature of 
21 5 bill which the Senator from Nevada refers to as “the milk 

Mr. STEWART. It is a bill to provide pure milk for the people 
in the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT 3 aa Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator 

Mr. ALLISON. The . ay aes Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
said that he would not interfere or seek to interfere with appro- 
priation: bills 
Mr. STEWART. Certainly not, 
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Mr. CULLOM. And no other bill ought to interfere with ap- 
propriation bills. 
r. LODGE. That is always understood, of course. : 
Mr. STEWART. Thatis always understood. I hope my bill 
will be given five or ten minutes. I think fifteen minutes will be 


the extent of time it will occupy. 

Mr. BAILEY. I will agree that the Senator from Nevada shall 
have all the time he wants to speak on this bill, but I suppose he 
does not ask us to agree that we will pass the bill? 

Mr. STEWART. You will certain! ‘Bere for it when you know 
the facts. There will be no trouble about that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam so in the habit of voting no“ that Iam 
not certain I shall vote for the Senator’s bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; you will vote for it when you un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nevada desires to make his 
bill the regular order for Wednesday morning. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. Subject, of course, to appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate will proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill S. 2402, to secure sanitary dairy products for the 
District of Columbia, on Wednesday morning, immediately after 
a routine business, not to interfere, however, with appropriation 


Mr. CULLOM. Nor with conference reports. 
Mr. STEWART. Certainly not. 
Mr. BAILEY. I am informed that the bill relates merely to 
the District of Columbia. 
Mr. STEWART. Entirely so. 
Mr. BAILEY. Ihave no objection to that. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
uest of the Senator from Nevada? The Chair hears none, and 
at order is made. 2 
Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. A 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 8 minutes 
p. =) — Senate adjourned until Monday, February 29, 1904, at 
12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 27, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupkx, D. D. ; 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the naval appropria- 
tion bill for the period of three days. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks on the naval appropriation 
bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. A 


PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill S. 3317, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands, with 
House amendments, for the p of having the House insist 
on its amendments and agree to the conference asked thereon. 

The amendments were 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas moves that the 
House insist on its amendments and agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. $ 

The following conferees were appointed on the part of the 
House: Mr. CURTIS, Mr. Brown of Wisconsin, and Mr. STEPHENS 
of Texas. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representa- 
tives was requested: : 

S. 4066. An act for the relief of Leonard I. Brownson; 

S. 2667. An act for the relief of the estate of R. W. Bullock, 


deceased; : 

S. 2605. An act to authorize the appointment of Acting Asst. 
Surg. Leopold Herbert Schwerin, United States Navy, as an as- 
sistant surgeon in the United States Navy; and ` 

S. 2385. An act providing for holding regular terms of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States at Great Falls, Mont. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 


amendments of the House of Representatives to the bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 2596. An act granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins; and 

S. 2809. An act granting an increase of pension Jesse J. Finley. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 9480. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 

2 SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments: 

Mr. ConnELL—Patents, Levees and Improvements of Mississippi 
River, Ventilation and Acoustics. 

Mr. BonyNGE—Immigration and Naturalization, Patents, Mines 
and Mining. 

Mr. CanpDLER—Public Lands. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table bill (H. R. 9480) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
other purposes, to have the House disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments, and ask for a conference thereon. 

The SP The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the legislative, executive, 
and judicial Ja tse pigment bill, and disagree to the Senate amend- 
ments, and for a conference thereon. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
e of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
other purposes. 

The following conferees were appointed on the part of the 
House: Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Lirraver, and Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

PENSIONS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY.. Mr. Speaker, by order of the House made 
3 to-day is the day assigned for the transaction of the 
usiness that was in order yesterday. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bills in order for consideration to-day may be considered 
in the House instead of in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks 
unanimous consent that the bills under the rule for consideration 
to-day may be considered in the House instead of in the Commit- 
tee of the ole. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill, 

WILLIAM H. BELL. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the chairman of the committee as to how much of a raise this is? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It is a raise from $12 to $30 a month. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask if there is an engrossed copy of the bill present? 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I rise to e a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary that there should be an 
i Sere copy present on this question. 

. AD. of P lyania. Do I understand the Chair to 

hold that there would not have to be an engrossed copy of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. That is not the question before the House at 
present. This is upon the engrossment. Shall the bill be en- 
grossed and read a third time? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Very well, sir; I will make the 
point of order when it comes to the reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask whether 
there is a copy of the engrossed bill at the desk? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, as the 
5 demands the reading of the engrossed copy of 
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Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
make a statement to this House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will ask that the gentleman have unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ADAMSof Pennsylvania. Iask unanimous consent to make 
a statement. 

Mr. CLARK. I should like to know what it is about. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much time does the gentleman want? I 
will ask that he have unanimous consent. 

Mr. CLARK. I will reserve the right to object. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes to address the House on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to address the House for five minutes. 

Mr. CLARK. The right to object has not passed, has it? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. CLARK. Well. I reserve that right. Ishould like to hear 
what this explanation is about. 

Nr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Iwish to state to the House my 
reason for taking the action I am about to take. 

Mr. CLARK. Do you simply want to make a speech? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I do not. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, have you a bill up? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I have not. 

Mr. CLARK. Well, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires at this time to state that 
Members of the House are falling into a habit that the present 
occupant of the chair was liable to fall into in former days, but 
which is in violation of the rule. The rules require that one 
Member of the House in addressing another on the floor should 
address him as The gentleman from such and such a State.“ 
It is not in order for one Member to address another directly as 
Mr. Jones or Mr. Doe. The Chair, by the indulgence of the 
House, calls attention to the rule, and will say that in the dis- 
charge of his duty in the future he will be obliged to insist upon 
the rule being observed. 

The Chair hears no objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania 5 to occupy five minutes. The 

ntleman is recognized for that purpose. 

Ar. ADAMS of Pe: lvania. Mr.S er, I think the Mem- 
bers of the House who have served with me here for ten years 
know me well enough to know that any action that looks toward 
retarding the wishes of my fellow-Members is most distasteful to 
me. But the district which I have the honor to represent has re- 
turned me six times to this House; and Iam coming back, as I 
was informed last week, for another term. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. No, sir. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Isimply wanted to know where the gentle- 
man got that information. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I feel that I should 
fail in my appreciation of what the citizens of my district have 
done for me if I did not use every method in my power to guard 
their interests and secure such legislation as they are entitled to 
in this House. I have good loyal men in my district, who have 
served their country and some of whom are now applying for 
that recognition in the way of pensions to which under the law 
they are entitled. I have filed the papers of some of them before 
the Pension Committee. but somehow or other—I do not know 
how—I have got the ill will of a surly clerk who is detailed from 
the Pension Office to docket up these bills and make the returns. 
The result is that when I was notified to send in the usual batch 
of bills every one of my bills was turned down. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want nothing but equaland fair treatment 
for the people of my district. I have been to the chairman of the 
committee and the chairman of the subcommittee. I have com- 
plied with their gst ale rpm and filed the papers that have been 
called for. Still when I look on the Calendar to-day I find not a 
single bill of mine re ; 

ow, what course is left for me in defense of the people of my 
district except to say that unless the Second Pennsylvania district 
receives the proper treatment at the hands of this committee, I 
shall have to bear down and put all the districts of the United 
States on the same pe with that which I represent? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. I decline to yield. 

Mr. Speaker, it is most distasteful for me to take this course. 
Gentlemen here who have known me longest know that I am not 
built that way; but I simply announce a course of action which 
it appears to me necessary to be taken for the defense of the rights 


of my constituents. Therefore I give this fair notice to the com- | lo 


mittee that if I can not receive at its hands the fair treatment in 
the future to which my constituents and myself are entitled, I 
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shall be obliged to block legislation in this House in respect to 


bills of this character, though I shall do so much against my will. 
I will not proceed to do so to-day, because I think it fair that in 
a matter of this kind everyone concerned should have fair notice, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania with- 
draw his demand for the reading of the engrossed bill? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER,. Will the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania yield for a question? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. No, sir. 

The bill was then read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apaus] has made 
a statement the full purport of which I was unable to catch or to 
comprehend. As I understood, it was to the effect that when he 
received notice to send in his batch of bills“ he complied with 
the request, but his bills were not acted on. As I have received 
no such request and have a good many persons in my district who 
would like to get on the pension roll, I should like to know under 
what rule that style of legislation is adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hold the matter under advise- 
ment. [Laughter.] 

CHARLES M. MORRISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9789) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles M. Morrison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles M. Morrison, late of 
Companies A and H, Ninety-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and oo~ him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words Companies A and H“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words Company H.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOSIAH H. TYACK. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10171) granting 
an increase of pension to Josiah H. Tyack. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Josiah H. Tyack, late of 
Company E, Thirtieth t W. Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now — — 

Phe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MALINDA A, MYERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11649) granting 
an increase of pension to Malinda A. Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Malinda A. Myers, widow of 
Samuel F. Myers, late of Company K, Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

; ae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

eee 8 strike out the word twenty and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“sixteen.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MERRITT R. SIMPSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11074) granting a 
pension to Merritt R. Simpson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to opace Merritt R. Simpson, late of Company I, Sixt 
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, on the pension roll at the rate 
of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, ss 


follows: - : 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


kat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Merritt R. Simpson, late of Company I, 
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Sixth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 


the rate of $12 per month.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to- be en 
third time; and was accordingly read the thi 
FRANCIS MARSHALL, 


time, and passed. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10399) grantin 
Marshal. $ 


an increase of pension to Francis 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis Marshal, late of 
Company F, First Regiment United States Colored Volunteer 


The ‘amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “Marshal” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ Marshall.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lien thereof the 
word “twenty.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Marshall.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ISAAC S. DRUMMOND. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11175) granting 
an increase of pension to Isaac S. ond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, ete., That the Secre of the Interior and he is h i 

0 and directed to sane on pr pension ro sn Het to the. 3 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of S. Drummond, late 
second lieutenant Company Ss Thirtieth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay hima pension at rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BART MANN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9990) granting 
Bartmann. 


a pension to John 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Bartmann. late of Com- 
pany D, Cape Girardeau County Missouri Home Guardsgand pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: ; 


In line7 strike out the word “County” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


Battalion. 
iad out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve.” 
Mr. 


Speaker z 
For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
I rise to oppose this bill. 
The gentleman from Texas rises to oppose 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I was struck with a remark made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apaus] a few minutes 
ago, when he informed the House that he had introduced a num- 
ber of meritorious measures, and that he had received notice and 
filed with the committee the necessary papers to have them con- 
sidered, and then he complained of the action of the committee 
because they have not reported any measures in which his district 
is 2 Now, sir, I take it that one method by which this 
condition of affairs, if it deserves to be can be corrected, 
is — down any measure reported by the committee that ought 
not to $ 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I want to say that the gentleman who made 
those remarks [Mr. Apams of Pennsylvania] has had two cases 
reported and acted on, and had six cases written up and laid by, 
by the subcommittee having jurisdiction of those cases, because 
they were deemed unworthy of consideration, 

Mr RUSSELL. Yes. 


Me ere tpg I eo to i that statement right now. 

. AMS o Pennsy vamia. 2 — 

Mr. RUSSELL. How much time il I have? I want to find 

out how much time I will have before I yield to an interruption. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on amendment, and the 

bill being considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, 

the gentleman has fiye minutes, 


“u 
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Infantry, and 
pay | & pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 
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Mr. RUSSELL. Will I have longer, then, after the amendment 
is acted upon? 

The SPEAKER. That will depend upon the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. The gentleman can be recognized for 
five minutes on that. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I think I have a meritorious defense against 
favorable action on this bill, and I think it will catch the atten- 
tion of the House if I have time to state it. I understood when 
I rose I would have an hour. 

The SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Ithink I can explain it in twenty or twenty- 
five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that he may address. the House for twenty-five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I accept the explanation made 
by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and think 
that it exhibits the fact that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has no cause for the complaint which he stated to the House. 
Now, I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this bill ought not to pass, and 
I am going to demonstrate the position, if I can, from the report 
made by the committee. i 

I have heretofore expressed the view that thischaracter of legis- 
lation ought not to come in here at all. Ithink this bill is an exem- 
plification of the force and truth of that position. The committee 
that reported this bill, in closing their statement concerning its 
merits, says this: 

The testimony filed ip admittedly weak to show that this soldier incurred 
a rupture from causes due to his tary service, 

The evidence upon which they make that statement shows that 
this conclusion is = justified. This man never got within 
hundreds of miles of the firing line. He only served thirty days 
inthe Missouri Home Guard. He was sworn in without examina- 
tion. He only did picket duty in the city whére he wassworn in, 
and under the regulations adopted he was permitted, when not on 
picket duty with the balance of his comrades, to go to his home 
and go about like any other ordinary citizen in time of profound 
peace. He presented his claim to the Pension Bureau under the 
act of 1890, and it was rejected because that act uired ninety 
days’ service, and he only served thirty days. Then he presented 
his claim under the general law, and after an examination run- 
ning through a period of years, the Bureau of Pensions rejected 
the claim under that law, because he was utterly unable to show, 
as this committee states in their report, that the disabilities under 
which he claimed to be suffering were due to service in the Army 
of the United States. 

Now, these are the facts. He only served thirty days. He 
served in the Missouri Home Guard. He did picket duty in the 
city wherein he was mustered in, When not on picket duty he 
was allowed to go about like any other man in time of ce. 
He was never examined by anybody before sworn in. Mow. I 
want to exhibit to you that I have not overstated anything. I 
want to quote to you from this report as to the merits, and I will 
only read those portions of the report that bear out the position I 
have announced: 

According to the records of the War Department— 

This soldier— 

Gunnar iy Cane Giardene miep dagt elase sokea auroras wri vi 
mpan; „ u „ u — 
eag 5 the Hawkins Taylor commission, — — Dee 


E 2, 1862, and February 16, 1863. 
The men of this orgarisetion were not m. y examined in any way, 


were simply sworn in in a body, never left the city, and when not 
duty, — was performed within the ci 5 alowed 


€ limits, or drilling were allowed 
to and went to their vè homes at will. 

The claim of the soldier under the general law, filed in June, 1887, and 

„ liver neuralgia, of stomach 


That is what the Committee on Invalid Pensions has said about 
the two applications of this soldier in the Bureau of Pensions. 
The claimant alleged that during the time of his brief service 
of one month he was taken sick with a fever and ina fit of nausea 
became ruptured. 
Now, that is his claim. Let us see what the evidence shows of 
that. The committee proceeds with reference to that view of it 
by saying this; and I ask the attention of that side of the Cham- 
ber to this statement from the report of the Committee on Invalid 
ny had no 
iis Houtenant bid cae — Gd nat be 
t to have been sick without, his knowing it, 
that claimant was ill during his service, 
Now, the report says: 
The two comrades whom claimant all 


at the time that he was taken sick 
before the special examiner 


to have taken him to the doctor 
with the fever and vomiting spell testified 
as to that spell; that they took him to the doctor, 
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who said that claimant was ruptured; that they, however, did not see the 
rupture, but saw the truss that the doctor fitted for him. 

Something like the incident told of by Mark Twain when he 
wanted to prove that a buffalo climbed a tree. He said he did not 
see the alo climb the tree, but that the tree was standing there 
to prove it. These men did not see any injury, but they saw the 
truss the doctor fitted on the man. Suppose, however. that he 
was 7 The records of the War Department, Mr. Speaker, 
show that these men were never examined at the time they were 
sworn in, but were sworn in in a body, and the disability might 
have existed then instead of being of service origin. 

Mr. Speaker, I have often heard it said since I came here that 
the reason for the existence of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
of this body and the reasons that obtain why this character of 
legislation should be committed to this House is that here the 
equities of the pension law are administered. Now, sir, we have 
got down here at the Pension Bureau an organization consisting 
of over seventeen hundred men, employees of the Government, 
whose duty it is to examine these cases. It costs this country a 
rise of $2,000,000 a year to administer the laws down here at the 
Pension Bureau, yet we are told that there must be a kind of high 
court of chancery here where the equities of the pension law are 
to be administered. Mr. Speaker, I have learned asa lawyer that 
equity follows the law and is not antagonistic to the law. The 
law is that this man must either show that his disabilities are of 
service origin, or, if he applies under the act of 1890, he must 
show that he served in the military or naval service of the United 
States for a period of not less than ninety days, that he was hon- 
orably discharged, and that he is now suffering under some disa- 
bility which prevents him from earning a living by manual labor. 

This man only pretends to have served thirty days; this man 
makes no pretense, and the report of this committee shows this— 
I have not oppartoniiy to examine the evidence in the case and 
only a very few of these reports, because it is not within the 

wer of any Member of Congress to give but a casual exam- 
ination of a very few of them owing to the t number that 
come on the Calendar—but this case shows that this man only 
served thirty days; that he never got within sight of the firing 
line, was simply on picket duty in the city where he was sworn 
in, and while not on picket duty was on dress parade or permitted 
to go about his business in the city like any other man residin 
within it. Now, I submit, sir, the facts in this case, as exhibi 
in the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, show that 
this man’s bill ought to be voted down by this body. Iascertained 
here a few days ago when making some casual observations about 
this subject that there were over 7,000 of these bills pending be- 
fore the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

I had supposed there were about half that number, say 3,600, 
but there were over 7,000 some weeks ago. I do not 1 7 8 1 
would miss it far, if the latter statement is correct, if I should say 
there are probably 10,000 in charge of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions to-day. If that be true then I want to remind the House 
that under the regulations established by that committee, and 
which has been verified by the statement of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, so far as that assertion is concerned, that the com- 
mittee in its wisdom has decided that each Member of this House 
shall have the right to select sena number of bills, or rather to 
select the order in which the bills he reports shall be considered by 
that committee, which is tantamount to saying he shall select the 
bills which shall come before this House for consideration. If that 
be true, then assuredly, Mr. Speaker, in the midst of these many 
thousands of bills to which I have called attention there must be 
some cases more meritorious than this bill. This applicant for 
pension belonged to the Missouri Home Guards and only served 
thirty days in the city; did picket duty there, going about on dress 
3 If I am correct in this, then this man’s bill ought not to 

passed here and ought to be gotten out of the way, so that if 
we have any more meritorious measures before the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions those men rather deserve the bounty of the 
Government than the man who stayed at home and never got to 
the firing line or did one thing to preserve the majesty of the law 
in time of national peril. I hope the bill will be defeated. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
RUSSELL], who is very well informed generally, does not know 
anything about what he is talking about in this particular case— 
that is, the condition of the Missouri Home Guard—and I do not 
say it with any disrespect whatever to my friend from Texas, for 
aman may be well posted on most subjects and absolutely with- 
out knowledge on a particular subject. He says this man was 
never within 100 miles of the firing line. I undertake to say that 
there was not a single pont anywhere in the State of Missouri 
that was not closer to the firing line during the entire four years 
of the war than 100 miles, and I can prove it by Major Lacey, who 
sits on the other side of the aisle. ost Mi ians were on the 


firing line all the time, nolens volens. There are hundreds and 
thousands of men who served spasmodically in the Missouri Home 


Guard that were in much greater danger and more frequently 
than a great many men who served the entire four years in the 
Regular and Volunteer service of the United States. 

The truth about it is, and I have stated it here and repeat it for 
the benefit of Brother DALZELL’S kindergarten statesmen, that in 
Missouri and Kentucky and that border country was the only 
place where there was any civil war during the war between the 
States. It was hazardous to be a Union man in that region. It 
was dangerous to bea Confederate. It was dangerous to sit on the 
fence and be neither. [Laughter.] In both Kentucky and Mis- 
souri thousands of men went into the Army because it was safer 
there than to stay at home. 


Mr. RUSSELL. May I ask the gentleman from Missouri a 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Texas? 


Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I would like to ask the gentleman if the state- 
ment made by the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
in which they aver, and I presume base it on the testimony, that 
this man only served one month in the service and was simply 
sworn in, never left the city where he was sworn in, and only 
did picket duty when he was drilling—I ask if these statements 
are true? 

Mr. CLARK, I take it for granted that the statements are 
true. And the further statement that he was ruptured while in 
that thirty days’ picket service entitles him toa pension. I do 
not care whether a man serves four years or fifteen minutes. If 
he was injured in the service of his country he deserves a pension. 
E And I do not care a baubee whether he was in the 

egular Army or the volunteer service or in the home: guard 
service. 

While I am at it I am going to make another statement, and 
that is that in this pension business, both in the Pension Office 
and in Congress, there has been unjust and outrageous discrimi- 
nation against the irregular troops in Missouri, Kentucky, and 
Tennessee ever since the civil war closed. This discrimination 
grows out of the complicated system of militia in Missouri. 

I am going to make another statement, Mr. Speaker. I wish 
somebody else had made these remarks, but nobody seemed dis- 
posed to make them, and I will make them myself. Whenever 
that service-pension bill comes into this Honse, I serve notice on 
all concerned that I am going to offer an amendment to it giving 
the irregular troops of these States the same pensionable basis 
under the bill as the others have. 

I have had some experience with these pension committees. 
An open confession is good for the soul, and I will make one now. 
The first time I was elected to Congress I had heard a great deal 
of talk against the pension business all around—and there is some 
bogus business about it which if I could break up I would—and 
the first thing I did after I was elected to Congress was to begin 
saving up stuff to make an antipension speech here. I came 
hither and Lkept my ears open and my mouth shut, to some ex- 
tent, not as much as I have here in the last service, because I am 
getting so that I do not feel like making a speech here atall. I 
have never made that antipension speech yet. I found this to be 
the case: That this House sits here as a court of equity to relieve 
the hardship of the general law. I found in nearly ever case 
brought up here there was some reason why a man ought to have 
a pension. I will give you a sample. The act of June 27, 1890, 
provides that a man had to serve ninety days at least in the 
Army to get a pension. Of course there had to be a limit some- 
where. In my district there was an entire battalion that served 
only eighty-nine days. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I want some more time, now that 
I have got started at it. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
how much time? 

Mr. CLARK. Ten minutes now, and if I need any more I shall 
ask it later. 

The SPEAKER. The 
his time may be extend 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK. Now, Mr. Speaker, can any man give a reason 
why a man who served in the Army eighty-nine days is not as 
much entitled toa pension as one who served in the Army ninety 
days, provided that man is afflicted in any way that entitles him 
toa pension? My friend from Texas [Mr. RUSSELL] complains 
that the committee allows Members to select the bills. I select 
them sometimes. Whena man writes me about a pension I write 
back to him and tell him there are so many bills ahead of him. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, do I understand the gentleman 
to say that the bills he introduces here as a Member of Congress 
and that are reported to the House by the committee are the bills 
that he selects for them to report? 


ntleman asks unanimous consent that 
for ten minutes. Is there objection? 
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Mr. CLARK. I will tell the gentleman what I do exactly. I 
go to one of these Pension Committees and. I say here is the bill 


where a man especially deserves a pension; he is helpless and in 
absolute want, and I want you toexamineand report it, and they 
do-it. If there is no i reason why. any of my bills 
take them. in the order in which application 
gentleman from Texas seems to la 
the hallucination that that committee ris every time we ask 
them to, That is not true at all. They me out of two 
bills this Congress. They reported three for me and refused. to 
report two. 

will give a sample of cases in which I make selection. An old 
lady -a grand old mother in Israel—Aunt Anna Waters, in Ralls 
County, in my district, a. widow. of a soldier of the war of 1812, is 
98 years old and very feeble, without property. She was i 
a pension of 88 per month. I went to Mr. Chairman Loupkx- 
SLAGER and stated the facts to him and asked him to report it at 
onee for an increase, which he did. Can there be any rational ob- 
jection to my action or to the committee's action in that case? The 

use did not think so, for it promptly passed the bill. What 
sense would there be in postponing her case? She can't live long, 
and I say that the widow of any soldier of the war of 1812 
live in comfort the remnant of her days, and the American. people 
will indorse that proposition or I miss my guess. l 

My friend from Texas says that the evidence in this case is 

weak; but appearances are sometimes deceptive. 


r under | That Co 


| 
| 


the Army he was a strong, likely lad, straight as an arrow. Now 
he is: a pitiable wreck without property and without physical 
to make a living 


and there were none better who ever fought on the American con- 

tinentoranyothercontinent. Applause on the Democratic side.] 
nfederate wrote me time and again begging me to get 

this Republican, thisex-Union soldier, a pension through 

I got it through; and if I had not done so I would not have been 

faithful to my constituents. 

Let me give still another sample. The law says that a man, in 
order to be entitled to a. pension, must haye been sworn into the 
service. ver the Mexican pension. bill comes up, you gen- 
tleman here from the: State of Texas will vote for it. If you do 
not, you will be very ungratefnl sons of the South, and I do not 
believe that you are such. Whenever that Mexican pension bill 
comes up here—to increase the pensions of the soldiers of the 
Mexican war—L intend to offer an amendment providing that a 
battalion of merchants and teamsters. that were in Doniphan’s 
expedition shall be put on a pensionable basis with the rest of 
those men. The men I am now speaking of were not sworn in. 


d | They did not enlist, but since horses. were first broken to bit and 


rein there never was such a magnificent and tri t march 
made as Doniphan’s men made.. Xenophon and histen thousand 
were not in it with Doniphan and his Missourians. And if it had 
not been for what the Missourians achieved we would not have 


This report shows that this man was ruptured. One of the finest had California, or Nevada, or Arizona, or New Mexico, or Utah 


Iooking men in my county had been after me about getting a pen- 
sion.. He looks stouter than Ido. Hesaidtomeone day,“ Lou may 
not believe there is anything the matter with me, but I am badly 
ruptured, and so badly ruptured that frequently in walking along 
the streets of this town L greg, KE ee can get 
to adjust my truss in order to be able to go along at all.“ I in- 
vestigated. and found it was so. L will give you another sample. 
Every man did not have a hospital record. There is a man livin, 
in my town that has a sword cut right square across his face an 
his nose. About ten or fifteen. years ago he commenced getting 
blind in one eye. He applied for a. ion under the old law an 
they rejected him. Then he ied for it under the act of 1890, 
and he got me to look after it here for him. 

I commenced looking after it, and lo and behold, he did not 
have any hospital record at all. But he was getting blind, and 
the doctors that examined him among them one doctor who had 
been practicing medicine fifty years in the town—all certified that 
his blindness. came from that sword cut across his face. The 
committee would. not report it. I went back home and I said, 
“ Here, the records show that you have no hospital record. If 
you got cut across the face with that sword, what. is the reason 
you have not a hospital record?” And I listened to this simple 
tale, one that explains many cases, He said he was a healthy 
young fellow, 18 or 19 years old, from Pennsylvania, serving ina 
cavalry regiment. That one day down. in Virginia somewhere a 
sergeant or lieutenant had a small sqnad out doing scouting duty; 
they run: across about that many Confederate soldiers omg 
scouting duty.. They immediately. got up a little cavalry fight of 
their own.. He was slashed across the face with that sword. 

The commander of his squad had been a clerk in a drug store 
before the war began, had studied. medicine somewhat, and car- 
ried with him a pocket case of sticking plaster and needles. and 
thread and scissors and this and that and the other, and when 
they got through with the skirmish they went out under a tree and 
this amateur doctor plastered up his wound and sewed it up, put 
salye on it, and he never went to the hospital at.all; but being a 
healthy young fellow he got well, and it was years afterwards 
fore that wound commenced to affect his sight. I got that man a 
pension, and I ought to have gotten it, and [would not have been 
faithful to my constituents if I had not gotten it.. [Applause.] 
I got that bill through this Congress. 

Let me give you another . There is a man living in my 
district, as honest a man as ever lived in the world—a farmer 
and a stanch Republican—who has a bad a case of k 
and chicken. breast (because the two things go together) as you 
will find anywhere. That man made application for a pension. 
The doctors. over here at the Pension Office “knocked him out; 
that is, they would not allow him anything on account of the 
disability Lhave just. mentioned; they allowed him a small pen- 
sion. for some other thing. Now, what were the facts in his case? 


He had had a bad spell of typhoid fever, which was followed by | tated the Mexican 


rheumatism, and about six or twelve months after the war closed 
a small lumꝑ commenced forming on the small of his back. The 
doctors.at home said that it grew out of the typhoid fever and 
rheumatism.. The doctors over here at the pension bureau said 
that it did not, and that it was not of service origin. 

Now, what do you gentlemen of common sense say about that? 
That lump gradually developed into hunchback and chicken breast, 
and rendered him incapable of earningaliving. When he entered 


even unto this day. 

3 Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
Mr. CLARK. Wait till I have finished telling about these men. 
Colonel Dompnas had only about 1,000 enlisted men. With 

that small band of heroes he invaded a great and populous coun- 

try and conquered a territory larger than France, Austria-Hun- 
gary, or the German Empire. 

These merchants and teamsters of whom I 
sworn in as soldiers, but they fought bravely triumphantly, 
They were organized into a battalion consisting of two companies, 
Samuel C. Owens was elected major, and the captains were Skill- 
man and. Glasgow. Whenever there was a fight with the Mexi- 
cans, who sometimes outn the Americans 10 to 1, this 

ion of Mi i merchants and teamsters would. their 
wagons, seize their m fall into. line with. Doniphan’s sol- 
diers, and fight until the foe was put.to flight. 

At the great battle of Sacramento, where Doniphan won an as- 
tounding victory, Major Owens, the commander of this battalion 
of Missouri merchants and. died a hero's death, leading 
a charge. What is more, Doniphan garrisoned captured posts 
with details from that battalion. 

These men, the few of the heroic remnant. still surviving, are 
as much entitled neon as any soldiers ever sworn into sery- 
ice, and they should be placed on a pensionable basis. 

Mr. RUSSELL, Now, will the gentleman 
Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not want to break the train of the gen- 
tleman’s argument further to say a word in reply to his re- 
mark. that. Texas ought to feel to the iers of the 
Mexican war. We Texans would. not detract.one iota. from. the 
glory of the soldiery of the Mexican war, but I do not want that 
remark to pass without reminding the House that Texas achieved 
her independence at San Jacinto, nine or ten years before the 
Mexican war, and that three-fourths of the masses.of the people 
of Mexico to-day would probably declare war against the United 
States if they were not afraid of Texas.. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. CLARK. I understand all abont Texas haying achiey 
her independence at San Jacinto. That is true. But Missourians 
did more in the battle of San Jacinto than all the rest from every- 
where else on the earth put together. [Laughter and apena] ause. 
And that is not detracting from anybody else. As i 
Schley said, There was glory enough for all.“ The grandfather 
of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. N} whom I see before 
me was in that battle and fought valiantly, commanding the 
center under old Sam Houston. I do not know whether he was 
from Missouri. 

Mr. BURLESON. Tennessee. 


were never 


allow me? 


matter, gentlemen, is that these two Pen- 
sion Committees do the best they can. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. CLARK. Task unanimous consent for five minutes more. 
There was no objection. 
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gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. SuLLOWay ] ay as chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House if you 
would increase the salary by $5,000a year. And I do not believe, 
either, that I would take the place of the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. LoupENSLaGER]. the chairman of the Committee on 
Pensions. Those two committees do more work than any other 
two committees in the House, and they undertake to be just. If 
there is any poa operating in those committees, I have never 
seen the slightest evidence of it, and I served on LOUDENSLAGER’S 
committee in the Fifty-third Congress. 

I see proposition that because this man served only thirty 
days, use he never left his home town, because he simply did 
picket duty (and while he was doing such duty he relieved some 
other soldier, who thereby was able to go to the front), that is 
no reason why, if this man contracted hernia while doing such 
duty, he is not entitled to a pension. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think that 
we ought to have a court to try these pension cases? . 

Mr. CLARK. A court? Yes; not only a court to Lt gonad 
cases, but a court to try these claims against the United States 
an come here to Congress, because Congress is not fit to pass on 

em. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do you not think Congress ought 
to make this law that they are about to make now about service 
pensions, and all the other pensions, subject to the action of a 
court of five or nine judges, whose duty it shall be try these cases. 

Mr. CLARK. I would not object to it at all. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Take the burden off Congress and 
try each case like a lawsuit, as it is. 

Mr. CLARK. They claim these things are rushed through 
here too quickly. It is said that the committees scarcely examine 
them, but I believe if you would take the average Member of Con- 
gress and submit to him the evidence that the committee hears 
on these bills he would report favorably the cases that the com- 
mittee report favorably. 

It is a great deal easier to stand on the sidewalk and criticise 
the procession as it goes by than it is to take hold of the show and 
run it yourself. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Record, Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to say justa word of explanation to 
the House in regard to the service of this soldier. 

There was organized what was known as the Hawkins Taylor 
commission,“ which was sent to Missouri to investigate the length 
of the actual United States service of the men in the home guard. 
The commission was headed by Hawkins Taylor, and is known 
by his name. 

The commission reported that this particular soldier had been 
in the service thirty days, and that is recognized in the pen- 
sion law as being equivalent to service where there had been an 
actual muster in, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions ee 
that he contracted this particular disability during that period, so 
that it is immaterial whether he served thirty days or three years. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Thirty days actual service, but he did 
picket duty in addition. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; but I am speaking about the actual serv- 
ice that is regarded in law the same as though officially mustered, 
and although the actual service in this case is fo to be only 
thirty days, the committe find that the disability was contracted 
during that period, however short the time. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am rather glad that 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. RUSSELL] has called the attention 
of the House to this partic bill. It shows the conditions that 
the members of the Invalid Pensions Committee must meet. We 
have the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apaus] complain- 
ing that he is unfairly treated because four of his bills have by 
the committee been considered unworthy to passthe House. We 
have the gentleman from Texas [Mr. RUSSELL] saying that the 
committee reports all bills that any Member asks to have reported. 

Neither of those positions is quite true. The facts are that 
Members who introduce bills are supposed to know the merits of 
their bills. They are simply invited to indicate which ones they 
would like to have the committee consider first. The committee 
take the bills in the order selected by the Member of the House, 
and when a bill is considered, if it is found in the judgment of 
the committee to be a worthy bill, that one is first reported. And 
s0 with the next and the next; but if in the meantime one is found 
not to meet the requirements, that bill is turned down; and if 
there is any gentleman of the House who thinks these bills are 
rushed through the committee, if he will on any Monday or Friday, 
tha days when the committee meets, come to the committee room 
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and remain an hour or two or three hours, if he will, and see how 
these claims are all considered by the committee, carefully, after 
the evidence is gleaned from the record by an expert better than 
whom there is no onein the Pension Bureau, it will dispel all 
such opinion as he may have. 

Now, just a word as to this particular case. I want to read a 
little from the record of it. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. The statement was made by 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. SuLLOway] that four of my 
bills were turned down because they were bad bills. 

Mr. MIERS åf Indiana. I only remember 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. The information I have—the 
statement that was given to me—is that three out of four of the 
bills are marked as turned down because they violate a rule of 
the Senate committee. Now, I should like to ask the gentleman 
if this House and its committees are to be bound by such rules as 
the Senate committees choose to make? Why not pass our bills 
according to our own rules and send them over to the Senate, and 
then if the Senate rejects them let us ask the reasonwhy. Three 
out of fourof these bills are turned down not because of any lack 
of merit of the claim, but they are simply marked barred ” by 
the Senate rules. I should like to know where the independence 
of this House is if our legislation is to be turned down by sub- 
mitting to their dictation. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Ah, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’s 
theory is all very well. We do not approve of some of the rules 
of the Senate. but what is the use of taking the time of the Honse 
in passing bills that will go to the Senate and necessarily lodge 
there and never be enacted into law? That is all I have to say 
upon this subject. Now, the gentleman from Texas complains of 
the shortness of this soldier’s service. That is one of the reasons 
why the committee was justified in making the report—that is to 
say, this soldier has no standing under the act of June, 1890. If 
he had a standing under the act of June, 1890, he could go to the 

ent; but the only standing he has is by reason of the fact 
that he incurred his disability while in the line of duty. The 
committee investigated and found from reliable testimony that 
at the time, within three days after he claimed to have been 
ruptured, he went before a board. His comrades testified that 
he had a rupture. Now, will the gentleman say whether a man 
must have three years’ service to receive a rupture? But if he re- 
ceived it in three years’ service or in thirty days’ service, he is in 
the same condition for the remainder of his life. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Do not you use this language in your report: 

The testimony is admittedly weak to show that this soldier incurred a rup- 
ture from causes due to his military service. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Yes. I think that is another reason 
for the action of the committee. The committee has not under- 
taken to cover anything. We did say: 

Th timony filed 
Phang — oe re) fis militares eon weak to show that he incurred ruptare 

Your committee, however, believed that it did possibly come 
from service origin, and in view of his age, 77 years, resolved the 
doubt in his favor and recommend not a large pension, but recom- 
mend a small pension, simply of $12. . a 

Now, then, to conclude, for I do not want to take up the time 
of the House. I want to proceed with this Calendar. Will you 
say that that old soldier—he was an old soldier—from along the 
firing line in Missouri—and it took more courage to be a Union 
man there than it did over in Indiana, and possibly less than in 
Texas—will you say that a man whoserved as best he could until 
he was ruptured, even though it was only thirty days, who is 77 
pes of age, helplessly dependent—will you say that that old fel- 
ow shall goo the poorhouse, or place him along with the others, 
sa give him a small pension of $12? That is all there is in this 

ill. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Mr. Speaker, having introduced the bill, I 
feel I should say a word or two. I shall not detain the Honse 
more than twoor three minutes. I am very much o liged to my 
friend and colleague [Mr. CLARK] for having relieved me of the 
necessity of 5 that. 

I want to say, however, to the gentleman from Texas, in regard 
to his statement that the evidence is ‘‘ admittedly weak,” that 
that statement is true only in a most technical sense. That state- 
ment, of course. is made up from the record of the Pension Bureau, 
Everybody knows that in that Burean they adhere most rigidly 
to the technical rules of evidence. The simple fact is there was 
no record. The testimony from the doctor who treated this sol- 
dier for rupture is not obtained, but if the gentleman will refer 
to the evidence itself I think he will admit that he has presented 
strong evidence from a standpoint of common sense. Here is the 
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rary Sy two of the witnesses in the case, the very men who 


carried soldier to the surgeon who treated him. They say 
that they took him to the doctor, who said that claimant was rup- 
tured; that they, however, did not see the rupture, but saw the 
truss which the doctor fitted to him. Now, is that—— 

Mr. RUSSELL. Will the gentleman from Missouri permit me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. V. IVER. Certainly. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Do you not believe that we have generous and 
just pension laws that are generously administered by the Pen- 
sion Bureau? 

Mr. VANDIVER. In general, yes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. And is it not a fact that your man, after an 
examination for aseries of years, was turned down at the Pension 
Bureau in this case? 

Mr. VANDIVER. Well, if you admit that to be sufficient 
ground for turning him down here, then we would have no Pen- 
sion Committee here whatever and no business for one. 

Now, just one other statement here. These two witnesses also 
testify that during the next two weeks after that they saw that 
this soldier was unwell—they discovered themselves that he was 
sick; that several weeks thereafter he apar complained of fever, 
and after discharge the soldier clai to be unable to do any- 
thing and complained of liver trouble. 

Mr. RU . Will the gentleman permit another interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. VANDIVER (continuing). And frequently, right down 
on that line, thereafter the evidence before this committee showed 
that he was treated in 1862, 1863, 1864, 1865, and in in 1875 
and 1876, and clear on up. The evidence shows that he has been 
suffering with disease until now. 

Now, I want to ask the gentleman, in all fairness, if from the 
standpoint of common sense and justice he can say that is weak 
testimony? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Do yon desire an answer to that? Iwill state 
in reply I do not believe, in my judgment, that on the testimony, 
on the whole, submitted by the committee and that read by you 
a man 5 claim could recover in any justice’s court. 

Mr. VANDIVER. I want to say in reply to that here is the 
testimony of the examining physicians to show that he should be 
rated at $2 for malaria, $14 for hernia, and $4 for heart and lung 
trouble, $20 in all, while the report of the committee only gives 
$12, and that is my only objection to the report. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The question was on the third reading and the passage of the 
bill as amended, and on a division, ed for by Mr. RUSSELL, 
there were—ayes 98, noes 19; so the bill was passed. 


JEREMIAH MYERS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7754) granting an 
increase of pension to Jeremiah Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: È 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jeremiah 1 late of 
Company E, First Regiment Indiana Volunteers, in war with Mexico, and 
late à member of 2 D, Fifty-ninth Volunteer Infantry, in the war of 
the rebellion, and pa a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: y - 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: of Jeremiah Myers, late of Company D, Fifty-ninth nt Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in 
lien of that he is now ving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

FRANK H, CLARE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7778) granting a 
pension to Frank H. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed visions 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


ty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 


LUCIUS E. MILLS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7308) granting an 
increase of pension to Lucius E. Mills. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it 8 etc., That the Secre 
authorized directed to place on 
Mills, late a private in Com 

Volunteers, and to grant 

of that he is now receiving. 

~ ge amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

b Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


wing: 

2 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension 1 to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Lucius E. late of Company K, Six- 
teenth Preteens Michigan Volunteer Infantry, an y him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE T. YOUNG. > 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9117) granting 
an increase of pension to George T. Young. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
Se re et a E 
and vay hin a pension at rate of $20} per month. ey, try, 
: we amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

ollows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twelve.” 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr, Speaker, I do not want to detain the 
House unnecessarily. I have had an opportunity to examine 
only a very few of these reports—very few—but I want to make 
this observation: If the House will examine the last report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions, they will discover this fact, that the 
average annual value of all pensions other than those granted by 

ial act of Congress amounts to $133.49. Now, that is the 
entire average annual value of all pensions other than those 
granted by special acts of Congress. The House, if they will 
examine the report of the Commissioner, will discover this addi- 
tional fact, that if you take the years 1909, 1901, 1902, and 1903, 
inclusive, those four years that are embraced in the report, as I 
look at it, you will find that the average annual value of pensions 
granted by special acts is nearly $280 a year—lacking a few cents 
of being $280 a year. 

Now, the position I want to comment on is this, that under that 
fact as exemplified in the report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
the man who served the ninety days and the man who was 
wounded in battle, the man who went to the front and faced the 
enemy and did his duty by his country, is getting nearly $150 less 
a year than the man who is forced by virtue of the fact that he 
can not comply with the regulations of the law to come to Con- 
gress for relief, $280 a year being the average annual value of the 
pensions by special acts, whereas $133.49 is the average annual 
value of pensions granted under the general law and under the act 
of 1890. Whatdoesitsignify? Itsignifiesthat a man who comes 
here because he can not get his pension at the Pension Office (and 
the committee has adopted a regulation thatshuts out aman from 
applying to this House for a pension until it is rejected by the 
Pension Bureau because he can not comply with the conditions 
of the law) is more liberally treated than the brave soldier who 
did his full duty. 

If he served ninety days and got an honorable discharge and 
was suffering from any disability, whether of service origin or 
not, he is entitled to a pension under the act of 1890. If he does 
not apply under the act of 1890, and he can show that he is suf- 
fering from some injury the result of service origin, he can get 
a a under the general law. But when he can not show 
either, when he did not serve ninety days and has not an honor- 
able discharge or has no disability that he can show was of sery- 
ice origin, then the only way he can get a pension is to come to 
this House; and when he comes he is granted a pension by the 
House, and the report shows that the average value of the * 
given him exceeds that of the man who can comply with the gen- 
eral law by $150 a year. Isubmit that pensions granted to the 
man who did his duty to the country in a time of peril and went 
to the front with his musket in the face of the enemy and endured 
the privations of the camps and campaign ought not to be on a 
basis of $150 less than the man who can not comply with the law 
and has to come here to receive the equities of the pension law, 
as it has been called by the gentleman —.— Missouri. 

Now, what is this bill? is man only served one month and 


of the Interior be, and he is 1 
e pension roll the name of Lucius E. 
y K, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Infantry 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 


three days. He never did any service involving, so far as the re- 
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sa shows, any hazard to him. This man was in the Forty-first 

ennsylvania Emergency Militia, and served from June 30, 1863, 
to Angust 3, 1863, a month and three days, when he was dis- 
charged. He could not claim under the act of 1890 because he 
had not served the requisite time by nearly twomonths. He had 
served a little over one-third of the time. He failed to show that 
his condition was the result of an injury received in the service. 
He failed to show it to the satisfaction of the Pension Bureau 
after they had examined his case from 1892 to 1901, nearly nine 
years, and he could not show that the injuries he claimed to be 
suffering from were the result of service origin. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for five minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that he may have five minutes more. Is there objection? 
[After a Bee The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I thank the Chair and the House for this cour- 
tesy. Let us see what the case is, as stated in the report. This 
man claims that while he was doing drill service his feet got 
sweaty and smelling bad and he went off to a spring and washed 
them, which gave him rheumatism. [Laughter.] Now, the re- 
port says that. He got out of the service after a month and three 
days, and when he came back, by being drafted to go into it, not 
like the men that made the glorious record in the Federal Army 
at Chancellorsville and Gettysburg, but he got out of it on the 
ground that he had rheumatism. I don’t know how it was north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line, but I have heard from Confederate 
soldiers that a few men in the South got out of the service on 
account of rheumatism when they were spry as a spring chicken 
after the danger was over. [Laughter.] 

He failed to satisfy the committee that he was entitled to a pen- 
sion for rheumatism. Then he made an application in 1903, I 
believe it was, saying that he was suffering from varicocele and 
circocele, and they rejected that claim upon a position that I sub- 
mit is unanswerable; that he never made any claim to any injury 
of that sort until after he failed to get his pension for rheumatism. 

Now, Iam not going to take much more time, but I want to 
verify my position by reading from the report. The committee 
Bays: z 

His claim to pension under the general law, filed on March 24, 1892, and 

based upon rheumatism all to have been contracted in July, 1863, was 
rejected in April, 1901, upon the and of no record and no medical or other 
satisfactory evidence of the origin of said disability in the service and line 
of duty, and the claimant's inability, after a careful ial examination, to 
sufficient testimony to connect his present disability with his service. 

The action of the Pension Bureau was affirmed by Assistant Secretary 
Campbell under date of January 15, 1903. 

The soldier alleged thata few days after the company had arrived at Read- 

„Fa., he was called spon to drill; that he noticed t his feet were then 
sweating and smellin My: that he went to a spring in the woods and 
bathed his feet in cold water: that after that he no! that the sweatin, 
and the smelling had gone away: that thereafter he was taken pon ars in 
lower limbs 5 25 the knees, and that he found that he could 
on account of this pain; that he called upon the regimen 

ve him medicine for r tism 

t he was never in h tal: that about a month after he arrived home 
from the service, in 1883, he was drafted, and that upon examination he was 
exempted from the draft on account of rheumatism. 

Now, going to another paragraph of the report, the report says: 

It ap; however, that the beneficiary was exempt from the draft, not 
on account of rheumatism, as alleged by him, but on account of a circocele 
and varicocele, and the testimony of the witnesses being in conflict with the 
allegations of the claimant that he was never off duty, etc., was held by the 
Pension Bureau to be wholly insufficient to prove that the soldier contracted 
rheumatism during his brief service, which was rendered in the warm sea- 
son of the year, especially so in view of the statement of the beneficiary made 
to the board of examining surgeons who first examined him in August. 18%, 
which was to the effect that his first attack of rheumatism was shortly after 
~ ä from the service, which confined him to his bed for four or 

ive wee 


Going to another paragraph, the report proceeds: 


A claim on account of circocele and varicocele, alleged to have been con- 
tracted at Shippens „Pu., on July 12, 1863, which claim was made on 
FFF 
failed to show the origin in the service and line of duty of said disabilities. 

Going to another paragraph of the report: 

The soldier alleged that he could not state exactly how the varicocele and 
circocele was and the fact that he did not allege these disabilities 
— claim filed in 1892 raised a strong adverse presumption against said 
e. be 

Now, all that isin the report. I submit that the report of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions carries on its face unanswerable 
evidence that this bill ought to be promptly defeated. 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise at this time for the 
e. of defending the Invalid Pensions Committee, for it needs 
no defense. During my short 5 I have observed that 
said committee is performing its duties with a great deal of care, 

tience, impartially, judicially, as well as equitably, and, in my 
py devotes more labor in the performance of its duties 
than any other committee in this House. Many pension bills are 
presented in the House; but I dare say that less than one-fourth 
are considered by the committee. i 

The treatment that I have received at the hands of the commit- 


euma ; that 


tee has been of a most courteous character. I represent a Con- 
gressional district which has a. population of 253,000, a district 
consi e more people than the requisite ratio, and a dis- 
trict which possibly sent more soldiers in the service than any 
other district in. the United States, and by reason of said large 
population, there are in said district a large number of soldiers 
who 8 clamoring for relief, either under the general law or by 
special act. 

I presented eight or ten bills in this House for relief, a few of 
which I must admit are without merit, but I submitted to the 
committee only such bills that in my judgment were meritorious 
and were such cases which could not obtain relief under existing 
pension laws. This icular case is meritorious. Before I in- 
troduced the bill I visited the soldier at his home in the city of 
Allentown. I visited his family, consisting of himself and wife, 
and there I found a poor, old, enfeebled, and crippled man 72 years 
of age. He was required to walk in a stooped manner and could 
only walk with the aid of two canes, and his poor wife was simi- 
larly enfeebled. Heis without means or property, and is unable 
to perform manual labor, and were it not for the contributions 
of relatives and friends charitably disposed he and his old wife 
would have been inmates of the almshouse. : 

This soldier served as sergeant in Company D, Forty-first Penn- 
sylvania Emergency Militia, from June 30, 1863, to August g, 
1863, when he was honorably discharged. It is true he was only 
in the service for thirty-three days, but during said period, as al- 
leged by the soldier, and corroborated by several of his comrades, 
he contracted rheumatism. When he went into the service he 
was a healthy man, and when he left the service he was not sound. 
About a month after he arrived home from the service in 1863 
he was drafted, and upon examination he was exempted from 
the draft on account of cirsocele and varicocele. He could not 
get a pension under the general law of 1890, because he was not 
in the service for a period of ninety days, and he was rejected; 
and could not get a pension under the act of 1862, because he 
could not to the satisfaction of the Pension Department and 
medical examiners show that his disability had its origin during 
his service. Under these conditions he can obtain no relief, ex- 
cept ry bill for relief in this House, however meritorious his case 
may be. 

If a soldier has served ninety days he can obtain relief under 
the general law for disability occasioned subsequent to the service, 
and if a soldier served eighty-nine days he can acquire no relief 
for disability arising subsequent to the service, no matter how 
enfeebled his condition may be. Why this line of demarcation, 
and why can relief only be granted to soldiers under this head, 
after the service of ninety days and upward? Thus we find the 
law, and thus this is the only forum in which soldiers who served 
less than ninety days, who can not satisfactorily trace their disa- 
bility to the service, can find jurisdiction and relief. 

Should the opportunity be afforded, I will support the service- 
pension bill; it is right, it is just and meritorious. By the enact- 
ment of such a law much of the pension matter introduced in both 
Houses of Congress will be avoided. 

In this case the record is supported by the affidavit of a physi- 
cian, by the affidavits of numerous citizensand comrades, and by 
the petition of neighbors and friends, all indicating that this sol- 
dier is a proper subject for relief, that he is without means and 
incapacitated for manual labor, and that his enfeebled condition 
is not the result of vicious orintemperate habits. Thecommittee 
in its discretion and wisdom granted this soldier $12 per month, 
the maximum rating under the act of June 27, 1890. I repeat, 
this is a meritorious case; I know it from personal observation. 
Were it not a deserving case I should not have requested the 
committee to take favorable action on the bill, and therefore hope 
that this House will sustain the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
RUSSELL) there were—ayes 51, noes 11. 

So the bill was passed. 

SENECA R. POLLARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6823) granting an 
increase of pension to S. R. Pollard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions: 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of S. R. Pollard, late of. the 


Sixteenth Independent Battery, New York Light Artillery, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
N In line 6 strike out the letter “S.” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
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In line 7, before the word “ Light,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Seneca R. Pollard.” s 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. SPRINGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7500) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Springer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of E. Springer, widow 
of Peter B. S , deceased, late of steamer Lioness, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $17 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

5 * une ih reg He word 1 and all of cog 85 and 8 and insert 
n lieu thereo e following: engineer ram Mississippi 
Marine Brigade, and pay he a pension at the rate of $8 per — 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended Was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE K. KNOWLTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8789) granting an 
increase of pension to George K. Knowlton. 

The bill Was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autho: and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations ot ers 5 iawn; e —.— of ours 5 — U 
an acting ensign, es Navy Volunteers, an a pension a 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now — 23 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words an acting ensign” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “acting master’s mate.” 


In line 7 strike out the word Volunteers.” 
In same line strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘thirty ” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES LYNCH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11655) granting 
an increase of pension to James Lynch, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it t to., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
E La pene ironed to placo upon the pensionroll, subjecttothe 3 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James cig rivate 

or un 


Com E, One hundred and fifty-third Regiment New r In- 
fantey, 1 oå pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 


is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
In line 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
ton.” 


i line 6 strike out the word “private” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“oO Add 
The amendments were agreed to. ] 
The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN BARRAGAR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H, R. 6563) granting 
an increase of pension to John Barriger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
sand or eamat iaon the hamwat Sok Bario tt ine sergeant 
ms o msion e name z 
of Comy YE, One hundred and forty-ninth ent New York Volunteer 


Caena and pay him a pension at per month in lieu of that 
he is now ving. : 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line6 strike out the word Barriger “ andinsertin lieu thereof the word 
“u ” 


‘Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
John Barragar.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. KIMBLE. 
‘The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1176) granting an 
. increase of pension to Capt. George W. Kimble. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
anit it peep ete., itp the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Geor 
Si ae a 
m 
— — 


erate of 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “captain of" and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “first lieutenant.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Kimble.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en 
third time, was read the third time, and 8 
HARRIET SNYDER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 153) granting a pension 
to Harriet Snyder. ee 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of t Snyder, widow of 

Clinton Baydar, deceased, late a private in Company G, Second Regiment 

Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month, 

5 si amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS: 


Strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Harriet Snyder, widow of Clinton Snyder, late of Company G, Second 
Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and a a pension at the rate of 
$8 per month, s pension to cease upon proof.that the soldier is still living.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES W. SMITH. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 133) granting an increase 
of oa to Capt. James W. Smith. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Capt. James W. th, late 


of Company B, Eighteenth ent Pennsylvania Volunteer Ca „and 
pay him a pension at the rate rg per month in lieu of that he . 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “Captain.” 

In same line, before the word“ co 1 eê out the word “of” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words "second lieutenant.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Smith.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN E. NEARY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 2767) granting an increase 
of pension to John E. Neary. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the n laws, the name of John E, Neary, late of Com- 
pany I, Thirty-third ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a RES at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 
i 1 5 amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

Ollows: 
2 In line 8 strike out the word “fifty “ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY F. DAVIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1575) granting an increase 

of pension to He F. Davis. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre! f th ri ` 
authorised and direc s: ted to ija pension e 1 aks pe mane 5 peel 
and limitations of the ws, the name of Henry F. Davis, late of Com- 
pany E, Thirtieth ent Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

REBECCA O. SHURLOCK. 


The next business was the bill (H. R, 691) granting an increase 
of pension to Rebecca C. Shurlock. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


and read a 


and limitations of the 
of William C. Shurlock, 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all of lines 7, 8, and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
in Com; M D, One hundredth Regiment, and surgeon Fifty-first 


“captain pan 
rate ot sie Epes in lieu of that she is now rece! 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY CATLIN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7501) granting an increase 

of pension to Emily Catlin. 
he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Em 2. Catlin, widow of 
Robert W. Catlin, late of Company C, Twenty-eighth ment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6,after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

In line 7 strike out the letter “C” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “I.” 

In line 8 strike out the word seventeen“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. F 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and reada third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. MOSIER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8078) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry J. Mosier. 
The bill was as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on ‘the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry J. Mosier, late of 
Battery H. Third Regiment New York Volunteer Artillery, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


z In line 6 strike out the word “Henry” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


In line 7, before the word “Artillery,” insert the word “ Light.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Mosier.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOEL M. STREET. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5693) granting an increase 
of pension to Joel M. Street. 

e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the 2 roll the name of Joel M. Street, 
late of Company K, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
eee and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


wing: 
“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


e 
of the pension laws, the name of Joel M. Street, late of Company K, One hun- 
dred and thirtieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

CALISTO CASTRO. 


The next business was the bill (H. R, 6024) granting an increase 

of pension to Calistro Castro. : 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calistro Castro, late of Com- 
pany C. Fifth ent New Je Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

ane amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
= ee strike out the word Calistro“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


inns 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill tin; in f 
eg ad granting an increase of pension to 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en, and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 


‘ 


CHARLES V. BILLIG. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4874) granting a pension 
to Charles V. Billig. 

The bill was read, as follows: i 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles V. Billig, late of Com- 


pany G, One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment gn iiy Volunteer In- 


try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twelve.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. pie 

The billasamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

SIRBRINA E. PALMER, 

The. next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5873) granting a 
pension to William E. Palmer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of William E. Palmer, helpless 
and dependent son of Francis M. Palmer, deceased, late of Company I, 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all of lines 6, 7, S. and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“of Sirbrina Palmer, widow of Francis M. Palmer, late of Company I, Fi 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: vided, That in the 
event of the death of William E. Palmer, helpless and dependent child of 
said Francis M. Palmer, the additional pension herein granted shall cease and 
determine: And provided 8 That in the event of the death of Sirbrina 
Palmer the name of said William E. Palmer shall be placed on the 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen laws, at the rate 
of $12 per month from and after the date of death of said Sirbrina Palmer.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Sirbrina Palmer.” 9 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

THEODORE C. PUTNAM. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6258) granting an 
increase of pension to Theodore C. Putnam. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Ee it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Theodore È 
Putnam, lato of Company x Thirty-second Regiment Massachusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. í 
A 0 amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

OLLOWS: 
j piike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 

OLLOW 8 
esd That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed t bp pine on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the 


5 pent on laws, e name of — 55 oe C. Eunan late of Company A, 
3 at the rate of $24 per month in Ben of that he 22 sleet acd S 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES B. LUCKEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11558) granting 
an increase of pension to James B. Luckey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


C, Third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and him i 
the rat of $40 per month in lieu of that he is Dow TEGET 2 ee 
; am amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: j 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out th rd “of” and i 
thereof the word captain.“ V 
1 e line strike out the letter C and insert in lieu thereof the letter 

2 In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
Ki thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; was read the third time, and passed. 

HUGH S. SMITH, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9807) granting an 
increase of pension to Hugh S. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec: of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place 5 roll. eee! go to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Hugh S. Smith, late private 
Battery D, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 


2490 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


; The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

ollows: 

x 5 line 6 strike out the word “private” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
0 * 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; was read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID R. LUTTRELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12050) granting an 
increase of pension to David R. Luttrell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior e and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the oh Se sing 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof David R. Luttrell of Com- 
pany D, Forty-ninth ent Illinois Volunteer Infantry, fee pay 2 05 apen- 
Sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed, 

JAMES LARGE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12053) granting 
an increase of pension to James 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the sro elon sey the name of James late captain of 
Company G, Eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteer niantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $0 ade month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
~ Inline 6 strike out the word captain.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

JEREMIAH SHELDON, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11894) granting 
an increase of pension to Jeremiah Sheldon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it e etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and ‘directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and santos oe of the pension laws, the name of Jeremiah Sheldon. late of 
Company F, First Regiment t Louisiana Volunteers, and Company B, Fifth 
Regimen t Wisconsin olunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of #0 per 
month in 5 of that he is now recei mice uml 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strik t the words “Com: F, First ment. 

e ou pany Regi 


In line 7 strike out the words Volun pone 
one line strike out the letter “B” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 


In line 8 strike ont the word Volunteers“ and insert in lieu thereof the 

words Volunteer 
4 ae Sade strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

ABEL N. BUTTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11575) granting 

a pension to Abel N. Button. 
bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and ‘directed to place on the subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Abel N. Button, late of Com- 


ny A, Sixty-seventh Now York State Militia Guards, sworn into 
Dni ied States service June 25, 1863, for service of days, and 
August 3, 1863, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


ber amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ows: 

In line 7 strike out the words “State Militia Guards, sworn into United,” 
and all of lines 8, 9, 10, and II and insert in lieu thereof the following: Na- 
tional Guard Infantry, and pay epee $12 per month.” 

The amendment was 

The bill as amended was are to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

FREDERIC LOOKLEY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10792) granting 
an increase of pension to Frederic Lockley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lockley, late first 


lientenant 8 F, Seventh Regiment nt Ni ew York Volunteer Heavy Ar- 
tillery. and 8 a pension at the rate $50 per month in lien of that he is 
now receiving 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
as 8 the words “first lieutenant” and insert in lieu thereof 
Tn sage ino striko out the letter F“ and insert in lieu thereof the let- 


In line 8 strike out the word AET en re te ee nee 
“twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JANE M’NEIL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. ashy granting 
a ion to Jane McNeil. 
ə bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the Laid gy 
and limitations of the on laws, the nameof Jane McNeil, widow of Wil- 
liam G. McNeil, late o — Fe F, Fifteenth nt Missouri Volunteer 

Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of § per month, 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
EZRA NICHOLS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R."9979) granting an 
increase of pension to Ezra Nichols. 3 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the abet or laws, the name of Ezra Nichols, late of Com- 
pany B, Eighth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of per month in lieu of thnt he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JASON ROBINSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8742) granting an 
increase of pension to Jason Robinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior he bei he is hereby, 
directed provisions 


authorized and 56 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jason Robinso: 2 Living- 
ston, Ky., late a ringer 5 magi A, Forty-seventh Pornon Kentucky 


lieu of that he is 288975 mee Se 


: To amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “of Livingston, Ky., Inte a private in.” 

In line 7, before the word “Company,” insert the words “late of.” 

In line $'strike ont the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof tho 
word seventeen.“ 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN L LOSE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8050) granting 
an increase of pension to John I. Lose. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll subject to the provisions 
2 the pens laws, the name of John I . Lose, late of Com- 

ny First Regiment Pennsylva: olunteer Cavalry, an hima 
Pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now nira, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
walry,” insert the words “and Company I, 
Second Regiment Provisional Volunteer Cavalry.” 

12 ling strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“u ir » 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN R. W. MOOKABEE, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7698) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin Mockabee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., es Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized und on the pension roll, subject to the pro 
and 5 of the a laws. jan anny name of Benjamin 8 late of 


Company C. 8 York Volunteer 3 pay him a 
pension at the rate o $30 per month in lieu of that h now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


F „Benjamin, insert the letters R. W.” 
In line 8 strike out the word thirty“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twenty-four.” 
The 8 as amended was ordered to be for a third 


reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 


passed, 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension 


to Benjamin R. W. Mockabee.“ 
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: GEORGE P. MALLOCH, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7664) granting an 


increase of pension to George P. Malloch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and opas on the pension roll, subject to the proyisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George P. Malloch, late of 
Company B, Thirty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


4 ae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

. out the word fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ ‘or’ Aid 

The amendment was agreed to. > 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

AMELIA HUTCHINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7894) granting an 
increase of pension to Amelia Hutchins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amelia Hutchins, widow of 
hawer B. — late red the One —— em ee ae ree 

olunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension a rateo: per mon u 
of that she is now 8 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word late,“ strike out the word “of.” 
In line T strike out the word “the” and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘sur- 


98 75 ‘came line, before the words New York,” insert the word Regiment.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, : 

CHARLES T. PRESTON, 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6880) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles T, Preston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ro! subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ries T. n, late of 
Company C, Twelfth ent Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now 8 
; The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

‘ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


JACOB B. MOCK, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6589) granting 
pension to Jacob Mock. - 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob Mock, late of Com- 
pany D, One hundred and sixty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer 3 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month, the same to be paid 
him urder the rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and times of payment 
without any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged overpayments 
or erroneous payments of pension. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: . ; 

In line 6, before the word “Mock,” insert the letter B.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. A Q 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting a pension 
to Jacob B. Mock.“ 

ANNA S. DUNN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6416) for the re- 
lief of Anna S, Dunn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 3 roll the name of Anna S. Dunn, 
of Pueblo, Colo., widow of Rhodamanthus H. Dunn, late major, Third Tennes- 
see Infantry, and pay her a pension of D per month in lieu of the pension 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


a Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized and 
a 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Anna S. Dunn, widow of Rhodamanthus H. 


Dunn, late major, Third ent Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
hera pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now Wei 
The amendment was to 


agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Anna S. Dunn.“ 

MATTIE ATEN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5395) granting 
ion to Mattie Aten. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,the name of Mattie Aten, dependent 
daughter of Peter Aten, deceased, late of Company A, Ninth 3 West 
a Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per 
mon 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “dependent,” insert the words helpless and.“ 
In same line strike out the word " deceased.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twelve.” 
The amendments were to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
FREDERICK J. FAIRBRASS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6249) grantingan 
increase of pension to Frederick J. Fairbrass. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Maj. Fred- 

erick J. Fairbrass, late of page pone First pny ce Cavalry, and 1 pay him a 

pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

: ae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS: 


hn ing out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


kat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed hed N on the pension roll, rn to the provisions and limitations 
of the on laws, the name of Frederick J. Fairbrass, late of Company I, 
First Hogiment Monges Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at The 
rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, 
and passed, 

CHRISTOPHER C. RICHARDS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5700) granting a 
pension to Christopher C. Richards, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Christopher C. Richa: 
late of Company B, Seventy-third mt Illinois Volunteer Infantry, an 
pay him a pension at the rate of 0 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line hog the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he is 
now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, 
and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Christopher C. Richards.” 
HORATIO M. PRICE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5296) granting an 
increase of pension to H. M. Price. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the restrictions 
and limitations of pe pao laws, the name of H. M. Price, late sergeant 
in the Seventh Wisco; Battery, and pay him a pension of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

: ae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS: 


55 Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


fat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the poe and limitations of 
the pensi 7 — tre Zan res 3 M. Exess te of 5 8 byl 
consin Volunteer an im a n at the rate o 
per month in lieu of that he io nae recerriog.” l * 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
roading: and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 

me, ani 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Horatio M. Price.“ 
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CATHARINE M. WONDERLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6271) granting a 
pension to Catharine Wonderly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to oe the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of ne Won 
of John D. Wonderly, late of new United States Marine Corps, and 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 
à 1 amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

ollows: 

In line 6, before the word? Wonderly,” insert the letter “ M.“ 
A ——.—9 strike out the word twenty and insert in lieu thereof the word 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
she is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a pea 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed. 

be title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 

crease of pension to Catharine M. Wonderly.“ 


MOTEN M. PITTS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5378) granting an 
- increase of pension to Motem M. Pitts, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the rovisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Motem M. Pitts, late of Com- 
pany L., ment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
Teen at egere $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

‘ The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows: 

T Motem” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
5 on.“ 

in same line strike ont the letter L“ and insert in lieu thereof the letter 


* 


* same line ‘strike out the word “Sixth” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word Third.“ 
in line 7, before the word “ Cavalry, the word “ Volunteer.” 


sui line £ strika ont the word ott and — — the word 
„ twon 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
. engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time. an 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Moten M. Pi 

NATHAN L. MEANDS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8288) granting 
an increase of pension to N. L. Meands. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
sis ete oa eee subject to the Visions | a 


g 
; 


The eee recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


„FFF N. and insert in lieu thereof the word 
In same line, before the word “ Company," strike out the 2 . 
33 line, after the word Company,“ insert the letter“ 

line 8 strike out the e A lunok tm How thereof the word 


The e were agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a one | 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathan L. Meands.” 
DANIEL BUSHMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2928) granting | 
an increase of pension to Daniel Bushman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

. 5 Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to piace on the roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the Bim laws, the agers of el 8 late of 
Company L, Seventeen ent Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and ey. him | 


Pg rs Te Koron gp gg ey gly pt 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, accordingly, was read the third time, and passed. 
SUSANNA COSGROVE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2589) granting a 
pension to Susanna Cosgrove. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, FFV 

e and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 

tions of the pe laws, the name of Susanna widow of 

late of Company 1 One hundred and thirty- ew York 
77... pemiea ax the rate of $12 per month, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
In line 7, before the words N „insert Regiment.” 
In lines tand 8 strike out the word * Volunvecrs” and insert in lieu thoreot 
the words“ Volunteer Infantry.“ 
5 In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing: and being engrossed, accordingly, was read the third time, 


JAMES CARR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2557) granting an 
increase of pension to James Carr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of terior is hereby, 
isatiniclnn’ nod y pan Tat to pase cn toa pean ele aa ject tothe mbit 
. 


i rweltte Regiment MUIT Vorunteer DAYALI acd pay KILA persion oF 

0 men ri 

the rate of 650 pur month in lieu of that he T a me § -i 2 : 

£ „ recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

HENRY SPINDLER. 

The next pension business was the mt (H. R. 2189) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry Spi 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place onthe pension mol yPablect = the provisions 
. — rit Regiment Y Wisconsin Val Va —.— rp esp a 
him pension at tho 7 Ste er seen to Nae of fant aNg now re. 

g. 


j rad amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

355 out the word fifty“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
* A 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JAMES DURKEE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1882) granting an 
increase of pension to James Durkee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 of the 5 50 bo, 5 he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pace on a roli, subject to the provisions 
Secs Ts Tuite second h raeng eiei ehes ttnney aan patra 
Bye eee tome l GE per ae month in lieu of that he is now — 2 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

LUCY WARREN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1515) granting a 
pension to Lucy Warren. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy Warren, widow of 


Lewis hap rier late of Company M, First iment Maine Cavalry, and Com- 
peny 5 cen th Regiment Maine Volunteer fantry, and pay her a pension 
te of $12 per — secs 


f The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS: 

Strike ont all of 8 T and 9 and insert in lieu thereof the followi 
“of Lucy W. wis Warren, late of Company H, First Re; 
ment args of Colonna y Volunteer Cavalry, and Company M, First Regi- 
1 olunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 38 per 
mon 

The amendment Was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

ADAM GOSAGE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1285) granting 
an increase of pension to Adam Gosage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it hor ge | etc., That the Secretar cat —— pee be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to sens on msion roll, , subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the on jaye: he name of Adam Gosage, late of 
Compan LA Radice Twenty-sixth ent Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 
— eae A © rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

A The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows: 

ae strike out the word “Cavalry” and insert in lieu thereof the 

Wo! Å. 


In line 8 souk the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed, 
NICHOLAS GRUBER. 
The next 
increase of Loree Nicholas Gruber, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That th a Sd of —— Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to to place on the vot Nicholas to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, oro name of of Nicholas abe Ba 2 
Company G, Tenth ent Wisconsin Volunteer „an 

pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now eee r-ea 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 
MARY J. BRADLEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 194) granting a 
pension to Mary J. Bradley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit eee ae That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations ofthe Jawa, ia namie ot Miry Big emcee E 
Charles W. Simmons, late of Company H, Fifty-ceventh Regiment Illinois 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate sof 312 per month. 
4 ae amendment. recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In line 6, before the word “mother,” insert the word.“ dependent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be: engrossed and read a. 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

JANE I. LONG. 
pease sas pension business was the bill (S. 3274) granting an in- 
ion to Jane I. Long. 
The ‘i as read, as follows: 


authorized and í on the pension roll, ee tothe ms: 
and limitations of the the name of Jane igi wi wie — 
£ late 8 States V. and 


550 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

5E clei NT tee 

0 N. 

The amendment was 

Ae e ho rent ub itie; Was reed che ird 


time, and passed. 
MARQUIS L. STEVENS. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 822) granting amin- 
crease of to soen Stevens. 
The was read. as follows: 
edhe pateni oni Tint the Secreary ofthe Interior and he ie hereby; 
and rns of the ion laws, the name of Ma: L: Stevens, late of 


Com B, Twen th R ent K unteer Infan and 
pay fim pension af tho. rate $24 per month — he ners 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
LOUISE CHANDLER. 


The next pension business-was the bill (S. 2237) granting an in- 


creasa of ion to Louise Chandler. 
The was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the 5 Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws; the name of Louies Chandler. widow of 
C. Chandler. late-lientenant-colonel -fifth Dinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOSEPH H. KENNEDY. 


Company. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3038) granting an in- 
Kennedy. 


crease of to Joseph H. 

The Was read, as follows: 
etc., That the of the Interior d he is hi 5 
er. to — — roll; 2 to N — — 


and limitations of 535 the name of Joseph H. a late of 
Company G, First Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension Jithe rate of Ni per month in lieu of that he is now receiving: 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
JOHN. F. OVIATT. 


oa F the bill (S. 312) granting an in- 
ä to John F. Oviatt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it 1 etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorired and directed to on the pension ject to the provisi 

and imitations of the penshon Taws, the ame o of John Ovi Oviatt la latot Com: 

Pay iim a pension the rate of $24 per — lieu of that he is now re- 

VVV 
e, and passed. 


SFF. ARRIE 


CHARLES REED. 

The next pension business was the: bill (S. 2216) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Reed. 

The bill was read,.as follows: 

Beit * 
er ee ee 
e of C tern aE 
1 t the rate of $24 per month in lieu of ‘eat ETAS infuntry and pay i 

The billasamended was ordered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. JACKSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S, 1543) granting an In- 
crease of pension to William W. Jackson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit ape etc., That the wae ta of the Interior be, and he is — 
authorized and directed to toplace on sub; the 


10 ect to 
and limitations of the pension laws, 25 7 name of William W. Jac: lato 


captain and co: ry of 5 United States Volunteers, and y 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 

The amendment recommended! by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line g strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE M. LINCH. 

e rr i i ee 
crease of pension to George M. Lin 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the Toll, subject to the 
AERE eee —— 8 3 es — 
. pen mami — — AT 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

WILBUR F. LITTLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 588) granting an in- 


crease of to Wilbur F. 
cke was read. 45 follows: 
Be itenacted, ——— 
nuthoriz and directed t io onla the — al su Heaney he prov opinions 
an ATIONS o; 0 
Second pens rs, — — — 


sion 2 rate of $24 per month in lieu of that pete enone receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be read. a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
MORTIMER. HALLETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S; 31 ting an in- 
7) granting 


9 on to Mortimer 
Tels 5 as follows: 
That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


at the 
The bill wasordered to be read a third time, wasread the third 
time, and passed. 
WILLIAM w. ANGELO, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 893) granting an in- 
crease of ion to William W. Angelo, 
The bi 3 pa oone 


mi evita MA yar month in Ds ot tn ew ving oo 
time, and passed, 
HOMER D; WELLS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 386 nting an in- 
crease of pension to Homer D. Wells. — 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., !... adh pea eng oer T, 
authorized and the pension. 
and limitations of the wort yo laws, — — nume of fae eae tho provisions 


Wells, late of Com- 
pany E, Nineteenth a per New York Volunteer Ca bee 


valry, and. him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now . — 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
GEORGE RILEA. 
The Da pension p g aha the bill (S. 2087) granting an in- 
crease o 
The Was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior he, and he is here 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. ore, and ho is hereby, 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Rilea, late of Com: 
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ny C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and him a 
— at Ea aio of $55 per month in lieu of that he is et — 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 


time, and passed. 
JOHN HOGARTH LOZIER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2955) granting an in- 
crease on pessoa to John Hogarth Lozier, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it se ga etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on pension roll, panes to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the resid ont i ws, the name of Jo To 
zier, eer chaplain Thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


The pill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 

time, and passed. 
MARGARET J. ROBBINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9392) granting a 
pension to Margaret J. Robbins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi 
eee and N to place on the Canaan roll, subject 92900 — — 
and limitations of the pension laws, widow 
of Charles G. Robbins, late first lieutenant of Company ie . r = 
iment — Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 
per mon 
: whe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

ollows: 


In line 7 strike out the wi 

—9 M out the word Infantry“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
Wo! “ 

ie line IROA AEE the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that she is 


g.” 
s Amend the title soas to read: “A bill granting an increase of msion to 
J. Robbins.” 1 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. DARRAH. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 742) granting an increase 
of ion to George W. Darrah. 
e bill was , as follows. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 1 
eder and directed to to place on the pension roll, 3 to the p: 
1 limitations of the — laws, the name of George W. Darrah, lata 

pay kima K, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Voluntes teer Infantry, and 


the nameof 


“of. * 


a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


= ie amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN B. HART. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1268) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John B. Hart, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

That th f the Interi d he is hi 

sees wre peasy iret ted to — — — roll abject tothe) the, N 
wa . Regiment Pentayivanie de daring wen fom 
pany fier 3 F y 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows. 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


Kiat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed 3 on the pension ro abject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension a the name of B. Hart, late of Company I, Eighth 
Reserve . —.— 2 and Company D, One 

olunteer Infantry, an 
pay bun * pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
g. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH B. ASHLEY. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 2921) granting an increase 
of ion to Joseph B. Ashley. 
r. SULLOWAY. As the beneficiary named in this bill is 
ont I move that the bill be laid on the * 
The motion was agreed to. 
EMMA R. WALLACE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8387) granting a pension 
to Emma R, Wallace. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 8 be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and dirécted to place on the pension roll, oes ot 8 provisions 
and 1 of- the pension laws, the name of Emma R , widow 
of Martin M. Wallace, late colonel an and brevet brigadier bali Fourth 
Segimont 1linojs Volunter Cavalry, and pay her a pension a the rate of $50 

mon 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


„555.00 R.“ and insert in lieu thereof the letters 
In line 7 strike out the words “and brevet brigadie: ser gens meral.” 
In line 9 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“u 

Tn Ame line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 

VVV £ pension to 
men 80 as an increase o; on 

Emma R. Wallace.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed e read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SMITH, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 8180) granting an increase 

of pension to William Smith. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., 2 55 the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and to place on the pension roll. subject = er rovisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Smi o of Com- 
pay E, One hundred and forty-first ent Panan anik mg ass In- 


pny, ‘and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 
; Te amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 
In line § strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN A. PARKER. 
The next business was the bill (H. R, 8725) granting an increase 
of pension to John A. Parker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it e e etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
d laws, the name of John A. Parker, late of Com- 
-third Regimen 


pany F, = hundred and twenty: t Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
him a pension at the rate of $30 neat in lieu of that he is now 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSIAH STANDLEY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6653) granting an increase 

of ion to Josiah Standley. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Beit eee, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ro subject to the provisions 
ge gag gee 
3 at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is rest an Bm Sram 
A aoe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

ollows: 

sg p Pul kinne ee “Com RRIKO oS the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words second lieutenani 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SEYMOUR F. BURLINGAME, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase 
msion to Seymore F. Burlingame, 
he bill was read, as follows: 
Be it a E nd That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to increase the pension of Seymore F. Burlingame, 
former], of C mien 3 Ninth Regiment Connecticut. Volunteer Infantry, 
subject to the provisioos and limitations of the pension laws, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
à ae amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows: 
DERS out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


ow teat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of 


of — nsion laws, the name of Seymour F. Burlingame, late of Compan 
LN inth | ent Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 2 aes a pension 
at the rate of $2) 3 pees in lieu of that he is now receiv: 

Amend the ti read: “A bill granting an æ of pension to 


Seymour F. B 
The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE w. WETHERELL. 

The next business was the bill (S, 727) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Wetherell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it pe re dios Th etc., That the ee of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the be Sarge eA laws, the name of ene W. Wetherell, late of 
Company C, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer nfantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, 


vf 


1904. 


JOHN B. GLOVER, 


The next business was the bill (S. 819) granting an increase of 
pension to John B. Glover. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


and he is here 
2e ange — 


eee e read the third time, 
and passed. 


NATHAN M. GOVE. 


The next business was the bill (S, 4091) granting an increase of 
pension to Nathan M. Gove. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The 5 third time, and 
passed. 
BENJAMIN MANNING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6824) for the re- 


lief of Benjamin Manning. 

ms bill was read, as follows: 

z 1 eto. ed to plaoe on the pension roli subject to the provis ons 
authorized an directed pension subject e provisions 
and tations of on laws, the name of om late 
rete of Compan: New Jersey Volunteers and pay him 


— 08 — — of $12, the amount he is now re- 


ving. 
SEO 2. Tnat this act shall take effect immediately. 
/ et amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
aws: 


In line 6 strike out the words “a 


* 
In line 7 strike out the word * Vi unteers” and insert in lieu thereof the 
woos “ Volunteer 


Inf: 
5 — . thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
wen our.“ 
In same line strike out the words twelve dollars. 
In N— out the words the amount” and insert in Bou thereof the 


Am nd the ie soas 8 to read: “A bill granting in of to 
a e title so as : an increase of pension 

FFC 

The bill as amended was ordered to be er 


and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. SCHREINER. 


The next pension business was the bill soe R. 7353) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Shreiner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Beit aes etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ea he is hereby, 
directed to place on the subject to the 


undred and seventh Regiment Pen vania Volunteer 
pension at the rate of „ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read. as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Shreiner™ and insert in lieu thereof the word 

nen tie filo so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Schreiner.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN F. MILLER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9081) granting an 
increase of pension to Benjamin F. Miller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the eee the Interior bey and he is RE 
authorized and ‘directed to = “4 to the 

and limitations of the pension i e name o Beniainin 

Company D, Seventh ia Vi 

sion at the rate of $38 per month in lieu of that he 


— ty ume „as 
OWS: 


In line 6, after the word “Seventh,” insert the word 
. “thirty-six” and insert in cnet tha 
word “ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN C. FOOS. 
The next pension business ve the bill (H. R. 8482) granting an 
increase of pension to John C. Foos. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior and heis hereby, 
aithorized and directed to place on the pesca tL 8 
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anà limitations of the pensien laws, the name of John C. Foos, late of Com- 
pany B, Purnell n, Maryland and pay him a pension at tho 
rate of $30 per mon’ in Hod of that he is. mow ving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

a satrap ie en a pote ler eee a ecu ame ga 

In same line striks out word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

TETOR DISS SEENE VAER hss pe DA ges Sacral 

time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM A. SHERIDAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6859) granting 
an increase of to William A. Sheridan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be a ee Rh peak eee gen gins dt pny een ol 


W: A. 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
CCC of that he is now re- 


r ~The “amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word thirty.“ 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES PAYTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8025) granting a 
pension to James Payton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
3220 


the name of James Payton, late 


and limitations of the ly 
pany K, Fourth ent New York Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him a pen- 
per month. 


sion at the rate of 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 8. after the word “month,” insert the words in lieu of that he is 
now 5 

nd the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension to 
—— Payton.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and reada 
third time; and it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed, 
TRVING HOLCOMB. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5262) granting a 
pension to Irving Holcomb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Irving Holcom late of Com- 
pany B. One hundred and twenty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mont). 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, before the word “Com my,” strike out the word “of” and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “captain. 

In 1 out the word thirty v and insert in lien thereof the word 
“seventeen.” 

In the same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lien of that 
he is now recei 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Irving Holcomb.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be ed read a 


third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
HENRY WILFONG.. 
eee pension business was the bill (S. 1280) gran an in- 
nsion to H Wilfong. i =e apne 
— was read, as follows: 


He it enacted, etc. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
lace on the pension roll, 8 Sia provisions 
ilfong, late of Com. 

y F, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer H 2 Moa ne Z 
— VVV . 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 


time, and passed. 
MARY A. HUGHES, 


The mess penin. ee (S. 1892) granting an in- 
crease o on to Mary 

ihe bul was toad. atin 

Be it enacted, etc., fez That the Secretary of the Interior be and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed lace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ponsfon laws, the name of Mary A. Hughes, widow of 
Thomas F. Hughes, late captain, Sixteenth Regiment an Volunteer In 


fan „and hera mat the rate of $16 mon 
— try. pay pensio: Si per th 


The bill was ordered to be read a third tim 
wan ee e, was read the third 
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MARTHA J. DERRINGTON. ‘ The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3902) granting a read the third time, and passed. ; 
pension to Martha J. Derrington. HUGH T. CROCKETT, i 
The bill was read, as follows: The next pension business was the bill (S. 154) granting an in- 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | crease of i h T. kett. 
a and directed to place on the pension roll, 8 to the provisions The 8 e ae joes acker 
and limitations of the : on laws, the name of Martha 8 m, widow 7 è 
k 0 0 ix 


of Riley Dorrington, f Company I, Provisional ent Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the proyisions 
month. 5 1 . e msion aye — 0 name of Hugh T. Grocka late of 
; mpan 0 Regimen na Volunteer Infantry, him 
f aoe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as | 4 pansion at the rate of 320 per month in lieu of that he is Daw receiving. 
owa: The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 
In line 7 strike out the words “ Provisional 95 1 A 3 
In same line and in line 8 strike out the words “ Missouri Volunteer Infan- read the third time, and passed. 
5 Ming insert in lieu thereof the words “Provisional Enrolled Missouri OWEN E. NEWTON, 
In lines 8 and 9 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof | The next pension business was the bill (S. 1555) granting an in- 
the word “eight.” crease of on to Owen E. Newton. 
The amendments were agreed to. The bill was read, as follows: : 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a Be it eng enacted, Trant That the Secretary of the Interior peana i hois hereby, 
ird tim ead hird tim passe author: an on on roll, subjec ro 
third n the t B and d. and limitations of the 5 laws, the name of Owen E. 8 late of 
FRANKLIN B. LIPPINCOTT. 2 1 en s ee e Highs Arey, — y. 
ension business was the bill (H. R. 4997) granting a APIE EEN ENE OA A AE EREA ONT: 
iria pig! sree B. Lippincott. ( ) E The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
The bill was read, as follows: read the third time, and passed. 
d 


Er A aad Gireesed to DINA OU tse pension! rot, PEDOT 10 te provisions AE RET 
aut an % on the pension roll, subjec e provisions 3 3 * : tA 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin B. Lippincott, late The next pension business was the bill (S. 681) granting an in 
acting medical cadet, and pay him a pension at the rate of dollars per | crease of pension to Isaiah Larkins. 


month. The bill was read, as follows: 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
follows: authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


s imitatio: f nsion laws, the name of iah Lar 5 
In line 6, after the word " cadet,” insert the words United States Army.“ FTW Regiment Ohio Volunteer Tafan pee Arat 
In line 7, before the word “ dollars,” insert the word “twelve. lieutenant Company I, One hundred and séventy-fifth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
The amendments were agreed to. teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | chat he is now receiving. 5 1 ; t 

reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly 


time, and passed. read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCES RECK. CHARLOTTE J. FOLSOM. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5527) granting a The next pension business was the bill (S. 4090) granting an in- 
pension to Frances Reck. crease of pension to Charlotte J. Folsom. 
The bill was read, as follows: The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subisos te the provisions | authorized and directed Space on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

k, widow of Jacob | and limitations of the on laws, the name of Charlotte J. Folsom, widow 

Reck, late of Company B, Second Regiment United States Reserve Corps | of Asa Folsom, late of Company B, Second Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 

Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per | teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
month. that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | read the third time, and passed. 


ISAIAH e IR. ; SAMUEL A. DICKEY. . 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6501) granting a The next pension business was the bill (S. 4141) granting an in 
pension to Isaiah Robinson. crease of pension to Samuel A. Dickey. 
The bill was read, as follows: The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions authorized and directed vie et on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaiah Robinson, late of Com- | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel A. Dickey, late of Com- 
y A, Fourth ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- | pany A, First mt California Volunteer Infantry, and par him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month. sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 

follows: read the third time, and passed. | 
LEWIS LEWIS. 5 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3945) granting an in- 


line 6, after the word “ Robinson,” insert the word “junior.” 
In line 8, after the word month,“ insert the words “in lieu of that he is 
now receiving.” 


retina tho title ao as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to crease of pension to Lewis Lewis. 
The amendments were agreed to. The bill was read, as follows: 


> Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | authorized e to place on ahs panini roll, subject to the provisions 


ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis Lewis, late of Com- 
ere aie = F em Say D, Sixth Rogiment United States Cavalry, and pay him 2 — at the 
? > EDWARD BLAISDELL. rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 3 
5 uya 5 7 The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
pensi msiness was the bill (S. 8950) granting an in-; beaches : , 5 
N ar plat ams Pdwaed Maisie. } $ | ingly read the third time, and passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: : R ALICE K. SELIGSON, 

Be it enacted etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | The next pension business was the bill (S. 4052) granting a pen- 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | sion to Alice K. Seligson. f 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Blaisdell, late sec- The bill was read, as follows: 
ond lieutenant Company H, Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infan- | , e 
try, and pay him a ion at the rate of $24 per month in lieuof that he is Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


now receiving. 8 ren 8 to place an pe msion 2510 i to = provisions 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly | 6? frerman A. Soligson, late lieutenant- colonel Ninth Regiment Vermont Vol 
read the third time, and passed. unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $3 per month. 
JOHN L, ROGERS. ' || The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3893) granting an | ingly read the third time, and passed. 
increase of pension to John L. Rogers. - FREDERICK MEHRING. ; 
The bill was read, as follows: The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6420) for the re- 


Be it ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, lief of Frederick Mehring. 
„ roy directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions The bill was read, as Don 
— pera 89 85 — Matas Vat — 3 and — 1 Be it enacted, etc That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
Regimen’ ne Volun ‘antry, y = — ior be, and he is hereby, 
pany G, Six — directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the — 


sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now authorized and 


š 
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and limitations of the 2 laws, the name of Frederick Mehring, late 
private in Company C. Sixteenth New York Cavalry Volunteers, and pay him 
à pension of per month from and after the passage of this act in leu of 
that he is now receiving. à 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out all after the greii Barat and insert the following: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the n laws, the name of Frederick Mehring, late of Company C, Six- 

mt New York Volunteer Cavalry, an y him a pension at the 
per month in lieu of that he is now — — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
5 being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

, an passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 

crease of pension to Frederick Mehring.“ 
WILLIAM H. KENT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5952) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Kent. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ome the provisions 
Kent, lateof Com- 
olunteer Infantry, and Company D, Sec- 
, aed pay him a pension at the rate of 0 per month 
in lieu of that he is now ving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “ Com: F, Twelfth ent.” 
lin ais Volunteer infantry, and.” 15 
en 


In line 8, before the word "Caval: „insert the word “Volunteer,” 

Insame line e out the word and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, 
and passed, 

RANDOLPH T. STOOPS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4634) granting an 
increase of pension to Randolph T, Stoops. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the = m laws, the name of Randolph T. Stoops, late a 
captain of Company C, Eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 5 to 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now ving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: : 

In line 6, before the word “captain,” strike out the word “a.” 

In same line, before the word Company,“ strike out the word “of.” 

In line 7, before the word “ Peona insert the word Regiment.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word ‘sthirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the wo: 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. š 

The bill as amended was ordered to be.engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, 
and passed, 


MARY P, SHEETS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4994) granting an 
increase of pension to P. Sheets. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is eerie ed. 


authorized and directed to place on the pension subject to the pro ns 
and limitations of the laws, the name of ce i widow of 
en vania 


William T. Sheets, late of Com: A, Second ‘ennsy’ 
serve Corps, and pay her a 8 the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line7 strike out the word “Corps” and insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, ent Potomac Home 
Brigade, Maryland Volunteer Infantry.” 

a ae 8 strike ont the word “thirty” and insert in lien thereof the word 
‘sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed. 

GEORGE M. GIBBONS, 


The next pension business was the bill (H, R. 4252) granting an 
increase of pension to George M. Gibbons. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the paan roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George M. Gibbons, late 
of Company K, Eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
Ok per Dinta pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. X 


XXXVII— 157 


: The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty-six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed, 

HENRY C. BELTZ. , 

The next [penson business was the bill (H. R. 4889) granting a 
pension to Henry C. Beltz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, — ig to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of He . Beltz, late of Com- 
pany H, Thirty-fourth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter H and insert in lieu thereof the letter “E.” 
In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words in lieu of that he is 
now receiving.” 
The amendments were agreed to. ö $ 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 


ing; and being , accordingly was read the third time, 
and passed i 


The title was amended so asto read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry C. Beltz.” 
AUGUSTUS WAGNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11654) granting an 
increase of pension to Augustus Wagner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Augustus Wagner, late of 
Company I, Sixth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, and passed. 

CASPER J. SCHOER, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5824) granting an 
increase of pension to Caper J. Schoer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
te of the 


e M I 
G, Fifth Re t Missouri State Militia Cavalry Volunteers, and pay him a 
pension at 
P The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 
S In line 6 strike out the word “Caspar” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


In same line strike out the words “late of St. Louis Home Guards," and all 


of lines 7 and 8. 
In li before the word “Co ny,” insert the words late of.” 


we af on 1 9 * 
JVC 
The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed. 5 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Casper J. Schoer.“ ; 


CALEB J. MAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11606) granting 
an increase of pension to Caleb J. May. 3 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of th 
authorized soul direitos to place on the pension Toll, subject tothe . 
c Vne ane Gane Gare 
— at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is — 3 8 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
age 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

s WILLIAM D. HALL. 
_ The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3035) granting an 
increase of pension to William D. Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. 3 — tothe. 5 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William D. Hall, late of Com- 
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-second 


antes G, D, and F; Seven 
y him e rate of 


a pension at 
* ng. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line hao aca aa “of Companies G, D, and F” and insert in lieu 
thereof the followi 2 sergeant Company G,second lieutenant Company D, 
and first lieutenant company B” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty-six.” 

The amendments were 

The bill as amended was pes ace to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES WHEATLAND, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3812) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Wheatland. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior — he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to 3 — the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
Bagi limitations of the 8 —— 5 om — — late of 
him 8 Lara Spee rate of $5 per month in mA of that he is now nana — 
P 85 amendment . by the committee was read, as 

‘ollows: 

Tn line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES J. CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3887) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles J. Clark. 
The bill was grapi as follows: 


ent New York Volunteer Infantry, 
per month in lieu of that he is now 


* 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
GEORGE F. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 8902) granting an 
increase of pension to George F. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ee Sixth ent, and Company F, Seventh ware 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of per month. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. DE MOTTE. 

The next pension business was the bill or R. 8611) granting 
an increase of pension to Charles W. De Motte. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the TTT 


authorized and directed to i on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

and 3 of the Bony on Jaws, the name of Charles W. De Mort late of 

Company F 1 One hun and twenty- t Indiana Volunteer In- 
n in lieu ot that he 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

4 In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN S. PARKER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3534) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John S. Parker. 

The was read, as follows: 

eee ee eee eee the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

uthorized an: lace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
snd imitations of the penalon tae. the name of John 8. Parker, late of Com- 
LN Pectoant Marpiant Vobistoor T Set pak hes b een 
the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the a third 
time, and passed, 

MANLUFF W. REYNOLDS. 


The next pension business was the bill 8 3415) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Manluff W. Reynolds. 
“nthe was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary 
authorized and directed to 
and limitations of the — — la late of 
K, Sixth Regime ent, New er- 


8 G. Eleventh Regim 
olunteer Infantry, and pay him a on at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. a pensi 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
MARY V. CARSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S, 3267) granting an in- 

crease of m to Mary V. Carson. 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre of the Interior d he is here’ 
authorized and directed to eira dary pension roll, Ea e the ies 
Career eye laws, the name of Mary V. ee 
Jobn T. Carson, la Company F, Third Regiment Patomac Home Bri 

land verano Infantry, a we her a pension at the rate of 

in lieu of that she is now 
e erdarei to ba reed a thid diane, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


EMELINE F. EMMONS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 562) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emeline F. Emmons, 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enact: tc., ‘hae Secretary terio and 
authorized * i ed to place on the p oE ary fa ted to — — 
— 5 — yg of the pe: — — the sano of 8 15 ee may 
of Geo W. Emmons, ptain Company Third Regiment New 
— Vol s 
5 — yay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 

F 


time, and passed. 
LARKIN MAYNARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2491) gran a 
pension to Larkin Maynard. ae 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it $ 2 
Comet a That the of the „ 


au to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Larkin Maynard, la Inte of Capt. 


ependent company, and pay hima pension at the rate 


. 2 — amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Damron's“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ Dameron's.“ 

In line pees the word “company,” insertthe word “West Virgizia Vol- 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS P. MOORE. 


The next ion business was the bill (H. R. 1519) granting a 
of | pension to Thomas P. Moore. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it — ey etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to to place on the pension roll, sub: 1 * to the provisions 
and limitations of —— the name of Thomas P. Moore, late of Capt. 
Thomas Damron's company, and pay him a pension at the rate 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6 strike ont the word Damron's“ and insert in lieu thereof the 


“Dame n 
u m * “ = 
1 ater the word “company,” insert the words West Virginia Vol 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL LOUIS TYNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9390) granting an 
increase of pension to Dr. S. L. Tyner. , s 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Daey OE EO and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on — “4 


roll, subject to the provisions 

and limitations oS the pension og e name of Dr. S. L. 2 — As- 
sistant surgeon of the Forty-second Indiana Volunteer Infantry, an 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now — . — 

The cau farina recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike oak the words “of Dr. S. L. SSP 8 8 late assistant — 
a an. and insert in lieu thereof the words “of Samuel Louis Tyner, 


OF Otte before the word “Indiana,” insert the word“ ant.” 
F ‘thirty " and insert in lieu f the word 

Amend the title So as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Louis Tyner.” 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M'ELIECE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9726) granting a 


visions | pension to John McEliece. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Intarior be, and he is hereby, j 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to the provisions 
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mite tions of th msion a the as KS Spar ieda erre ay 8 
05 imen mnsylvania un Infantry, an 
les pension at the rate of $3) per month. Sa vst 
$ i amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows: 

In line 8, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he is 

F “ A bill granting an increase of pension to 
en 3 

John McEliece.” = pa 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


LEWIS C. AMBERG. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10264) granting 
an increase of pension to Louis C. Amberg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autharized and directed to place on the pension roll, — 9385 to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis C. Amberg, late lieu- 
tenant Company F, One hundred and forty-ninth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
FVV TAS OE BO pox Snes th ee of that he is now 

ving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


8 6 strike out the word “Louis” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
wis,” ; 
In same line, before the word “lieut: insert the word “first.” 
Inline 7, before the word “Ohio,” insert the word“ Regiment.” 
1 In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis C. Amberg.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time,-and passed. 
GEORGE B. ABBOTT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3839) granting an 
increase of pension to George B. Abbott. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George B. Abbott, late Com- 
pany H, Thirteenth ent New eee Volunteer Infantry, and pay 

a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 5 
AUGUSTUS FELLOWS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11428) for the re- 
lief of Augustus Fellows. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Au Fellows, late a te of 
JT... 
o present ra mon rheu- 
P pe mon ESE disease of spine 3 acute disease of heart. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: : 
PR tt toss ATU ho saci, Direc KOT MOEA, LO thereof the 
O That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the on laws, the name of Augustus na pega wy of Compay M, First 
ent California Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a pension at the rate 

of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus Fellows.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordared to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN B. KELLER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11141) granting 
an increase of pension to John B. Keller. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. Keller, — — of Com- 
pany I. Twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN MAYNARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2490) granting a 

pension to John Maynard. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorizedand directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Maynard, late of Cap- 
tain Thomas Damron’s independent company, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: N 

In line 6 strike out the word Damron's“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ Dameron's.“ 

In line 7. after the word company,“ insert the words West Virgmia 
Volunteer Infantry.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. < 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA J. GARDNER, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12078) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza J. Gardner. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pe laws, the name of Eli . Gardner, widow of 
Hezekiah Gardner, late captain. Forty-fourth United States Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
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; aoe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
OLLOWS: 

In line 7 strike out the words Forty- fourth United States Infantry“ and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “Company I, One hundredth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and captain Company B, Third Regiment Vet- 
eran Reserve Corps.“ 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE T. BENNETT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9756) granting an 
increase of pension to Jesse T. Bennett, ‘ 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Co G, Twenty-ninth Regiment Volunteer Infa: „and him 
sion Bt the rate of 25 per month in Hen of t that he is 1 — afe 8 
A ae amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In line 7, before the world “ Volunteer,“ insert the word “Iowa.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID c. M’VICKER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11845) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David C. McVicker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed — on the pension roll, subject to the moron 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David C. McVicker, late of 
Company I, serie ‘ourth ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


bs In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELI M. M’ELWAIN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9576) granting an increase 
of pension to Eli M. McElwain. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to th i 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ENN 22278 8 


= wain, late of Com- 
pany F, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
an 


jay uim a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
EPHRAIM O. GILBERT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 9815) granting an increase 
of 2 to Ephraim O. Gilbert. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line § strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lien thereof the word 
*twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN E. OLIVER. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10919) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Susan E. Oliver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior oie vege he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension ro! a 9 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Theodore Oliver, late captain 2 — Vol- 


unteer Cavairy, and pay „ rate of oxime month in lien of 
that she is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


“in line strike out the word “ity” and insert in Heu thereof the word 
“six: 


The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET DELANEY, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10209) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret Delaney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Margaret Delaney, widow 
of Patrick Delaney, late captain, One hundred and eighteenth iment New 


n and hera at 
in lieu of that she Se vont — — 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 6, after the word “ Pa 


insert the letter “K.” 
In lines 6 and 7 strike out the “captain” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ first lieutenant.” 


In line 7, „before the word “ One,” insert the words “and regimental quar- 
termaster.” 


The amendments were to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN QUINN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase 
of pension to John Quinn. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the visions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Quinn, late Company 
G. Forty-second Reximent New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of S per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word Nor cae bi strike out the word “of” and insert 
in Leu thereof the word“ captain. 
Waere š strike out the word ‘sixty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
„thirty. 
The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the ———— 
JAMES O. KNOWLES. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10847) granting an in- 
crease of sion to James O. Knowles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Tate of $20 per month 


lace on bene gpa mye ag Visions 
Se it of Sig praan iea ef dama D or ant 
olun „ an a 

— the rate of per month in lieu of that he is how receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM S. BURCH, 


The next business was the bill (S. 2649) granting an increase of | 
pension to William S. Burch, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The Mill. was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


CHARLES R. COLLINS. 


The next business was the bill (S. R 
pension to Charles R. Collins. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rol. sub Ap 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of late of 
Company B, Tenth ent Mi in Voluniets One eee — pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month lien of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


HARRIET H. HOWLETT. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2278) granting an increase of 
pension to Harriet H. Howlett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ee etc., ee the 8 of the Interior be, ene is hereby, 


8 he is — 


ne aceon as pension roll, sub. ns 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harriet H. Howl: Hiria 
of Robert Howlett, late of 8 E. a nt 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay 33 the rate of per month in 
of that she is now 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


NAOMI GREEN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S, 2490) granting a pen- 
sion to Naomi Green. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


„and pay her a 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


The next 


JOHN W. PAUL. 
pension business was the bill (S. 1834) granting an in- 


crease of ion to John W. Paul, 
The was read, as follows: 
rob eer etc., E and he is hereb: 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. to the 8 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Joma We . Paul, late af Com- 
l pany H, Twenty-third t Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
à pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv ne. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, 
JOHN 8. STANGER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S, 1944) granting an in- 
crease of ion to John S. Stanger. 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
st marae nar f the nsion iawa, tho ame of J mgt 8. —— — second 

entenant Company vn nt 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 5 lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, 


CHARLES E. M’INTIRE. 
The next business was the ag 
increase of pension to Charles E. McIntire 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
authorized and directed to place on the pension 


(S. 8488) granting an 


Interior be, and he is hereby, 
roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles E. McIntire, late of 
Company G, Second ent New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and y 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei ng. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, 


JOHN M. MORGAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1803) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John M. Morgan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub — to the prov isions 
and limitations of — 1 lnws, the name of John M. u. late of Com- 
par I, One hundred and -fourth ent Tilincis Volunteer intan- 
eee rate of $4 per month in lieu of that he is 


~The bill was ordared to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


JOSHUA D. GRIFFITH, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11066) gran an 
increase of pension to Joshua D. Griffith. as 
The bill was read, a as ows: 


t the 5 the npe be, and he is — 


meres to 
Grits late — a 


66 pest and 
r month in lieu of — 1 e 3 vines 


unsound mind, said pension 


5 ia of BO per 
| gener pe 52 
and the Joshua 


I to E AE ae am FeS paica nes 
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i 555 amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “‘a private.” 
Hirte strike out the word and insert in lieu thereof the word 


In line 9 strike out the words and the said Joshua D. Griffith being a per- 
son of.” 
In line 10 strike ont the words “unsound mind, said pension shall be pay- 
able“ and insert in lieu thereof the words “the same to be paid.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 3 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. COOPER, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12352) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Cooper. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed oe on the pension op ae to the provisions 


and limitations of the ion laws, the name of William H. Cooper, late of 
Company I, Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, who was hon- 
orably 


61771. 8 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 7 strike out the words “who was e e and all of line 8. 
In line strike out the words “day of June, eigh hundred and sixty- 


* 


In lino 10 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“seventeen.” e 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
ALFRED D. BURTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11557) granting a 
pension to Alfred D. Barton. 

-The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

= 5 of 15 5 5 5 pacsen D. oe -_ of 
m „Seventh Regimen irginia un Infantry, an 
him ppenaton at the rate of $12 per month. i 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
„ out the word “ Barton“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 

on.“ 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Alfred D. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
. The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time. and passed. 
GEORGE W. M'CONKEY. 


The next pension business was fhe bill (H. R. 805) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. McConkey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the jon laws, the name of George W. ‘MaConke: 5 
Private u Company H. Fourth Illinois Infantry, war with Mexico, and inte 
major of the Firth Illinois Volunteer Inf: war of the rebellion, and pay 
‘him a pansion at the rate of $85 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows. 

In line 6strike out the words “a private in Company H, Fourth.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “Tinos Infantry, — SÀ Mexico, and.” 

In same line strike out the words “of the.” 

In same line, after the word “Fifth,” insert the word“ ent.” 
1 FCC and insert 

reof the word “Cavalry.” 
In line 9 strike out the word “thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “thirty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

ANNIE B. JOHNSON, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 268) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Annie B. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the oad as laws, the name of Annie B. Johnson, widow of 
George E. Johnson, late lientenant-colonel Twenty-ninth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The hill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN A. CHAMBERLAIN, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3569) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. Chamberlain, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That tho Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized rained to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John A. Chamberlain, late 
of Company G, d Volunteer Infantry, and Ninety- 
fifth Company, Second Battalion Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to.a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS HARKISON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2179) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Harkison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
. — sonny scat the paon aaa the — of Lae eed aa sane x 
FCE . in Senor she he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. WILLIAMS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2084) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Andrew J. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed lace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Williams, late of 


to 
Company H. Eighth Regiment W. Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay 


him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that-he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

THERON T. LAMPHERE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1530) granting an in- 
crease or to Theron T. Lamphere. 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 


and limitations of on laws, the name of Theron T. Lamphere, late 


of Company E, Eighth iment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL DONOVAN. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1616) granting an in- 
crease of ion to Michael Donovan. ; f £ 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension zoll subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the Peg laws, the name o Donovan, late of 
Company E, Two bun and fourteenth Regiment a Volun- 


teer infantry, and Company F, Thirtieth Regiment United S mtry, 
and pay. him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

, MATTHEW WOODWORTH. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1796) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Matthew Woodworth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h 7 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, nee to the. — — 
and limitations a Depensen laws, thename of Matthew Woodworth, late of 
Company H, One hun and fifty-fourth t New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

‘The bill was ordered to.a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN D. PICKARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 1554) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John D. Pickard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the ofthe Interior be, and he is hi 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub, . 85 tus ees 
and 8 — name of John D. $ 5 Com- 

an x ent Iowa Volunteer Infantry, y hi msion 
At the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 5 on 

The bill was ordered to.a third reading; and it was accordingly 

read the third time, and passed. i 
JERNINGHAM BOONE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3527) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jerningham Boone. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h 5 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and 5 5 the 8 —— — — g J neam Bonie 3 
geon, Thirteen: try, i 
pension at the rate o 8 of that he 5 — = 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. i 

CLARA B. GRISWOLD. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 354) granting an in- 

crease of pension to Clara B. ‘Griswold. 
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kesoi he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the m laws, the name of Clara 


Dennis K. Griswold, late captain Company L, Second 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


NATHAN P. BOWMAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3130) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nathan P. Bowman. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the 


y ] p segoortin ro a a to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nathan P. Bowman, late 


major and additional paymaster, United States Volunteers, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of i) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

LINUS s. LUDINGTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3738) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Linus S. Ludington. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension zor sabes to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of us S. Ludington, late of 
Company G. Regiment Connecticut Volunteer fay i and 
One hundred and nineteenth companya Second Battalion Veteran Reserve 
Corps, and pay him a pension at the rate of §20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA WILLIAMS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3873) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Williams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and directed 8 


. Griswold, widow of 
ent New York 
per month in lieu 


auth: to on the roll, subject to the provision: 
and limitations of the yey fie name of Eliza Wi ; widow of 
Willi late of Compan Battalion District of Columbia 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES HAHN, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1591) granting an 
increase of pension to James Hahn. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Hahn, late first lieu- 
tenant Company H, Forty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY S. CLARK. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 935) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary S. Clark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 8. Clark, widow of 
William Al. Clark, late second lieutenant Company G, Eighth nt 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per 
month. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL ROLLINS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1272) granting an 
increase of pension to Samuel Rollins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


One d 
5 pay him a pension at 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS HALL, 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 8645) granting an in- 
crease of on to Francis Hall. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
d directed to th 


authorized an on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of te of Com- 
pany C, Seventh Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER LANE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3085) granting an in- 
crease of on to Alexander Lane. 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the D rane laws, the name of Alexander Lane, late of 


Company F, Eleventh iment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and 


pay im a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH H. OTTEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3423) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph H. Ottey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 5 roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph H. Ottey, late of 
Company B, Two hundred and third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. é 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN OLSON BAKKEN, ALIAS JOHN OLSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3291) granting an in- 
crease FF cacao to John Olson Bakken, alias John Olson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 5 roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the nameof John Olson alias 
John Olson, late of Company K, Eleventh ent Minnesota Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES MALE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3452) granting an in- 
crease of ion to Charles Male, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enact tc., That the Secretary of the Interi: 
authorized — 5 directed to place on the pension roll, d e 8 
ban) E. Tenth Regt iment Michigan T 
Ak the rate of $90 per month in a of that he is now receiving. 5 2 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


MALVINA C. BUZZELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S, 2999) granting an in- 
crease of ion to Malvina C. Buzzell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the salons laws, the name of Malvina C. Buzzell, widow 
of Hosea Q. Buzzell, late of Company A, Thirty-second Regiment Maine Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving: 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE HYDE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2948) granting an 
increase of pension to George Hyde. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
„ VVT 

n jy k 
2 at the rate of $24 per month ie lieu of that he F 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

MARGARET LIDDLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2940) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret Liddle, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on they pension roll, 5 the e 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret Liddle, widow of 
Samnel Liddle. late second lieutenant Company E, First Regiment Ilinois 
Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay hera pension at the rate of $15 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, 


GEORGE M, WATERS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2445) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George M. Waters. ; $ 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the — laws, the name of George M. Waters, late of 
Company A, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieuof that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
JOHN DOW. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2429) granting an 
increase of pension to John Dow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the e laws, the name of John Dow, late of Company 
K, Seventh, and Company A. Sixth Regiments, Maine unteer Infantry, 
. — IID EMA DOR month in lieu of that he is now 
recel ( 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

ELLIS HOUSE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6956) granting an 
increase of pension to Ellis House. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the ol the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the Maj tiem name of Ellis House, late of Company 
E, Fifty-first ment Indiana Volunteer Infan: ion: 


„and him a pensii 
at the rate of FFC 
: 355 amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 8 
In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ private and first lieutenant.” - 
e ena out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and A 5 
THOMAS IRVIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2198) granting a pen- 
sion to Thomas Irvin. ? 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 5 
and ag of oe pineon laws, ome of fant mes — 55 late of Com- 
pan Reg ent- Delaware Vo r Infantry, an him a pen- 
— ak the rate o $12 per month, 5 * 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


ALONZO R. KIBBE, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1627) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alonzo R. Kibbe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc:, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 3 Toll, subject to the ns 
and limitations of the pension. laws, the name of Alonzo R. Kibbe, late of 
Twelfth Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer 4 Artillery, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

RUDOLPH REINHART, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 1678) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rudolph Reinhart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the laws, the name of Rudolph Reinhart, late of 
Company C, Fifty-fifth ent — — Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now Aiaia apd 


The bill was orđered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
DANIEL M. SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 900) granting an in- 
crease of ion to Daniel M. Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on thet pension roll, subject to the omen 
and limitations of the pemon laws, the name of Daniel M. Smith, late of 
Company K, Fourteent at pre New eer gags Volunteer Infantry,and 
pay a pension at the of $20 per mon 
ceiving. 


in lieu of that he is now re- 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
: LEWIS L. BEAN, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1170) granti 
an increase of pension to Lewis L.. Bean. ) ane 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior he is hereby, 
authorised and dirested to piace on the pension roll subject to the ae tans 


limitations. 1 the name of Lewis L. Bean, late of Com- 
—.— 8 h Regiment’ Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word thirty and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. DE ROCHER, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 693) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles W. De Rocher. 
The bill was read, as follows: 1 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
. and Wirected to 5 50 oa tie penelbe roll, none to the 3 
7 — 1 of the pasior synu pameot 5 — ae, — 5 —— 
A Third Regim Maine Olun an * 2 
alon as t orate of $80 por month in lieu of that he is now — 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 


time, and passed. 
HARRIET L. FORD, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 156) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harriet L. Ford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to 8 subject to the provisions 

and limitations of the on laws, the name of jat L. Ford, widow of 

FFF 
8 ra at. the ra 

lieu of that she is now psc rn os 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed, 
BENJAMIN H. SMALLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 148) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin H. Smalley. 

The bill was read, as follows: E 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior d he is hereby, 
authorized aud eien Thi to place on — aa roll, subject to the: —— 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benj H. ey, late of 
Company H, One hundred and twenty- th 3 E New York Volunteer 
AART ANS ( e rate of per month in lieu of that 
he is now ving. : 

The bill was ordered to. be read a third time, read the third 


time, and passed. 
WILLIAM W. TURK, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 153) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Turk, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the vi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W W. Turk, late 


of Company B, Sixth Se ar Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery,and 
pay him a pension at rate of $30 per month in lieu of t he is now 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 


HENRY DORITY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2969) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry Dority. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h x 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, park to the 3 
and Imitations qf the pension iawa, tne namo ot Henry Dority, late Nine 

com; Y, p 
at the rate of $12 per me 72 ee $r 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third time, 


and passed. 
GEORGE B. CHRISTY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3897) granting ansin- 
crease ed tong to rig B. Christy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll, pat mal othe mores 


2 fth la thi 
and: ions of the n laws, the name of George B. Christy, late sur- 
geon Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and nts hima ia Aans atthe 


rate of $40 per month in liewof that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third time, 
and passed. 
CHESTER F. KIMBALL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9082) granting an 
increase of pension to Chester F. Kimball. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interio d he is here 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, — 9 the — — 
and limitations of the A laws, the name of Chester F. Kimball, late 
te i hia = pension. tthe rate of $i ih in toa 

a a 
2 ——— pay | $40 per month in 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


= line 6 strike out the w 
o * 
* the same line strike out the words “First Rifles.“ 


“member” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


line 7 strike out the word Bucktails.” 

In same line strike out the words “ Reserves Pennsylvania Volunteers” 
= insert in lieu thereof the words Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Vol- 
unteer Infantry.” 

3 ike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM CONOVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2966) granting a pen- 
sion to William Conover, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


authorized and to place on the pension roll — — to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. Conover, late of 
Company ent California Volunteer Cavalry, and pay hima 


pension at the rate of 


The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. CARROW. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2662) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John H. Carrow. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


Be it enacted, etc., 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 5 
W,. sec- 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. Carro 
ond lieutenant 8 D. First Battalion Delaware Volunteer Cavalry, and 
. the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FREEMAN O. HODGE. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 729) granting an increase 
of ion to Freeman O. Hodge. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Freeman O. Hodge, late of 
Company D, Fifth iment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $4 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
LOUISA LYON. 


The next business was the bill (S. 2838) granting a pension to 
Louisa Lyon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa Lyon, widow of 
Samuel Lyon, late first assistant engineer ram T. D. Horner, Mississippi 
Marine Brigade United States Volunteers, and pay hera pension at the rateof 
$12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
NANNIE J. M’GUCKIN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12457) granting an increase 
of pension to Nannie J. McGurkin. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the n laws, the name of Nannie J. McGurkin, widow 
of Charles McGurkin, late of Company B, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of 
that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, before the word “ widow,” strike out the word McGurkin” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word McGuckin.” 
, out the word “ McGurkin” 


In same line, before the word “late,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ McGuckin. 

1 ps 555 8 strike out the word twenty and insert in lieu thereof the word 
elve.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Nannie J. McGuckin.” 
to. 


The amendments were agreed 
The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
EMMA R. LAMB. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 12550) granting an in- 
crease of ion to Emma R. Lamb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and directed to place on the pension 
pension laws, the name of 


subject to the ons 


and limitations of the R. Lamb, widow of 


| 
| 


F, One hundred and forty-ninth Regi- 


Derrick Lamb, late captain Com 
wef y her a pension at the rate of $30 per 


ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
month in lieu of that she is now recei 
i ane amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows: 5 
4 —.— strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HIRAM PARKER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12417) granting a pension 
to Hiram Parker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pe: laws, the name of Hiram Parker, late of Com- 
pany F, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 
“twenty. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY D. FILKINS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12191) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry D. Filkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
autho! and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Henry D. late of 
oompany K, Sixteenth ent. New York poo ATH ry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now Las h i 
7 Tus amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

ollows: . 
In line 7, after the words “New York,” insert the word “Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB WETZEL. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 12036) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Wetzel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h A 
authorizedand directed to place on 8 roll, — — to the 8 
and 3 of the . . oan uae of ms acob . of Com- 

„Fourth Regimen olunteer Infantry, an pensio: 
At the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now — r i — 
i 35 amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 

In line ſ strike out the letter “F” and insert in lieu thereof the letter “D.” 

an line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

The amendments were to. 

_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES DASSON, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11660) granting anincrease 
of pension to James Dawson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is h 
authorized and directed to place on they pension roll, sub sotto the 8 
and 5 of the 8 are ae - of saae wson, late of Com- 
pany H, Seventy-eig en fo Volunteer Inf; and 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he 2 Hose nila Š 
a ae amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

ollows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Dawson” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“ I Jasson." 

— line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
orty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pensio: 
James Dasson.” 8 ag. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
REUBEN GRIFFITH PORTER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 11169) granting an increase 
of ion to Reuben G. Porter. ; ng 
e bill was read, as follows: 


8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


CONGRESSIONAL 


: ate amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows: 
In line 6 strike ont the letter “G.” and insert in lien thereof the word 


“Griffith.” 
g Ri compl gids out the word forty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


‘Amend the title 20 as to read: · A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben Griffith Porter.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 5 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

LEONARD J. WHITNEY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 10912) granting a pension 
to Leonard J. Whitney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


1904. 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the p ions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Leonard J. Whitney, late 
of Company F, First ment Nevada Volunteer Cavalry, and pay a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
In line 6, before the word Company.“ strike out the word “of” and insert 


in lieu thereof the words first lieutenant.” 

In line : strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 

in —— line, after the word “ month,” insert the words in lieu of that he 


is now recei 4 
Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Leonard J. Whitney.“ 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ANDREW SMITH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10822) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew Smith. 

The bill was real, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the visions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of 8 Smith. late of Com- 


H, Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
Done the rate 97 per month in lieu of that he is now fecsiving. pa 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: A 
In line 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “twenty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was read the third time, and passed. 
LULU E. M'KEE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10576) granting an 
increase of pension to Lulu E. McKee, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the — roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lulu E. McKee, helpless 
and dependent daughter of John R. McKee, late of the Ninth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry, and pay her @ pension at 
the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 
In line 7 strike out the words “deceased, late of the” and insert in lieu 


thereof the words “late of Company C.“ 
th line strike out the word Nwenty and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twelve.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. FARR. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10531) granting 

a pension to George W. Farr. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub: tothe provisions 
and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of George W. Farr, late of Com- 
ny C. Seventy-eighth Regiment Pe: lyania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
Em a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word Company“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word“ Companies.“ 

In same line, after the letter C,“ insert the words and B.“ 
2 — line Setrike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
‘tw Tour.“ 

8 the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


George W. Farr.’ 

The amendments were agreed to. À 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
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HENRY MASON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9996) granting a 
pension to Mason. . 
The bill was read. as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension ge the name of Henry Mason, late of Com- 
pany E, Twenty-first Regiment Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month. : 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word Regiment," insert the word “ Missouri.” 


The amendment was agreed to. : 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
VINCENT ANDERSON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9820) granting 
an increase of pension to Vint Anderson. 
The bill was read, as follows: vat 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Vint Anderson, late of Com- 
pany B, Twenty-first mt Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. i 
s ls amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 
7 — 6 strike out the word Vint" and insert in lieu thereof the word 
* gent.“ 
oo line : strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill an increase of pension to 
Vincent Anderson.” : granting 57 
The amendments were agreed to. ; 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH E. DALE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9741) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah E. Dale. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 9 roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. Dale, widow of 
James Dale, late of Company I, First Regiment Illinois Volunteer Light Artil- 


lery. and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of t she is 


now ving. 
A 1 amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. : 


HENRY W. LLOYD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9581) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry W. Lloyd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb - 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 1 E to the presales 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry W. Lloyd, late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment Pennsylyania Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

ABRAM T. CARNEY. 


The next pension business was the bill 
pension to Abram T. Carney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is b 
authorized and directed to place on the pension a pes Hr 5 tus W 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abram T. Carney, late of 
Twelfth Ohio Battery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 
: 9 85 amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

ollows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


iow lng: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. the name of Abram T. Carney, late of the Twelfth Inde- 
pendent Battery Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
8 ie 2 pa month n ie 8 oe is now receiving.” 

en e title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of i 
Abram T. Carney.” SS sarees 
The amendments were agreed to. $ 
_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD B, NUGENT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Edward B. Nugent. 


(H. R. 8287) granting a 


8220) granting 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


sd atone of te pons m la AERA * 
Com — Michigan un: valry. 
9 month iow r 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “of and insert in 


lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 
In the same line, after the word “Company,” insert the words “M and 


a ad oa out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-fi 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


JOSIAH B, DEETER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8010) granting a 
pension to Praia B. Deeter. 
The bill was e as follows: 


of Company C, Twent; Aird Regiment Ohio Spey Infantry, 
hima pote at the 5 — Tone 

The amendments recommended by the committee were Sad 
as follows: 

Jn line 6 strike out the words “a private.” 


In line 8 strike out the word“ fifty“ and insert in lien thereof the word 
“ twenty-four.” 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah B. Deeter.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


JASPER N. W. ROGERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7726) granting an 
increase of pension to J: W. N. Rogers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, veg to the provisions 
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Jasper W. N. Rogers, late 
of pee pod G, Third ent North Carolina Mounted Volunteer Infan- 
try, pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
. e the letters W. N.” and insert in lieu thereof the let- 

= line 7 strike out the words Mounted Volunteer” and insert in lieu 
thereof the words Volunteer Mounted.“ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Jasper N. W. 
Rogers.” 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

ISAAC B. GOFORTH. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7470) granting an 


increase of pension to Isaac B. Goforth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
i d, by 


thorized and to place on the on roll, subject to the provisions 
ana ee oe of the ora laws, A spot B. Goforth, la late of 


th Ki Ca d —— t the rate of 
per moe pinata that he is 'avairy, and pay = ‘pension 5 oes 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
i ho EATEN aS insert the words “alias Napoleon B. 
before the word Kansas,” insert the,word “ ent." 
Ta In linet, before seston oe ars tho word Volan oleae 
B. Goforth, alias Napoleon B, Ti oe pension 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAMINA R. ALLENBAUGH, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. m9 granting an 
increase of pension to Williamina R. Allenbaug 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it bear pep etc., That the cores of the Interior be, 1 — he —— 
authorized and directed to place on the pension subject to en 
and limitations of 5 laws, the name = — . T: aban, 
potas gies on `i 1 ö—ͤ 2 sete of 
nd Volun $ : 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out the letter T. and insert in lieu thereof the letter ` E S 
In line 7, before the word “lieutenant,” insert the word “ first.” 
In line 9'strike out the the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
JOHN W. PLATTENBURG. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6848) granting an 


increase of pension to John W. Plattenburg. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., the of Interior be, and he is hereby, 
and directed to place on the pension roll, sub, ect to the provisions 
and limitations of the rara Sis Zanes ot ohn W. Plattenburg, late 


lieutenant, Com: est Virginia Volunteer Infantry, 

at the rate of receiving. 

7 Pa amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 


en Aree Sue SIRES GRAA e insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
Tat the the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, geo to the provisions and limitations 
laws. the name of John W late second lientenant 


ttenburg, 
Company K, First Regiment West Virgin ia Spee Infantry, and Se 
Pesnon a the rte or B per month lieu of that he is now recei 


The amendment was 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

- AUSTIN MURPHY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6611) granting an 
increase of pension to Austin Murphy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and to place on the pension roll, sub ject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Austin urphy, late of Com- 
pany H, Eighteenth — United puts MAB and pa pay him a pen- 


sion at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now recei 
pa amendment recommended by the committee was 2 as 
follows: 
3 out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed, 
HERBERT M. BLACKWELL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5855) granting an 
increase of pension to Herbert M. Blackwell. 
1 bill was read, s follows: 


8 3 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is art nb 
ee on the pension ro subject to the 
and limitations rane — —.— laws, the name of Herbert M. II. Tate 
of 9 Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and y hima 
pension at rate arg pa — that he is now receiv: 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6, after the word “Blackwell,” insert the words “alias Levi W. 
‘oar.’ 


In coer = strike out the word “seventy-two™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
woi 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill grantin an increase of pension to 
Herbert M. Blackwell, alias Levi W. Moar.” . 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


MARGARET HEROLD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5646) granting a 
pension to Herold. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of t Herold, widow of 
John B. Herold, latecaptain Company B, Ninth Maryland 5 — Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20' per month. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the letter “ B” and insert in lien thereof the letter E. 
In same line, before the word Maryland,” insert the word Regiment." 
„o1 iino 8, after the word “month,” insert the words "in Heu of t she is 


Amend the’ title so as to read: “A bill gran an increase of pension to 
Margaret Herold.” * 


The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
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HENRY M’CORD, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5008) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry McCord, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. vee he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sw bject to the provisions 
and limitations of apa onion laws, the name of Henry cCord, late of Com- 
pany I, Eighty- third Re ent Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of per month. 
; The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 

tre- § strike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words “in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 
ROBERT E. CLARY. 


The next ion business was the bill (H. R. 4968) granting a 
pension to Robert E. Clary. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the Rpa roll, subject 1 the provisions 
a limitations of the pension laws, name of Robert E. Clary, late of 

Oom yF, PAN aS Massachusetts Volunteers, and pay him a pension 

per mon 
; se amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 
oe out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, — . he is hereby, authorized and 
direoted to place on Ae . angie roll, 23 the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension the name of Robert E. Clary, late of Company F, 
Forty-ninth 8 Massachusetts Volunteer. Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at VVV 
o bil granting an Topaas Ofi AEE 


The amendments were agreed to | 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

MARTHA A, DAY. 

The next sion business was the bill (H. R. 4855) granting a 
pension to Martha Day. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it 1 ete., 1 the 5 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and 5 on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations di the on laws, the name of Martha Day, widow of Har- 
rison Day, late Poteri ye of Company G, Fifty-ninth 8 Ilinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

A ae amendments recommended by the eommittee were read, as 
ollows: 


In line 6, before the word Day,” insert the letter “A.” 
In same 


strike out the word Harrison“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “James H. 


In same line strike out the word “corporal.” 
1 pete 8 strike out the word “twelve “and insert in lieu thereof the word | 
te * 
Das a the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Martha A. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

CHARLES C. JORALEMON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1528) granting an | 
increase of pension to Charles Jarolman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit Soe es That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Jarolman, late of 

Com y K. Twenty-seventh 1 48 ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and 
0 


. a pension at the rate per month in lieu of that he is now re- | 

ceiving. 

oes amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Jarolman™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words C. Joralemon.” 

1 S strike out the word “forty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

0 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing: and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 

_ crease of pension to Charles C. Joralemon.” 
MARY FARRELL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2110) granting a 
pension to Mary Farrell, 


The bill was ign as follows: 


it enacted, etc., 
authorized and t toplace on the ponon 8 to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Farrell, widow of 
James Farrell, late private in Company K, Third Regiment Vermont Infantry 


Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Zao tae 6 strike out the words “private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
Wo “ of. * 

In line 7 strike out the words Infantry Volunteers“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words Volunteer Infan 

In line § strike out the words of twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words "at the rate of eight.” 

In same line, after the word “month,” insert the words such pension to 
cease upon proof that the soldier is still’ living.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed fora third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, 

and passed, 


OLIVER A. FILMAN, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 790) granting an 
increase of pension to Oliver A. Fillman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, oe he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the otne provisions 
and limitations of — msion laws, the name of Oliver A late 
Company C, Fifty: iment Pennsylvania Voluntesr I Infantry, . —— 
hima Denese the VVV 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In ane 6 she out the word “Fillman” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word ** 
In * 8 Siriko out the word “fifty and insert in lieu thereof the word 


“twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being É accordingly was read the third 
time, and 

The title was amended so as-to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver A. Filman.” 


JAMES LITTLETON, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3167) granting an 
increase of pension to James Littleton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ae is hereby, 

authorized and directed to placeon the pension roll, subject to 
and a of the 5 — on laws, the name of James is Pos iste of 8 
eu ot that he is . 


Twenty-second Regiment . Infan 
. a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Pes pee 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twen 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third time, and 


GERTRUDE MERRILL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2121) granting a 
pension to Gertrude Merrill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interi: d he is h 
suthorizad and directed to place on cores pension roll, 3 the . . 
and Errat ep oaas of the pension laws, the name of Gertrude Merrill, widow of 
Charles F. unassigned, Fourteenth 3 Maine Volunteer Infan- 
try. and pay 1 — a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ unassigned,” insert the word “late.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

JOHN W. HILL. 


The next pension business was the 1 (H. R. 2855) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Hill 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it 3 Wee 8 the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and 2k aap on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations pce the penston on laws, the name of John W. Hill, late a private 
in Company H, First Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Infan: , war of 
the 8 on, and pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that o is now 
receiving. 

; The a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 

— 1 strike out the words “a private in” and insert in lieu thereof the 
wo of. 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words “war of the rebellion.” 

In line 8, after the word “pension,” insert the words “at the rate.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill = amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
engrossed, 


was accordingly read the third 


HENRIETTA A. PRYCE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2862) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Henrietta A. Pryce, widow of Capt. 
Thomas H. Pryce. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

authorized and directed to place on ap mgt 
and limitations of the pension la name of Henrietta A. Pryce, 
F 
month in lieu of that she is now —— ae 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6strike out the word “ Mrs.” 

In same line strike out the word “Captain.” 

In same line strike out the letter H.“ 

8 — 850 strike out the word “of” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

ui line B strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 

The E EPEA were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, accordingly was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henrietta A. Pryce.” 

THEODORE E. CHATFIELD. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 2239) granting an in- 
crease of ion to Theodore E. Chatfield. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it 9 859 etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is reser 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the pr 

and limitations of the on laws, the name of Theodore E. Chaka, Jato 
of Company B, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and second Heu- 
tenant 8 I. Forty-fourth Regiment United States 2 Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


$24 per month in lieu of that 
beta how renetring. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA R. CHITWOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2289) granting an in- 
crease of to Lonisa R. Chitwood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the peeing each of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, aes to the provisions 
and limitations 5 laws, the as wt tN Chitwood, widow 

Jate of yF, Six Regiment Indiana Vol- 
itry, and pay hera 25 at the rate — 25 bes per month in lieu of 


month . — 5 of each of 
the minor 1 2. Chitwood reach the age of 16 
years. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and accordingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 
EMMA E. S. WRIGHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3053) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emma E. S. Wright. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ams and being 
time, and passed. 


hereby, 
subject to the provisions 


The bill was ordered to be read a third io and aceardingly 
was read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. MARKHAM, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 89) granting an in- 
crease of ion to James M. Markham. 

The was read, as follows: 


FFF ‘dine, e thetic 
time, and passed. 
MARY F. PENTZER, 


The next pension business was the oa 3405) granting an 
increase of pension to F. Pentzer 
Lp haan as follows: 


it enacted, etc., 3 tho of the 3 be, and he is hereby, 
d directed to 


uthorised and on the pension ny Fa to the provisions 
ea limitations of gon ion — — 3 name of | Pentzer, ei! of 
Patrick H. Pentzer, late captain Company C. 
nois Volunteer Infantry, am ay her a pension at e rate 3 $20 per poser 
in lien of that she is now — * 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH M, BANTA, 


The next pension business was oe (S. 2563) granting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth M. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sub = to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabe Banta, widow ot 
William C. Banta, latè captain Company Band major pw Regiment In- 
diana Volunteer Infantry, and R her a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now recei: 


The bill was ordered to rend a third time, was read the third 


į | time, and passed. 


RUSSEL A. M’KINLEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8421) for the re- 
lief of Russel A. McKinley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


gned to Troop O, 
be held and considered to hays 


1901, when he was re- 
ar control, and his discharge from said service 
held and co 5 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET J. SNOOK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R.12805) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret J. Snook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Banter eg ee an That the Secretary of the Interior be, er eee 


to place on the pension roll, subject to provisions 
ro —— — the pansion Ja laws, the name of J. Snook, widow 
of John N. Snook, late of Company H, First t Iowa Volunteer Cay- 


alry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill wasrdered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM KENNEDY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5091) granting an 


increase of pension to William Kennedy. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the 


Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and ‘directed to yaoa on the — Willian 


on roll the name of W: 
-third Illinois 


chim tenth United States Colored 
. Sn len g and tenth United State be in lieu 
of any pension now dra 


Pi hes amendments 3 by the committee were read, as 
ows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lien thereof the fol- 


lowin: 
w That the 3 . he is hereby, authorized and di- 


rected to place on the subject to the provisions and limitations of 

the pension laws, the name 3 William ‘Kennedy, alias Leonard, late first lien- 

Valant Company G G, One hundred 1 Regiment United States Colored 
unteer 


Amend the title so as to read: “A bill gran an increase of to 
Wiliam Kennedy, alias Leonard.” sig sansa 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY P. HOWARD. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3413 granting a pen- 
sion to Henry P. Howard. ? 3 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it nen etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, sub 1 lc provisions 
— limitations of the laws, the name of sonra, Ors ard, late Com- 


ee e Seer Sea AT; war with 3 — b him 
pension at of $2 * = 


Hangar nae AA ie ORA A TUL Pare, read the third 
time, and passed, 
DAN H. WALLACE, 


The next pension et eee (S. 8362) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Dan H. Wallace 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to ae on the pension roll, subject to ti tothe ponaos 
the name of Dan H of Com- 


—— 5 f Fig Regent Nocti) ta Volunteer Inf: with Spain, 
0 olun 1 war 
tnd py him a pension aè tho rae of $0 month in lieu of that he is now re- 


Race Pea pathy al ol E i tec 
time, and passed. 


JAMES E. HARRISON, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3481) gran an in- 
crease of pension to James E. Harrison, , ting 


1904. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James E. Harrison, late of 
Captain Dell's company, Florida Mounted Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, 
u pay him a pension at the rate of §12 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
RICHARD WILKS. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3470) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard Wilks. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard Wilks, late of Com- 

ny K, Second Regiment Illinois Foot Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay 
kio: a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
rend the third time, and passed. e 

WILLIAM TURNER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3656) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Turner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
ee cele Oe eater te Tana be ee 
on ro 
and limitation canis laa, Sioa PAROOL Willen: TOTEE Io reac 


and limitations of the laws, of Com- 
pany K, Second iment Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 
ASHLEY C. RIGGS, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 2122) granting a pen- 
sion to Ashley C. Riggs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the roll, sub, to the provisions 
and limitations of the e name of y C. Riggs, late o? 


Capt. J: M Merson earn tome Mounted Volunteers, war with 
James P ` 
Mexico, and pay him a pension at rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 

SWEPSTON B. W. STEPHENS, 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3480) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Swepston B. W. Stephens. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the ms 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Swepston B. W. Spaa 

company, ount: 
Volunteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
month in lieu of that heis now receiving, ied 
time, and passed, 
BLANCHE L. CHUNN. | 

The next pension business was the, bill (S. 1642) granting an 
increase of pension to Blanche L. Chunn, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed toplace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Blanche L. Chunn, widow of 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, 

FRANCIS M. GOOD, 
pension to Francis M. Good. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name o Good. of Captain 
Gardner's company, Ninth Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers, Oregon 
Indian wars of 1855 and 1856, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
follows: 

In line 6, after the word “Good,” insert “late.” 

In line 7 change wars to “war.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “twelve” and insert “eight.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


time, and passed. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
late of Capt. Winston Stephen's y. First Regiment Florida 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Frederick Chunn, late assistant paymaster, United States Navy, and pay her 
receiving. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11229) granting a 
authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
f Francis M. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
In lines 8 and 9 strike out “of 1855 and 1856." 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


MARY J. WILSON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4941) granting a 
pension to Mary J. Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
suthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary J. Wilson, widow of 
Andrew Wilson, late a gunner in the United States Navy, and pay her a per 
sion of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7strike out "in the,” and in the same line, after the word “ pension,” 
insert “at the rate.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT COSTIGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7568) grantingan 
increase of pension to Albert Costigan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the now granted to Albert Costigan, late 


rivate in Company G. Third iment Kentucky Volunteers, Mexican war, 
and the same is hereby, increased to $30 per month; and the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby directed to pay him a pension at the above rate instead 
of the pension now paid him; and this act shall take effect immediately. 
i The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 
WW and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


“That the of the Interior be, and he 3 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the 5 ns and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name-of Albert Costigan, of Company G, Third 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


MATTHEW CALDWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7411) granting an 
increase of pension to Matthew Caldwell. ane. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matthew Caldwell, a private, 
late of Company E, Mormon Battalion Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. A 


; 2 amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 
In line € strike out “a private.” ~ 


In line 7, after “E insert “war with Mexico.” 
line 8 strike out twenty-four” and insert twenty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE H. SWEET. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3806) granting an 
increase of pension to George H. Sweet. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior and he is h 2 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sn Pa to the 8 S 
=a 1 of Lo 0 5 5 George H. os late of 

Jompany H, First Regiment Uni ‘antry, and i i 
at OAA of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now teaei pr ore ie 
3 zh amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

‘ollows: 

In line 7, after the word “ Infantry,” insert “ war with Mexico.” 

In line 8 strike out thirty ” and insert “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed, 


KEZIA CHERRY. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 12056) granting an in- 


crease of ion to Kerzia Cherry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is h a 
authorized and directed to place on hae pension roll, subject to the: ones 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Kerzia Cherry, widow of 
Peterson Cherry, late sergeant of Captain Nowlend's Illinois Volunteers, In- 
dian war, and 7 aoe heen at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that 


she is now 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
Christian name where it appears in 


follows: * 
Change the spelling of the claimant's 
the title and the body of the bill fe Kezia.” 
In lie change — "to Nowlen’s,” and in the same line insert, 
“s ow) en ig? “ ow aon 
after the word Volunteers,“ the words Black eee 2e 
In line 7, before the word “Ilinois,” insert “company.” 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be en 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CORINNE TOLMAN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase 


and read a 


of pension to Corinne Tolman. 


e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Corinne Tolman, widow of 
Capt. Thomas M. Tolman, late of Company —, First Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that she is now — ays 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Captain.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “of company.“ and in the same line insert, 
after the word “late,” the word “captain.” In the same line strike out the 
word “ Volunteer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET F, HARRIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4798) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret F. Harris, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
Erato peep eee to placeon 8 roll, subject tothe 8 

the name of Margaret F. Harris, widow 

of James C. Harris, late of Indian war, 8 = Re 
nessee Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 


ent Ten- 
per month 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out “Indian war” and insert Captain Morrow’s.” 

In the same line strike out “ Regiment.” 

In line 8, after the word Infantry,“ insert Florida Indian war.” 

In line 9 strike out “fifteen” and insert “twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ANTHONY BRACKLIN. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6087) granting an increase 
of pension to Anthony F. Bracklin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


d limitations of the m laws, 
01 Ath 


f —, Forty- 

hes —— on Aae of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now Aleat m 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

follows: 


Change the claimant's name in the title and in the body of the bill so as to 
read Anthony Bracklin.” 

In line 6 strike out “Forty-fifth” and insert “H, First Re 

In line 7 strike out “Regiment New York Volunteer 
stitute therefor “ United States Artillery, war with Mexico.” 

In line 8 strike out “forty” and insert “twenty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA MAYO, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10935) for the relief of 
Rebecca Mayo. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Rebecca Mayo, widow of Steven 


ent.” 
try” and sub- 


be increased from $12 to $35 month, she being over 90 
years of and the only widow except one of the Revolutionary war, the 
present allowance being insufficient for rt. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


Tint the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca Mayo, widow of Stephen Mayo, 
late of the Virginia Line, war of the Revolution, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting increase of pension to 


Rebecca Mayo.” 
The amendments were agreed to. l 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES B. HUNT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5682) granting an in- 
crease of on to Charles B. Hunt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 

authored and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the rovisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles B. Hunt, late pri- 
vate Company C, First Regiment Michigan Infantry, war with Mexico; second 


lieutenant Company I, Ohio Cavalry: captain Company K, ent 


an 


3 


Missouri Ca ; major Second Regiment Missouri Cavalry; lieutenant- 
colonel Second mt Missouri 7 civil war, and colonel Firs 3 — 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
rate of $75 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out private“ an insert of.“ 

In line 7, after the word “ Mic „insert the word “ Volunteer.“ 


Strike out all in the bill after the word Mexico,” in line 7, down to and 
including the word “Spain,” in lin E 


In line 18 strike out 0 insert “ thirty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. ; 
The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM DAVIS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 5476) granting an increase 
of pension to William Davis. 
he bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension Felt subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Davis, late of Com- 


pany A, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 


and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now | 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out thirty“ and insert twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH J. HERMAN. ; 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 2371) granting a pension 
Sarah J. Herrman. í 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Sarah J. Herrman, widow 
of the late Martin Herrman, a soldier of the Mexican war, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month. 

tee amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


Change the spelling of the claimant's surname in the title and the body of 
the bill 3 Herman. z 


In line 6, after “ widow of,” strike out “the late,“ and in the same line, 
after“ Martin Herman,” insert “alias John Brooke.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out “a soldier of the Mexican war” and insert “late 
of Company C, Second Regiment United States Artillery, war with Mexico.” 

In line 8 strike out thirty“ and insert “eight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. , 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELLENDER C, MILLER. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6432) granting a pension 
to Ellender C. Miller. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pe n laws, the name of Ellender C. Miller, widow 
of Basil Miller, late of hag Norman McDuffie’s company, Georgia Volun- 
teers, Creek war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 7, after the word Creek.“ insert Indian.“ 

In line 8 strike out twenty-four” and insert eight.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

; LOUIS DE WITT. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9709) granting a pension 
to Lonis DeWitt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 1 to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louis DeWitt, late scout of 
the Eleventh Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 6 strike out “scout of the Eleventh Infantry“ and insert “sergeant, 
detachment of Indian scouts, United States rng ft 
line 7 strike out twelve” and insert eight.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and reada 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. STEINMANN, 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9592) for the relief of 
William H. Steimann. ? 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the Bairi — 


and limitations of the laws, the name of William H. S Com- 
. States Infantry, and pay him a pension of $0 a 


$ 


Number Proposed in- 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as Wannen. rate monthly] of pon- | crease per 
follows: increase. stoners. | annum 
Change the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
william Steinmann ot the- claimant’ 5 Dr z 5 925] 28 5 165.0 
e ng o s surname w) it in the — . . 
body ofthe bin to rd Co ” insert “late 5 25 in the 8 — 975 ie $ 13700 
e ‘ore the word “Cony 4 x > g N. 
ine, after the word “Sixteenth,” insert Regiment. n 10.00} 200| 28,730) 569,738.00 
In Une 7, after the word on,” insert “at the rate.” 12 10.20 1.80 | 1 21.00 
Add to the end of the bill the words“ in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 10.3] 1.75 11 231.00 
In line 7 change “a month” to per month.” 10:50 150 14 252 00 
The amendments were agreed to. mal Ls > 30.00 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 11.00 1.00 51 612.00 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and -= T5 = sib 
On motion of Mr. SULLOWAY, a motion to reconsider the several 11.50 = 14 81.00 
votes by which the various bills were passed was laiſl on the table.. i222 11.75 — u 33.00 


SERVICE-PENSION BILL, 


VION sans a ̃ ̃ aa aN 70. 80 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recognized 
for an hour, to submit some remarks upon the matter of a general | Honig l No. 11140: e 2 so. 4 884.00 
Phe SPEAKER. Th tleman is ized for one h oe — tol Eo 5 10 

e . The gentleman is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the people composing the 80 Eol mal 1 85.8005 
great American Republic appreciate the sacrifices and services of 8.8 375 3 60.00 
the men who compose the American Army, and no one begrudges 3535 2 87.00 
any amount necessary to their equipment, comfort; orcare. Con- 7.00 3.00 — 1 — 5 
gress has from time to time enacted pension laws and made large 7.50| 2.50 238 7,050.00 
appropriations in recognition of the nation’s obligation and debt 1.75 2.25 t 108. 00 
of gratitude to its defenders. This Government paid to sol- Peo 2 1 — 2 
diers, their widows, children, and dependent relatives for all the 8.50 1.50 206 5,508.00 
wars in which the United States has been engaged $3,038,623,590.16. oa oe $ 28 
Revolutionary. war, estimated. $70,000, 000. 00 9.00} 1.00 212 2,514.00 
War of 1812 — “45,186, 197.22 9.25 75 5 45.00 
Indian wars... 8 9.50 50 16 96.00 
War of the rebellion — 2.878.240, 400.17 ; * 5 EO 
A A PEN T RE 5,479, 208. 2, 684, 081.50 


C TTT 3,088, 623, 590. 16 - a - 
We have at the present session appropriated 8138, 150, 100. | „TO increase the general-law pensions to $12 it would reqmre 
There is a universal dem from all 2 the country for further | $4,945,570.80. To increase to $10 it would require $2,634,631.50. 
legislation. Not many less tiain fifty bills have 1 3 ae areor bill would require 52, 310,889.30 more than House 
aiming in some way at a ser pension. These bi 8 S 
more or less merit and: every one aims at an extended and more | See the Commissioner’s report, June 30, 1903, for those drawing 
liberal pension legislation. Where such great interests are in- under the June, 1890, act. f i 
volved the subject should be considered in a business way, that I have likewise made a calculation as to this class, and submit 
we may better understand the subject and be better prepared to | the calculation as follows: z 
act. To that end I want to submit some facts and figures. To increase those under June, 1890, act to $12 would require 
The bill known as the Grand Army bill provides for an increase | $14,618,604. To increase those under June, 1890, act to $10 would 
of all pensioners under the June, 1890, act to $12 per month; House require $7,612,182. The Grand Army bill would require $7,006,622 
bill No. 11140 to $10, and those totally disabled to $12, and pro- more than House bill No. 11140. 
vides that 70 years of age shall be taken as total disability; that ACT JUNE 27, 1890. 
those with three years’ service shall be entitled to a pension of $20 
per month, those with thirty months’ service to $17 per month, 
those with two years’ service to $16 per month, those with eight- 
een months’ service $14 per month, and those with one year’s sery- 
ice $12 per month; that all soldiers with ninety days’ service and 
totally disabled so as to require the aid and attention of another, 
whether of service origin or not, shall be entitled to $30 per month. 
I desire to compare the respective merits of these two bills and 
the increase required under each. 
By reference to the report of the Commissioner of Pensions of 
June 30, 1903, the number of pensioners. and the amount each one 
is drawing may be ascertained. I have made a calculation to de- 
termine the exact amount required to increase them. respectively, 
to $12, the amount proposed by the Grand Army bill, and to m- 
crease them to $10, the amount proposed by House bill No. 11140, 
introduced by myself. I submit. the calculations in full, which 
are as follows: 


UNDER GENERAL LAW. 


See committee report, June 30, 1903, for the widows drawing 
the minimum pension, $8. 

I have also made a calculation as to the amount necessary to 
increase the widows, respectively, to $12 and $10, and submit the 


00 00 4 00 ion 3 
8 hero $ $460.00 | calculation as follows: 
4.00 8.00 8 768.00 UNDER ACT OF JUNE 27, 190. 
E 2 2 37,410 28 i [Proposed Number | Proposed in 
je A 8 . Num * 
6.25 5.75 14 e Amounts proposed: 8 momthir of pen- | crease per 
6. 37} 5, 62} 2 135.00 - jinerease.) sioners. amum. 
fe) o g| a 7 
7.50 4.50 338 12) 744.09 | Grand Army bill: 
7. 4.25 E 204. 00 a anny rae peg a s $| 157,255 $7,548,240 
E AR EREE O E E CCG 8 2 157,255| 8,774,120 
8.50 3:50 306 PEE a EN E . . aN ts 
coy =e : 1250| To increase the widows’ to $12, it would require $7,548,240. To 
9.00 8.00 212 7,632.00 increase the widows to $10, it would require $3,774,120. The 
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7 5 5 Army bill would require 83,774,120 more than House bill 
1140. 


UNDER GENERAL LAW. 


meral law and under the act 


As to those drawing under the 
of June, 1890, and the widows, it is a mere matter of calculation 
into which no element of doubt can enter. 

Under the Grand Army bill it would be 84,945, 570.80 plus | b 
$14,618,604 oes $7,548,240 plus $93,312, equals $27,205,726.80. 


Under House bill 11140 it would require $2,634,631.50 plus 
$7,612,182 plus $3,774,120 plus $46,656, equals $14,067,589.50. 

The next class to be considered is the class that is not on the 
roll. These can only be estimated. From data furnished by 
the Pension Bureau it is ascertained that there are 180,000 of 
them. Taking this as the number, the next thing to determine 
is how many of these would be placed on the roll if we enact 
the proposed legislation. There are a great many who never haye 
and never will apply. I know in my immediate vicinity at least 
four of such, and I can only recall three or four who have applied 
and failed. Ihave made inquiry, and from all the information I 
can gather I think there would not be more than 90,000 placed 
on the roll—that being one-half of the number not now on. For 


the purposes of this calculation I take a large proportion and as- | Jo increase 


sume that 100.000 would be placed on the rolls by reason of this 
class. Iam sure this would be a large estimate for the first year. 
It would be many years before this many would be placed on the 
roll, and in the meantime death would claim many, so that I 
hardly think 100,000 of these would ever find their way to the 
pension rolls, 

Taking the number as 100,000, the Grand Army of the Republic 
bill, at $144 per year, would require $14,400,000; House bill No. 
11140, at $120 per year, would require $12,000,000. There being 
170,000 to 200,000 eligibles not on roll, it is estimated that 100,000 
would apply. 


Amount Total 

Biel Number. amount. 
„ 0 | 100,000 4, 400,000 
55 2 8 


By reason of the calculation heretofore made, the Grand Army 
of the Republic bill would require 827, 203,726.80. Add this sum 
to $14,400,000, and we have a grand total of 841, 605,726. 80. 

By reason of the calculation heretofore made, House bill No. 
11140 would require $14,067,589.50; add to this on account of these 
same eligibles $12,000,000, and we have a grand total of $26,067,- 


589.50. A 

That would be the total increase without taking into account 
any deaths and other reasons for lessening the roll. See Commis- 
sioner’s report, June 30, 1903, and it will be seen there was lost 
from the rolls during 1903 by death, 40,907; by remarriage, 1,152; 
by legal limitations (minors), 2,791; for other causes, 1,146; total, 
47,388. This would lessen the amount required each year, so that 
the calculations submitted are in excess of the amount that will 
be required. 

The foregoing calculations and estimates complete the increase 
under the Grand Army bill, but House bill No. 11140 provides 
that all soldiers with an honorable discharge and three years’ 
service who have arrived at the age of 65 years shall draw a pen- 
sion of $20 per month; with two and one- years’ service, $17 
per month; with two years’ service, $16 per month; with one and 
one-half years’ service, $14 per month; with one year’s service, 
$12 per month. ; 

By the foregoing calculations all soldiers now on the roll have 
been brought up to $10 per month, including 100,000 that may be 
placed on the roll. 

We will have to approximate how many have arrived at the age 
of 65 years to see how many more must be taken into account. 

According to the Commissioner's report of June, 1903, there are 
178,£87 soldiers of the rebellion on the pension roll under the gen- 
eral law that are drawing between $12 and $20, and under the June, 
1880, act there are 219,361; total, 293,348. Assuming that one-half 
have arrived at the age of 65, the number to be increased would 
be 146,674. The next inquiry should be how much will the in- 
crease be. The same report of June. 1903, shows the average rate 
of pension to be: Those drawing under the general law average 
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per annum $176.16; those drawing under the June, 1890, act 


ave per annum $108.82; eral average, $142.49. 

Under the pro bill 5 received would be $240, 
$204, $192, $168, $144; general average, $189.60. 

The general average would be an increase from $142.49 to $189.60, 
an average increase of $47.11. 

We have found the number to be increased 146,674, at an aver- 
age annual increase of $47.11, would require $6,909,812. This 
$20,007,969.50 add $6,900,819, and we have a grand total required 

067.589. 909,812, and we have a nd to 
under H. R. 11140 of $32,977,401.50. a 

There is still the 100,000 that must be brought from $10 per 
month to $12 per month. anD, assuming that one-half have 
arrived at 65 years, there would be 50,000 that would be increased 
by $24 per annum, or $1,200,000. Thus $1,200,000 added would 

ring the total up to $34,177,401.50. There is yet the class totally 
disabled, so as to require the aid of an attendant, that H. R. 
11140 proposes to increase to $30. How much will be required? 
This increase would amount to $216 per annum. Assuming that 


8,500 would be increased—that would be one in forty—it would 
uire $756,000. This sum added, the grand total would be 
933,401.50. 

RECAPITULATION, 
To bring all under general law up to $10 per month would re- 
r c E E AE $2, 634, 631.50 


By reason of widows under general law 


I have, in my judgment, made all these calculations on a liberal 
basis, so much so that I believe that sum will not be required, 
but let us assume it will be. What are you going to do about it? 
This is a large increase. Will the Treasury y pean it? Does the 
country expect it? There has been no general pension legislation 
since June, 1890. The country seems to expect the passage of the 
755 Army bill, which would require an increase of $41,605,- 


The country therefore seems to expect an increase of $40,000,000 
or more. House bill No. 11140 will require a considerably less 
sum than that. Which bill will the most nearly meet the demands, 
and which is the nearest just? An increase under the June act 
is provided by the Grand Army bill, but in no way recognizes 
length of service. By making the increase to $10 instead of $12, 
we save enough to add the per diem feature, still making a gen- 
erous increase under the June act, and permitting us to recognize 
long and faithful service. ` I believe this fair and what the coun- 
try and the old soldiers will approve. I think the men who had 
the long service and bore the brunt of the battle should not be 
ignored. It is but just to say that they naturally and necessarily 

id more to save the Union than the men of short service, and 
that fact should be recognized in a general pension law. 

If two men, equally dependent and helpless and equally deserv- 
ing, that had been in the same service, and equally faithful, but 
one had helped the farmer through one or two harvests, the other 
had been with him and helped fell the forest and bring the farm 
up toits present high state of cultivation, and the farmer was 
inclined to help them in their old and dependent days, who can 
doubt but his affections world go out more strongly to the one 
that had torne him the longest faithful service? It is but natural 
and just. The country does not expect Congress to forget or ig- 
nore the men of long and faithful service, and will approve legis- 
lation that takes into account long and faithful service. House 
bill No. 11140 adds about one cent a day from date of muster to 
date of discharge. The distinction is, it gives a man who served 
three years more than the man who served only ninety days, be- 
cause he served longer. 

Can we afford to increase the pension roll $34,933,401.50? I say 

„and would not be willing to say no if it cost $40,000,000. 
Win the business interest of the country object? I submit it 
ought not. It will reap its share of benefit by this amount being 
put into general circulation. Besides, the money interest has 
its day. These old soldiers made it possible for this country to be 
a united, t, and oe country, but for their service and 
sacrifice they would have lost. 

In 1864, w General Grant was 8 and assembling a 
great army at a f r Court House, General Sherman at Chat- 
tanooga, and Sigel down the Shenandoah Valley, and other or- 
ertain iho ᷣ EAA ia VAAN of 
uncertain; very life of the ublie was being of; 
these men had to be fed and clothed. The national debt had 
already grown to nearly $2,000,000,000. The men who controlled 
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the great money markets would loan no more money. The - 
backs went down to 61.4 cents in March, 57.9 cents in April, 56.7 
cents in May. The soldiers were enduring and fighting for the 
Union es no other soldiers had done or have since. The money 
power, that demands so much now, refused to strengthen the 
credit of the Government, and the value of greenbacks depre- 
ciated to 47.5. The man who had $100 in gold wanted $210.70 forit. 

This was not the end. General Grant had lost paniy 70,000 
men in the Wilderness; no one could predict what theend would 
be. General Lee with a force almost at the limits of the capi- 
tal, and money power that had $100 was demanding $285 for it, 
and actually refused to loan the Government any more money. 
The Treasury turned to the people and the men who were fight- 
ing its battles in the field and secured a loan of $20,000,000. If 
anyone doubts this statement let him turn to the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to Congress in 1864. The interest paid 
on the seven-thirties was 8141.56, 427.73. 

June 30, 1864, Congress authorized the Secretary of the Treas- 

to make another effort to negotiate a loan on bonds redeem- 
able in five years and payable in twenty years, with an interest 
of 6 per cent in coin. Four hundred million dollars were author- 
ized, but only $125,561,300 were taken. Greenbacks were worth 
less than 50 cents on the dollar. The $125,561,800 were bought 
for $62,780,650, thus drawing the equivalent of 12 per cent in coin 
on the amount invested. In five years’ time these bonds were 
redeemed for $125,561,300, making to the bondholder 12 per cent 
annually on his investment for five years, then redeemed at 200 
per cent on the original loan. 

Fathers, sons, husbands, and brothers were being shot to death 
in battle for the Union; many were dying of wounds and disease. 
The money power was depreciating the value of greenbacks in 
order that gold might flow back to them from the Treasury. 
Which class is entitled to the greatest credit; which did the most 
for the Union? The courage and patriotism of the soldiers, who 
177 7 at no sacrifice, at no cost of life or health, to save the 

nion. 

Who begrudges these men, who endured such hardships, made 
such terrible sacrifices, and saved the Union, this small payment 
on the Government’s obligations? These men were paid in the 
depreciated greenback dollar, worth only 47 cents. The bond- 
holder was paid his interest in coin, and finally his bond was paid 
in gold. The soldiers’ courage never failed; they never winced 
under hardship nor flinched in battle. They made all things pos- 
sible to this Republic. Now that we have grown strong, let us 
not forget the obligation that once laid so close to everyone's 
heart nor the debt of gratitude that we owe. 

This great Government gladly and willingly grants a liberal 
peonon, which in a small degree compensates for the maimed 
imb, wounded and diseased body. Let us not forget these men 
who sacrificed and endured so much to preserve the Union our 
forefathers established. 

It is not very infrequent that the regimental history gives 300, 
400, and sometimes 600 and more as the total loss, killed and 
wounded and those who died in Confederate prisons. Sometimes 
50 and many times more who for a consideration of money would 
take places in one of these regiments to be killed or wounded in 
battle or to die from neglect and starvation in a Confederate prison. 
Who is the Representative that has been voting for unnecessary 
and extravagant appropriations until the annual expenditures are 
near $1,000,000,000 who is ready to place the pruning knife into a 
sum necessary to provide a liberal pension for these men that en- 
dured so much that the Union might be saved? 

Besides, there is no streak of economy entering into other 
appropriations; appropriations generally have increased more in 
proportion than is proposed by this 1 The Naval Ap- 
propriation is increased by over 514.000, 000. We are building 
great battle ships that cost many millions. We are expending 
many millions on account of the Philippines. We are entering 
into a scheme to construct an isthmian canal that will cost many 
hundred millions, and may reach near to $1,000,000,000. Others 
are willing to enter into a great ship-subsidy scheme that will 
cost many millions of dollars. Many of these schemes I do not 
believe in and only mention them to show that it is no real spirit 
of economy that may cause certain gentlemen to vote against this 
pro legislation. 

ere is much boasting that there is great prosperity in the 
land and much talk of duty and national honor. Let use not 
neglect to bestow a little attention where recognition is most 
merited; let us not forget the most deserving of all. To do so 
amounts to smiting the hand that saved the Union; that made all 
things possible to the American Republic. 

For one I shall urge the committee to favorably report House bill 
No. 11140; if I fail in that I will accept any amendment that seems 
reasonable and just, and if this fails I will vote for the G. A. R. 
bill or any other one that is reasonable and just. 
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While this is a larger increase than I had expected, and per- 
haps larger than Members generally expected, it is not extrava- 
eevee: it is only justice. Itis a just recognition by a generous 

overnment of the faithful, patriotic service of the men who com- 
ponei the greatest army that ever went forth to do battle for any 
country. 

The passage of House bill No. 11140 would do away with the . 
necessity for the special legislation that is now being enacted. 
It would bring all pensions up to $10; those that are helpless and 
dependent up to $12; those that are dependent and totally dis- 
abled to the extent of requiring the aid of an attendant up to $30, 
and adds about 1 cent a day from the date of muster to the date 
of discharge. This is what we are doing now by special acts. 
This bill would enable the Pension Bureau to do it by reason of 
the general law. This would do away with the necessity for 
nearly all special bills. I ask Members to carefully read the provi- 
sions of the bill, study its effects, and follow my calculations, and 
see if it is just and equitable; see if my calculations and estimates 
are not correct. 

I think every Member of this House must be impressed with 
the necessity of some general legislation that will in a great meas- 
ure do away with special bills. Congress can not treat all alike 
by special bills. We can only consider a very few of the requests 
received. Besides, we should enacta law that would relieve Cou- 
gress and enable the Pension Bureau to do what the country 
expects and what Congress is doing in such an imperfect way. 
The investigation of this subject has led me to a higher apprecia- 
tion of the Pension Bureau and its administration of the duties of 
that office. 

The Bureau has the right to expect the enactment of this or 
some kind of legislation that will permit it to meet the demands 
of the country and avoid the meen criticism Aen Gers which 
is constantly enacting special bills granting relief toa few that 
can not be granted by the Pension Bureau, where the soldiers have 
the right to look for relief and all receive the same treatment. 
Every Member is estop to criticise the Pension Burean or its 
management so long as he refuses to vote for the enactment of a 
law that will permit the Bureau to do what he criticises it for not 
doing. The Bureau expends all the money Congress appropriates, 
It administers all the laws enacted by Congress. What more can 
it do? An old soldier totally disabled by locomotor ataxia, paraly 
sis, blindness, or what not, unless of service origin, the Bureau 
can give no relief, yet Congress does, whether the disability is 
of service origin or not, grant the relief by giving him a pension 
of at least $30 per month, and constantly adds about 1 cent per day 
for length of service. House bill No. 11140 proposes that the Bu- 
reau shall do this, and provides that the minimum pension shall 
be $10. This will meet the demand of the country, will come near 
equal justice to all the country’s defenders. Let's relieve Congress 
from spending much valuable time in enacting special pension bills, 
and enact a law that will permit the Bureau to administer the pen- 
sion laws with justice and equality to all. 

Iam sure the members of the Grand Army of the Republic ex- 
pect and demand legislation at the present session of Congress. 
I receive many letters in nearly every delivery of mail demand- 
ing that the committee shall recommend some kind of legislation, 
and many criticise the committee for not having done so. I do 
not desire to criticise the committee, but fee] impelled to say that 
it is no fault of mine that the committee has not reported. I 
have A the committee to consider and report, and will do so 
until it does make report. [Loud applause. ] 


CERTAIN TOWN LOTS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I have a pori resolution 
from the Committee on' Indian Affairs which, at the direction of 
the committee, I call up. 
The SPEAKER. Is it likely to lead to any debate? 
Mr. CURTIS. No debate whatever. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
ved, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to report 


Resol 
to the House of Re Tee earliest convenience, the following 
such as may be ed by him to be incompatible with the 


tively. 

Fourth. A copy of the of Mr. Bonaparte, Mr. Chalmers, or any 
other inspector of the investigations of certain charges against United States 
officials in charge of Indian in the Indian Territory. Alsoa statement 
of any oth t any United States officials in charge of 


er charges made agains’ 
Indian affairs in said Territory in 1903 and 1904, and of the action taken by 
hess UI ger thereon. : 
. A statement showing the amounts of money a! from the sale 
of town lots in the Indian Territory, and from the grants of rights of way to 
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railroad companies in said Territory, and where said funds are at this time, 
giving tho names of the bank or banks where said Parispi now deposited, 
e 


and what part of said funds bave been paid to th entitled to them; 
and whetherany of said funds have ever been paid to or applied for by Mans- 
field, McMurray & Cornish, the attorneys for the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Indians; and have said Indians, or any o 
3 of any of said funds to said pen was such protest made 
: your De ent or to the President of the 
Sixth. The amount of money the said attorneys have received from said 
Indians as ‘fees, what amount has the Indian citizenship court allowed them, 
and what amount has the Department allowed them. What amount of ex- 
penses in the citizenship court has been allowed said attorneys. 
Seventh. What amount have they contracted for as contingent fees from 
each of said tribes; and are such contingent fees to be 10 per cent of the esti- 
mated value of the property of each Indian that they succeed in excluding 


fro . Whethe 3 Department, at the request of said atto: 
le ether the a ui 0 
S any Choctaw or 1 


Indians, has refused to approve the names 

. CCT 
respective their names placed on rolls and appro’ 
laced on the rolls made by the Dawes Co! $ 


for said 


ang th. A fa departmental letter and telegram dated December 10, 
inth. A copy of a en m 
1903, orderin Commission to suspend action relative to 


d 

action has been taken by the Department of the Interior 
relative to the reservation from allotment of timber lands in the Choctaw 
nation, the law under which a reservation, if any, has been made, and the 
reasons therefor, and whether Indians haye been refused allotments thereon, 
and if so, the reasons therefor. 


Tribes from allotting any land to duly enrolled ws, and if 
an injunction has any court in the Indian Territory prohibit- 
said Commission from allo d to said Indians, what action has 


been taken by the Department to cause a defense to be entered in said suit. 
Twelfth. ether the military of the United States were 2 ed at the 


sierra Apie ur p agti aa ekrar g sivan 3 e 
meipal chief, in an any military troops were nta meet- 
A Saaie tor the cava: 


of said council, hdr Tsay p eg ore 
‘eenth. Whether there has been any delay in the enrollment of those 
persons commonly known as the “ intermarried 
zens,” and if so, the cause thereof 
Fourteenth. Wh 
and if 


departmental decisions in these cases 


are being 
whether the Department refuses to file briefs for these applicants for - 
ment unless a copy thereof has been furnished opposing attorney. 


The following amendments recommended by the committee 
were read: 


Page 2, line 1, strike out all after the word “Fourth,” down to and includ- 
the word “thereon,” at the end of line 8, and insert in lieu thereof the 


1 g: . 
“A copy of the report of any inspector or person employed avon 
the 75 the “es Sadat of any United States official in charge of In- 
in the Indian Terri A 

Page 2, line II. strike out all after the word “and,” down to and including 

so yee eee line 18, and insert in lieu thereof the words “the dispo- 
moa same.“ 
GS 2, line 20, strike out the word “your” and insert in lieu thereof the 
nor.” 

Page 2, line 22, after the word “money,” insert “if any.” 

Page 2, line 25, after the word insert “if any.” 

Page 2, line 26, strike out the word “said.” 

Foe 15 3, line 1, strike out all after the word “ what" and insert in lieu thereof 
as follows: 


“Contracts, if any, have been approved by the Interior Department be- 
tween the Chickasaw and Choctaw 2 attorneys for services in citi- 
* cases.” 

ge 


cig strike out the word “therefor” and insert in lieu thereof 
Paze 3, line strike out all after the word Nation“ down toand includ- 
“therefor,” in line 24. 5 ° 
4, line 5 “Fourteenth,” strike out down to and in- 
strike out all after the word “Choctaw” down to and in- 
“attorney,” in line 24. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENS of 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

FORT MISSOULA MILITARY RESERVATION, MONT. 
Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 10761) to authorize the 
tary of War to accept from the citizens of Missoula, Mont., 
deeds donating to the United States certain lands for the enlarge- 
ment of the military reservation of Fort Missoula, Mont. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


to. 
exas, a motion to reconsider 


Beit etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to ac- 
cept from the nsof Missoula, Mont., donating to the United States 
the following-described lands for the enlargement of the mili reservation 
of Fort Missoula, : The halfof the southwest q rof section 
25, the northeast quarter of the northeast quarter, the north half 
of the southeast quarter, and the half of the northwest quarter of sec- 
tion 36, all in township 13 north and range 20 west of the Montana meridian 
in Missoula County, Mont. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. Drxon, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


SUPREME COURT OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. RODEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1953) to provide for an 
additional associate justice of the supreme court of the Territory 
of New Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Mexico asks mani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which the 
Clerk will 

The bill was read, as follows: 


same case On ap) 
Sxo. 2. That 
iste 


EC. 3. shall be divided into six judicial districts, 
and a district court shall be held in each district by one of the justices of the 
supreme court at such time and place as is or may be prescribed by law. 
rar ca tan am tein reside in the to which he is as- 

Sec. 4. That the — chief 88 and his associates are hereby vested 
with power and authority, and they are hereby directed, to divide said Ter- 
ritory into six judicial icts, and make such assignments of the ju 
rose! for in the first section of this act as shall, in their judgment, 
meet an 3 

Sec. 5. Phat the said district court shall have jurisdiction, and the sameis 
hereby vested, to hear, try, and determine all matters and causes that the 
courts of the other districts of the Territo: 
poses two terms of said court shall be held annually at such places w 
said district as may be designated by the chief justiceand his associates, or a 
majority of them; and grand and petit jurors libs summoned therein in 
the manner now oo by law. 

Src. 6. That all offenses committed before the passage of this act shall be 
prosecuted, t and determined in the same manner and with the same 
effect (except as to the number of judges) as if this act had not passed. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman 
what committee reported that bill? 

Mr. RODEY. Committee on the Judiciary; and it was a 
unanimous report. 

Mr. PAYNE. This gives an associate justice in addition to the 
present force? 

Mr. RODEY. Yes; and the committee found that it was ab- 
solutely necessary to provide for such officer, 

Mr. PAYNE. Simply for the Territory of New Mexico? 

Mr. RODEY. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. How many have they now? 

Mr. RODEY. Five; this makes six. The condition which is 
sought to be remedied by this bill has been a crying evil for years, 
The committee were unanimous in their ge ge both majori 
and minority voting for it, and the evidence showed that the Gov- 
ernment now pays more money in bringing other justices, wit- 
nesses, and jurors into the district in order to do the necessary 
business than it will cost to pay the salary of the additional justice, 

Mr. PAYNE. How long is it since the judicial force there was 
increased? 

Mr. RODEY. I think about ten years. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand your supreme court 
is composed of the trial judges in the lower courts? 

Mr. RODEY. Yes; these same judges perform duties as trial 
judges in the counties around and their own district court,and then 
when sitting together at the capital form the appellate tribunal. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I happen to know something about 
the workings of that system, and I know the inconvenience of it, 
because the man who tries the case sits in the appellate tribunal. 

Mr. RODEY. Yes; it was inconvenient when the judge that 
conducted the trial in the court below sat in the trial above, but 
that is done away with now. This bill provides that the jud 
who presided at the trial in the court below shall not sit at 
hearing of the same in the supreme court. I think it is a very 
advantageous bill, and one that should be passed. The committee 
heard all the evidence and unanimously reported the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

JJC Bart ST tae ext eae 
ingen it was accordingly ird time, and 

On motion of Mr. Lackx, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS CANTALLA CREEK, IN ALASKA. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. S „J ask unanimous consent for 

the present consideration of the bill H. R. 6780, 
e title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill R. 6780) auth the Union Pioneer 
FFT 

The bill and the amendment by the committee were read at 


now possess; and for such pur- 
Ahin 
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The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Iwill ask the gentleman from 
California if the provisions of the bill have the indorsement of 
the War De ent? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. The bill was referred to the War Depart- 
ment, and is unanimously reported. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
1 being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill authorizing the 
Union Pioneer Mining and Trading Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Catalla Creek, in the district of 
A laska.” 

On motion of Mr. NEEDHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA. 


Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill S. 121. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 121) granting additional lands adjacent to its site to the University 
of Montana. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the University of Mon- 
tana the following-described land lying within Missoula County, Mont., and 
adjacent to the site of said university in said State, namely: The south half 
of section 26; the south half of the northeast quarter and the south half of 
the northwest quarter of section 26; the east half of the southeast quarter of 
section 27; all situated in township 13 north and range 19 west, the same to 
be used for a site for an observatory for said university. 

; oo amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLIOWS: 

In line 3, page 1, after the word the,“ insert the words “State of Mon- 
tana for the use of the.” 

In lines 9 and 10 strike out the following words “the east half of the south- 
east quarter of section 24." y 

Add to the end of the bill as an additional section the following: 

“Seo, 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to issue a 
patent for the said land from the United States to the State of Montana.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to hear an explanation of that bill. 

Mr. DIXON. Mr: Speaker, I will say that this is a tract of 
land situated on top of a bald knob right in the rear of the State 
University. A goat can not climb the hill. They ask it for a site 
for an astronomical observatory. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman whether they expect to 
get at it by the aid of the Langley flying machine? 

Mr. DIXON. They eg to get at it by building some steps. 
It is a desolate hill at the back of the university. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. „ 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: An act ting additional 
lands adjacent to the site of the University of Montana to the State 
of Montana for the uses of said university.” 

On motion of Mr. Drxon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


PETRIFIED FOREST NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 2529. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2529) to set apart certain lands in the Territory of Arizona as a 

public park, to be known as The Petrified Forest National Park. 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby reserved for settlement, entry, sale, 

or other disposal, and set apartas a public reservation, all those certain 
i zand being situate in the Territory of Arizona 

as follows. 


ieces, or parcels of land 
dua Derticulart descri 
Townships 16 and 17 north, ranges 28 and 21 east, Gila and Salt River meri- 


ment of the same. $ 
tion from injury or spoliation of the mineralized 
2 ene the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized, in 
be madi him, parcels of * and coe — 
e pieces or foam park for thee 
s zene ahi all funds ari fro: 7 rivileges ted hereunder shall 
EC. 4. un aridog m the gran 
the United States as aspecial fund, to be ex- 


er nat- 


waste 

rul d regulations prided he ons tigi ae 
es and re; rescri er a apon 

8 ned for a period 


in any 


of not more than twelve months, or shall suffer both fine and imprisonment, 
in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 6. That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to make exchange 
with the owners of any land included within the limits of the said Petrified 


Forest National Park of an equal quantity of nonmineral, vacant, suryeyed 
public land open to settlement, wi the limits of the Territory of Arizona, 
of appro: tely the same value, and when such exchanges are made the 
owners of such lands to be so exc shall convey the same by perfect 
title to the United States, and_the Secre of the Interior shall cause pat- 
ents to issue for the public land so exchan to the persons making such ex- 
change or to their assigns. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In section 1, line 3, after the word “reserve,” strike out the word “for” 
and insert the word “from.” 

Also strike out all of section 6 and insert in lieu thereof: 

That in cases in which a tract covered by an unperfected bona fide claim 
or by a patent is included within the limits of said park, the settler or owner 
thereof may, if he desires to do so, relinquish the tract to the 9 
and may select in lieu thereof a tract of surveyed, vacant, nonmineral lan 
open to settlement in the Territory of Arizona, not exceeding in area the tract 
covered by his claim or patent; and no charge shall be made in such cases for 
making the entry of record or issuing patent to cover the tractselected: Pro- 
vided, That in cases of unperfected claims the requirements of the laws re- 
specting settlement, residence, 88 etc., are complied with on the 
new claims, credit being allowed for the time spent on the relinquished 


Mr. PAYNE. I would like the gentleman to explain that bill. 
Mr. HERMANN. Iwould like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I have objected 
to several bills of this sort, giving for park pu: s public lands. 
Therefore I desire to explain why I will not object to this. I un- 
derstand this is a petrified-forest affair; that the land is situated 
in a desert; that it is absolutely useless for agricultural or min- 
eral purposes, and that it is just lying there as a curiosity of na- 
ture, and that is all. So that I shall not make objection in this 


case. 

Mr. HERMANN. I would like to ask the gentleman, as I did 
not distinctly hear a portion of the phraseology of the bill, does 
it provide that lieu land selections shall be within the area and an 
equal area? 

Mr. LACEY. An equal area in the Territory of Arizona. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does it tay tist the quality shall be pre- 
cisely of the same character as that for which it is taken in lien 
anywhere? 1 

Mr. LACEY. Thatiseliminated. It is limited to the Territory 
of Arizona. 

Mr. HERMANN. Well, as I understand the bill, there seems 
to be a phase in there that would seem to imply that. Will the 
gentleman kindly read that particular portion of the bill? 

- Mr. LACEY (reading): 

And may select in lieu thereof a tract of surveyed, vacant. nonmineral 
land open to settlement in the Territory of Arizona, not exceeding in area 
the tract covered by his claim or patent. 

That is the same law that we have in all the other cases. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iremember. I think, if the gentleman will 
read, that it provides that it shall be of the same value. 

Mr. LACEY. That was in the original bill. I was reading the 
amendment as proposed by the committee. The amendment pro- 
posed by the committe places this selection on the same footing 
as all the other provisions for lieu lands, except that it is limited 
to the Territory of Arizona, so that the owner could not go ont 
and take timber land in any other State or Territory; and it 
practically only could be used in the squaring up of the railroad 
grants in that Territory, because the land inside of the proposed 
park is all railroad land, not held by any other claims. 

Mr. HERMANN. But I wish to make this suggestion to the 
gentleman, that if he does not require the selection of land of ap- 
proximately the same value, that affords an opportunity of advan- 
tage to the people who are owning these worthless lands, for if 
there is worthless land in any part of God’s earth it is within the 
proposed territory. Now then, why should the holders of these 
absolutely worthless lands be permitted to go into some Govern- 
ment timber tracts, which are in some places very valuable in 
the Territory of Arizona, and select lands worth perhaps a thou- 
sand times more in value than those they surrender? Does the 
gentleman not think it is time now for Congress to enter upon the 
popen of requiring these people who are attempting to sur- 
render worthless lands, many of them purchased with that object, 
and thereby take advantage of the Government—does he not think 
it is time now to enter upon the proposition of saying to them, If 
you exchange these lands you must exchange acre for acre of land 
of the same value.“ Do you not think that is better? 

Mr. LACEY. Notas to this proposition at all; and I will tell 
you why. We have upon the Calendar a separate bill regarding 
the proposition my friend has attempted so hard for so many 
years to have passed. 

Mr. HERMANN. Thank you. 

Mr. LACEY. Here is a proposition covering a comparatively 
small amount of land which is covered by fallen timber that fell 
so long ago that it makes a man dizzy to think of its antiquity. 
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This land to be exchanged is covered by this petrified forest. It 
is utterly impossible to find any other land of like character in 
the United States or upon the face of the earth. Consequently if 
we allow them to exchange this petrified timber land for anything 
they have in Arizona, and succeed in making the exchange, it 
will be a good exchange. The other ition to which my 
friend has addressed himself in several of his reports to Congress, 
and upon which I sympathize with him very much, involves the 
broad question as to all the forest lieu lands all over the country, 
and ought not to be complicated with this little proposition of a 
comparatively small petrified forest in this Territory. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will you permit me—— 

Mr. LACEY. I will say, Mr. Speaker, we have passed this 
bill in the House twice. It is the most marvelous curiosity in the 
United States, not even excepting the Yellowstone or the Vo- 
semite. It is unparalleled upon the habitable globe, and we have 
the opportunity now, as it is public land and has been ey sure 
reserved—in fact, my friend from Oregon, exercising the function 
vested in him when Commissioner of the Land Office, withdrew 
this land from entry or settlement, and the bill I am now aski 
to have passed is substantially as that drawn by him, which 
think is one of his wisest official acts. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him this 
question: Is it not true that the only beauty of petrified wood is 
“when sawed into cross sections and polished, and the trees are 
not beautiful as they lie upon the ground? 

Mr. LACEY. They are wonderful rather than beautiful as 
they lie upon the ground, but they are broken in places, and the 
wonde: beauty of the interior is visible here and there in the 
fragments of the trees, and the temptation has led persons to dyna- 
mite the trees in order to get the crystals in the center. This is 
one object of placing them in this state of reservation so they will 
be taken care of. These trees floated in there ages ago in an old 
arm of the sea, and the sand drifted over them and hardened into 
sandstone, and they were there covered up in this way perhaps 
millions of yearsago. Now the land has slowly risen 7,200 feet 
above the sea and a stream has since slowly excavated a valley 
through the sandstone, taking off about 40 feet of the surface, ex- 

ing the trees and leaving them lying on the sand of the old sea 
ttom. They are from 80 to 140 feet in length, and many of 
them 5 feet in diameter, and there are places where they are so 
numerous that you can step from one tree to another. There are 
petrified forests in other lands, but this is the petrified forest of 
the world. 

Mr. RODEY. This is the amethyst-colored one. 

Mr. LACEY. It hasall the colors of the rainbow, almost every 
color you can think of in the wood. It is thoroughly agatized. 
This old desert land is utterly worthless for anything else. 
effort was made to utterly destroy this forest a few years ago by 
sawing these trees up into table tops, and also by grinding them 
upintoemery. Thetable-topscheme proved unsuccessful, because 
there were pin holes that marred the surface when cut in that 
form; and they put up a mill to grind the trees into emery pow- 
der. About the time they got the mill in operation, it was dis- 
covered in da, I believe, that they had a stone which was 
nearer transportation which would make emery as well as this. 
It seemed like an interposition of Divine Providence that led to 
the discovery of this other stone in time to save these trees, 

Mr. PAYNE. Hasn‘t this material a commercial value for be- 
ing cut into table tops? 

Str. LACEY. I Was just explaining that it was supposed that 
they kad. There was a mill put up at Sioux Falls; they got title 
to some land and commen to manufacture tables, but it was 
found that there were pin holes in all of them which spoiled the 
material for that purpose, so that it could not be successfully used 
in that way. 

Mr. PAYNE. So the speculation failed? 

Mr. LACEY. The speculation fortunately failed. 

Mr. PAYNE. If this bill is passed, will it not enable the peo- 
ple to take lands in the irrigation district? : 

Mr. LACEY. As far as the irrigation district is concerned, 
irrigable lands are subject to withdrawal from entry under regu- 
lations, and there have been many withdrawals by the Land 
partment. ; 

Mr. PAYNE. This would not open that up? 

Mr. LACEY. No; it wouldn't open that up at all. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman from Iowa tell us about 
what the area is? 


Mr. LACEY. About 40,000 acres, including the railroad land, 
or about 22,000 acres of 5 land. 
r. HERMANN. I a withdrawal made there several 


deal more than this bill includes. was profoundly inter- 
ested in this question and made a personal visit to the region. I 
went over the Iand in person and eliminated some fifty or sixty 


Yes; I understand the tleman withdrew a f 


thousand acres that my friend had withdrawn, so as to reduce it 
to the smallest area necessary to preserve the park. 

Mr. HERMANN. I wish to say to the gentleman from Iowa 
that it came under my observation that whole carloads of these 
petrified trees were being taken away by vandals and curiosity 
seekers, and that unless something was done in a very short time 
nothing would remain of these giant trees that are there petrified, 
but the Government interest ought to be protected. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me a 


question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is it not a fact that the railroad 
company owns every alternate section? 

Mr. LACEY. It does. There are also mineral locations, and 
it was thought at one time that it would be taken up under the 
mineral-land law, but they were afterw. abandoned and the 
locations fell back to the Government. The speculative feature 
of it did not justify them in holding the claims. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Might not the passage of this bill 
bring about complications, and may not the railroad company 
sesk to take lands that are much more valuable? 

Mr. LACEY. They will haye to take lands in Arizona, and 
they can not greatly better themselyes unless they get into the ir- 
rigable lands. ; 

Mr. HERMANN. Arizona contains some of the most valuable 
timber forests in the United States. 

Mr. LACEY. But they were placed under reservation years 
ago. Practically all the valuable timber of Arizona has been 
withdrawn and is now within the forest reserve. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have understood the last four or 
five years that Arizona was the garden spot of the earth. 

Mr. LACEY, It is, in spots; and some of the most beautiful land 
in the world is in Arizona; there is no question about that. But 
where there is a comparatively small area of good, arable land in 
Arizona the desert area is enormous, and the only way that the 
railroad companies can recoup themselves for this land would be 
to square out some of their lands by taking alternate sections, and 
thus utilize land for grazing 0 that is practically worthless. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. it not a fact that in what is 
known as the main chain of the Rocky Mountains there is one of 
the most valuable and largest forests of pine timber, and could 
not this railroad company recoup itself by claiming those lands? 

Mr. LACEY. I do not know of any timber land of any great 
value in Arizona—that is, when I say value, I mean anything that 
would ee as more valuable than this land, that they 
could get. The forest land has been practically, all of it, put into 
forest reserves, such as the San Francisco Reserve and the other 


An reserves there and the Grand Canyon Reserve. 


Mr. BURLESON. But the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
MANN] says that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] is mis- 
taken about that. 

Mr. LACEY. I think I am not, and when my friend from 
Oregon drew this original bill, when he was Commissioner of the 
Land Office, and sent it to me and asked me to introduce it, he 
did not have any question but that he had practically obviated 
all risk by limiting the taking of the lieu to Arizona. 

Mr. HERMANN. That is right, and I will say to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Lacey} that I think further, however, that 
he should not object to the amendment offered by the committee, 
as I understand it, and say to these people if they are willing to 
take their lands—and they are not compelled to do it—they must 
be satisfied to take lands of approximately the same value. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Of like character and value. 

Mr. LACEY. You might.as well say—— 

Mr. HERMANN. Approximately. 

Mr. LACEY. Why, there is not any land of like character 
anywhere on the face of the globe, 

Mr. HER . Itis arid land. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why not say lands of present value not exceed- 
ing a certain amount, if there is 3 like character or value? 

. LACEY. We do say not ex ing the same area. 

Mr. PAYNE. Not to exceed a certain amount per acre. It 
seems. to me as h some people had purchased this land in 
this area on tion and that that s tion had turned out 
badly, that they found that the land had no commercial value, 
and that therefore they now want to get rid of it and get good 
land, and some of the best land in Arizona, in its place. I do not 
like the looks of it. 

Mr. LACEY. It is a matter that can be adjusted easily by vot- 
ing down the amendment. The original bill is drawn exactly on 
thelinessuggested by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], 


th 
viz. to have it of like character and value. 
Mr. HERMANN. Yes; that is it. 
Mr. LACEY. We passed it in that form, and it twice failed in 
the Senate. 
Mr. HERMANN. Let us try again. 
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Mr. PAYNE. That would be simple. If the gentleman will 
withdraw the amendment, we will give him unanimous consent, 
and he can go on and pass his bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is right. 

a MANN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion A 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. What is the value of these lands? 

Mr. LACEY. The railroad company has had this land for sale 
for forty years, and I suppose you could get it for a dollar and a 
quarter an acre. 

Mr. MANN. Has it been offered for sale at that price? 

Mr. LACEY. It has all been offered for sale, and in the recent 
great sales of railroad lands the Santa Fe Railroad Company last 
year sold approximately 1,000 acres. of land, while the Northern 
Pacific sold 8.000.000 of acres of their grant. This desert land 
has not been in demand. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman think that out 
in Arizona, with many millions of acres to select from, there need 
be any difficulty in this respect? 

Mr. LACEY. We have limited this to Arizona. Let the 
amendment go out if it is unacceptable. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the pontons asks the passage of the bill 
without the amendment I have no objection to it. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Why not provide in this bill that 
no timber land shall be taken? I think such a provision would 
meet the objection of the gentleman from Oregon | Mr. HERMANN] 
and also of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

Mr. PAYNE. They have some very valuable agricultural land 
out there. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I thought that might meet the 
objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not want those people to get everything 
from the Unit d States for nothing; I am willing they shall get 
something for nothing. 

Mr. LACEY. They already have this land. It is only an ex- 
change of other public land in Arizona for this petrified forest 
that is proposed. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacry] 
modify his request for unanimous consent? 

Mr. LACEY. I am willing also to insert after the word non- 
mineral the word ** nonforested.’’ That would obviate the ob- 
jection of my friend from Oregon. 

Mr, HERMANN. Yes; but I think the wo: 
value“ would be better. 


“ approximate 


Mr. LACEY. Thatinvolves much mystery. It might be very | 


hard to find the “approximate value.” 
put an estimate on the value of land where real value is because 
of the strange petrifactions with which it abounds. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why not provide that this land shall not ex- 
ceed in value $2 an acre, or. as a friend here suggests, 81.257 I 
am willing that the bill should pen in that shape. 

Mr. LACEY. This land has been open to settlement. for forty 
years, and nobody has taken it up. Our friends here are imagin- 
ing that some mysterious gentlemen are trying to get hold of some 
landin Arizona. If anybody wants land out there. there is plenty 
of it. All they have to do is to go and take it. There are millions 
of acres of public land open to settlement in that Territory. No 
settlers are going into the desert part of the Territory. 

Mr. PAYNE. The point seems to be this: Some people have 
land in Arizona that has proved to them very unremunerative; 
and now, having property which is worth nothing. which they 
can not use, they want to get rid of it and at the same time to 

et all they can for it. In this matter I am representing the 
nited States. 

Mr. LACEY. What land does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. PAYNE. These 18.000 acres. 

Mr. LACEY. That is an assertion that the gentleman ought 
not to make. These people are not asking to have this land dis- 

sed of. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not suppose that these people” came to 
the committee. That is not the way people do when they have 
land of that kind that they want to dispose of. 

Mr. LACEY. In fact, the railway company has at no time 
expressed a willingness to dispose of this land. I do not know 
whether we shall be able to get it. The bill pro to make a 
park of the Government sections in the petrified forest, and to 
authorize an exchange of other Government lands for the railway 
sections that are covered with these petrified trees. Should the 
company refuse to exchange, then the park would be limited to the 
Government sections. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Ishould insist that the term“ non- 
irrigable’’ shall go in with“ nontimbered ” and nonmineral.“ 

r. LACEY. Why not insert land absolutely worthless?" 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman stated, I believe, 

that this land is not irrigable? 


It would be difficult to | 


Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then, what could be the objection 
to such an amendment? 

Mr. LACEY. This land, which is covered with a petrified for- 
est. it is now proposed to exchange for something of a like char- 
acter, when we know there is nothing else of a like character. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is not the gentleman awar of the 
fact that the Secretary of the Interior now, under the irrigation 
law. has the right to set apart any part of the public domain 
where reservoirs can be formed? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes: he has done so. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Suppose that these people should 
find a place where there is a good site for an irrigation dam and 
bel w that they should take this 18.000 acres of land: would not 
that be irrigable land, or land that could be made irrigable? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And would not that bea great deal 
more valuable than this land, which can not be made irrigable? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; but all that land has been withdrawn al- 
ready under the irrigation law, so this has been anticipated; the 
danger is wholly imaginary. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. My information is that on the lower 
Gila River there is a propcsition to build these dams. and that tue 
land below has not been withdrawn at the present time. 

Mr. HOGG. May IL ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes. 

ir. HOGG. How much of this land has been entered? 

Mr. LACEY. None of it. 

Mr. HOGG. What need have you for taking it out? 

Mr. LACEY. There is a railroad grant through it. This pet- 
rified forest is within 6. 8. or 10 miles of the Atchison, Topeka 
and Santa Fe Railroad, and all this public land that we are seek- 
ing now to make a park of has been opened, so that anybody 
could Lave gone and taken it at any time within the last forty or 
fifty years. 

Mr. HOGG. You are seeking to reserve this land in order to 
preserve these curiosities? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes: merely the curiosities. 

Mr. HOGG. Do you have to reserve 40,000 acres to preserve 
the curiosities? 

Mr. LACEY. It takes about that much land to cover the en- 
tire tract. 

Mr. HOGG. I will ask the gentleman who is asking that this 
be done? 

Mr. LACEY. The first request came from the Secretary of 
the Interior. I believe that my friend from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
meek prepared the original proposition. The question has been 
brought up by a great many different persons. ‘This is really. as 
I said before, I think, the most remarkable curiosity remaining 
in the ownership of the Government of the United States: the 
most remarkable, I think, possibly, on the face of the earth. Tho 
lovers of Nature's wonders in all parts of the country are inter- 
ested in the question. There has been much interest in the 
subject. 

Mr. HOGG. You say for anything except these curiosities it is 
not worth anything? 

Mr. LACEY. It is not worth anything. 

Mr. HOGG. Then you propose to give these people land worth 
the same amount—perfectly worthless land. 

Mr. LACEY. No; to let them exchange for any public land 
anywhere in Arizona. 

Mr. HOGG. But it can not have timber on it, and it can not 
be irrigated, and it can not be mineral land. Ishould like to know 
what kind of land they have in Arizona that anybody would be 
willing to take. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I should like to suggest that in the 
absence of the Delegate from Arizona this matter cught to go over, 
or else we ought to hear from the gentleman from New Mexico 
[Mr. Ropey], who is perfectly familiar with this whole matter. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And who will undoubtedly soon 
be coming 1 Washington from Arizona. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And who will undoubtedly become 
the Senator from Arizona in a very short time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I am unwilling to consent 

Mr. LACEY. Iwithdraw the amendment. then, on page 3. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to hear from the gentleman from 
Iowa how much of this 18,000 acres is covered by these petrified 
forests. if he knows. 

Mr. LACEY. There are between thirty and forty thousand 
acres altogether in which these trees appear more or less: some 
ten or twelve thousand acres are the parts where the deposits are 
the heaviest. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do we own that, or does some one else own it? - 

Mr. LACEY. We own most of it: a portion of itis covered by 
the railroad grant—the alternate sectious. 
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Mr. PAYNE. Don’t you think that by setting aside the 22,000 
acres that we own, preserving that, we might get along until we 
get some more information on the subject? 

Mr. BURLESON. That is enough to satisfy curiosity. 

Mr. PAYNE. You could satisfy quite a lot of curiosity if you 
traveled over 22.000 acres. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Leave out the railroad land. 

Mr. LACEY. I have noticed that when we strike apong 
that is ially arid and worthless, then some fide get exci 
about their heritage.” I think maybe we had better withdraw 
this amendment on page 3 and require that the land exchanged 
be of the same value. It is the original bill. 

But the problem as to what land would be of equal value to 
that of a petrified forest would be found rather a difficult one for 
the Land artment to solve. 

The SPE! R. The gentleman withdraws his amendment. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one other amend- 
ment by the committee, on line 3, page 1. 

The 8 was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. Again on line 8, page 1, I move to strike out 
“seventeenth ” and insert seventeen.“ It is a misprint. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, YANETON, S. DAK. 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3780) authorizing the Yank- 
ton, Norfolk and Southern Railroad Company to construct a com- 
bined railroad, wagon, and foot- nger bridge across the Mis- 
souri River at or near the city of Yankton, S. Dak. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the 
gentleman if the ifications of the bridge were submitted to 
the Secretary of War? 

Mr. BURKE. They were. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And approved by him? 

Mr. BURKE. They were. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Were the provisions of the 
bill submitted to him, too? 

Mr. BURKE. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 5 

On motion of Mr. BURKE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TO VALIDATE AND CONFIRM PATENTS IN BITTER ROOT VALLEY, 
MONTANA, 


Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
nt consideration of a bill to confirm and validate some old 
d titles. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the following bill: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 6787) to confirm and validate patents to certain lands situated 
in the Bitter t Valley, State of Montana, above the mouth of the Lo 
Lo Fork of the Bitter Root River. 


of the university of the State of Montana prior to the of the act of 
August 3. 18%, 55 hereby confirmed and said patents validated, to all intents 
an Woe ogee the same us if the law under which said patents were 

applicable to said lands. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to inquire as to the matter of these 
titles. This seems to be a pretty sweeping bill. 

Mr. DIXON. I will say to the gentleman from New York that 
under a ruling of the Land Department and the Secretary of the 
Interior these settlers went into Bitter Root Valley, into fifteen 
townships which had originally belonged to the Flathead Indians. 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office held that under 
the laws enacted for the disposal of these lands the lands could 
be entered under the old preemption act of 1841. In 1894 the 
State of Montana was permitted to select a portion of its univer- 
sity land grant from these same lands, and selected them in these 

~ fifteen townships. - 

One hundred and fifty settlers, under the pen 
under special authority and ruling of the d 


was 


partment, had 
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gone on to these lands, and had obtained title to and held them - 
under that special ruling of the Department until about a year 
ago, when some clerk in the Department reversed the former rul- 
ing, and since it has been held that entry could not hold these 
lands in these fifteen townships except under the act of 1872 and 
the homestead act. As soon as that ruling was made, ulators 
immediately began to seek to attack these entries. e effect 
will be, if they succeed, to take away from these men land that 
they have lived on, where they have developed their ranches and 
cultivated them and made improvements in absolute good faith 
and under an express ruling of the Land Department of this Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. PAYNE. Does this bill in terms confine it to those fifteen 
townships? 

Mr. DIXON. It is applicable to these fifteen original townships 
which originally belonged to the Flathead Indians. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.) The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed forathird reading: and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Drxon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

` MINNIE GUSLER. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4045) grant- 
ing a pension to Minnie Gusler, with a Senate amendment, which 
was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARY GWYNN. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2019) 
granting a pension to Mary Gwynn, with a Senate amendment, 
which was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES C. CHASE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 865) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles V. Chase, with a Sen- 
ate amendment, which was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARY HUFF. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6352) 
granting a pension to Mary Huff, with Senate amendments, which 
were read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. 
ate amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EMMA L. NAGLE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6089) 
granting an increase of pension to Emma L. Nagle, with a Senate 
amendment, which was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM J, SHEPARD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4526) 
granting an increase of pension to William J. Shepard, with a 
Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker. I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. GIBSON, 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SuLtoway. 

FRANK J. M’'LAUGHLIN, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2477) 
granting an increase of pension to Frank J. McLaughlin, with a 
nate amendment. 
The Senate amendment was read. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. GIBSON, 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLoway, 
DANIEL W. HUFFMAN. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2920) 
ting an increase of pension to Daniel W. Huffman, with a 


I move that the House concur in the Sen- 


ion act of 1841 Bente amendment. 


The Senate amendment was read, 
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Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non-| TheSPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. GIBSON, 


concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. Mr, Mirrs of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLoway. 
The motion was agreed to. JOHN HERZOG. 
The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. GIBSON, | ‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6025) 
Mr. Murrs of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLoway. granting an increase of pension to John Herzog, with a Senate 
JOHN WATT. amendment. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2809) The Senate amendment was read. 
granting an increase of pension to John Watt, with a Senate| Mr.SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker. I move that the House non- 


amendment. concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference, 

The Senate amendment was read. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. GIBSON, 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWAY. 

Ths motion was agreed to. DAVID Z. BEIDLER. 


The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Greson, The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6426) 


Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLoway. granting an increase of pension to David Z. Beidler, with a Sen- 
JOHN G. FAIRCHILD, ate amendment. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2923) The Senate amendment was read. 
granting an increase of pension to John G. Fairchild, with a Sen- Mr.SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 


ate amendment. concur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 
The Senate amendment was read. The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees on the part 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. of the House: Mr. Gipson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. §UL- 
The motion was agreed to. LOWAY. 
The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. GIBSON, EDWIN A. FORMAN, 
Mr. Mixers of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLoway. The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6705) 
WILLIAM PITTENGER. granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. Forman, with a Sen- 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3032) | ate amendment. 
ting an increase of pension to William Pittenger, with a| The Senate amendment was read. 

Senate amendment. Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
The Senate amendment was read. | concur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- The motion was agreed to. 

concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees on the part of 
The motion was agreed to. the House: Mr. GIBSON, Mr. MRs of Indiana, and Mr. SULLO- 
The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Gipson, | WAY. 

Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWAY. 


WILLIAM M. UNDERHILL. 
CALEB ARNETT. The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8058) 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4136) granting an increase of pension to William M. Underhill, with a 
granting an increase of pension to Caleb Arnett, with a Senate | Senate amendment. 


amendment. - | The Senate amendment was read. 
Thë Senate amendment was read. Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- | concur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. The motion was agreed to. 
The motion was agreed to. The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees on the part of 


The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. Gipson, | the House: Mr. Gipson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLO- 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLoway. WAY. 
JOSEPH HINKLE. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4251) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Hinkle, with a Senate | 


JONATHAN J. SMITH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R, 8376) 
granting an increase of pension to Jonathan J. Smith, with a Sen- 


amendment. ate amendment. 
The Senate amendment was read. The Senate amendment was read. 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- | Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. concur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 
are 5 ae g A foll Mr.G The SPEAKER ER S the following conf. the part 
a i owing conferees: x erees on the 
Pie of Tees as Mr. SULLOWAY. Won, | of the House: Mr. Gipson, Mr. Mrs of Indiana, and Mr. SULLO- 


FRANKLIN MOORE. WAE 


EAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5367 8 
3 increase of pension to Franklin Moore, with a 8 The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9583) 
Sn Prone granting an increase of pension to James H. Hargis, with a Sen- 
im OW Ae. we op es I that the H 838 was read. 
Mr. SU AY. . Speaker, I move that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. > Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- 
The motion was agreed to. concur in the Senate amendment and ask for a conference. 
The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr, Geson, | The motion was agreed to. $ 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWAY. The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees on the part 
of the House: Mr. Gipson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SULLO- 
JAMES R. HAUPTLY. ww: 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5555) CARL W. ALBRECHT. 


1 of pension to James R. Hauptly, with a Sen- Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
The Senate amendment was read. consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4405) to 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- | COmect the military record of Carl W. Albrecht. 

concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. F 


The motion was agreed to. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
5 5 : 5 ized to correct the military record of 1 W. Albrech ho II 
The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. GIBSON, | into the service of the United States in Company H. Thirtecath Wines dd 
Mr. Miers of Indiana, and Mr. SuLLoway. Volunteer Infantry, April 29, 1898, as Charles Albrecht, and whose name 
JOSHUA HARLAN JJ. tie souk oe oe E E Dand 
f . e is hereby, autho: ve e 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5865) | Albrecht to Carl W. Albrecht, the true neme of the soldiers n les 


granting an increase of pension to Joshua Harlan, with a Senate | The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


amendment. Chair hears none. 
The Senate amendment was read, The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, was 
Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non- | read the third time, and passed. 

concur in the Senate amendment and ask a conference. On motion of Mr. Stevens of Minnesota, a motion to reconsider 


The motion was agreed to, the last vote was laid on the table. 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi was given 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of John Whitehead, Fifty-eighth 
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Warson, for one week, on account of important business. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 

e following titles; when the Speaker Spa the same: 

H. R. 8435. An act to amend the act of Congress of March 11, 
1902, relating to homesteads; 

H. R. 7620. An act defining the limit of navigation of the Osage 
River, in the State of Missouri; and 

H. R. 6345. An act for the relief of the State of Iowa. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 30 
oe ea p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday next at 12 
0” noon. 


— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for repairs, fuel, etc., for the Executive 
Mansion—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


rinted. 

á A letter from the president of the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, recommending the acceptance of a bronze bust 
of George Frederick Handel—to the Committee on the District 
ef Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey 
of the Wabash River below Vincennes, Ind.—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2531) to divide 
Washington into two judicial districts, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a oy aa (No. 1243); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. y 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 13159) to amend so much of an 
act approved March 3, 1903, authorizing the erection and comple- 
tion 07 new buildings for the accommodation of the United States 
Naval Hospital, Washington, D. C., as concerns the location 
thereof—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 18160) for the relief of the Miami 
Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. : 

By Mr. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 13161) to appro- 
priate $500,000 for the construction of restraining barriers for the 

urpose of the protection of navigation of the Sacramento and San 
oaquin rivers, in California—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 18162) for the free and 
unlimited coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 2 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13163) to 
define what shall constitute and providing for assessments on oil- 
mining claimsin Alaska—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 13164) to supplement and 
amend an act entitled An act to authorize the ction of a 


bridge across the Missouri River, and to establish it as a post- road. 
5 February 28, 1903 to the Committee on Interstate and 
0 


Commerce. 
By Mr. SNOOK: A bill (H. R. 13165) to increase the pension of 
certain pensioned soldiers and sailors who have lost the sight of 


one eye or the sight of both eyes in the service of the coun 
to provide a rate gs does for those who have lost the sight of 


try, and 


one eye and been affected in the sight of the other eye to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13166) to 
increase the pensions of those who by reason of their service in 
the Army or Navy of the United States-have lost the use of their 

ight—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. WEISSE: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 119) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey and ex- 
amination to be made of the harbor at Port Washington, Wis., 
with a view to securing a depth of 14 feet of water and lengthen- 
ing the pier at said harbor 100 feet—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of 
a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 13167) granting a pension to 
3 W. Gillum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13168) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen Davis —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13169) granting an increase 
a pension to William H. Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 13170) granting an increase 
pension to Ruth M. Haskell to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 13171) for the relief cf the 
estate of David Crowell, deceased, late of Franklin County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 13172) granting a pension to 
Bertye Weinheimer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 13173) granting an increase 
85 pension to Mary E. Houghton—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13174) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Steele to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 13175) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Louisa Dornier—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FIELD: A bill (H. R. 13176) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucretia A. Evans—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 13177) granting an increase of 
pension to Arthur B. Payne—to the Committee on Invalid Fen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 13178) granting a 
pension to Julius H. Rogge to the Committee on Invalid Pen ions. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 13179) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles M. Wing—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 13180) 
for the relief of the estate of Esidore Cohn, deceased, late of Edge- 
combe County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 13181) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of James Roberts, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13182) to correct the military record of 
C. H. Ware—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 13183) granting an increase of 
pension to Simon P. Weed—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 13184) to grant an honor- 
able discharge to John Truman Hartwell—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13185) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. Kauffman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13186) granting a discharge to John B. Rhine 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 13187) for the re- 
lief of the Stone, Sand and Gravel Company of New Orleans, 
La. to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13188) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles H. Donihue—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 13189) granting an 
increase of pension to Wilson M. Mayo- to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 8 2155 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 13190) granting a pension to Eve- 
line Crouch Dunbar—to the Committee on Pensions.“ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13191) for the relief of Frank J. D'Avy—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 13192) for the relief of the 


Atlantic Works, of Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. S of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13193) for the relief 
of Stephen Duncan—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13194) for the relief of George 
C. Wooley—to the ittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18195) granting a pension to Susan Higdon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18196) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie A. Hutchason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18197) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
ther Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13198) granting an increase of pension to 
R. H. Dedrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13199) to correct the military record of 
Robert H. Shofner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13200) granting a pension to 
Rebecca Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 13201) granting an increase 
a pension to Francis D, Matheny—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETG. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of F. H. Austermann and others, 
in teror of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Memorial of the Philadelphia 
Board of Trade, relative to the inspection of grain at terminal 
markets—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of Edward H. Emery and 27 others, 
of the village of Sanford, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENTON: Petition of O. A. Steiner and 14 others, of 
Carthage, Mo.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers in support of bill granting a pension to Arthur W. 
Gillum, and papers to accompany bill granting an increase of 
pension to ‘Allen Davis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of the Boulder (Colo.) Prohibi- 
tion Alliance, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of Frank W. Gowen and 23 
others, of Kennebec County, Me., and Rey. C. F. Beebee and 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Searsmont, Me., in favor 
of the ee bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


and 64 others, of Tarkio; Re 
copal Church of Oregon, and J. H. Hatfield and 42 others, of Tar- 
kio, all in the State of Missouri, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of E. B. Pike and 25 others, of 
Haverhill, N. H., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petitions of A. M. Reynolds and 34 others, 
and W. G. Dean and 34 others, of Topeka, Kans., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Kansas River Improyement Association, 
relative to the improvement of the Kansas River—to the Commi 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of the Thirtieth 
Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of good-roads 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of Solomon A. Stein and 31 other 
citizens of Osceola, Mich., for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Memorial of patrons of rural 
routes Nos. 1, 2, and 3, of Hastings, Minn., for the passage of a 
bill to place rural- route carriers upon a graded scale—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of H. J. Ballah and 5 others, of 
Mill Creek, W. Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of ladies of the Grand Army 
of the Republic Circle, Department of New York, in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petition of John McNeil, grand president-organizer, 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Shi bull ders of America, in 
favor of bill S. 2259 and sundry other bi to the Committee on 


the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


660; Henry Hiller Post, No. 658; O. K. Hubard 


Also, petition of the Lawrence Cordage Works, in favor of bill 
. the Committee on the Merchant ine and 

eries. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of the Straight Line Engine Com- 
pany and other business firms of Syracuse, N. Y., protesting 
against passage of an anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Enterprise Lodge, No. 546, of the In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, of La Crosse, Wis., to in- 
crease the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Western Association of 
Shoe Wholesalers, relative to increasing the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Rey. L. J. Harrington and others, of Kish- 
waukee, Ill., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Petitions of R. B. Ressington 
and 17 others, of New Providence, Tenn., and Rev. B. R. Downer 
and igs Sh ge Da of the Baptist Church of Providence, Tenn., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petitions of J. M. Johnson 
and 42 others, pastorand congregation of Bethany Baptist Church, 
and Rey. William Mitchell and 25 others, of Atlantic City; Rev. 
J. B. Adams and 16 others, of Elwood; John Wagg and 16 others, 
of Bridgeboro; W.F. Robinson and 17 others, of Moorestown; Rey. 
E. Van Dwight and 4 others, of Lumberton; Isaac Steelman and 
11 others, of Bakersville, and oo and congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Moorestown, all in New Jersey, 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the General Wood Circle, Ladies of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of New gery and John 
Murray Post, No. 113, of Cape May, Department of New J ersey, 
3 seh of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petitions of Francis H. Nor- 
ton and 12 others, of Chicopee, Mass., and Robert M. Pratt and 25 
others, 3 H. Cheney and 51 others, Andrew E. Ford and 22 
others, and F. P. Sawyer and 44 others, of Clinton, Mass., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAFF: Resolutions of E. N. Kirk Post, No. 656: Oak- 
dale Post, No. 648; Holden Putma Post, No. 646; W. B. Pana- 
baker Post, No. 681; Lake Forrest Post, No. 676; McKayne Smith 
Post, No. 673: New Douglas Post, No. 670; Colonel Ellsworth 
Post, No. 669; Hiram McClintock Post, No. 667; Swain Post, No. 
Post, No. 739; 
Rockwood Post, No. 7384; John Knox Post, No. 718; McKinley 
Post; No. 701; G. W. Parker Post, No. 700; T. B. Lee Post, No. 
692; George Ralston Post, No. 688; Millstadt Post, No. 684; A. J. 
Smith Post, No. 779; Carter Wright Post, No. 772; George W. 
Caine Post, No. 771; John H. Jobnson Post, No. 769; Stark Post, 
No. 760; John Thompson Post, No. 748; Burrell Post, No. 744; 
John G. Ragan Post, No. 742; John C. Dinsmore Post, No. 610; 
F. L. Wham Post, No. 657; Robert Harvey Post, No. 606; J. R. 
Crebome Post, No. 603; A. M. Pollard Post, No. —; Pulaski 
Post, No. 796; William Lawrence Post, No. 794; Lawton Post, 
No. 792; Charles E. Herey Post, No. 786; John S. Hosteker Post, 
No. 785; W. W. Wright Post, No. 327; Grimm Post, No. 641; 
L. P. Blair Post, No. 634; John Huffer Post. No. 633; Simeon 
Walker Post, No. 629; Robert Anderson Post, No. 632; James T. 


t- | Jones Post, No. 623, and Phil Sheridan Post, No. 615, Grand 


Army of the Republic, Department of Illinois, in favor of a sery- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of residents of Sturgis, Mich., 
for the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HASKINS: Petition of Frank Plumley and 49 others, 
of Northfield, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of H. W. Gaines and 
38 others, of East Hartford, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of the woman’s clubs 
of Connecticut, relative to the national reserve in New Hamp- 

ire—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petitions of Benjamin Stiles 
and 24 others, of Tuckerton, N. J.; Rev. Dewitt C. Cobb and con- 

tion of Methodist Episcopal Church of Atlantic Highlands, 

N. J., and Eugene Remyon and 24 others, of Dunellen, N. J., in 
Aror of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
ciary. 

, petition of Typographical Union No. 807, of New Bruns- 
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wick, N. J., in favor of an anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Resolution of the Weber Club, of 
Ogden City, Utah, relative to American merchant marine—to the 


Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. JAMES: Petition of residents of Caldwell County, Ky., 
in favor of bill H. R. 3574—to the Committee on Waysand Means. 
By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Mohrsville, Pa., relative to the nullification of State 
liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. KNAPP: Petition of residents of Sacketts Harbor, N. Y., 
protesting against the enactment of bill H. R. 7083—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: Resolution of Norwood Post, No. 
274, Grand Army of the Republic, De ent of Missouri, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 


sions. 
Also, rs to accompany bill H. R. 12605, ting a pension 
to N. H Dibble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
M. V. Tag gating = the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10544, granting an in- 
ear of pension to H. H. Rhoads—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, papers to ne e R. 10542, to correct the miii- 
tary record of Robert W. Marr—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. LANNING: Petitions of Elwood Mathew and 29 others, 
and Frank Le Bar and 85 others, of Pennington, N. J., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Grand Lodge, Brotherhood 
of Boiler Makers and Iron-Ship Builders of America, in favor of 
bill S. 2259 and sundry other bills—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of J. W. Fonda and 36 others, of 
Laray, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Thomas W. Wyne and 
86 other voters of Thorofare, N. J.—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill to increase 

ion of Charles H. Donihue—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Rev. C. E. Flanagin and 134 oth- 
ers. of Burlingame, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 2 

By Mr. OT EN: Petition of Rev. William A. Cutter, against 
registry and money-order business in ffices on Sunday to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Roads. 

Also, petition of Rev. William A. Cutter, of Milwaukee, Wis., 
in favor of Sunday closing of the Lewis and Clark Exposition—to 
the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to 3 bill for the relief of Frank 
J. D'Avy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of T. A. Wilson and 88 
others, of Collinsville, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
H. k. 3989, for the relief of the estate of W. R. , de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of L. B. Jarmon 
and 33 others, of Wartrace, Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to 2 bill for re- 
lief of Stephen Duncan to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Fannie A. Hutchason—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Robert 
H. Shofner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolution of Evans Post, No, 149, of Bryan, 
Ohio, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. A 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of C. F. Greening and 17 other 
voters of Grand Meadow, Minn., for the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the 8 

Also, petition of Robert Hobson and 17 other voters and F. H. 
McCulloch and 80 other voters of Austin, Minn., for the Hepburn 
bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. T. Christenson and 22 other voters of Lan- 
sing, Minn., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. N. Wheaton and 5 other voters of Caledo- 
nia, Minn.; J. W. Pendergast and 26 other voters, and Frank 
Willis and 13 other voters, for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. THAYER: Petition of the Southbridge (Mass.) Young 


le’s Christian Union, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Worcester Metal Trades Association, against 
pango of the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Worcester, Mass., against passage 
of anti-injunction bill, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. Everett Heammond and 10 others, of 
Blackstone, Mass.; A. H. Richardson and 36 others, of Gilbert- 
ville, Mass.,and Leonard E. Taft and 9 others, of Mendon, Mass., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. H. Bocker, in favor of increasing appro- 
priations for agricultural experiment stations—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union and citizens of Angelica, N. Y., and G. W. Adams 
and 27 others, of Andover, N. V., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Petition of E. M. Spath and 21 others, and 
Rey. G. W. Hobbs and 45 others, of Baltimore, Md., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the American Shipowners, Shipbuilders, and 
Shipmasters, relative to denying American registry to foreign- 
te vessels, etc.—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 

eries. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Kendall, Orleans County, 
N. Y., route No. 29; Medina, Orleans County, N. Y., routes Nos. 
10 and 17; Lockport, Niagara County, N. Y., routes Nos. 8, 4, 7, 
and 10, and Ransomville, Niagara County, N. Y., routes Nos. 22 
and 24, urging increase of salaries for rural free-delivery carriers, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. . 

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of Herman McClellan and 77 
others, of Wayne, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By WEISSE 


Pilots of Steam Vessels, relative to a light-house on or near the 
Outer Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Carolina—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Wisconsin Live Stock Breeders’ Associa- 
tion, in favor of increase in appropriation for agricultural ex- 
periment stations—ts the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Sixth Congressional district of 
Wisconsin, protesting against the passage of bill H. R. 7038—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Rock River Lodge, No. 11, Independent Or- 
der of Good Templars, Waupun, Wis., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 29, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD Evererr HALE, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved. 

BUST OF HANDEL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, re- 

esting that authority be given them to sorote bust of Handel 

the United German Singing Societies of Washington, D. C.; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered 
to be printed. 
CANCELING MACHINES IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting certain in- 
formation relative to the purchase and rental of canceling ma- 
chines to be used in that Department, and recommending that an 
appropriation of $200,000 be made for the rental of these machines; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF ON PHILIPPINE TOBACCO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a translation of 
a petition to the President of the United States dated Manila, P. I., 
October 28, 1903, from the Tobacco Workers’ Guild in the Philip- 
pines, respecting the tariff on Philippine tobacco and cigars im- 
ported into the United States; which, with the accompanying 
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paper, was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to As bill (H. R. 1170) granting an increase of pension to Lewis L. 


prin 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. 8 
BROWN INN d, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 8780) authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern 
Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city 
of Yankton, S. Dak. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 865) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
Chase: 

A bill (H. R. 2019) granting a pension to Mary Gwynn; 

A bill (H. R. 4045) granting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 

A bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 
Nagle; and 

A bill (H. R. 6352) granting ood that th to Mary Huff. 

The message further announced that the House had passed with 
amendments the following bills; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the te: 

A bill (S. 121) e additional lands adjacent to its site to 
the University of Montan.: 

A bill (S. 1543) 5 an increase of pension to William W. 
Jackson; and 

A bill (8. 3274) granting an increase of 

The message also announced that the 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills; asks conta: 


on to Jane I. Long: 
use had 


me bin (H. R. 1176) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
ble; 
A bill (H. R. 1268) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Hart 
A bm (H. R. 1285) granting an increase of pension to Adam 


ge; 
A bill (H. R. 1515) granting a pension to Lucy Warren; 
A bill (H. R. 1519) granting a pension to Thomas P. Moore; 
68 bill ies Se 1528) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Jaral 
A bill (H. . 1575) granting an increase of pension to Henry F. 


Davis 
pan (H. R. 1882) granting an increase of pension to James 
rkee 
A bill (H. R. 1953) to provide for an additional associate justice 
of the supreme court of New Mexico; 
A bill (H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Mary Farrell; 
A bill (H. R. 2121) granting a pension to Gertrude Merrill; 
8 A r (H. R. 2189) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
pindler; 
1 (H. R. 2871) granting a pension to Sarah J. Herman; 
(H. R. 2490) granting a pension to John Maynard; 
(H. S 2491) granting a pension to Larkin Maynard; 
R . 2529) to set apart certain lands in the Territory of 
blic park, to be known as The Petrified Forest 
Par 
4 ein (H. R. 2557) granting an increase of pension to James 


ences with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the i? Houses | Carr 


thereon, and had appointed Mr. Grsson, Mr. Miers of Indiana, 
and Mr. SULLOWAY managers at the respective conferences on the 
part of the House: 

A bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Frank J. 
McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to John 


Watt 
Atin (H. R. 2920) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


an; 

påpi 1 ee R. 2923) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
‘airchil 
A i n Ge. R. 8032) granting an increase of pension to William 


Pitte 
Peers G (k. R. 4136) granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
A bil (H. R. 4251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Hin 

A ne H R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. She 

A bill (4. R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 


* bill (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
Hauptly; 
A bill (H. R. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 


Harlan: 
A bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John 


erzog: 
A bill (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David Z. 
Beidler; 
A ar Œ. R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A. 


Form 
A Ail q. R. 8376) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 


8 

A bill (H. R. 8058) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Underhill; and 

A bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 


ate: 
aoe (H. R. 133) granting an increase of pension to James W. 


A bill (H. R. 153) granting a pension to Harriet Snyder; 

A bill (H. R. 194) granting a pension to Mary J. Bradley; 

A 1 885 R. 691) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
C. Shu 

A bil i R. 729) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 


O. Hodge 
Dr (. R. 742) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
A bill (H. R. 790) granting an increase of pension to Oliver A. 


Film 

il (H. R. 805) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

adem ae R. 967) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
ruber; 


A bill (H. R. 2589) granting a pension to Susanna Cosgrove; 
A 2: (H. R. 2767) granting an increase of pension to John E. 


Nea 
Bai ball (H. R. 2855) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
A bill * R. 2862) granting an increase of pension to Henrietta 


pail bill (m R. 2928) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
ushm. 
a bil . R. 3035) granting an increase of pension to William 


ee (H. R. 3167) granting an increase of pension to James 
ittleton; 

A bill (H. R. 3288) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
L. Meands; 
E (H. R. 3806) granting an increase of pension to George 

weet; 

A bill (H. R. 3902) granting a pension to Martha J. Derrington; 

A bill (H. R. 4252) granting an increase of pension to George 
M. Gibbons; 

A bill (H. R. 4355) granting a pension to Martha A. Day; 
4115 erst (H. R. 4405) to correct the military record of Carl W, 
1 5 bill (H. R. 4634) granting an increase of pension to Randolph 


. a H. R. 4798) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


F 
A bill (H. R. 4874) granting a pension to Charles V. Billig; 
8 (H. R. 4889) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A bill (H. R. 4941) granting a pension to Mary J. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 4968) granting an increase of pension to Robert 


E. Clary 
A bill (H. R. 4994) granting an increase of pension to Mary P. 
A bill (H. R. 4997) granting a pension to Franklin B. Lippincott; 
Mato: (H. R. 5008) granting an increase of pension ee 
c 
A bill Œ 1 7 7 granting an increase of pension to William 
Kenned Aer AnA mard; 
Am a R. 5 granting an increase of pension to Irving 
1 Bi (HL. R. 5296) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
ea (H. R. 5373) granting an increase of pension to Motem 


A bill (H. R. 5395) granting a pension to Mattie Aten; 
A hse (H. R. 5476) granting an increase of pension to William 


Davi 
A bin (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Frances Reck; 
a bill (H. R. 5648) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


na 1 bill Œ. R. 5682) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
ee (H. R. 5693) granting an increase of pension to Joel M. 
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A bill (H. R. 5700) granting an increase of pension to Christo- 
pher C. Richards; 
A hill (H. R. 5824) granting an increase of pension to Casper J. 


A bill (H. R. 8050) granting an increase of pension to John I. Lose; 
3 ae (H. R. 8078) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (H. R. 8180) granting an increase of pension to William 


oer; 
A mil (H. R. 5855) granting an increase of pension to Herbert | Smith; 


M. Blackwell, alias Levi W. Moar; 
A bill (H. R. 5873) granting an increase of pension to Sirbrina 
Palmer 


3 Abit (H. R. 8220) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
ugent; 
A bill Œ. R. 8287) granting an increase of pension to Abram T. 


A sil Œ. R. 5952) granting an increase of pension to William | Carney 


H. Ken 
A ill . R. 6024) granting an increase of pension to Calistro 


$ A bi (H. R. 6087) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
racklin; 

A bill (H. R. 6249) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
J. Fairbrass; 

5 A 1l (H. R. 6258) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
tnam 

A biil H. R. 6271) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
M. Wonderly; 

DA bill (H. R. 6416) granting an increase of pension to Anna S. 
nn: 
achat (H. R. 6420) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
ehring; 

A bi H. R. 6432) granting a pension to Ellender C. Miller: 

A bill (H. R. 6501) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
Robinson, jr.: 

A bill (i. R. 6563) granting an increase of pension to John Bar- 
ragar 

A bill (H. R. 6589) granting a pension to Jacob B. Mock; 

Ana (H. R. 6611) granting an increase of pension to Austin 
M ; 

A bill (H. R. 6653) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 
Standley; 

A bill (H. R. 6780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and 
Trading Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Catalla Creek, in the District of Alaska; 

A bill (H. R. 6787) to confirm and validate patents to certain 
lands situated in the Bitter Root Valley. State of Montana, above 
the mouth of the Lo Lo Fork of the Bitter Root River; 

A bill (H. R. 6823) granting an increase of pension to Seneca 
R. Pollard; 8 

A bill (H. R. 6824) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Manning: 

A bil (H. R. 6848) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Platten burg; 

A bill (H. R. 6859) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Sheridan: 

A bill (H. R. 6880) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. Preston; 

Al ill (H. R. 6956) granting an increase of pension to Ellis 
House 

A hill (H. R. 7244) granting an increase ef pension to Williamina 
R. Allenbaugh; 

A bil (H. R. 
E. Mills; 

A bill (H. R. 
H. Schreiner; 

A bill (H. R. 
Hutchins; 

A bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
thew Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. 7438) granting an increase of pension to Corinne 
Tolman; 

A bill (H. R. 2470) granting an increase of pension to Isaac B. 
Goforth, alias Napoleon B. Gordon; 

A bill (H. R. 7500) granting a pension to Mary E. Springer; 

A bill (H. R. 7501) granting an increase of pension to Emily 


Catlin; 
A bill (H. R. 7568) granting an increase of pension to Albert 


Costigan; oi 3 
8 Ea R. 7664) granting an increase of pension to George 
A och; 
A bill (H. R. 7698) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
R. W. Mockabee; 
Seton Bia R. 7726) granting a pension to Jasper N. W. Rog- 


1. dn di R. 7754) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
ers; 
N bal (H. R. 7778) granting a pension to Frank H. Clark; 
tives R. 8010) granting an increase of pension to Josiah B. 


Deete: 

‘A bill (H. R. 8025) granting an increase of pension to James 
Pa 

A bill E. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to Seymore 
F. Burlingame; 


7808) granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
7353) granting an increase of pension to William 
7394) granting an increase of pension to Amelia 


wasi (H. R. 8387) granting an increase of pension to Emma R. 
ce; 

A bill (H. R. 8421) for the relief of Russel A. McKinley; 
So bill (H. R. 8482) granting an increase of pension to John C. 

‘008; 

A bill (H. R. 8611) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. De Motte; 
poe (H. R. 8725) granting an increase of pension to John A. 

er: 

5 bill (E. R. 8742) granting an increase of pension to Jason 

A bill (k. R. 8789) granting an increase of pension to George 
K. Knowlton; 
Bt (H. R. 9081) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

er; 

3 bill Le R. 9082) granting an increase of pension to Chester 

A sis 111 R. 9117) granting a pension to George T. Young; 

A bill (H. R. 9390) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Louis Tyner; 

A bill (H. R. 9392) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
J. Robbins: 

A bill (H. R. 9576) granting an increase of pension to Eli M. 
McElwain: 
W ties (H. R. 9581) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

oyd: 

A bill (H. R. 9592) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Steimann: F 

A bill (H. R. 9709) granting a pension to Louis De Witt; 

A bill (H. R. 9726) granting an increase of pension to John 
McEliece; 

A bill (H. R. 
Dale; 


A bill (H. R. 
Bennett; 

A bill (H. R. 
M. Morrison; 

A bill (. R. 

A bili (H. R. 
Smith: 

Abi (H. R. 
O. Gilbert: 

A bill (H. R. 
Auderson; 
ee (H. R. 9979) granting an increase of pension to Ezra 

ichols 

A bill (H. R. 9990) granting a pension to John Bartmann; 

A bill (H. R. 9996) granting a pension to Henry Mason; 
nee R. 10171) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 

vac 
3 (H. R. 10179) granting an increase of pension to William 
ell 

A bill (H. R. 10209) granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret De aney; 

Poses (H. R. 10264) granting an increase of pension to Louis C. 
T 

A bill (H. R. 10399) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Marshall; 
wae (H. R. 10531) granting an increase of pension to George 

arr; 

A bill (H. R. 10576) granting a pension to Lulu E. McKee; 

A bill (H. R. 10761) to authorize the Secretary of War to accept 
from the citizens of Missoula, Mont., deeds donating to the United 
States certain land for the enlargement of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Missoula, Mont.; 

A bill . R. 10792) granting an increase of pension to Frederic 


Lockley 

1 bil (H. R. 10822) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
A bill (H. R. 10847) granting an increase of pension to James O. 

Knowles; 
A bill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase of pension to John 
A A bill (H. R. 10012) granting an increaso of pension to Leonard 


J. Whi 
1 — bill TA R. 10919) granting an increase of pension to Susan E. 
ver; 


9741) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
9756) granting an increase of pension to Jesse T. 
9789) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


9801) granting a pension to Jane McNeil: 
9807) granting an increase of pension to Hugh S. 


9815) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 
9820) granting an increase of pension to Vincent 
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A bill (H. R. 10935) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 


Mayo; : 
a bill (H. R. 11066) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
D. Griffith; . j : 

A bill (H. R. 11074) granting a pension to Merritt R. Simpson; 

A bill (H. R. 11141) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Keller; < 

A bill H. R. 11169) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Griffith Porter; ; ' 

A bill (H. R. 11175) granting an increase of pension to Isaac S. 


Drummond; 3 7 : 

A bill (H. R. 11229) granting a pension to Francis M. Good; 

A bill (H. R. 11428) granting an increase of pension to Augus- 
tus Fellows; EN R 

A bill (H. R. 11557) granting a pension to Alfred D. Burton; 

A bili (H. R. 11558) granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Luckey; ; 

A bill (H. R. 11575) granting a pension to Abel N. Button; 

A bill (H. R. 11606) granting an increase of pension to Caleb J. 


May; 3 b 
K bill (H. R. 11649) granting an increase of pension to Malinda 


A. Myers; ; J : 

A bill (H. R. 11654) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
Wagner; i 

Ail (H. R. 11655) granting an increase of pension to James 
Lynch; 

A bill 


Dasson; 
A bill (H. R. 11845) granting an increase of pension to David 
C. McVicker; y y 
A bill (H. R. 11894) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Sheldon; 
A bill (H. R. 12036) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Wetzel; 
A bill 
R. Luttrell; R 
A bill (H. R. 12053) granting an increase of pension to James 


TEC: 3 A : 
A bill (H. R. 12056) granting an increase of pension to Kezia 
Cherry; 
A bil (H. R. 12078) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Gardner; 555 7 
A bill (H. R. 12191) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Filkins; 


„Fi : 
A bill (H. R. 12352) granting an increase of pension to William 


H. Cooper; 

A bal G H. R. 12417) granting a pension to Hiram Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 12457) granting an increase of pension to Nannie 
J. MeGuckin; - 

A bill (H. R. 12550) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
R. Lamb; and 
A bill (H. R. 12805) granting a pension to Margaret J. Snook. 

The foregoing pension bills were subsequently read twice by 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Salt 
Lake City, Utah, praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 


Elections. -~ . 

He also nted a petition of Donaldson Grange, No. 1160, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Donaldson, Mich., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called Brownlow good-roads bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 5 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union, Ameri- 

can Federation of Labor, of Saginaw, Mich., praying for the pas- 
sage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was refe to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 
He also presented a memorial of the Board of Commerce of De- 
troit, Mich., remonstrating against an appropriation being made 
for a pneumatic-tube service for the post-office at that place; which 
was referredto the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Anti-Saloon League of Lan- 
sing; Mich., and a petition of sundry citizens of Branch County, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of N. J. Hester and 24 
other citizens of America, III., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Brownlow good-roads ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers and Ship- 
pers’ Association of Rockford, III., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


(H. R. 11660) granting an increase of pension to James 


(H. R. 12050) granting an increase of pension to David 
Il: 


He also presented a petition of John A. Logan Circle, No. 89, 
Department of Ilinois, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Chicago; III., and a petition of J. W. Dodds Post, No. 370, 
Department of Ilinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Auburn, 
II., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of F. A. McCarty and 105 other 
citizens of Mason City, III., and a petition of the congregation of 
the United Presbyterian Church of Aledo, III., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred tothe Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Aledo, III., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 


Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of George 
Washington Circle, No. 2, De entof Washington and Alaska, 


Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Sonth Bellingham, 
Wash., praying for the enactment ofa service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Waitsburg, and of sundry citizens of Thornton and 
Waitsburg, all in the State of Washington, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in- 
toxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. McCUMBER, presented a petition of the congregation of 
the First Baptist Church of Fargo, N. Dak., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
Marshall, and Le Roy, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Nr. HOAR presented a petition of the National Association of 
State Dairy and Food Departments and by sundry manufacturers 
and distributers of food products in the United States, praying 
for the passage of the so-called pure-food bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures, : 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Club and Benev- 
olent Society of West Brookfield, Mass., praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Thomas N. Gardner Post, No. 
207, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Nantucket, and a petition of Charles Ward Post, No. 62, De- 
partment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, of New- 
ton, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of 
a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of West Brook- 
field, Mass., and a petition. of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Bolton, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Unionof Sharpsburg; of the congregation of the Co- 
Iumbia Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of Baltimore; of the 
congregation of the Harlem Park Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Baltimore; of the congregation of the Emory Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Baltimore: of the congregation of the West Baltimore 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Baltimore; of the congregation of 
the Arlington Methodist Episcopal Church, of Baltimore County, 
and of the con tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Westminster, all in the State of Maryland, praying for an investi- 
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 


preno of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Welli n, 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Seneca, Wil- 
son, Parsons, Arkansas City, Whitewater, and Chetopa, all in 
the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
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regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
resented petitions of W. T. Kenney Circle, No. 


12, Department of Washin and Alaska, Ladies of the Grand 


gton 
Army of the Republic, of Blaine; of General Milroy Post, No, 62, | In 


Department of Washington and Alaska, and of George Washing- 
ton Circle, No: 2, De ent of Washington and Alaska, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Bellingham, in the State of Wash- 
3 for the enactment of a service- pension law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LATIMER presented a petition of 80 citizens of Water- 
bury, Conn., praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction and maintenance of public highways; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Union Valley; of sundry citizens 
of Waupaca: of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Waterloo; of ge No. 146, Independent er of 
Good Templars, of Caldwell; of Lodge No. 128, of Auburn; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Whitewater; 
of Lodge No. 295, Independent Order of Good Templars, of But- 
ternut; of Lodge No. 183, Independent Order of Good Templars, 
of Cambria; of the congregation of the Mount Hope Baptist 
Church, of Edmund; of Lodge No. 242, Independent Order of 


Good Templars, of Buena Vista; of the Wisconsin Sunday Rest | vill 


sundry citizens of Centerville; of sundry citizens of Trempolian; 
of sundry citizens of Racine; of the O. L. Packard Machinery 
Company, of Milwaukee, and of Nordon Lodge, No. 60, Inde- 
mdent Order of Good Templars, of Ashland, all in the State of 
isconsin, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Monday Club, of Waupun, 
Wis., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of Council No. 155, United Order of 
Commercial Travelers, of Abpea Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to place the claims of traveling salesmen on 
the list of preferred creditors in bankruptcy cases; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

- Healso presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaukee, Wis., 
and a petition of the Western Association of Shoe Wholesalers, of 
Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate ree. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Live Stock Breed- 
ers’ Association, and a petition of the Wisconsin State Board of 
Agriculture, praying that an appropriation be made in aid of 
State agricultural experiment stations; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ripon, Wis., 
3 for the passage of the so-called Brownlow good - roads 
F 


Association, of Milwaukee; of f sundry citizo of Columbus; of 


: which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 


orestry. : 

He also presented the petition of Rev. W. A. Cutler, of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to pe 
hibit postal order or registry business being done on Sunday; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresent resolutions sopan the board of 
directors of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo., declaring 
that they are in hearty sympathy with the movement calling for 
encouragement and friendly legislation on the part of Congress to 
enlarge and extend the American merchant marine; to remove, 
as far as possible, any impediment or discrimination tothe Amer- 
ican merchant marine now existing, and to put it upon an equal- 
ity before the law with any merchant marine sailing under the 
flag of the most favored nation: Provided, however, That this 
board of trade is unalterably and uncompromisingly opposed to 
any enactment by Con t shall involve the payment of any 
subsidy, it being the conviction that the magnitude of the 
commerce to be carried, the unlimited supply of material within 
our own borders for the construction of vessels, and the unequaled 
ability of our people in the construction of the same, together 
with their recognized superior seamanship, place the people of 
this nation upon a footing on which theyare able to cope with all 
the world without material aid.” I move that the resolutions be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL ‘presented a petition of the Ministerial Asso- 
ciation of Monroe City, Mo., and a petition of the Fo: htly 
Club. of Kirkwood, Mo., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from 


the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Patch- 
ogue, of the Woman’s Club of Sandy Hill, of the Young Woman’s 
dustrial Club of Saratoga Springs, of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Kendall, of the congregation of 
the South Presbyterian Church of Syracuse, of the congregation 
of the United Presbyterian Church of York, and of sundry citi- 
zens of New Brighton, Port Richmond, and Graniteville, all in 
the State of New 1 for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State 
— Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 

ections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Onondaga, 
Mount Kisco, Carmel, Canton, Andover, Pike. Silver Creek, Can- 
ajoharie, Lewiston, Richmond, Richford, Mexico, Walworth, 
Northfield, West Hampton Beach, Bayport, Bloomfield, Genesee 
Falls, Dryden, Port Cluster, Lewis County, Lakewood, Chautau- 

ua, Essex County, Warrensburg, Rochester, Horseheads, New 

ork City, Steuben County, Little Genesee, Cabin Hill, Hagaman, 
Ontario, ce Bay, Wellsville, Old Saratoga, Oswego, and Utica; 
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fly 
Creek; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Lowville; of 
the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Low- 
ille; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Morris- 
town; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Cobleskill; of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Columbia County; 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of West Hampton 
Beach; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Sidney; of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Rick- 
ford; of the Sixth Ward Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
of Rochester; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Silver Creek; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Malone; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
of Webster; of the congregation of the Universalist Church of 
Potsdam; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Lawrence; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Law- 
rence; of sundry citizens of Burke, Jamestown, and Port Jeffer- 
son, allin the State of New York, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
construction of a new custom-house at that city; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
providing for the Government inspection of grain at terminal 
pni which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 


ted petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, New 
Albany, West Finley, Sharon, Berks County, Honesdale, Port 
Allegheny, and Reading; of the congregation of the United 
Bret Church of Reading; of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Canton; of the Prohibition Alliance of 
Grover; of the congregation of the United Brethren Church of 
Everson; of the Christian Civic Union of Greensburg; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Milton; of the 
congregation of the Second United byterian Church of In- 
diana; of the congregation of the First, United. Presbyterian 
Church of Indiana; of the General Assembly's Permanent Commit- 
tee on Temperance of the Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mohrsville; of the 
congregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Oakmont; of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Honesdale; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Honesdale; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Thompson; of the 
congregation of the First 3 Church of Sharon; of the con- 
gation of the First Presbyterian Church of Sharon; of the 
oman's Christian Temperance Union of Sharon, and of the 
Lawrence Local Sunday School Association, of Tioga County, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
. CLAPP presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, of St. Paul, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. : 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mankato, 
Minn., praying that an appropriation be made for the construc- 
tion and maintenance of public highways; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Lumber Trade 
Club, of Boston, Mass., praying for the establishment of a national 


1904. 


forest reserve in the White Mountains; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. McLAURIN presented sundry papers toaccompany the bill 
(S. 1076) for the relief of U. Lunenberger; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Connecticut, in support of the bill (S. 4151) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas J. Spencer; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, i 

Mr. WARREN presented papes to . the bill (S. 1 

for the relief of James Roach, deceased, of County, Miss.; 
the bill (S. 4444) for the relief of John Moody, of 8 Coig; 
Tenn.; the bill (S. 4447) cat oe relief of Dr. William 
of Boyle County, Ky.; ill (S. 4465) for the relief of the 1 5 
of Francis Fisk, of Ronit Parish, La.; the bill (S. 4467) for the 
relief of the estate of Alexander Roth, of Iberville Parish, La.; 
the bill (S. 4468) for the relief of M. W. Stewart, of Morehouse 
Parish, La.; the bill (S. 4543) for the relief of W. J. Winsett, of 
Bedford County, Tenn.; the bill (S, 4539) for the relief of the es- 
tate of Robert Edwards, of Madison County, Tenn.; the bill 


(S. 1103) for the relief of the estate of Augustus Catchings, 
ceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.; the (8. ts for the re- 
lief of Joseph Brugere, of Orleans Parish, La.; the bill (S. 4292) 


for the relief of Raiford Brewington, of Sampson County, N. C.: 

the bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Julia A. Thomas, of Scotts 
County, Miss.; the bill (S. 1020) for the relief of Benjamin Hawes, 
of Union County, Miss.; the bill (S. 1152) 5 me: relief of William 
L. Clearman, of Newton County, Miss.; the bill (S. 3816) for the 
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A bill 04 4455) granting an increase of pension to Ancil J. 


Busby; and 

A it. erste een ion to Sarah A. Gillham. 

Mr. e Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were ber sll the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


al 1 (8. 3401) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 
ie i (S. 447) granting an increase of pension to David H, 


A hall (S. 450) granting an increase of pension to George H, 

ae : 
( ) granting an increase o nsion to Samuel E. 
Lookingbill; and t 
os bill (H. R. 8925) granting an increase of pension to John 
eaver. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 556) granting an increasə of pension to William 


rg bin (S. 4454) granting an increase of pension to John Seiler; 
aa (H. R. 6618) granting an increase of pension to Henry C, 


A bill (H. R. 5610) granting a pension to Annie Dorfner; 

A bill (H. R. 5999) granting an increase of pension to Ann Jen- 
nett Whitney 

A bill (H. R. 10194) granting an increase of pension to Marion 


de- Sta 


relief of the heirs of Jabez Tanner and York & Hoover, of Rapides | Long 


Parish, La.; the bill (S. 3806) for the relief of Mrs. A. T. Mason, of 
Benton County, Miss.; the bill (S. aed for the relief of Thomas 8. 
Maben, of Hinds County, Miss.; the 


the estate of J. M. Charpentier, a „of St. M 


A tn (H. R. 7248) granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke; 
A bill (H. R. 11076) granting an increase of pension to Elvira 


bill = g n the relief of Miller 


A bill (H. R. 10640) granting an increase of pension to Horace 


the biil (S. 1840) for DaN relief of Thomas E. Robison, of Hender. E. Wood; 


son County, Tenn.; the bill (S. 1470) for the relief of Belle M. 
Robards, of Boyle County, Ky.; 
the estate of R. L. and Elizabeth P. Evans, of Shelby County, Tenn. ; 
the bill (S. 993) for the relief of the estate of Purify Tingle, of New- 
ton County, Miss.; the bill (S. 1167) for the relief of Isaac Jones, 
deceased, of ‘Adams County, Miss.; the bill (S. 8756) for the relief 
of the estate of James Henderson, deceased, of Hinds County, 
2 elke bill (S. 3820) for the relief of Eli C. Brown, of East 

ton Ro 
estate of Mrs, Elizabeth Hull Wellford, of Marshall County, Miss.; 
the bill (S. 4443) for the relief of John Chandler, of Maury County, 
Tenn.; the bill (S. 4499) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
Stolsworth, of G County, Tenn.; the bill (S. 3689) for the 
relief of the estate of Isham G. Bailey, deceased, of Marshall 
County, Miss.; and the bill (S. 4498) for the relief of the estate of 
Matthew Brown, of Shelby County, Tenn.; which were referred 
to the Committee on, Claims. 


Parish, La.; the bill (S. 1108) for the relief of the | An 


A bill (H. R. 9064) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


the bill (S. 4537) for the relief of | Tidd; 


1 (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 


zine 
A bill (H. B 7382) granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon; 
1 (H. R. 7659) granting an increase of pension to Emma 


Aung H. R. 7814) granting an increase of pension to James G. 


A A bill (H. R. 7088) granting an increase of pension to Albert P. 
ack KSon; 
A bill (H. R. 9739) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster; 
= e (H. R. 2692) granting an increase of pension to Elwood 


Finl 
aN wi (H. R. 8203) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
em 


A il U. R. 8272) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Bar Association of Chi- Elliott; 


cago, Ill., praying for the ratification of a treaty of reciprocity 
between the United States and Great Britain; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Division No. 8, Ancient 
Order of Hibernians, of Portland, Me., remonstrating 
ratification of a treaty of reciprocity between the United States and 
Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Associated Re 
lican Clubs of Kings County, N. Y., and resolutions ado by 
the German-American Republican Central Club of Cook unty, 
Ills., expressing sympathy on the death of Hon. Marcus A. Hanna, 


A bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Abram Claypool; 
A (H. R. 9999) granting an increase of pension to William 


A bill E. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to Frank M, 


inst the | Spears. 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment, and submitted reports 


Repub- | thereon 


‘A bill (H. R. 5603 ting an increase of il 
0. MeCormick: ) granting of pension to William 


A bill (H. R. 5879) granting an increase of pension to Bennett 


late a Senator from the State of Ohio; which were ordered to lie Putnam; 


on the table. 


A bill (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


He also presented a petition of the Womans’ Christian Temper- | George 


ance Union of Bayou La Batre, Ala., 
of the charges made and filed against m. REED SMOOT, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


prs ying for an investigation 
0 


Wamba 


ge; 
on i (H. R. 6703) granting an increase of pension to Levi 


ee bill (E (H. R. 7680) granting an increase of pension to De Witt 


A bill (Ht. R. 8379) granting an increase of pension to Ira B, 


A bill mer R. 8718) granting an increase of pension to Caswell 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without | P. Ford; 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
1 bill E R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos D. 
oge; a 


A bill “a. R. 9035) granting an increase of pension to Joseph | Do 


Branen. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, re eee | them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports oreon: 

A bill (S. 836) granting an increase of pension to William 
Lechleidner; 


A ball = R. 8998) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 
an 
A bil (H. R. 8811) granting an increase of pension to James 


ugherty. 
Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills Geach 
ieee severally without amendment, and submitted repo 

ereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10741) granting a pension to Mary 

A bill (H. R. 11845) granting a pension to Josph H. H. Huie; and 
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A bill (H. R. 8783) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. McGraw. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1894) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
M. Webster, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6455) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
W. Cochran; 

A bill (H. R. 7096) granting an increase of pension to Eva A. 


Burgess; 
1 bill (H. R. 8966) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
A bin (H. R. 7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; 


A bill (H. R. 8124) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Hatfield; 


A bill (H. R. 7444) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 


ton J. Dutcher; 

A bill (H. R. 9376) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Renthler; 

A bill (H. R. 10268) granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret E. Keller; 


A bill (H. R. 11194) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
S. Nickerson; 
A bill 8 R. 6869) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 


Elm 

A bill (. R. 11052) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Eaton Livingston; an 
Paid (H. R. 11118) granting an increase of pension to Silas 

ales. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 44) as to the provisions of 
An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and 
to provide for the payment of certain fees, purchase money, and 
commission paid on void entries of public lands,” approved June 
16, 1880, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3377) granting an increase of pension to John 
R9 Tyree, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

TA TEG: . 783) granting an increase of pension to William McGee; 


A pa (S. 4078) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B, 


A bill 1 — R. 11848) granting an increase of pension to Matthew | Stee 


S. Priest 
; au bill (H. R. 9587) granting an increase of pension to Bartlett 
8. gard 

A bil (H. R. 9753) granting an increase of pension to 5 J. 


Loom 

A pill (H. R. 7787) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
McGuire: 

A bill (H. R. 9278) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Sackett; 

A bill (H. R. 9037) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke; 

A bill (H. R. 10850) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
L. Power: 


Ar. ‘SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 5749) granting a pension to James B. Combs; 
oe bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 

raves 
E 8 e bili (H. R. 10378) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 

hell ; 

A bill (H. R. 9903) granting an increase of pension to George 


W. Harlan 
A 15 (E. R. 10706) granting an increase of pension to Alfred A bill (H. R. 11310) granting an increase of pension to John W. 


J. Wes 


T. Kee 
A bil (H. R. 10748) granting an increase of pension to Kate 


Ridgway 


A bill . R. 11413) granting an increase of pension to qasper | 


F. Aton: and 


| Swisher; 
Ni a. R. 10694) granting an increase of pension to Alderson | 1 bill (H. R. 9024) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


5 A bil 1928 R. 9426) granting an increase of pension to William 
mpbe 
A bill (H. R. 7992) granting an increase of pension to Isidore 
Chamberlain; 


F. 
A bill (H. R. 11819) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. . A bill (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pension to John 


Arnold. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A vi (H. R. 7311) granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
Larg 

A n (H. = 10068) granting an increase of pension to James 
G. 


Saims; an 
A bill (H. R. 9421) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


P. Marshall. 

Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3573) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin E. Myers, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S.2971) granting a pension to Amelia 
Walsh, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, fromthe same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 305) ting an increase of pension to John R. Evans, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 8946) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Bright; 

A bill (H. R. 5155) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Tompkins; 

A bill (H. R. 8771) granting a pension to Walter F. Horner; 

å bill (H. R. 10046) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Campton; and 

7 5 bil (H. R. 8970) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


B. H 

Mr. MÉURNHAM. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3825) ting an increase of pension to 
Anna H. Lyman, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 


angwisch; 
X bill (H. R. 9885) granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 


and ; 
A bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increase of pension to David 
W. Williamson. 
Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 


| amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


Boas bill (S. 4285) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
ands; 

A bill (S. 4849) granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann 
Seaton: and 
1 (S. 2058) granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 


Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; 

; A bill (H. R. 6999) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
ones: 
A bill (H. R. 10180) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. McDowell; i 
A bill (H. R. 5582) granting an increase of pension to Levi 


Vassar 
255 bill (H. R. 8178) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
aters; 
A bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin; 
A bill (H. R. 7236) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. McCullough; 
A bill (H. K. 9988) granting an increase of pension to William 
Ellis: and 
A bill (H. R. 8849) granting a pension to James S. Lauderdale. 
Mr. McCUMBER (for for Mr. Batu), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported them 
each with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon: 
A bill (S. 2661) granting an increase of pension to John H, 
Klingler; and 
5 bill (S. 3810) granting an increase of pension to Virginia B. 


1904. 


Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BALL), from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, submitted them 
soverally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5849) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
R. Brown; : 
2a 70 (H. R. 6816) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

tzel; 

A bill (H. R. 6817) granting a pension to Rosa Glass; 

A bill (H. R. 6335) granting an increase of pension to James A. 


Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 6814) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
W. Miller; 

A bill (H. R. 9127) granting a pension to Moses Schuman; 

A bill (H. R. 11556) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


M. 2 - 
A bill (H. R. 10648) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
Shearer; 
A bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Emma Crosier; 
oe bill (H. R. 7805) granting an increase of pension to William 
. Hall; 
A bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to Peter 


er; 
A bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman; 
A bill (H. R. 8343) granting a pension to Annie P. Erving, for- 
merly Cilla Zerbe; 
A bill (H. R. 8991) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Mattison; 
A bill (H. R. 8992) granting an increase of pension to William 


Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
La Forest; 

A bill (H. R. 8863) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
O'Malley; 

A bill (H. R. 9610) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


g; ani 

A bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to Virginia Boyd. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8692) to authorize 
the apprehension and detention of insane persons in the District 
of Columbia, and providing for their temporary commitment in 
the Government Hospital for the Insane, and for other purposes, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for a ls, 
writs of error, and other appellate proceedings from the circuit 
and district courts of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas, 
reported it withont amendment. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9683) granting a pension to Henry Austin; 

A bill (H. R. 5868) granting an increase of pension to William 
Simmons: and l 

A bill (H. R. 10904) granting an increase of pension to Edson 
H, Crawford. 

JOSEPH WEEMS. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11021) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph Weems, to report it favorably without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consiđeration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the ole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of Joseph Weems, late private, Company A, First Regi- 
ment Tennessee Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

LUCIUS E. POLK, 


Mr. CARMACK. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to 
Lucius E. Polk, to report it favorably without amendment, and 
I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of Lucius E. Polk, late captain Company D, Forty-third 
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COURTS IN VERMONT. 


Mr. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary. 
to whom was referred the bill (8, 4165) to provide that a term of 
the circuit and district court of the United States for the district 
of Vermont may be held at Newport, to report it favorably with- 
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out amendment. The bill simply provides for an adjournmont of 

the circuit and district courts of the United States to Newport, 

Vt., in case the judges shall see fit. I understand there is ample 

provision there in the way of a place for holding court, and no 

new building is asked for. I request that the bill be put upon its 

ape I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
ILLINGHAM] to it. 


The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committe of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It provides that hereafter in each year one of the stated 
terms of the circuit and district court of the United States for the 
district of Vermont may, when adjourned, be adjourned to meet 
at Newport. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COURTS IN FLORIDA, 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4503) to provide for 
sittings of the circuit and district courts of the southern district 
of Florida in the city of Fernandina, in said district, to report it 
favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. It provides that in addition to the times and places now 
fixed by law for the sitting of the circuit court of the United 
States for the southern district of Florida there shall be'a session 
of the circuit court in the city of Fernandina on the first Monday 
in April in each year hereafter; and that there shall be a regular 
term of the district court of the United States for the southern 
district of Florida in the city of Fernandina on the first Monday 
in April in each year hereafter. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN BLUEFIELD, W. VA. 

Mr.SCOTT. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 752) provid- 
ing for the erection of a public building in the city of Bluefield, 
W. Va., to report it favorably with an amendment, and I submit 
a report thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the bill, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the committee was, in section 1, page 1, line 
10, before the word“ thousand,” to strike out the words and 
fifty;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause to be erected 5 the site already selected and purchased 
by him in the city of Bluefield, W. Va., a building to be used as and fora 
post-office buil as a place for holding United States courts, and for other 
purposes of the Federal Government at the said city of Bluefield, W. Va., 
which said building shall cost, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4642) for the relief of the 
trustees of the Christian Church of Pleasant Hill, Cass County, 
Mo.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the affidavit 
of R. L. Walker, L. A. Rayborn, and Earl Parker, trustees of the 
Christian Church at Pleasant Hill, Cass County, Mo. Imovethat 
the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 4643) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Weddington; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4644) to strengthen and 
upbuild the American merchant marine; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4645) for the relief of the heirs of J. H. Peeples, de- 
ceased (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4646) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. Clark, de- 
ceased (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 4647) for the relief of Matthew Burns (with an ac- 
oompany ng pa r). k 8 : 

Mr. CAR introduced a bill (S. 4648) granting an increase 
of ma to John T. Rader; which was read twice by its title, 
= , with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 
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on to 
with the 


Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4649) 
Charles K. Davis; which was read twice by its title, an 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ting a 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4650) providing for the payment 
to the New York Marine Repair Company, of Brooklyn, N. V., of 
the cost of the repairs to the steamship Lindesfarne, necessitated 
by injuries received from being fouled by the United States Army 
transport Crook in May, 1900; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4651) for the relief of James T. 
Barry and Richard Cushion, executors of the last will and testa- 
ment of Martin Dowling, deceased: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4852) for the relief of Dr. J P. Tunis; and 

A bill (S. 4653) for the relief of Joseph Miles (with an accom- 


ng paper). 
rat PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 
A bill (S. 4654) granting an increase of pension to Vial A. Put- 
nam; an 
A bill (aen granting an ee of pension to Henry H. 
Shipp (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I introduce by request a bill to 
establish a court of patent appeals, and for other purposes. 
have already introduced two or three bills toming this subject. 
There are differences of opinion in relation to the details of such 
a bill, and this is a bill which is different from either of the others 
which I have heretofore presented. I ask that it may be referred 
to the Cominittee on Patents. 

The bill (S. 4656) to establish a court of patent a 

read twice by its title, and 


„and for 
erred to the 


izing the payment of the Choctaw and Chickasaw ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4658) granting an increase 
of pension to Lemon H. Wiley; which was read twice by its title, 
k referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (S. 4053) relating to annual 
assessment labor on placer-mining claims; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4660) granting an increase of 
pension to Nellie B. Newton; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4661) authorizing the erection of 
a post-office building at Gainesville, Ga.; which was read twice 
by its title. and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. g . 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4662) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Staubs; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4663) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Hall; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Penions. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
e fot twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4664) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the matter of the claim of William Viers Bonic, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Elijah Thompson, d í : 

A bill (S. 4665) for the relief of Catherine C. McGowan, widow 
and administratrix of Michael A. McGowan, deceased; 5 

A bill (S. 4666) for the relief of Kate Kearney Henry, widow 

and administratrix of James L. Henry, d ; and 
of Jacob Reichard, 


A bill (S. 4667) for the relief of the estate 
deceased. 
Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4668) for the erection of a 


monument to the memory of Commodore Jobn Barry; which was | N 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 
Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (S. 4669) to correct the mil- 
itary record of George W. Samson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 4670) granting an increase of 


pen- 
sion to Thomas H. Devine; which was read twice by its title, and, | H 


with the accompanying paper, referred to the on 


sions. 
Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4671) to remove the charge of 


desertion from the record of Peter Bougie; which was read twice | W 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 4672) to author- 
ize the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Company 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Connecticut 
River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $4,000 for grading and macadamizing Twentieth street NE. 
from Brentwood road to Queens Chapel road, in the District o 
Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Co- 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment providing for the 
construction of fully completed models of each vessel of war of 
the Navy which now has or may hereafter be given the name of 
States and cities of the United States, said models to be deposited, 
when bearing the name of a State, in the capitol building of said 
State, and, when bearing the name of a city, in the city hall of 
said city, intended to be proposed by him to the naval 5 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affuirs, 
and ordered to be 55 

Mr. CARMACK substituted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 8882) to establish four permanent 
military sreng ee the vicinity of Fort Sam Houston, 
Tex.; Camp Douglas, Wis.; in the Conewago Valley, Pennsyl- 
vania; and at or near Nacimiento Ranch, California, which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


I by him to the bill (S. 2263) to require the employment of vessels 


of the United States for public purposes; which was ordered to 
tie on the table and be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—WILLIAM W. ARMSTRONG, 


On motion of Mr. McComas, it was 


That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
in the case of ee ee Sere Senate bill 
4557, -seventh Congress, first session, there having been no adverse re 


EUREKA INSURANCE COMPANY OF PITTSBURG, 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, tired to reexamine settlement No. 5000 of 1884, a pe by him 
in Senate Executive Document No. 5, Fifty-third Co third session, for 
insurance paid by the Eureka Insurance Company, of Pittsburg, on the 
steamer Champion, payable to W. L. Jones, receiver, and to whi 
the award is same character as those provided for in the 
act of March 3, 1908, together with a detailed statement of the facts. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 26th instant approved and signed the following acts: 
An act (S. 3400) to amend the act entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,” approved February 25, 1899; 
An act (S. 782) granting a pension to Mary D. Duval; 
An act (S. 797) granting a pension to Mary H. Allen; 
st (S. 1856) granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 
S. 1597) granting a pension to Rosa D. Mayhew; 

t (S. 1953) granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 

S. 2215) granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker; 

t (S. 2245) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz; 
S. 2298) granting a pension to Patrick J. Conway; 


S. 2418) granting a pension to Marit Johnson; 


444441411141 
8882 
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S. 2841) granting a 
An act (S. 38) granting an of pension to Miriam R, 


Adams; 
An act (S. 70) granting an increase of pension to John G. 


wn; 
An act (S. 186) granting an increase of pension to Mary T. 
Strickland: 
An act (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 


sn sct (S. 180) granting an increase of pension to Edwin H. 
An act (8. 191) granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy; 
An act (S. 265) granting an increase of ion to Frances Gray; 
An act (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to William 


Anat (8. 594) granting an increase of pension to Finley T. 
0 5 
An act (S. 846) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 


‘An act (S. 880) granting an increase of pension to Allen W. 
(alias Albert) Hall; 
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= se (S. 889) granting an increase of pension to Catherine A. 
Fie ont (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Erwin R. 
40 act (S. 895) granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- 
An act (S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 


jee 5 (S. 962) granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits; 
au! i i 980) granting an increase of pension to Mary Von 


An 185 YS. 1239) granting an increase of pension to John Adam- 
aga act (S. 1241) granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. 
An act (S. 1242) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
an act (S. 1858) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
me “an ac act (S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to George Pen- 
“An act (S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H. 
ry act (S. 1532) granting an increase of pension to Electa 
ae act (S. 1688) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
EGE 00 1689) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 


Houghto 
8 act (8. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 


er; | 
An act (S. 1802) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 


W. Severan 
An act (8. 1012) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 


1 act (S. 1937) granting an 8 of pension to Samuel 
eee (S. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
22 . act (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to Benton D. 
An act (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Seth H. 
8 (S. 2061) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
PAn act (S. 2068) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
An act (S. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 
0 (S. 2103) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
eee (S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Williams, alias Thomas W. Lennox; 

An 12 (S. 2128) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
say Cres act (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
a act (S. 2222) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 
ary pps (S. 2230) granting an increase of pension to Matilda C. 

15 55 (S. 2236) granting an increase of pension to James Reed; 

An act (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
ree Ag 2378) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

An act 9 68. 2374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
eee act (S. 2392) granting an increase of pension to William W. 

An act (S. 2416) granting an increase of pension to Mary Joanna 

1515 AA (S. 2440) granting an increase of pension to George 


An act (S. 2441) granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee; 
ing act (S. 2496) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 


Win 
Ana act (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 


‘An act (S. 2517) granting an increase of pension to Elijah Farr; 
ee act (S. 2527) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


berts; 
An act (S. 2542) granting an increase of pension to James E. 


An act (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Ella B, 
Green; 

An act (S. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Severance; 

An act (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
McFarland; 

An act (S. 2549) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


$ eee act (S. 2558) granting an increase of pension to Sallie H, 
eer act (S. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. 
me An 1 25 (S. 2576) granting an increase of pension to James Red- 

pee (S. 2577) granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar- 


An act (S. 2642) granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 
Freeman; 
An act S. 2643) granting an increase of pension to Malinda H. 


3 (S. 2668) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
PAn aot (S. 2689) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
wa te aot (S. 2712) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 

An 28 (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
ae (S. 2858) granting an increase of pension to Delia B. 


An act (S. 2889) granting an increase of pension to John Beaird: 
An 00 (8. 2924) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 


Corm 
res act (8. 3 granting an increase of pension to Ambrose „An yey (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
tton; 


An act ass 2965) granting an increase of pension to John Her- 
zinger 
na Aot TO. 3166) granting an increase of pension to Levi B, 

Cwis. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on the 27th instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. 486) granting a pension to Green B. Yawn; and 

An act (S. 1330) granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 4405) to correct the military record of Carl W, 
Albrecht; 

A bill (H. R. 8421) for the relief of Russel A. McKinley; and 

A bill (H. R. 10761) to authorize the Secretary of War to accept 
from the citizens of Missoula, Mont., deeds donating to the United 
States certain lands for the enlargement of the military reserva- 
tion of Fort Missoula, Mont. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill (H. R. 2529) to set apart certain lands in the Territory of 
Arizona as a public park, to be known as The Petrified Forest 
National Park; and 

A bill (H. R. 6787) to confirm and validate patents to certain 
lands situated in the Bitter Root Valley, State of Montana, above 
the mouth of the Lo Lo Fork of the Bitter Root River. 

The bill (H. R. 6780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Miningand 
Trading Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Catalla Creek, in the district of Alaska, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 1958) to provide for an additional associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court of New Mexico, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to gs Committee on the Judiciary, 

. HUDSON KIBBE. 

The PRESIDENT 1 pratt The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United States, and calls 
the attention of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCoum- 
9 The message will be read. 

e message was read, and ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed, as follows: 
2 5 ee: Senate: 


0 e with the resolution of the Senate of the 26th instant (the 
Hoe of Representatives concurring), Ireturn herewith Senate bill No. 167, 
entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe.” 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE HOUSE, February 29, 1904. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I think the message should be followed up 
by a resolution to complete the record, and I submit a resolution 
and ask that it be immediately considered. 
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The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Kesulved, That the action of the President 
(S. 167) granting an increase of to J. ibbe be rescinded. and 
that the bill be returned to the House of Re tatives with the request 
that similar action be taken by the House with respect to the signature of 
the Speaker. and that the passage of the bill be reconsidered, and that it be 
postponed indefinitely, the beneficiary of the same being dead: 


BUILDING FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before theSen- 
ate Sen te bill 1508, under the special order of the Senate. 

Mr. McCREARY. IL ask the Senator from Indiana to yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Let the special order be laid. before the 


Senate. 

Mr. McCREARY. Very well. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1508) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building to be used 
for a Department of State, a Department of Justice, and a De- 
partment. of Commerce and Labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ido. 

JAMES. DENTON: 

Mr. McCREARY. Lask unanimous consent for the immedi- 
ate consideration of the bill (S. 4079) for the relief of James Den- 
ton. The bill has been favorably reported by the Committee on 
Claims, and its is recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield to it if it does not lead to debate. 

Mr. McCREARY. It will not. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to its consider- 
ation, It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to credit James 
Denton. collector of internal revenue for the eighth district of 
Kentucky, with the sum of $57,184.77 (loss of tax-paid spirit 
stamps of the amount of $49.401. and stubs or coupons to the 
amount of $7.788.77) for stamps charged to him lost in transit. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President. I think we ought to have 
some explanation of the bill. It involves a very considerable 
amount. 

Mr. McCREARY. The bill was reported gearing Ais the 
Committee on Claims after it had been referred to the Secretary 
of the Treasury and to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
Both the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue recommend the relief proposed in the bill. 

The bill is for the relief of James Denton, collector of internal 
reverine for the eighth collection district of Kentucky, and it di- 
rects the Secretary of the Treasury to credit James ton, col- 
lector of internal revenue for the eighth district of Kentucky. 
with the sum of $57,189.77 for loss of tax-paid spirit stamps of 
the amount of $49.401. and stubs or coupons to the amount of 
$7,788.77 for stamps charged to him and lost in transit. 

Mr. President, the stamps and coupons were stolen without the 
fault of the collector, and the claim for the relief is, I think, cer- 
tainly just. All who understand the business of the office of the 
collector will know that stubs or coupons of tax-paid spirit stamps 
are of no value unless they have the serial number on them, which 
is put upon them by the collector: and. again, they are marked 
by the stamp deputy, so called. The issioner of Internal 
Revenue, in his letter to me. and also in his letter to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, makes the following statement: 

without fault of the co! 
e dae early fade ana Wier hb oer mens 
crediting his account except through passage of the bill. 

Further on, he says: 

bsolutely valu in the hands of the one who com- 
247 the thet —— fo — — might transfer them. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his letter to the chairman of 
the Committee on Claims, says: 

In reply I have to state that the bill was referred to the Commissioner of 
1 Revenue, and herewith find his rt, in which he recommends the 
passage of the bill with a slight amendment, and in this I concur. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Did I understand the Senator to say that 
these stamps can not be used by the party who took. them? The 
Senator's. word is all I desire. 

Mr. McCREARY. I say that, and the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue says it also. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think, Mr. President, the billi ought to 
pass, by all means. 

The hill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr, President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me for 
a very little bill for a court in the Indian Territory? 


tem in signing the bill 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 29, 


j 8 Thave no objection, if the bill does not lead 
to de . 

Mr. BAILEY. I feel sure it will not. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 10) establish - 
ing a United States court at Marietta. Ind. T. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETER C. ASSERSON, 


Mr. NELSON. Lask the Senator from Indiana to yield to me 
for the consideration of a. bill which will not lead to debate. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield to the Senator, 

Mr. NELSON. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S, 3218) for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. 
Asserson. retired. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded. to consider the bill, which. had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the prey Sag the Treasury be. and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed. to ust y of and pay to Civil Engineer leter C. Asserson, 
United States Navy, retired, the full amount of the retired pay of a rear- 
admiral of the nine lower numbers for the time he has been on active duty 
since his retirement: with that rank and whenever hereafter he shall be et- 
ployed on active duty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
Wine wall was codecs tS 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
COURTS IN TEXAS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] 
has kindly yielded to me that I may ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate for the consideration of a very short court bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indi- 
ana yield? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield for the reason that I understand 
the bill of the Senator not lead to any debate and the Senator 
is obliged to leave the Chamber. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Task unanimous: consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for appeals, writs 
of error; and other appellate proceedings from the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas. which 
was reported this morning by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the-third time, and passed. 


BUILDING. FOR. DEPARTMENT. OF STATE, Ero. 


The Senate. as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 1508) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erec- 
tion thereon of a public building to be used for a Department of 
State, a Department of Justice, and a Department of Commerce 
and Labor; which had been reported from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and: Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, the Secretary of Com- 
merce and Labor, the President pee tempore of the Senate. the Speaker of 
the House of Representativ: chairman of the Committee on Public 
a and Grounds of the te. and the chairman of the Committeeon 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the House of Representatives, be, and 2 
are ted a: commission. and they are by authorized and di- 

acq! y purchase, condemnation or oth „all of the land in 
etuer block 167, block 1, or block 221, in the northwest section of the city of 
Wash: in the District of Colum which does not belong to the United 
Sta or a site forthe erection thereon of the building hereinafter provided 
for. o said commission, within sixty days after the approval of this act, 
shall determine in writing in which of said land be acquired for 


the — 2 of this act. 

SEC. 2. That the said commission shall purchase the land authorized in sec- 
tion | of this act as soon as. practicable after- ha determined upon such 
prices as may be fixed between the commission and the respective owners, 
not exceeding the cash value thereof, the same to be ascertained by said com- 
mission from the testimony of real-estate 1 go or otherwise, as they may 
deem necessary, and perae therefor shall be made to the respective owners 
by the Secretary of t. upon requisition therefor by the said com- 
Por es tae the release and conveyance of said lands to the United 
States by and sufficient deeds — in due form os * — ae it 
co! n proceed: are necessa] acquire an ion of the 
authorized to be . this act ek shall be in accordance 
with the provisions of the act of Con; approve August 30, 1890, provid: 

of the Government ting 8. 


— nok 38 che 887), and to h the Secre 88 
n or suc! of the 
shall have and — all the powers — upon the Public Printer by 


said act. 

Sec. 3.. That when said commission shall have secured a conveyance to the 
United States of the lands authorized to be acquired in this act, the Secretary 
of State, the Attorney General, and the Sec: of Commerce and Labor 
are authorized and directed to cause to be c 
r be. cee utes ager te building, 55 

and ven appara elevators, and ap; hes, for the use and ac- 
36 of State. . Justice, and 
the Depar*™ant of Commerce and Labor, and for other tal 
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i That oconstruotion of szid buildings shall be in charge of the piae: from the testimony of real-estate experts, or otherwise, as they 

Fagor, Win ao hereby aufer ad snd directed to select and adopt plans for | may deem necessary,” and insert in lien thereof the words © from 

the e contracts for its construction, after proper cémpetent.evidence. 

advertisements and pore ant i of bian sad if the — ree pansi y The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amend- 

of 9 of ain e 5 Sap their judg- ment will be stated. 


ment, shall be proper compensation for their 1 . Tus cost of said 
buil exclusive of site, shall not exceed $5,900,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 

‘ment reported by the committee, which has been read. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, in section 1, on page 4, line 
10, of the amendment, before the word block,” I move to strike 
out or: and in the same line, after the words “two hundred 
and twenty-one,” to insert ‘‘ or a suitable block south of Penn- 


Sylvania avenue.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. section 1, page 4, line 10, before the word 
“block,” it is proposed to strike out ‘“‘or;”’ and in the same line, 
after the words two hundred and twenty-one,” to insert or a 
suitable block south of Pennsylvania ayenue.”’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GALLINGER. I should like to hear theamendment which 
was just submitted by the Senator from Indiana again read. 

Mr. GORMAN. So should I. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 


stated. 

The SECRETARY., In section 1, page 4, line 10, before the word 
„block,“ it is proposed to strike out the word or;“ and in the 
same line, after the words two hundred and twenty-one,” to in- 
sert or a suitable block south of Pennsylvania avenue, so j 
if amended, it will read: 

All of the land in either block 167, block 169, block 221, or a suitable block 
ee Pennsylvania avenue, in the northwest section of the city of Wash- 


Mr. GALLINGER. I would suggest to the Senator to add 
“east of Fifteenth street,” so as to read “ south of Pennsylvania 
avenue, east of Fifteenth street.“ That is the section of the ci 
we want to improve—the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, 
think it had better not be left open to go west of that point. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The amendment is entirely acceptable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrerTary. After the words Pennsylvania avenue it 
is proposed to insert east of Fifteenth street.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In section 3, on page 5, line 14 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let me make a suggestion relating to this 
particular matter. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Very well. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I call the attention of the Senator to the 
language in lines 14, 15, and 16, of section 1, on page 4. 

The said commission, within sixty days after the approval of this act, shall 
determine in writing in which of said blocks land 1 be acquired for the 
purposes of this act. s 

That language was correct before the Senator’s present amend- 
ment. I will suggest that the word sites be substituted for 
the words blocks land” in line 16, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 1, on page 4, line 16, after the word 
si said, it is proposed to strike out blocks land” and insert 

Sites. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. And in line 15 the word“ in“ should be 
stricken out where it reads in writing in which of said blocks 
land shall be acquired.“ Let the word in, where it occurs the 
second time, be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “ writing,“ in line 15, it is 
proposed to strike out the word in.“ 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is necessary in consequence of the 
amendment already made. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In line 14, page 5, section 3, at the begin- 
ning of the line, I move to strike ont the three words, “a con- 
veyance to” and insert in lieu thereof the words the title for; 
and in the same line to strike ont the word “‘ of,” after the words 
United States,” and insert the word to.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 5, section 3, line 14, before the words 
“the United States,” if is proposed to strike out a conveyance 
to” and insert the title for;“ and after the words United 
States,“ in the same line, to strike out of and insert “to,” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Iofferan amendment, after the word com- 
mission,” in section 2, page 4, line 22, to strike out the words 


The SECRETARY. On page 4, section 2, line 22, after the word 
“ commission,” it is proposed to strike out “ from the testimony 
of real-estate experts, or otherwise, as they may deem necessary,” 
and insert from competent evidence.“ 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, there are several reasons 
for wishing this amendment. I do not think that we should 
place too much force in the words 

Mr, FAIRBANKS. I will say to the Senator, if he will allow 
me to interrupt him, that the amendment is entirely proper. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I understand the amendment is 
and yet I think there should be some reason given for the amend- 
ment, and the reason which I think should guide this commission 
in its labors to some extent, and that is this: Heretofore in nearly 
all cases of this kind the testimony mainly has been that of ex- 
perts, and very little consideration has been given to the value as 
assessed, and but little consideration has been given to the rental 
value of the property. 

In going over the amounts we have paid for ries pine) it is 
safe to say that the same property can not be rented for any pos- 
sible purpose so as to bring in an income of 1 per cent upon the 
value placed on it, and this value has been obtained mainly from 
the testimony of experts. In other words, we have, as a rule, 
paid from three to four times the actual cash value of the prop- 
erty for use in any other business. 

I do hope, Mr. President, that we can find some way by which 
the Government will not be compelled to pay from to five 
times the real vahue of property in order to secure poeng in the 
city of Washington on which we can place our lic buildings. 

srt HALE. Will the Senator allow me before he takes his 
seat! 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. z 

Mr. HALE. There is great force in what the Senator sa 
The trouble has been that Con has made no examination 
and has had no actual knowledge of what land is to cost un- 
til it is too late. There ought not to be a public building erected 
in Washington upon land that we have to buy until, by a com- 
mission, a preliminary examination has been made and it can be 
reported to Congress what the land can be bought for; so that 
the point so well raised by the Senator can be dealt with before 
we go onand commito ves to the erection of a public building. 

It is true, as the Senator says, that we have gone on and found 
ourselves in the end compelled to pay extravagant sums because 
we have put bills through that leave no time, no chance for ex- 
amination; and when we come to appropriate the money, as we 
do in the Committee on Appropriations, the same question is 
raised there that the Senator raises here, that the amount is ex- 
travagant and enormous; and the only answer is that it is too late. 

Then Senators say, When the matter comes up, Why do you not 
provide beforehand that before any work is done a commission 
shall investigate and report to Congress what certain lots can be 
bought for, and what other lots can be bought for.” I am glad 
the Senator has called attention toit; because if we do not scruti- 
nize these things carefully we are very likely to fall into all the 
errors we have fallen into heretofore and to pay three or four 
times as much as we ought to pay. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Weare met here, Mr. President, with a con- 
dition that must be solved at the present time. This building is 
absolutely necessary. The same condition would arise no matter 
how many commissions upon the facts. We are so situ- 
ated that it is necessary for us to have certain property. Hereto- 
fore it has made no difference whether we have purchased ope 
outright from the owners er whether we have condemned it. In 
condemnation proceedings there has been no difficulty in securing 
the testimony of any number of experts who will place the value 
of the property so much higher than the cash value for any rental 
purpose that we are paying the same amount whether a jury as- 
sess the damages or whether a commission determines the value 
of the property. 

But I think in this case the proposition of the Senator from 
Maine has been answered, for the reason that the committee has 
appointed a subcommittee, who have investigated into the ques- 
tion of what the property can be 3 for, and I have no 
doubt that they have ascertained that the claim for the property 
5 several times nonce To ooreo in the matter of using 

e same property for any o possible purpose. 

I merely make these suggestions for the reason that it seems to 
me that the Government ought to be able to secure at 
its real value, instead of paying such enormous prices for it. In 
every Statein the Union we have the same methodsof condemning 


property, and we have never heard in those States of such exorbi- 
tant prices being paid as we are compelled to pay here. Whena 
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commission or when a jury to assess damages passes upon the 
question, the evidence of the assessed valuation of that property 
is produced, and the evidence of its rental value for any purpose 
is taken into consideration, with its situation, etc. That is pro- 
duced before such a jury; and upon that is determined the real 
pe that the Government ought to pay. It seems to me that the 

overnment ought not to be compelled to pay a price the inter- 
est on which at 6 per cent would amount to more than the rental 
value of the property itself. 

Mr. President, I understand that there is no objection to this 
particular amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mc- 
CUMBER] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 5, page 6, section 8, after the word 
architects,“ I move to strike out the word to“ and insert the 
words I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, on page 6, line 5, after the word 

architects,“ it is proposed to strike out the word “to” and in- 
sert“ the successful architect shall receive compensation in full 
at a rate not exceeding 24 per cent of the total cost of said build- 
ing and shall also; so that if amended it will read: 
If they shall invite plans by competition among architects, the successful 
architect shall receive per eee in full at a rate notexceeding 2: per cent 
of the total cost of said ding, and shall also pay to the persons submitting 
the two sets of plans next in order of merit to those selected such sums as,in 
their judgment, shall be proper compensation for their preparation. 

The PRESIDENT pro mape The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment of 
the committse. 

Mr. HALE. Let that be read again, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 

ted 


stated. 

The Secretary again read the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is another instance which 
shows the danger of proceeding too hurriedly in these matters. 
We have been already caught in the provision for the buildings 
at Annapolis, where contracts were made at percentages with an 
architect, who is going to get $400,000 out of our funds for his 
work, and if this bill 

Mr. FAIRBANKS rose. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator who has charge of the bill, and who 
is a conservative legislator, will allow me, he has provided herea 
bill which gives Congress no opportunity to regulate vicious prac- 
tices attending the construction of public buildings. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator, as an old 
and experienced legislator, if the bill in this respect differs from 
other similar bills whose passage the Senator has secured? 

Mr. HALE. That is just what I have said, Mr. President. We 
have learned by experience. This leaves open the same thing 
that we have been caught in before, and having learned by expe- 
rience, we ought to apply a 8 j oE 

I have a little instance here. e appropriated in just such a 
way as this bill provides for a large increase to the insane asylum 
across the river—St. Elizabeth’s. We provided that such property 
should be taken; that the commission or the superintendent of 
the buildings should go on, just as was done at Annapolis, and 
make his contracts and we would appropriate the money. This 
is a sample of what is done under the kind of legislation we have 
had before. 

I will say to the Senator I accept my part of the . 
I have been delinquent heretofore, and all of us have Not 
with my consent will we go into such an enormous project as this— 
for this is to be the biggest Department building that we have in 
Washington—until we have guarded and kept out these vicious 
attendants upon the construction of our public buildings. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator yields to me to modify my 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire? ` f ‘ 

Mr. HALE. Yes. The Senator is working in the right direc- 


tion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to modify my amendment so that 
it shall read: 

The successful architect shall receive compensation in full for plans and 

. superintendence— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. And specifications.” 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; specifications“ should be inserted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I will say for plans, specifications, 
and superintendence.““ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be so modified. 

Mr. HALE. Now, here is what took place—— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, doI 


understand the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] has been adopted? 

Mr. I did not so understand. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
proposed amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER] is now pone 

Mr. . Mr. ident, the Committee on Appropriations, 
in the case to which I haye alluded, had a suspicion of what was 
going on. I had, having been caught at Annapolis, and we sent, 

or information. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima 
question for information? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Under whose charge was the work done at 
Annapolis? 

Mr. HALE. The general control and overlooking of it was done 
by the ae eer down there. It was all done by act of Con- 
gress. e did not tie it up. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, This bill provides for a committee that can 


tie it 2 

Mr. E. Iwant to see that the committee does tie it up, 
Heretofore we have lodged this discretion elsewhere, and now this 
is what happened in one case, as it has been developed in a little 
investigation. I would go further than the Senator from’ New 
Hampshire about this matter of architects and everything else in 
relation to it, 

I inclose herewith a statement of payments made to Shepley, Rutan & 
Coolidge, architects, for plans and commission on extension of hospital. 
ia eymen do not include traveling expenses and fees for time lost in 

All of which the architects charged for. Here is a sample of 
what they have got out of that appropriation: 

Shepley, Rutan & Coolidge, for plans, $9,000. 

The whole appropriation was something like five or six hundred 
thousand dollars, I think. 

For plans, pon ý 

Two and a per cent on contract, $13,750. 

That is bad enough, but in addition, following that, is 2} per 
cent on every payment that was made by appropriation from Con- 

First they charged for plans, then a percentage on the 
contract, and then a percentage on every payment under the con- 
tract, and for what an individual could easily have had done for 
$10,000 they have already received $44,036.54, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ten per cent of the appropriation. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; and they are not throngh by any means. 
They came for some additional items, and the Committee on Ap- 
propriations struck them out. 

Mr. BACON. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that under the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
5 the compensation for the architect in this case will be 

Mr. GALLIN GER. Precisely that. 

Mr. HALE. That is a very large sum. 

Mr. BACON, I should say so. 

Mr. HALE. Now, let me say about architects, Mr. President, 
that all this has come in within a few years. We havea large 
establishment in the Treasury Department which is nothing but 
an architect’s establishment. We have there a large force of 
draftsmen and everything else that is in a private architect’s 
office, and this year we have given them additional room and are 
to give them additional clerks. Up toa few years ago no outside 

rivate architect was allowed to intrude himself and make these 

eavy charges. It was all done by the bureau which we have es- 
tablished for this very purpose, and they ought to doit. There 
is not any reason in the world why they should not, except the 
practice. The architect is intrusive. He says, You can not get 
a good building without me.“ Four years ago a commission was 
appointed, rather unwarily, and paid out of the contingent fund, 
and we knew nothing about it. It had practically as its head one 
of these fashionable architects from New York, and they trav- 
ersed Europe, broad and large, and they came in with a proposi- 
tion for im ites kar city which involved over $200,000,000, 

Mr. COC LL. Is not this a part of that plan? 

Mr. HALE. This bill selects certain lots that that commission 
poroa in the residential part of the city, where the land is the 

ghest and where the owners of the property protest against be- 
ing driven off. But that is the architect’s plan. The architect 
sees but one thing. He lives in a lofty domain. All that he con- 
siders a the Government is running for is to adopt his great 
projects. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is he the man who built that magnificent 
office for the President? 

Mr. HALE. He is the man; and I never have been able to find 
out—— : 


Mr. That is a second-class lawyer’s office all 


. COCKRELL. 
over the country, if it is as good as that, 
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Mr. HALE. We tried to ide in the bill so that we could 
have there a respectable building, and to have it built so that it 
could have an additional story put on it, but the architect was 
bent at that time. The Senator from Indiana in the last Con- 
gress, my recollection is, although we have many things on our 
minds from his committee, reported a project for a building on 
this same lot, and provided that the executive offices should be 
put init. Is not that so, may Lask the Senator? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That was done, and it was done at the 

uest of the executive d ent. 
r. HALE. It was done. Ido not know what the department 
pore Lknow the President receded from that; that he did 
not want it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senate was advised fully about it at 
the time. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON, At the request of the executive department the 
bill to provide for executive offices was afterwards amended by 
eliminating that feature, and a different provision was made by 
the Committee on Appropriations for the present very elaborate 
and commodious quarters of the executive office. 

Mr. HALE. I Was not finding fault with the Senator. Only 
it was a part of the scheme to build this enormons 2 

This building, which it is said will cost $5,000,000, will cost 
$12,000,000. It will be the largest building in all Washington. 
It will have three Departments in it, an experiment which never 
has come out well. 

We made the State, War, and Navy building for three De- 
partments, and it has got so now that it has not room enough to 
answer to the wants of the War Department alone. I do not 
want myself for one to see these over-big buildings. I would 
rather havea good, reasonable building for the Department of Jus- 
tice put in a proper place where land can be hoogt cheaply, but 

the plan of this New York architect involved this, involved 
taking all these squares and certain other squares down below, 
one a > mae was laid out looking to the expenditure of 

100,000,000. 

Now, the Senator from New Hampshire is acting in the right 
way, but hə does not go far enough. 

Iwould have nothing done about these large buildings ina 
hurry. .Lwould have a good commission appointed. I do not find 

fault with this 5 on, although most of them will be away. 
We have generally had a commission composed of such persons 
as the Architect of the Capitol, the Architect of the t 
and we have sometimes pus on a very accomplished man, a very 

‘ood business man, Mr. Bernard Green, who superintended the 

ibrary. I-would have a good commission (I not have any 
contest with the Senator about who shall constitute it); I would 
provide that the commission in the recess:shall examine into 
whatever tracts or squares ve direct them to examine and report 
to us at the next session of Co: „six or eight months off, 
which soon goes away, what the different sections and locations 
can be bought for by the Government, so that we may know, as 
oe from South Dakota has suggested, what we are em- 

rking in. 

Then I would also have it provided that no contract should be 
made with any architect until the necessity for the same was re- 
peren to Congress and the rate fixed at which the architect should 

employed, because I think it will be found that the architects 
of the Government—these three men whom we employ—will say, 
We can build that building.” 

There rises off the eastward here a very noble and e 

structure that 1 . the eye of the citizen and the visitor 

the beholder. It was built for a sum less than the limit fixed by 
the act, and money was turned back into the Treasury. It was 
built without a dollar of percentage being paid to an outside 
architect. But Gen. Thomas L. Casey, who was an engineer and 
a man of experience and good taste, conducted that whole busi- 
ness in addition to his offices and services as an engineer officer, 
and the only thing outside that we paid, where we are i 
$44,000 to an architect for this little addition to the insane asylum, 
Was a little amount, I think, of some $17,000 to General Casey the 
architect had not got in. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me 
for a moment? 

‘Mr. HALE, Certain] 57 
Pc 8 think the 3 3 error 
regar t. e inal architects of the Congressional 
Library were Smithmeyer & Pelz. 
Mr. HALE. Y 


T. . Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They made the 3 plans, and while 
General Casey departed somewhat from those „ beyond a 
question, those architects were pai „I do not know 
how much the Senator from land may remember but a 
very i le amount, and there is now pending a bill for ad- 
ditional i architects, 


com to those 


Mr. HALE. I was going to say, because that is a part of my 
statement, that when we came to the building and erect the 
noble edifice and make it commodious and suitable for the public 
needs, we dropped every architect, and General Casey didit. If 
he wanted sketches and plans he paid for them, so many hundred 
dollars for little things at the time, 

We did have an old claim that an architect set up for 
that he had made, and we paid him first, I guess, $30,000, and then 
840,000, and then another bill which was worked through here, 
But when it came to the work General Casey would have nothing 
to do with it, and that architect was not allowed even, except so 
far as concerned the right of a citizen, to enter upon the premises 
and never had the-slightest thing to do with it. General Casey 
went on and built this fine building, as we have always until late 
yan built buildings, and as for one I hope we will do in the 

uture, 

We had this same kind of a question come up last year on another 
important matter, the building of.a hall of records, and we pro- 

ided in that act a clause shutting off architects and declaring 
that no contract should be made with any architect that runs 
with the building. There is where they get in their rag ier 
They charge for the plans, and then they have a contract 
runs with the building, and they charge 8 on the con- 
tract price and then on every payment. e provided that noth- 
ing of that kind should be done until it was reported to Congress, 
That is what we ought to do here. 

I have no feeling about the matter, but my attention has been 
called to it by the remarks of the Senator from North Dakota and 
the Senator from New Hampshire, and it brings up just what the 
situation is, and I take it before this matter passes from the Sen- 
ate there will be a proposition submitted here by some Senator 
that we shall not hurry in this matter, but that the whole matter 
shall at the next session be laid before us, and we will know for 
what we 15 lots in different places and know what proposi- 
tions are e by architects, or we will find out that the archi- 
tects that we have now are ample to do this work. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, Iam in full sympathy with 
the general proposition advanced by the Senator from Maine, and 
will support him in any reasonable amendment to the bill looking 
to the control of the architects’ fees. I have myself frequently 
called attention in the Senate and very many times in committee 
to the fact that we havea large bureau in Depart- 
ment, the title of the chief being ‘Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury Department, and I have often wondered why it was that 
we did not placea man there with sufficient competency, if the 
present orig ante does not possess it, to superintend the erection 
of all public buildings. : 

However, I rose more cularly—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to me for a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Do we not intrust to him the erection of 
every pe building in the whole United States outside of the 
gt of Washington? 

r. GALLINGER. I have an impression that in recent years 
public buildings outside of Washington are being placed at the 
mercy of architects who are bidding u them, and that he is 
not taking a of all the public buildings outside of the city of 
Washington. I think the Senator from Missouri will find that to 
be true if he investigates the matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does he not.make the plans, and all that, 
and simply select a superintendent to attend to it at places where 


he can not be present? 

Mr. G GER. I-will say this to the Senator: We are go- 
ing to build a little bui in New Hampshire. I think the 
appropriation is $90,000; bly a little less. It is in the second 


largest city in my State, and is to be for post-office purposes. Re- 
cent eyo tee the Supervising Architect as to when the construc- 
tion of the building was to begin revealed this fact: The bill was 
passed at the last session, and nothing has been done ng amare 
cob the purchase of a site. He replied to me that the plans 
would soon be-submitted by the Boston architect, who had them 
in ss and that as soon as those plans were received he would 
then up the matter and push it along. So it is very evident 
that the plans of that little building, $90,000, are in the 
hands of an architect in Boston, who is those plans and 
receiving compensation. 

Mr. HALE. While the Architect here has nominal and legal 
control of all buildings outside of Washington, under this practice 
he is giving way to outside architects? 

Mr. G- GER. Precisely. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is so. 

Mr. ident 


. TILLMAN. Mr. Presiden 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). Does 
the Senator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator from South 
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Mr.GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The statement the Senator makes is rather a 
remarkable one, and I should like to know the whole matter con- 
cerning it. In other words, I should like to know under what 
authority and how it comes that the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury designates somebody in Boston to superintend a bnild- 
ing in New Hampshire? Have you not some people in New 
Hampshire who are architects? 

Mr. GALLINGER. He does not put the construction of the 
building in the hands of Boston parties, but he does put the mat- 
ter of plans in the hands of at least one Boston architect. Pos- 
sibly he has had competition. I do not know. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does he hire the Boston architect? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I assume that somebody pays the Boston 
architect. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know; but under what rule of law or regu- 
lation of the Tr Department does he pay this money in that 
way? If he is employed to do it here, and has all these clerks and 
draftsmen and other assistants to prepare plans for buildings, how 
does he find the money to g off to Boston and hire somebody? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire per- 
mit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. My remembrance is that some years ago Con- 
gress provided by appropriate legislation that, at the instance of a 
Senator or Representative having the building especially in charge 
in his district or State, a local architect could be designated to 
draw the plans. I think in every instance where an outside 
architect has prepared plans for a public building it has been at 
the request of the Senator from the State or the Representative 
8 the district wherein the building was to be constructed. I 
think the present architect 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator please get that statute and 
let us examine it? I “se he can find it. He knows there is 
some such law, but I should like to know it, because we have 
occasionally got a little appropriation for a public building down 
our way, and I am sure no local talent ever has had a chance to 
smell of it, much less to get sf money. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would say in this connection—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will look up the statute—— 

Mr. TILLMAN, I wish the Senator would, and let us know. 

Mr. HOPKINS. And call the Senator’s attention to it. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure. 

Mr. DRYDEN. _ Is the Senator through? 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am not through, but I will yield to the 


Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I will wait until the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire gets through. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in response to the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from Illinois, I will say to him that the 

mblic building at Nashua, N. H., is one of my pets, and I never 
ve been consulted as to the matter of the architect who is to 
be employed. Had I been, if it was to be taken out of the hands 
of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department. I cer- 
tainly would have designated an architect in New Hampshire, be- 
cause we have very competent ones. é 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me the Senator from Massachu- 
setts ought to make an explanation as to how this Boston man got 
that job. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator from-Ilinois is entirely cor- 
rect. Some years ago there was a bill passed known as the Tarsney 
Act—I am not able to put my hands on it at this moment—under 
which it was made competent for the Secre of the Treasury 
to submit to competition among architects the preparation of 
plans for public buildings. It is within his discretion. The Rep- 
resentatives from different districts in which buildings are to be 
built, or the Senators from the different States, have from time 
to time asked the Treasury D ent to have plans prepared for 
their respective buildings under the Tarsney Act, taking it out 
of the direct control of the Supervising Architect. 

That law was passed, if the Senator will indulge me a moment 
further 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Because there was some dissatisfaction 
Tey Departuens. T will say further tune tis Tresinry Debatt 
ury ent. say that the 
ment has been very free in acting under the Tarsney Act w. 
Senators or resentatives have requested it. 


Mr. G GER. Mr. President, undoubtedly this official 


has gone beyond that, because I am entirely positive that no 
representative in either branch of Congress has made any request 
in 3 to the New Hampshire building to which I have called 
attention. 

I rose more particularly, Mr. President, to say a word concern- 
ing the Congressional Library and a few words on the general 
proposition. General Casey was one of the most competent men 
who has ever been in the employ of the Government, but he was 
an engineer and not an architent, and it is unfair to the very dis- 
tinguished firm of architects who made those original plans to 
say that they were of no account and that an engineer went in 
and constructed the building on plans of his own. That is not 
correct. The plans of Smithmeyer & Pelz were adopted to avery 
large extent, and General Casey made such changes in them as 
he thought wise, and beyond a question he did improve upon 
them in the construction of the building. 

In reference to the general proposition, Mr. President, my sole 
payo is to keep this matter, to some extent, in the control of 

ngress. If this proposed building costs $3,000,000, and that cer- 
tainly is the minimum cost, and if the architects get 24 per cent 
for plans and specifications and supervision, they will get $125,000; 
and it does seem to me that that is a very large rate of compen- 
sation. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
yield to me for a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Suppose in a building of this importance 
it is necessary or proper to get more than one architect to furnish 
plans and specifications for a beautiful building, such as we would 
take pride in and such as we ought to have in this city. Assum- 
ing that to be the fact, is there not proper force in the Treasury 
Department, and can not the Supervising Architect in the Treas- 
ury Department take charge of the construction of the building? 
Is it necessary to pay 24 per cent or any per cent to any architect 
who furnishes the plans? I understand the architect will get his 

ay for his plans to a sufficient amount. Is it necessary, there- 
ore, for us to employ this same architect or any outside archi- 
tect to supervise the construction of the building? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as Kipling says, that is 
another story.“ The architect always does have some degree of 
supervision. That is true of every small building in the country. 
The Supervising Architect of the Treasury will appoint a man 
who will have direct supervision, and he will be responsible for 
the construction of the building. Outside of Washington that 
man is always appointed in the city where the building is being 
constructed. 

i think it will do no harm to insert the word“ supervision“ in 
this amendment. Two and a half per cent is the rate that is al- 
lowed ordinarily to architects. Of course if we can dispense 
with architects entirely in the construction of this building and 
all other buildings and put these matters in the hands of the Su- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury, it is entirely agreeable to me, 
and I think that is the way we ought to do it. provided we have 
men of sufficient competency to do the work that is required. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
permit me again? 

Mr. GALLINGER, Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the architect is to receive 2} per cent 
upon the cost of the building, is that not paying him a premium 
to make the building cost as much as possible? It has been inti- 
mated here that this bnilding will cost us 812.000.000 before we 
get through with it. Therefore the architect will receive double 
the amount, or a quarter of a million dollars, for his services in su- 
pervising the building alone. Is not that an exorbitant price? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I take it that the character of the build- 
ing will be in the hands of the commission. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Right here, will the Senator from New 
Hampshire permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. There is no authority, so far as the record 
is concerned, for the statement of the Senator from Maine that it 
will cost $12,000,000. I call the attention of my honorable col- 
league upon the committee to the fact that the evidence before 
Ss committee was that it would cost from five to six million 
dollars. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to say to the Senator from Indiana that 
we on this side could not hear what he said, but that the records 
show that the present State, War, and Navy building cost over 
$16.000,000—$16.500,000. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Georgia, 
the attention of the Senator from Indiana being diverted for the 
moment, that the Senator from Indiana stated that the expecta- 
tion is that this building will cost from five to six million dollars, 

Mr. BACON. Yes; Ido not know what the history of the State, 
War, and Navy building was in that regard, but the fap is 
that the anticipation was that it would not exceed that amount. 
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Bué it in fact cost $16,500,000. I understand this building which 
is cig to be erected will be a building equal in size to that 
building. 

Mr. HALE. It will be much larger. 

Mr. BACON. Larger. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator from Georgia is in error in 
his information about the State, War, and Navy building. It 
cost $10,038,432, 

Mr. BACON. I do not know from what source the information 
was obtained, but it has been reported to me by one who appears 
to have made an examination that the total cost of that building 
to the Government of the United States was $16,500,000, which 
may include some items not embraced in the statement made b 
the Senator from Indiana. It may haye something to do wi 
some other expenses. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The reports of the Government, which are 
accessible to the Senator, give the amount at the figure I have 

noted. 
5 Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 


Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to say to the Senator from New 


Hampshire, although perhaps he has it there already 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have the act. 

Mr. LODGE. That the act approved February 20, 1893, pro- 
vides for the competition of five architects. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I have the act before me, and inasmuch as 
I raised this question I think I will read the act and let it go into 
the RECORD. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; read the whole of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 3 authorized in hig 
discretion to obtain plans, drawings, and specifications for the erection of 
public Suildings for the United States, authorized by Congress to be erected 
under the supervision and direction of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
locai supervision of the construction thereof by competition among archi- 
tects under such conditions as he may prescribe and to make pa ment for 
the services of the architect whoss p. may be selected out of the appro- 
priations for the 5 buildings: Provided, That not less than five ar- 
chitects shall be invited by the said Secretary to compete for the furnishing 
of such plans and specifications and the supervision of such construction: 
And provided further, That the general supervision of the work shall con- 
tinue in the office of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Departmen 

the Supervising Architect to be the representative of the Government ina 

matters connected with the erection and completion of such buildings, the 
receipt of proposals, the award of contracts therefor, and the disbursement 
of moneys thereunder,and perform all the duties that now pertain to his 
office, except the ration of drawings and specifications for such build- 
ings and the! supervision of the construction thereof, the said drawings 


and specifications, however, to be subject at all times to modification and 
change relating to planor 5555 of building and selection of material 
therefor as may be directed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


That act was approyed February 20, 1893. 

Now, Mr. President, I have only a single word further to say 
in this connection. I think we ought not to be in great haste to 
make provision for this very costly building; and I think we 
ought to pause before we determine to place it especially upon 
those squares opposite the White House. I am very much im- 
pressed with the view which has been agitated in Congress and 
out of Congress, that we ought, in 3 our public buildings, 
to put them on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, between 

ifteenth street and the Botanical Gardens, and get rid of that 
unsightly portion of our city, erecting a succession of public 
buildings upon the south side of that avenue as the necessities of 
the Government may require. - 

I have hoped that that might be done, and I wish very much 
indeed that the Senator from Indiana could see the propriety of 
eliminating from the bill all provisions relating to the site and 
providing specifically that this building shall be put on the south 
side of the avenue. I know that the Park Commission suggested 
in their report that those blocks around that beautiful square 
might be utilized for the purpose of public buildings, but already 
there are fine and costly buildings there, private residences. 
Some of the people occupying them are entering earnest protests 
against being deprived of their homes, and I sympathize with 
them. One of them is connected with people in my own State, a 
woman, who feels that she can not give up her home, and yet she 
will have to do so if this building is authorized to be placed on 
that site. That is all I care to say on that point now. 

As to the matter of the architects, my only desire is that if we 
have that provision in the bill we shall limit it in some way. I 
became familiar with the instance the Senator from Maine has 
cited in looking over the construction of the buildings for the 
St. Elizabeth Asylum, finding, out of anappropriation of between 
$500,000 and $600,000, that $47,000 had been paid to architects; 
and they are a very common kind of buildings at that. There is 
not an architect in a town of 15,000 people in this country who 
could not have made the plans for those buildings. It did not re- 
quire any great skill, and yet we paid out 8 per cent of the entire 
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appropriation to architects to construct those buildings for the 
insane wards of the Government. 

I simply want to in some way limit this matter so that if we do 
make an appropriation of $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 for this magnifi- 
cent structure, wherever it may be located, we may not have to 
pay half a million dollars of that amount to the architects who 
will make the plans. 

Mr. President, I do not want to detain the Senate; and that is 
all I care to say at present on this question. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr, President, on the proposition which has 
been made here to postpone the erection of these buildings I have 
nothing to say. I do not know anything about the matter as to 
whether the committee have matured their plans so that they are 
ready to begin the preliminary work or not. I assume, of course, 
that they are or they would not have reported this bill. 

But upon the question of architects’ fees I should like to say 
that in my judgment that would begin the work of econcmy at 


the wrong end. Youcan not secure the services of any competent 


experienced architect with an organization at his command suffi- 
cient to do a work of this magnitude at any such percentage. 

I suppose it will be readily conceded that private enterprises— 
buildings which are erected by individuals and corporations—in 
point of economy, in point of usefulness, in point of attractive- 
ness, and as to their working qualities and facilities, far exceed 
those erected by the Government. 

In my judgment, the Government, in the erection of these pro- 
posed buildings, should proceed along precisely the same lines 
that individuals and corporations proceed on in the construction 
of great buildings in the large cities. You can not secure the 
services, as I have stated, of a competent architect with a well- 
organized office at less than 5 per cent. You can get men who 
will say, We will act as architects for 24 per cent,“ or 2 per cent. 

Mr. HALE. My attention was diverted there. From what I 
did hear I think the Senator is right about it. But did he say that 
we can not get an architect for 2} per cent? 

Mr. DRYDEN. I say we can not get competent architects 
with sufficient office organization to carry on a work of this kind 
for less than 5 per cent. 

Sore HALE. Yes, I have no doubt the architects would claim 
that. 
a DRYDEN, I have had a good deal of experience in that 


e. . 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt the Senator is right about it. 
The architects claim that, and they have a right to ask what they 
please in private matters. For buildings that are going up in the 
Senator's State, in New York, or elsewhere they have a right to 
ask what they please and to make their own trade. But here we 
are dealing with a public building in Washington. f 

Mr. DRYDEN. But the question is whether you can get an 
architect with sufficient ability to undertake the designing and 
the erection of a great.building of this kind at the percentage 
proposed in the bill. I say that private individuals can not de it. 

Mr. LODGE. The Government can. 

Mr. DRYDEN. You can get architects, but not architects 
with the 5 behind them, with the experience requisite to 
put up buildings of this kind. ; 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I venture to say 
that we can get the best architects in this country, the very best 
that anybody can name, to erect a great monumental building 
like this for the Government at this great expenditure for 24 per 
cent. I have not the slightest doubt of it. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I differ with the Senator from Massachusetts 
in that opinion. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will allow me, in support of 
the Senator’s argument, I wish to have read a letter from the Su- 
pervising Architect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jer- 
sey yield? 

r. DRYDEN. Certainly. 

The 5 G OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

£ TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 9, 1904. 
Hon. CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 
United States Senate. 

Stn: Pursuing the subject discussed at our recent interview, I have now 
the honor to state the points with regard to which you desire information: 

The compensation paid by the Department to private architects selected 
by competition is 5 cent upon the cost of the work executed from their 
tetany and specifications for full professional services, including ths super- 
vision of the work of construction. This fee (5 per cent is that fixed by tue 
American Institute of Architects, and is the standard fee charged by archi- 
tects in good standing throughout this and foreign countries. 

The service rendered to the Government by the architect selected under 
competition, in consideration of this fee (5 per cent), is the sama service 
which he would render for the same fee to clients in his private practice. 

It should be noted here, however, that the architect so employe i by the 
Government is burdened with a considerable amount of clerical work and 
correspondence with the Department which does not devolve upon him in 
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ivate practice. This grows ont of the fact that the expenditures, being of 
Public funds, must — under tho requirements of law and of the Depart- 
ment tions. Sofar,then,the ent employment is not so profit- 


tfully, J.K. TAYLOR, Supervising Architect. 


Mr. DRYDEN. That letter, which seems to with au- 
thority, only confirms thestatement I have made, which was based 
upon my own knowledge in such cases. I know from practical 
experience (and I have dealt with the and most important 
architects in this country) that no great architect will take a fee 
of less than 5 per cent. t is fixed, as the letter states, by the 
American Institute of Architects, and they are bound by that rate 
and will not accept any less commission. 

It has been said, Why the fee upon this building would amount 
to $135,000.” Why? Because of the enormous structure, the mag- 
nitude of the un ing. But $125,000 is no temptation to an 
architect who has got to do $200,000 worth of work. 

My contention about the feo of the architect is that the most 
wasteful, the most extravagant thing that can be done in connec- 
tion with erecting a great building of this kind is to employ a 
cheap architect. Every man who has had ience knows that 
5 architect with an organization skillful 75 T are ened 

in preparing specifications, skillful in laying the proj 
fore the contractors for bids, can make a vast difference in the 
result as to the cost. 

I say here now that as between a poor architect, who does not 
know how to draw his specifications properly, and a skillful and 
experienced architect, who does know how to do that thing, if 
you were to put this structure out to contractors for bids, the 

‘erence would amount to probably more than a million dollars. 

Every man who has had much experience knows that it is of 
the first importance that the architect should know how to draw 
his specifications; and haying drawn his specifications and the 
construction of the building having been gotten under way, it is 
next of the first importance that his drawings should be perfected 
so that when his iron beams, steel columns, etc., come to the 
ground to be put into place they will fit in their places. Now, a 
y s ers a incompetent arphitect, who would take 
this 70 g Bie 24 per cent, or 2 per cent, or 1} per cent, can 
not do that. He has not the facilities, he has not the organiza- 
tion, he has not the e ience. 

In my opinion the to begin to economize is not with the 
architect. You want the best possible talent that you can get 
for that purpose, and to get it you must pay the fixed scale—5 per 


cent. 

I should like, if it is in order, to propose an amendment to the 
amendment. I should like to see it amended so as to provide that 
the fee to the architect should not exceed 5 per cent. Some of 
our friends here think we can get the great architects to do this 
atalessfee. Private individuals can not doit, and I think that 
they look after business with as much care at least as the Gov- 
ernment. ; 

Now, let us see if we can get the great architects of the country 
to lend their talent to this work. Ithink the provisions of the 
law, as read by the Senator from NewHampshire[Mr.GaLLINGER], 
are wise in that they provide for competition by not less than five 
arebiiocts 20 bo sitented. Those architects should be paid for 
their preliminary plans or proposed plans, so as to make an in- 
ducement for them to enter thecom 
small sums that the Government will pay for the architects’ fees 
is not to be thought of or talked about at all, in my judgment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just one word in addition. 
I do not at all with the Senator from New ros [Mr. 
erat pint lier elk ghar psig fire el Sef Oa pro- 
posed amendment should be adopted twe shall pay not ex- 
e ne will pay 5 per cent, There is no doubt 
abou 2 


Then urther ision that we shall pay to 


persons— 
it is person” in the bill; it ought to be plural—that we shall | fifteen 
two sets of next in order 
judgment,” that 


pay to the persons “submitting the 
of merit to those selected such sums as, in thi 


tition. The comparatively draftsmen, to desi 


is, in the judgment of the committee, shall be proper compen- 
sation for their preparation.” I donot know how much that will 


a not believe there is any danger of the architect doing $200,000 


worth of work in making plans for this g. 

Mr. President, we reconstructed the White House a year or two 
ago, and one of these very distinguished architects had charge of 
it. I do not know how much it cost. I think it perhaps has 
never been stated; but it cost a very large amount. If there is 
no architect in New Hampshire who can do that work just as 
well for a much less amount, then I miss my guess. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do you think you have an architect in New 
Hampshire who could equal the buildin ing for the President? 

Mr. GALLINGER, I perhaps might draw the line at that; but 
that building was constructed under the supervision of a distin- 
guished architect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. One of the men the Senator from New 
Jersey has reference to, who has this great outfit and who is in 
this combine, whereby they are going, I suppose, to hold up pri- 
vate individuals as well as the Government to 5 per cent. He 
has come here and he has done that job. He reconstructed the 
White House, and spoiled some of it. He built an office for the 
President of the United States, and as the Senator from Missouri 
suggests, any second-rate lawyer or third-rate doctor in the coun- 
try could reasonably ask for just as good accommodations. It 
isan eyesore. Any man who may go down the Avenue and look 
at that excrescence which has been added to the White House by 
this very distinguished architectural firm will wish that some 
architect of ‘some country town in Missouri or New Hampshire 
had been employed to do the job. 

Now, Mr. ident, I am not at war with these gentlemen. 
They are g to get all the money they can; there is no doubt 
about that. we give them 2} per cent and then compensate the 
two next architects in order, we will get rid of $175,000 out of this 
appropriation. 

r. TILLMAN, Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido. 3 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator give his consent and -will 
he yote to give these additional architects any compensation? If 
we are going to have competition in this matter, and the longest 

le shall get the persimmon—in other words, if the brightest 

rains and ability as an architect shall secure employment for this 
purpose—why should the fellow who loses get anything? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That gion would of course be prop- 


erly before the Senate if the r should move to strike out 
that provision from the bill. 
Mr. NE DS. Mr. President 


The PRESIDENT tempore. Does the Senator from New 
eel to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. G VGER. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will permit an interruption, 
let me say to the Senator from South Carolina that there is an 
immense amount of work involved in drawing up these competi- 
tive plans, and not only 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not objecting to competitive plans. 

Mr. Not "r is there a large amount of work 
involved, but every architect who draws up a competitive plan has 
to pay outa very large ye j Soy to ee, to artists, to 

R guers, etc. , for the purpose of presenting a proper 
. The Senator, I imagine, has very little conception of the 
amount of labor that is expended. I have often been told by able 
and conscientious architects that sy ae been prevented from 
going into these competitions by a knowledge of the fact that 
they would be o to expend from five thousand to ten thou- 
sand dollars out of their own ets in the payment of employees 
— the preparation of competitive plans which after all might fail 
of success. 


in a matter 


ten, 
, twenty-five, one hundred, one hundred and sted or two 
the best 
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Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from New Hamshire will per- 
mit me—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I agree with the Senator entirely in the view 
that we ought to have the very best plans we can get We do not 
want any more abominations, if I may use the term, such as the 
executive offices and the Post-Office building up the street here. 
If Iam any judge of a building, that is an abortion in architecture. 
If we are = to have something else opposite the State, War, 
and Navy building, I think we had better go slowly. 

While I am willing to appropriate $100,000 or $150,000 or $200,000 
in a lump sum for the preparation of plans and specifications and 
supervision and for division among competing architects upon 
some agreed eee: I do not believe that we ought to go into 
the business of donating to somebody $5,000, $10,000, or $20,000 
because he sees fit to come into the competition. I do not think 
that is a good business proposition. 

You might say give $150,000 for the preparation of the plans 
to the man who wins; you might say give $10,000 to the next 
man whose plan was second in the estimation of the commission, 
and $5,000 for the third; but I donot want to leave it in the power 
of any commission, however high it may be, to pick out some 
favorite somewhere in this competition and make a contribution 
to his finances ad limitum. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. G GER. Certainly. a 

Mr. DRYDEN. I should like to explain to the Senator from 
South Carolina the usual course in cases of competition. A cer- 
tain number of architects are selected and invited to submit com- 
petitive plans, generally upon the condition that if one plan is 
accepted the architect whose plan is accepted shall receive the 
appointment as architect to prepare the piane and specifications 

and supervise the construction of the work. 

The compensation of the other architects who are unsuccessful 
in the competition is an amount agreed upon, some small sum— 
perhaps $1,000 each, or something like that—simply enough to 
pay them for their actual expenses and outlay in preparing the 
drawings which nig? submit. They receive no percen ; they 
have no interest in the building whatever after the appointment 
has been made of one of the architects. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Now, if the Senator will permit me, Ishould 
like to ask him if he is not rather giving his 1 away when 
he says that there is a large expense conne! with the prepara- 
tion of these plans and we ought to allow 5 per cent, and now says 
that we will give to the second and third competitors a thousand 
or two thousand dollars to reimburse them? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Not by any means; and I think I can make 
that clear to my friend from New Hampshire. The preliminary 
plans or drawings submitted by the architect for decision are sim- 
ply an exhibition of the exterior of the building, of the sides. He 
e a style of architecture which he recommends. To do that 
is 5 an inexpensive and trifling matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But then he will likewise submit a plan 
for the interior of the building. 

Mr. DRYDEN. By no means. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, I know that in some 
instances that is the case. I am not guessing. 

Mr. DRYDEN, That might be done, of course, by agreement, 
and of course that would involve a further expense; but that was 
not within my contemplation in the statement which I made a 
moment ago. ; 

Now, just one word more, if my friend will pardon me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. i 

Mr. DRYDEN. The addition to the White House has been 
criticised. Iam not going to defend it, but it is only fair to say 
that the architects who put on that addition have done some of 
the most beautiful architectural work in the world. I make no 
exception, and I realize the breadth and force of the statement 
when I say “the world.” An architect is often at a disadvantage, 
and his work is sometimes a reflection upon himself because he is 
cramped, restricted, dictated to, by his employer and he does not 

have his own way. 

I do not know who decided upon the plans for the addition to 
the White House. I know that I do not like them. But in my 
judgment that does not militate one iota against the claim I am 
making here, that the Government in the prosecution of these 
great enterprises ought to select the best talent in the land and 
the best talent is the cheapest. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as the ground has been 
pretty well traversed, I do not know that I want to add anything 
further. Yet I will venture to say just this, that I hope the time 
is not far distant when the office of 1 Architect of the 
Treasury Department will be made ciently competent to take 


charge of all our public buildings and not put us at the mercy of 
private architectural firms. 

I venture to say that there is not a handsomer public building in 
this country than the building in the little city in which I live. 
It cost only $200,000, but it is beautiful. It is admired by every 
visitor to that city. It was constructed directly under the super- 
vision and upon plans made in the office of the Supervising Archi- 
tect of the Treasury Department, We then a very compe- 
tent Supervising Architect. 

I trust the present Supervising Architect is equally as compe- 
tent. He was selected upon a civil-service examination, which to 
my mind is an utter absurdity. As to his competency I will not 
speak; I know nothing about it; but I do know that under the 
poos arrangement we are having substantially all our public 

uildings constructed upon plans made by private architects, and 
I do not think it ought to be so. 

Whether that office is sufficiently equipped to take charge of 
this building or not Iam unable to say, but I will repeat that in 
my opinion it is an extravagant waste of public money for us to 
vote a larger appropriation to the firm of architects who may get 
this contract than the amount I have named in my amendment, 
which I trust may be adopted. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I think a different rule might 
well apply, and ought. to apply, toa building of this kind from 
that which 7 in the case of any private structure. This 
is a building t will occupy several years in its construction. 
The ordinary fee of architects, as has been stated in the letter 
of the Supervising Architect, is 5 per cent for the plans and for 
supervision. The Government require but very little in 
the way of supervision, because we shall have a superintendent 
of construction, who will be himself a skilled architect and engi- 
neer. Take the buildings which have been recently constructed— 
the building for the Library of Congress, for instance, of which 
Mr. Green was the superintendent, and the Printing Office build- 
ing, where Captain Sewall, of the Engineer Corps of the Army, 
was superintendent, and I haye understood from Senators who 
have visited that building that it was admirably constructed. 

Under the rule which we shall adopt of having a skilled super- 
intendent there will be very little need of an architect in the way 
of supervision. Architects have this arrangement, as I know: 
They charge a certain fee for the plans, which is much less than 
the full fee of 5 per cent, then they make an arrangement by which 
they can be consulted occasionally; and all we shall need with an 
architect in the construction of a building of this kind will be the 
preparation of plans and such a supervision as we should doubt- 
less have under such a man as either one of the two men I have 
named, Mr. Green or Captain Sewall, who have a very superior 
knowledge of material. They are expert judges of every item of 
material which goes into a building; they are entirely familiar 
with plans, and would carry out the minutest details without 
needing to go to an architect. I think the quotation of the rule 
has not any great bearing upon this case. 

In regard to what the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
unate] haid about the recent construction of public buildings, 
that arrangement was perhaps wisely adopted by Congress, and Í 
think one reason given for it was that when all the public build- 
ings were planned by one architect we fell into a rut of uniform- 
ity in architecture. That argument was made I know, and many 
buildings were cited as illustrations of it. Then the particular 
fad of the Supervising Architect was mansard roofs, and we had 
no public paag in the country without a mansard roof on it. 

Mr. HALE. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that there is a finer or a 
more pleasing structure in Washington—one that gratifies good 
taste, that gratifies the eye in every particular—than the Treasury 
Department building? That was built before the day of the in- 
trusion of the professional architect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And so was the Patent Offce. 

Mr. HALE. The Patent Office, as the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] suggests, was also built before that time. 
Visitors in Washington pause before that building and look with 
satisfaction and pleasure u its symmetrical proportions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And there was the old Smithsonian Insti- 
tution building, which was another instance. = 

Mr. HALE. Yes; and there are others; but I refer to the Pat- 
ent Office especially. That was built before the 5-per cent archi- 
tect invaded this domain. We had god engineer officers. We 
had men that were . like Captain Sewall, to whom the 
Senator from Vermont referred, and also General Casey, to 
erect those buildings. 

The Senator from New Hampshire has called my attention to 
the old Smithsonian building, one, certainly, that is the very 
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finest of our public buildings. The White House: itself, as it 
stood before there was put up the little shanty which this archi- 
tect has built for the accommodation of the Presidential business, 
was a most pleasing edifice. The time will come pretty soon—I 
would be in favor of it now, but I do not want to move it on the 
pending bill to repeal that provision which lets in these archi- 


tects. It was enacted unadvisedly. Very few Senators or Mem- 
bers of the House realized what it was, but it grew out of the 
importunity of the architects. We would be better off without 
it, but I will not embarrass the Senator's bill by moving that 
amendment at this time. Some day, however, we ought to wipe 


it out. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Sena- 
tor from Maine in regard to the character of the buildings that 
he has cited. We had not then arrived at that point of perfection 
where we could improve upon the classic: style of the ancients, 
and I do-not think we have yet arrived at it. 

Mr: HALE. What led me to say what I did say so inade- 

tely was the suggestion of the Senator that, while this was 
dens under authority of the Government and we had the help of 
outside architects, we were falling into a sameness and an unin- 
teresting period of architecture. But what TI called his attention 
to was these buildings which, I am sure, do not lie open to eriti- 
cism on the of the Senator, and which he would not visit 
upon them. They are very graceful and very complete and are: 
fine specimens of architecture, each of it own kind. 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will allow me, I was referring 
to a. later period, since we have had a Supervising Arc 
had charge for so many years of the- planning of the public build- 
ings. I quite agree with the Senator in What he says as to the 
buildings to which he has referred. We then had no such plan. 
I do not believe now in going back to the system of having one 
architect plan all of the public buildings: That was not the sys- 
tem which prevailed when the buildings to which the Senator re- 
fers were erected. Under our present arrangement it would be 
plainly impossible for the Supervising Architect’s Office to make 
all the plans, and therefore some other arrangement must be 
made, unless we continue to employ outside architects: 

There are, I think, with our liberal appropriations, a very 
number of public buildings under construction, and it would 
entirely beyond the power of any one architect to take proper 
charge of the plans for all of them. There would be danger that 
he would imitate himself in one building after another and that 
the style would be too uniform. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I quite sympathize with 
any effort which tends to secure economy of expendi in any 
Government improvement, provided the efficiency of that ex- 
penditure is not impaired. 

Years ago I used to have the same views regarding architects 
which seem to be entertained by the Senator from Main o [Mr. 
Harr]; but after some years of experience in connection with 
building upon alargo scale, matters: in which I was personally 
interested, and ma in which corporations in which I was in- 
terested were engaged, I have come to the conclusion that there 
is no body of men in the United States more maligned than the 
architects of the United States—not intentionally, but simply be- 
cause of unfamiliarity with the subject. 

With reference to the compensation that is to be paid to these 
architects, I understand that such compensation is fixed by the 
rule of the Association of Architects. Their charge, I believe, is 
1 per cent for preliminary drawings, 35 per cent for plans with- 
out supervision, and 5 per cent for plans with supervision. That: 
ig the rule of all the architects of the United States, as I under- 
stand it. So, when you fixa less compensation in the bill, you 
necessarily exclude, it seems to me, from its operation these edu- 
cated and trained men who belong to this association. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the tor permit me? 

NEWLAND i 


Mr. S. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator mean to say that all the 
architects in the United States are in that trust? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I believe that every architectof goodstand- 
ing in the United States belongs to these architectural associations; 
that they arə all in some measure allied to the National Institute 
of Architecture; and that the purpose of that organization is not. 
spoliation or monopoly, but si pro advance art itself by secur- 
ing able, competent, skilled, and trained men for this profession. 

Mr. GALLINGER. To promote art itself, and at the same 
time increase their bank account. Is that the object? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As to bank acconnts, I have never known 
an architect within my experience who has reached large fortune. 
T have always found that the great architects are: much more in- 
terested in the perfection of their work than they are in the 
amount which they receive. Iam sure that some of the greatest 
of our architects who have engag in great works, involving very 
large expenditure of money, have paid out in the elaboration of 
their plans almost all they have received, 


hitect, who: 


I had occasion the other day to go to New Tork 

Mr. HOAR. With the permission of the Senator, I wish to ask 
him if he thinks that the association of architects is any more of 
a trust or any different from the law or the bar associations or the 
medical associations? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I — not. 

Mr. HOAR. Or other professional association? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Of course not. 

Mr. HOAR.. I do not suppose my friend from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] meant to say that architects in general were 
engaged in association for any unworthy p i 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; Idid not. But I think the Senator 
Will permit me to say, as we hear a great deal in debate in these 
modern times about combinations and trusts, and a good deal of 
denunciatory talk, that I do not see any difference between.acom- 
bination in a commercial or a manufacturing sense and a combi- 
nation of architects to hold up to their terms the men who are 
constructing buildings, I use the word “trust” advisedly, for I 
think it is as much a trust as anything else that can be imagined. 
That is my j ent. 

Mr. NE S. Mr. President, I do not care to be diverted 
from the present trend of my views by a discussion of the trust 
o: I assume that this association of architects resembles 

e bar associations, the associations of medical men, and other 
associations which are intended fo advance the efficiency of cer- 
tain professions. I am sure that any reasonable rule laid down 
by these professions regarding the nature and com tion of 
their services ought not to be regarded as assuming aspect of 
a trust or a monopoly. 

I was saying that if it be the fact that all of the eminent archi- 
tects of the country belong to this association, and if we fix a 
compensation below that provided by their rules, we necessarily 
eliminate them from the competition and submit this whole mat- 
ter to men who, as a rule, are inferior. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, supposing 
that the association next week should conclude that 10 per cent 
1 the right thing, ought we to continue this system and pay 


Mr. NEWLANDS. 
reasonable charge. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unquestionably. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I propose in a moment to get to the ques- 
tion of the reasonableness of the charge. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hops the Senator will; for I am very 
much afraid that as to the next public building we construct we 
shall be called 8 to pay 73 or 10 per cent. There is no logio 

e 


There is an unreasonable: exaction and a 


against it. All association has got to do is to so resolve, and 
we are at their mercy. . 
Mr. NE The present rates have existed for years, 


and there has been no protest on the part of private builders, 

So far as I am concerned, with a large experience in these mat- 
ters, I have to say that every architect with whom I have had any 
connection has fully earned his money, whether the enterprise in 
which he was engaged was a small one or a large one. I assume, 
Mr. President, that the great corporations that are engaged in 
putting up large and expensive buildings, far sassing’ in ex- 
pense and in beauty most of our public buildings, and the great 
men of wealth who are engaged in putting up large and expensive 
buildings in our great cities, would not be likely to submit to an 
exaction, and yet they all pay these rates. 

We have an improvement contemplated in Washington, the 
construction of a great station building which has been provided 
for by Congress, a structure to be put up by the Pennsylvania 
Railroad and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad companies, at a 
cost exceeding $3,000,000, I believe.. What do those corporations 
do? They go to one: of the best architects in the country, Mr. 
Burnham, of Chicago—not, perhaps, so strong in his artistic sense 
as some of the other architects of the country, but uniting with 
artistic sense the highest business capacity, the qualities of an 
manes of a constructor, and of a financier. 

e had an instance of the work of that great architect in the 
Chicago Exposition, which opened the eyes of the world to the 
possibilities of American architecture, advanced by the very 
architects belonging to this association, graduates of the art 
schools of this country, 5 of the art schools of Paris, men 
who had spent years and large amounts of money in their train- 
ing. It is these men of whom the Senator from New Hampshire 
complains. 

I will warrant that the railroad companies do not hagglo with 
Mr. Burnham regarding his commission. I will warrant that 
they pay him the percentage provided for by the rules of the as- 
sociation to which he belongs. 

So it was when Boston was about to construet its public li 


I library 
one of the most beautiful buildings in the United States, con- 
structed at a cost of only $1,000,000, I believe, but yet in the ex- 
penditure representing more in the way of art than any other 
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building in the United States. That building was constructed 
by Mr. McKim, the architect of the White House. who is now 
the object of criticism. Did the city of Boston haggle with Mr. 
McKim then as to the comp. nsation he received? I will warrant 
they paid him the 5 per cent provided for by the rules of this as- 
sociation. 

Some time ago I was in New York, and I went into the office of 
Carrere & Hastings. noted architects of this country, standing 
upon an equality with the firm of McKim, Mead & White, of New 
York, the architects who laid ont the great Buffalo Exposition, 
which certainly was a thing of beanty. Carrere & Hastings had 
undertaken the construction of the great public library in New 
York, and I found them occupying two buildings with an army 
of men engaged in the work of designing that one building. 

I imagine that the mere compensation which they receive counts 
nothing with those men as compared with the excellence of the 
work which they pro to do. I will warrant that they will 
spend every cent of their compensation. if it is necessary, in se- 
curing the best talent in the way of designers, in the way of con- 
structors. in the way of engineers, and in the way of artists that 
may be ne for the completion of that great work. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him? » 

Mr. NEWLANDS. So far as wealth is concerned—I beg the 
Senator's pardon, I yield to him. 

Mr. GALLIN GER. The Senator says that all the competent 
architects in the country are in this association; that-outside of 
this association no good work can be secured. Now, if that be 
so, the architect who made the plans for the addition to the St. 
Elizabeth's Asylum belongs to this association. and yet he has re- 


ceived ð centon the amount appropriated by Congress—$48,000 
or $44.000, I have forgotten whi n an expenditure of a little 
over $500,000, 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I will say that the charge of architects 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Nevada 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will permit me, I will say 
that under the rules of the association the charge of architects 
for alterations and improvements of an existing building is 10 

r cent. 

1 GALLINGER. But these were new buildings. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is much harder to change a building 
already existing than to plan one anew. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that these were 
new buildings of very common character—common brick build- 
ings—and yet we have paid the architect for those buildings—and 
if the Senator will cross the river he will see them as he goes 
over—S per cent. I think, and there is still a bill pending. We 
should limitin some way the compensation of these gentlemen, 
accomplished as they are. I quite agree with the Senator in his 
tribute to them. They believe in high art, and give us a little too 
much of it. That is the trouble with many of our buildings; they 
are too elegant for public use, in my judgment. But. if the Sen- 
ator will go over to St. Elizabeth's Asylum he will see a very com- 
mon set of brick buildings that these distmguished architects are 
responsible for, so far as the plans are concerned, and we paid 
ont 8 per cent for them. Does te Senator want this bill left open 
so that when we have expended 850,000. these gentlemen will get 
840.000 of that sum, and a like proportion on any additional sum 

ded? Does he not think we onght to limit it in some way? 
5 5 NEWLANDS. Iwill say tothe Senator that I know nothing 
of the improvement to which he refers. Ihave not seen the build- 
` ing, and so I am unable to form a judgment. I certainly do not 
want to see inferior work, and I do not want to see extravagant 
compensation for it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Under the bill the responsibility of con- 
tracting with the architects will rest three Cabinet officers— 
the Secretary of State, the Attorney-G and the Secor 
of Commerce and Labor; and I ask the Senator if we may not 
repose confidence in that commission? Is there anyone here who 
has any suspicion whatever that those three Cabinet officers, con- 
stituting the commission of construction, will be derelict in per- 
forming their duty? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will an- 
ewer that by saying that I do not think they will pay any atten- 
tion to it at all. That is my judgment. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I assume, Mr. President, that there must 
be some executive body to attend to this thing. I believe the mat- 
ter of an agreement for the compensation for the architect's fees 
is an executive matter; and, whilst I recognize the right of Con- 
gress to limit the compensation which can be paid, I only oppose 
that kind of a limitation which, in my judgment, will prevent ef- 
ficient service and prevent the securing of the proper talent for 
this work. I take it for granted that the gentlemen to whom the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Famsanxs] has referred—able, as 


able as any of us are; economical. as economical as any of us are 
will guard the interests of the Govermnent in the discharge of 
their executive work just as well as we can; and I think they will 
be in a much better position to adjust this matter propery than 


we are, for they will have the means of judgment and they can 
secure the information that is necessary for them to arrive at a 
proper judgment. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Harr] has referred to the archi- 
tectural history of this city in aid of his contention that it is un- 
necessary to go to trained architects for work. and he has referred 
to the Treasury Department. to the Patent Office. and to the Post- 
Office, I believe. as specimens of good architecture. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not the Post-Office. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not the Post-Office? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope not. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I mean the old Post-Office building, which 
is recognized as a very pure specimen of Grecian architecture. 

Mr. GALLINGER, The Senator from Maine referred. at my 
suggestion, to the old Smithsonian building, which, in my judg- 
ment, is the finest specimen of architecture in Washington. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know the history of the Smith- 
sonian building, but I feel sure that if you will inquire into the 
history of the construction of that building you will find that one 
of the best architects of the time was secured in its construction. 
Its very proportions indicate that a trained, experienced, and ar- 
tistic architect accomplished that work. 

So far as this Capitol is coucerned. it was intrusted to the best 
architects of the time. Doctor Thornton, I believe. one of th 


great archite ts of this region, made the orixinal design. His 
work was followed ap by Mr. Walter. one of the t architects 
of the time: probably the greatest architect of the time. That 


work was not done under the supervision of the Supervising 
Architect of the Treasury. 

I am not familiar with the history of the Treasury building or 
with the history of the old Post-Office building or the Patent Of- 
fice, but I am sure that the best architects must have been con- 
nected with those great works. 

In the early history of the Republic the architecture of this 
country was very much better than it has been in later years. 
Why? Because our architects were under the influence of the 
traditions of the European architects. They followed the Euro- 
pean architecture. The colonial style of architecture, which is 
so much admired to-day, was simply a repetition of the conti- 
nental architecture of that time. some of the colonial buildings 
being designed by great architects and some of them simply copied 
after existing plans, and almost al] of them excellent. As to 
public architecture, you have only to read Jefferson's letters to 
er solicitous he was that we should follow the best classic 
m S y ‘ 

But in the middle of the last century we fell upon a most un- 
fortunate era in which. disregarding all the traditions of this art 
and of this profession, trusting ourselves tocarpenters and builders 
and stone masons, we erected all over this country the most amaz- 
ing structures of hideousness. It has only been since the Chicago 
Expositiun that there has been a revival of architecture in this 
conn That revival was dne to the enthusiastic and public- 
spirited acts of the men belonging to this institute of architects 
which is so much criticised here to-day. 

You will find that during the middle of the century and up 
until recent years almost all the buildings of Washington of a 
public character were inferior in their architectural effect. The 
Pension building—a monstrosity—the new Post-Uffice, designed 
in the office of the Supervising Architect. which we all admit 
is inferior. and the State, War, and Navy building, also designed 
in the office of the Supervising Architect, which, while perhaps 
not so bad, certainly will not compare with the Cap tol or with the 
Patent Office or with the n White House in artistic 
effect, thongh it involved a very expenditure of money. 

It does seem to me that we are fortunate to have so large, able, 
public spirited, and capable a body of men banded together in 
this association, not for the of spotiating the public, not 
for the purpose of monopoly. but simply for the purpose of guard- 
nge profession itself in the interest of art, and protecting the 
public itself from spoliation by men whootherwise would charge 
what they choose, 

Recollect that the association limits the man of génius and tal- 
ent as well as the inferior man. and that the compensation is the 
same, the only difference between them being that the man of 
recognized talent gets the great work. No man of talent can 
continue to secure such work unless he does the work well, unless 

ese great corporations, like the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 
like the Pennsylvania Railroad, like the great insurance corpora- 
tions of New York, and these great banking companies. which 
are putting up these monumental structures throughout the 
United States—companies composed of men of business who meas- 
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ure every cent—certainly would not yield to this association of 
architects if they were a band of robbers simply gotten together 
for spoliation and robbery. It seems to me a word ought to be 
said in behalf of these men who are doing more in this country to 
make it beautiful and attractive than any other body of men in 
the country and who, in my judgment, are doing a higher public 
service to the country than any other association of men. 

Now, criticism is passed upon the work in the White House. We 
limited the rte They had to get along with $500,000, I 
believe, for the entire work, and the era was whether they 
should put on additions to that building which would entirely 
subordinate the old building and destroy its individuality in the 
beauty and the grandeur of the new, or whether they should 
maintain the simple individuality of that historic building; and 
we owe a debt of gratitude to Mr. McKim, if for nothing else, 
that he decided to hold to the individualized White House as it 
existed for a hundred years, not changing it or altering it at all, 
but completing it according to the original plans. 

Mr. ALLISON. The law required him to do it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. The law probably required him 
to do it, but it was at the suggestion, I have no doubt, of Mr. 
McKim. Mr. McKim, I understand, was in communication with 
the White House. 

Mr. BACON. I may be mistaken, but is not the contrary true, 
that Congress had reason to apprehend that there were going to be 
some undesirable changes, and Congress put this limitation on him 
to prevent him? Am I not correct, I will ask the Senator from 
Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not remember the circumstances. I re- 
member very well that the law required him not to change the 
exterior appearance of that building or to ud to it or take 
from it. 

Mr. BACON. Iwill ask the Senator this: Was not that law 
passed after it was shown that the changes were about to be 
undertaken? 

Mr. ALLISON. The law was passed because there was a con- 
sensus of opinion that no one should interfere with the appear- 
ance of that old building. 

Mr. BACON. And Congress had reason to believe that there 
was about to be such interference? 

Mr. ALLISON. There may have been people who had that 
fear; I do not know. 

Mr.BACON. Andthere was foundation for that apprehension. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Georgia 
that in fact a plan had been made and exhibited in the White 
House showing the proposed changes. 

Mr. BACON. It did change the exterior? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Very materially. 

Mr. BACON. Very materially changing the exterior, and at 
that time some of our leading Senators, as I recollect, who are 
very much to be thanked for the service performed, saw the ne- 
cessity for such legislation and initiated it and carried it through. 
I think the thanks of the country are due to them for the protec- 
tion of the White House against those changes. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Geor- 
gia whether Mr. McKim was not in consultation with somebody 
regarding that building before the Senate took this action? 

. BACON. I think so, undoubtedly. That is exactly what 
I have allusion to. Of course I have no definite knowledge other 
than that which is generally shared by Senators and Representa- 


tives 

- Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
it is not true that Mr. McKim was in consultation either with the 
President or some one else in regard to that structure before the 
appropriation was made? : 

r. ALLISON. I have no doubt he was in such consultation. 
Of course there were many plans and suggestions as respects 
what should be done with that building, and Mr. McKim, among 
others, was consulted on the subject. The superintendent of 
public buildings and grounds at that time also had some decided 
views on the subject, but those views were all laid aside, if I 
may use that expression, by the committees having charge of the 
matter, and the request was made that an estimate be provided 
which would declare that the building should not be disturbed or 
the harmony of it or its general appearance changed, and that it 
should not be added to or taken from. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
st conclusion was not in accordance with the views of Mr. 

Kim? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not know as to that. Mr. McKim did 
not appear before the Committee on Fd Senta, which dealt 
with this subject, although they had his estimates before them. 
But there was sufficient reason, so far as concerns the committee 
and the Senate, to induce the committee to restrict these chan 
nee a way that the exterior of the building should not be di 


Mr. NEWLANDS: I think the committee acted very wisely. 
All I contend is that I have always understood that Mr. McKim 
was brought into consultation regarding that building before the 
appropriation was made, and that the general views of the commit- 
tee coincided with the views of Mr. McKim, or, if you wish to put 
it the other way, that the views of Mr. McKim coincided with 
the views of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Doesthe Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. e 

Mr. HALE. I can add a little something to the testimony of 
the Senator from Iowa with reference to this matter, not in any 
way contradicting it. 

When the matter finally came up, as these things do, on the 
question of the money, the appropriation to pay the bills, asubcom- 
mittee waited upon the President. I will say to the Senator that 
instead of in any way assenting to his poen proposition, that 
not only a distinctive suggestion, but I may say an adjuration 
was imposed upon the President that thisman McKim should not 
be allowed in any way to interfere with the architectural beauty 
of the White House; and the only man from whom any danger 
was contemplated as likely to arise was this same architect. 

I am free to say that I believe had not the committee jealously 

rded that building and kept it in a way intact, preserved its 

e, beautiful features, it would have been stripped, dismantled, 
ransacked, changed, and perverted and eS destroyed if 
we had let it go into the hands of the architect, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do you base that upon any statement of 
Mr. McKim's? 


Mr. HALE. Knowing what was generally in view, knowing 
that his scheme was to carry the Executive office over to a new 
building on Jackson Square, we were very careful in every way 
to exclude the idea. eknewenough. I did not want any state- 
ment from Mr. McKim that he knew more about that building 
and what ought to be done than I did. No member of the com- 
mittee wanted it. We did not go near him, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Let me suggest to the Senator from Maine 
that if he had no statement from Mr. McKim it is hardly fair for 
him to state that he has no doubt that Mr. McKim would have 
dismantled that building and changed its whole structure, 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt whatever of it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. It is hardly fair, it seems to 
me, unless the Senator had some information from Mr. McKim 
to that effect, so to charge. 

Mr. President, I am very glad to be corrected regarding the 
history of the White House construction. If the retention of 
that building in all its old simplicity is entirely due to the com- 
mittee, great credit is due them. If any part of it is due to the 
President, credit is due him. If any part of it is due to Mr. 
McKim, credit is due him; but I do say that an appropriation of 
$500,000 was made, and with that appropriation it would have 
been possible for an architect to have departed very considerably 
from the present individualized appearance of the White House. 

Mr. HALE. Not under the injunctions that we laid down, and 
we never should have appropriated unless we had had the assur- 
ance that none of those changes would be made. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It would have been very easy, had an infe- 
rior architect been selected, to have put up the Executive build- 
ing right adjoining the White House, and in such a way as to in- 
terfere with its architectural completeness, and yet the architect 
would have done it under the appropriation. No particular place 
was designated where a particular structure or improvement was 
to be made. You gave general instructions, it is trne—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does not the Senator think it would have 
looked better if it had been put in the rear of the White House 
instead of where it is? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. So far as that building is concerned, I was 
going to aap Stor all lines pointed out by the original architect of 
the White House were pursued. The original plans were looked 
— Those original plans provided for the arcade upon each side 
which has been the subject of criticism. They were in the origi- 
nal plans of the White House, and in providing for them Mr. 
McKim only carried out the aes Ge design. 

It was essential that there should be Executive offices. The 
White House was crowded and was almost deprived of its charac- 
ter as a home by reason of the Executive offices. They had to be 
placed somewhere, and where it would be convenient. Now, ar- 
chitecturally that structure, I say, was located at the right place. 
Ido not say that ee hd from my own judgment, but the judg- 
ment of the best architects of the country—I state that the ar- 
chitects of the country have come to the protection of Mr. McKim 
against the assaults which have been made upon him. 

He 35 the president 1 ge of 50 3 
try. vou suppose t grea of men would select 
un inferior man as their chief official? He is the man who de- 
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signed the public library in Boston, where they have greater taste 
for art than in any other city in the United States. and he has 
done the very best work in thecountry. He is so generally recog- 
nized, not only in this country, but throughout the world, that he | offi 


received some decoration at the hands of the King of England 
only a short time ago. This decoration was regarded as a proper 
tribute to the character and the artistic quality of the man by 
architects all over the world. 

Now, then, as you view the White House from Jackson Square, 
80 ar as proportion is concerned, there is nothing to find fault 
wit 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether 
that decoration was conferred before or after the construction of 
the Executive office? Was a photograph of it submitted to His 
Majesty before the decoration was conferred? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know about that. 

Now, so far as the material is concerned, it is the only thi 
you can question about the Executive office. If he had pS a hig 
structure there, it would have subordinated the White House. It 
had to be a low structure, almost unobservable. So far as the 
color is concerned, it w iy as is the White House. So far as 
proportions are concerned, it is perfect in its proportions. 
ow, you can criticise the material because it is made of brick, 
painted white. I have no doubt the architect would have used 
marble if you had given him the money to do it, but he was lim- 
ited by the appropriation, and he had to put it up. It is regarded 
J ee ceiaee, CONA, E Sink, OOI KL or 
twenty thonsand dollars. 

Mr. BACON. Sixty thousand dollars. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Perhaps $580,000; I do not know. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator’s suggestion as to the cost, I su 

is controlled largely by the view, from looking at the build- 
ag would take as to what would be the proper cost. But that 
is only one-fourth the cost. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should think nye 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understood him to say just now that that 
structure cost not to exceed fifteen or twenty thousand dollars, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That was my impression. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope that is true. I have heard it stated, 
however, and repeatedly, that it cost $65,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, it may be so. 

Mr. FORAKER, Senators sitting about me say that it is cor- 


rect. i ‘ 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then, it seems to me, it cost too much. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes: that is the popular impression, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. But so far as the design itself is concerned, 
its proportions, its relation to the White House itself, I insist 
upon it that it could not have been more perfect, and that the 
only thing to be complained of, regardless of the question of cost, 
is as to the material of which it is composed. ubtless many 
would, have been better pleased had a striking structure been 
placed there, but its very merit is its simplicity and unobtrusive- 


ness. 

Senators have spoken of a plan that was on exhibition there, 
the plan that was gotten up by the army engineer in charge of 
public buildings, That elaborate design, involving an extensive 
wing upon each side, as did the design that was presented to Con- 
gress at one time by the wife of President Harrison, involved a 
very large expenditure of money and involved almost a destruc- 
tion of the individuality of the ite House itself. 

Now, here is a sample of a design cheaply secured. The army 
engineer in charge of the public buildings had in his employ at 
that time a designer, not an independent architect, nota man who 
could go out in the world and wrestle with others and secure 
work, but a man who, having had an architectural training, 
lacked the pecnliar qualities which would have given him success 
in his profession, — therefore could be secured for a very small 
salary: and he made that great design which would have cost a 
very large sum. Suppose you had accepted it. You would have 
saved in the architects’ fees and you would have lost in the great 
expenditure for the building. That is what I say is the advan- 
tage to be secured by getting these men of training and experi- 
ence. You not only get art, yon not only get efficiency, you not 
only get perfect construction, but you also get the most econom- 
ical construction. 

Senators have referred to the S ing Architect's Office. 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLtxerr] referred to 
it as if that office were almost conducted without cost, and he 
hopes the time will come when theconstruction of these buildings 
will be turned into the Supervising Architect's Office. The pres- 
ent Supervising Architectis one of the very best men who hasever 
occupied that position, but I assume he would not accept a po- 
sition yielding only $5,000 a yearif he could contend inthe world 


with such menas Carrere & Hastings or McKim, Meade & White. 
I suppose he will not assume that he stands in the same grade 
with them. He runs this office, and he has an expenditure in this 


ce— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I interrupt the Senator to say, if that be 
so, why should not the Government get in that office this high 
talent for which the Senator is contending? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. Pay a man $50,000 and you 
will get it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Why should we k an inferior man 
there who is really in charge of our public dings? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Pay a man $50,000 and you will get him. 

As to the cost of that office, I do not know what the annual 
expenditure for public buildings is. I have had no opportunity 
to prepare myself on this subject. I cameinto this Chamber only 
a few moments ago and found this matter under discussion. It 
is a new question to me. but I imagine that the total expenditures 
of this country for public buildings does not exceed $5,000,000. 
Am I right, may I ask the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation for the Supervising Archi- 
tect's Office is a very sum relatively; but the custom of the 
Supervising Architect’s Office is to retain 5 per cent of ev 
appropriation for supervision, plans, etc., and therefore I should 
say that the annual expenditure would be more than 5 per cent 
upon the amount expended annually. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. So it seems that now the Government is 
paying 5 per cent for the work that is done in the Supervi-ing 
Architect's Office. From every appropriation that is made for a 
public building, costing, say, a million dollars, $50,000, 5 per cent, 
is set aside by the Supervising Architect for the expenses of the 
plans and supervision. How can you object to 5 per cent being 
paid to men of talent outside? 

Mr. HALE. That is done for emergencies, general supervision, 

janitors, and this fee that the architect gets is besides that. It is 
in addition to it. That is the whole point of the matter. There 
is not a dollar of this sum saved by employing an architect. It 
is a wise thing in a large building to reserve something for emer- 
gencies,-things that come up which are unanticipated, and that 
is always done. But the architect’s fee is aside and independent 
of that entirely, and it does not cut off a cent from the building— 
not one cent—if you aay od an architect. 

Mr. NEW As I understand, the architect's fees coyer 
not only the plans, but the supervision. = 

Mr. HALE. Only what they call the “architectural” work. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; construction. 

Mr. HALE. After a building is started the architect does not 
go near it more than once in several weeks. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, he would 

Mr. HALE. Well, he does not. But we do have a superin- 
tendent of buildings, and if it isa large building he has his sub- 
ordinates, he has janitors, he has everybody else, and the 5 per 
cent is reserved to cover all that, But the architect has nothing 
to do with that. 

As I said, he does not appear, he does not show himself near the 
building after he has put his plan in and got his fees started; at 

east not often. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator from Maine has had an en- 
tirely different experience among architects than I have. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in the Tars- 
ney Act it is specifically provided that the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury Department shall eee these buildings. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey? P 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I should like to state what my information is 
as to the practiceof architects in superintending the construction 
of a structure. 

He enters into a contract with his employer that he will not 
only -yere the plans and designs and prepare the specifications, 
but that he will superintend the work. Now, it is true that a 
great architect does not personally go every day and walk over 
the beams and climb onto the different stories to look at the work, 
but he keeps his superintendents there to do it, men who are in 
his employment, men who are paid by him, and they do the work 
and they are skilled men in their work. If a contract is made 
with one of these big architects, those men take the place of the 
very force which it has been stated here the Government keeps 
in its architectural office. 

Mr. HALE. That is not experience, nor is it my experience in 
the erection of private structures. I have had to build. from the 
desires and the necessities and the ravages of fire within the last 
fifteen years, three pretty good sized houses. I paid the architect 
for the plans, and just paid him his percentage, a big price, but I 
had a contractor to manage the whole thing and I had to pay him. 
The architect never in any way reduced by one dollar the ex- 
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penses that I was at with reference to the supervision of the 
structure. It was all extra. And I say that the architect who 
furnishes plans for Government buildings is all additional. It 
does not take the place of anything. Five per cent is reserved by 
the Government, as it always was before. 

Mr. DRYDEN. My rience has been directly con to 
that of the Senator from Maine. I know it is uoa when 
large structures are to be erected to stipulate such a condition in 
the contract with the architect, that he shall furnish these men 
to examine the work as it goes on and certify to its correctness, 
and if the work is found to be improper it is rejected, and rej 
on the certificate of these men whom the architect keeps there 
to act for him. If the Government was to enter into a contract 
with any of these big architects who construct these enormous 
buildings, it can make such a condition in the contract, and the 
architect will ASi it. 

Mr. FAIRB. . Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. . 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I wish to say what the Senator from New 
Jersey would be too modest to say, that there is nowhere, neither 
in the Senate nor anywhere else, a person more capable of speak- 
ing upon this subject than the honorable Senator from New Jer- 
sey. One of the most splendid office buildings in the United 
States—yes, one of the finest in the world—has been constructed by 
him, and while I have no certain knowledge upon the subject, I 
am very well satisfied to follow the better opinion of the Senator 


from New Jersey. 

Mr. NE . Will the Senator from Maine permit me to 
inquire whether or not he paid the architect to whom he referred 
5 cent commission? 

. HALE. Two and a half per cent. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then you paid two and a half per cent 
simply for the plans which did not involve supervision. 

Mr. HALE. Iwas younger then than I am now, and greener. 

` I paid him what he asked. 
. NEWLANDS. Twoand a half per cent for all these struc- 
tures that you referred to? You spoke of having put up three. 

Mr. E. I paid all expenses, all incidental expenses. I 
found no fault with him. He was a very competent, bright archi- 
8 755 one at the very best, but he did not manage the construction 
of the ing. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. What is that? 

Mr. HALE. He did not manage the construction of the build- 
ing. He turned over his plans to the builder. The builder em- 

l his joiners, his carpenters, his day laborers, and built the 
ilding, and when he had a bill to É ae he presented it to me 
and I paid it. But the architect did not manage it, and there is 
no necessity in these cases, with this bureau that we have there, 
for the architect charging for the management of the building. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is very clear to me that the Senator 
must have made an arrangement such as is often made covering 
simply the plans and involving no supervision whatever as to 
details and no responsibility whatever as to construction. 

Now, the architect’s duties are defined in the annual report of 
the Supervising Architect, in which he speaks of the Tarsney Act: 

The 3 authorizes the Secreta: 


known as the “ 
ə successful architect is to have 
ry nature, 


an advisory or a superviso 

So that the architect is to have the local supervision of the con- 
struction. He is to have supervision of the contract, and if the 
contractor puts in inferior material he orders it to be taken out; 
and my experience is that a very valuable part of the architect's 
work is that which comes under this head. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, at that point 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Let me keep the floor just one moment 
longer and I will yield. e 

r. GALLINGER. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to 

something on that very point. He has the report of the Super- 
F t, from which he reads? 


. NEWLANDS. Yes, 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Supervising Architect had turned 


of 


to the statute enacted in 1893 he would have found this provision, p 


which relates directly to his office: 

That the general supervision of the work shall continue in the office of the 
Su; neg Faget estas Poel TAART Depar ENAN 0 8 Archi- 
Seok tn be the a ee of the hh emmy inall 5 
n 


the erection a 
Sar; scott parkient nit tee AGA thes som pertain te bie thee coe te 
jer, an ‘orm m now n to 0 ex 
cations tor such buildings, * 


preparation of drawings and specifi 


It seems to me that so far as the supervision is concerned, un- 
der this statute, which provides for competition between outside 


ected | up a building. 


architects, the Su ising Architect is specifically charged with 
mn rvision of the 838 ant 
in his report. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Well, he forgot to quote the 
WLANDS. H 


DS. The Supervising Architect does not say so 


language. 

Mr. NE . He says *‘the architect is to have local 
supervision of the construction, the function of the office of the 
Supervising Architect teing of an advisory or supervisory na- 
ture.“ It is true that the Supervising Architect represents the 
Government, just as aif agent would act for me if I were putting 
i I would have a certain degree of control over the 
architect, but that would not involye my assumption of his duty 
in the supervision of the construction itself. 

Now, Mr. President, I was just getting to one point. I sent to 
the room of the Committee on Appropriations a few moments ago 
to inquire what amount was allowed the Supervising Architect's 
Office for the supervision of the construction of the various pub- 
lic buildings of this country. I find that while the specific allow- 
ance to that Office is only $5,220, yet there is authorized to be paid 
from public-building appropriations $300,000, making a total of 
$305,000, which is 5 per cent on—— 

Mr. ALLISON. Six million dollars. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is per cent on $6,000,000, and I assume 
that the annual expenditures of the Government for public build- 
ings in this country does not exceed that amount. So it seems 
that even when we assign this work of making plans to the Super- 
vising Architect, the plans and supervision of the Government 
buildings involve an expenditure of 5 per cent. 

It is true that 25 can pay an architect, if you choose, simply 
for his plans, and you can get them for a less sum than 5 per cent; 
but it seems to me that no greater mistake could be conceived than 
to get a great design for a great building from a great architect, 
and then when the time for construction comes absolutely ab- 
solye him from all responsibility regarding it. I should call that 
in the highest degree unbusinesslike, involving possibly great de- 
fects in construction, great defects in design, and great defects in 
the artistic perfection of the ieee g 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I have not sufficient artistic 
taste nor yet the experience to throw any light on the question 
which has engaged the attention of the Senate now for aconsider- 
able time. To one claiming to know something on that subject, 
it would seem entirely safe if we fixed a maximum compensation— 
say, 5 per cent—and left it to a committee of three members of 
the Cabinet, as is proposed in this bill. But upon the major prop- 
osition, as to whether this measure should pass, I have very de- 
cided convictions. 

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator will permit me just on that point, 
I will ask him a question. Does he know how much we are pay- 
ing at this time for rental of offices for Government officials? 
it not true that we are paying about $315,000 or $320,000 a year, 
and that is equal to 2 per cent on $15,000,000? 

Mr. QUARLES. Three hundred and sixteen thousand dollars, 
Lam advised, the Government is paying annually in this city for 
the rental of additional facilities for its departmental force. I 
shall come to that presently. 

Mr. President, I should not have asked the attention of the 
Senate at all on this question had it not been for a suggestion 
made by my distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. Hars]. He is 
always deliberate, always persuasive, and generally wise; but he 


5 dropped one remark Which challenged my attention and to which 


I wish to direct the attention of the Senate for a moment. 

His suggestion was that, before passing a bill of this magni- 
tude, there ought to be a preliminary commission o ized, 
whose function it should be to investigate and report to 3 
at the next session the probable cost of the several proposed sites. 
Now, that delay means death to this measure; and when my dis- 
tinguished friend urges delay and deliberation, I beg to remind 
him that this bill involves no sudden impulse or spasm; that it is 
the result of five years of deliberate reflection and investigation 
on the part of the committee of this body to whom is intrusted 
this subject-matter. 

When I came to the Senate five years ago I was assigned to 
this committee, and I believe I have attended every meeting of 
the committee from that time until now. One of the ve 
ropositions made to that committee after I had the honor of join- 
ing it was the imperative necessity of another large departmental 
building, such as is contemplated by this bill, and that commit- 
tee then undertook that task. You may have noticed, if you have 
read the report of the committee, that it was in 1899 that, respond- 


with ing to the universal conviction that another great building was 


necessary, the Attorney-General was authorized to expend a mil- 


lion dollars on one of the 4 named in this bill for a judici 
building. You know the history of that proposition. it failed. 
The ttee on Public Buil and Grounds in the Senate 


have considered no end of propositions with a view of relieving 
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this great demand on the part of the 


ents, but it has 
been necessary to adopt scme scheme which was considered wise 
by the corresponding.committee in another place. We had also 
to consult the convenience and wishes and preferences of the sev- 
eral ents; and this bill, notwithstanding that continued 
investigation on the of the committee, is the very first tangi- 
ble proposition that ever found its way into this body. 

- Now, referring again to the suggestion of my distinguished 
friend from Maine that we should ascertain the cost of these 
several sites as a matter of precaution, I want to say that the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has repeatedly en- 
deavored to ascertain the cost of all the sites that are named in 
this bill; and we went far enough to determine in our minds one 
great fact—that is, that the owners of these several pieces of 
property put such an excessive valuation upon them t it is 


utterly impossible to hope for an agreement with them as to the’ 


peer of their property, and that condemnation must necessarily 
resorted to in each and every case. 

So, if my distinguished friend were to carry his proposition 
through and defeat the consideration of this bill, his commission 
would only learn that which our committee has had enforced 
upon us time and time again, that it is utterly idle to make the 
attempt to buy this property. You have got to condemn it, and 
we shall simply lose time if we undertake to pursue the other 


course. : 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me. I do not quite see 
why he says that if this particular proposition is not carried 
through now it is the death of this enterprise. Granted that we 
need accommodations for these three Departments, certainly there 
is no harm coming to the public service, aside from the fact of 
the payment of some rent, that will conflict with the public busi- 
ness. The scrutiny, investigation, and report as to what property 
can be bought for aids Congress in deciding whether it will take 
it. Six months go very quickly, and it is not any such investiga- 
tion as the committee has been able to make that is contemplated. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

‘Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator may have overlooked the fact 
that the measure was before a former Congress. The Senator 
op its consideration then. If he had been eager to have ex- 

ited the measure, his suggestions made now might have been 
made then. i 
: Mr. HALE. I wish it had occurred to me then. I did oppose 
it because it was then a worse scheme than it is now. If it had 
occurred to me, I certainly would have made the proposition I 
have in my mind now. I do not say that it is my proposition, 
because other Senators have that in view. But Iwas going on 
to say—I do not want to take the Senator off his feet, but we have 
a way of talking back and forth i 

Mr. QUARLES. That is all right. 
` Mr. E. I do not condemn such investigation as the com- 
mittee has been able to make. If I frame the amendment provid- 
ing for an examination into that triangle south of the avenue, the 
place where, evidently, most Senators, so far as we can judge from 
what they have said, believe Government buildings ought to be 
erected, we shall get a thorough investigation; we shall get a 
commission that will take it in hand; we will see and hear every 
man who has property south of the Avenue, and we will get his 
roposition. 

p en Senators or the commission come to deal with the tracts 
south of the Avenue they will not find such acondition as we have 
on the lot that itis proposed to take on the opposite side of Jackson 
Square. There almost everybody objects to selling and does not 
want to sell. They want to stay where they are. It is a residen- 
tial part. South of the Avenue everybody wants to sell out, and 
when they are confronted with the fact that they have got to 
make reasonable offers the Senator’s committee will find when we 
come together at the next session of this Congress that they will 
be able to mark ont a plan and will be able to say what not only 
one square will cost, but what the whole of that triangle will cost, 
and when we get that, Mr. President, it will be a good invest- 
ment; we can pi every public building that we build for thirty 
years on it, and all these questions will be saved. 

Now, there is some rent saved, but the amount that is paid for 
rent in Washington not only applies to these three De ents; 
it applies to all the Departments. It is $350,000 in all. There is 
only a portion of that—not the largest portion—that comes under 
these Departments. That is the entire amount, and for these 
three Departments itis not so large as people state. 

The Senator from Indiana, if he got his bill through—which I 
sup’ he will not—would not consent that a proviso should be 
put init that no contract shall be made until contracts for the 
entire building shall be made, not exceeding $5,000,000. This 
building can not be constructed for that amount. It can not be 
built for $10,000,000, Mr. President. Nobody supposes that it can. 
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The amount saved in rent on these three Departments, suppose 
it is half of 8350,000 , is only $175,000, and that is a very small per 
cent on what the cost of this building will be. : 

But I only rose to.call the attention of the Senator to the fact- 
that by proceeding carefully, by providing for what we ought to 
do, and what I ought to have had the foresight two years ago to 
. I did not—this scheme will not be destroyed; it 

ill be all the better. and we will get good buildings south of the 
Avenue and help make that a noble avenue. We will have the 
park brought up on the southern side and every public building 
will have two fine fronts, one on the park south and one on the 
Avenue north. It will not be in the way of residences; it will not 
be in anybody's way. It will not chill the whole square round 
about, as a great building does when built in a residential part. 
It will be by itself, where it ought to be, and it will be a great, 
noble, grand feature. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, as far as the last suggestion 
made by my distinguished friend is concerned, I beg to inform 
him that this committee has gone down along the south side of 
Pennsylvania avenue. It has negotiated with owners of property 
there. and it has in its committee room to-day the very figures 
which the learned Senator would wait a year or two to obtain 
through the medium of a commission. The result was, as I said 
a moment since, that the figures are simply excessive in every 
case, and we have got to condemn this property. 

Now, I do not understand why my distinguished friend, not- 
withstanding the amendment that has been made to the bill, still 
lingers around square 167 as though there were some fatal fascina- 
tion about that square. The commission certainly have been 
authorized to go down on the south side of Pennsylvania avenne 
and get that property. if they can, and if it has all the advantages 
so graphically described by the Senator from Maine, why should’ 
they not do so? 

My distinguished friend asks me to tell the Senate why his propo- 
sition of delay means the death of this bill, and I am glad to state 
it in afew words. It throws this measure over into the short 
session, which will be so congested with other measures that con- 
sideration of this great measure would be absolutely hopeless. 
We have no river and harbor bill in the long session; we have no 
general public-building bill; we are considering no general legis- 
lation of any kind; everything is being thrown over into the short 
session; and does any Senator here think that, with all the press- 
ing needs of all those great bills, this bill is going to receive con- 
sideration in that short session? 

2 Does not the Senator expect because there will 
be none at this session—that there will be a public-building bill 
at the next session? 

Mr. ee B I say there may be. 

Mr. Do we not all understand about that? Is it not 
the understanding, I will say, in another body that whilst it is 
not desirable this year to have a public-building bill there will be 
one next year? The truth is, Mr. President, the Senator is wron; 
about that. These public-building matters go more easily, an 
have done so heretofore, in a short session than at any other, after 
the elections are over and after everything is out of the way. 
When we come in at a long session it is always said we must not 
have a public-building bill, we must not have a river and harbor 
bill, but when we get into the short session we always have it. 
There will be a public-building bill next year. There will be a 
much better chance of passing it then than there will be this 
year. . 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I do not think this measure 
would find its way into that bill. There are so many other meas- 
ures to which Members and Senators are wedded in their own lo- 
calities that my proposition is that this great measure would be 
driven out, as it has been for five years. For five years the neces- 
sity of this building has been just as apparent asit is to-day. You 
have had two public-building bills, but this bill could not get in; 
neither will it get into the next public-building bill. 

5 Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to ask the Senator whether if this ses- 
sion should be prolonged to a date to which the long session 
usually reaches, would it not furnish the opportunity for secur- 
ing the information which the Senator from Maine suggests as 
being important, and still leave time enough in which to pass 
this bill? So if it is of such crying importance, of such great 
magnitude, would it not, in the opinion of the Senator, be better 
that we should give it that direction rather than adjourn and 
leave it without any action whatever? 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I am in favor of the passage 
of this bill now. 

Mr. BACON. I understand. I was simply asking a question 
of the Senator which might suggest a way in which the difficulty 
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which he presented might be obviated and the passage of the bill 
still secured duri = 


during the present session of Cangress. 
Mr. QUARLES. No, Mr. President; I conceive that the infor- 
mation upon which my distinguished friend from Maine lays such 


great importance is of no avail. As I said, we have that infor- 
mation now, unless the figures have been destroyed. The com- 
mittee has had them and has considered them. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly, there is not in this report the slightest 
particle of information either way about that. 

Mr. QUARLES. Of course not. 

Mr. . It is singular that with evidently so many Sena- 

tors believing offhand that this building ought to be erected on 
the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, the committee does not 
give us a particle of information upon that point. I do not blame 
the committee. I do not suppose they have any exhaustive in- 
formation such as a commission can get. A commission can get 
complete information and furnish it to the Senate, but the com- 
mittee can not do that. They have other things to attend to and 
I oe not find fault with them. It is impossible for the committee 
to do it. 
Mr. SAREES Mr. President, my learned friend underesti- 
mates the industry of the chairman of thecommittee. The chair- 
man of the committee undertaken that labor himself on three 
several occasions. He has consulted the owners of this property, 
he has obtained their lowest prices, and has submitted those prices 
to the committee, and the committee in each instance has deter- 
mined that the prices were excessive and that the property would 
have to be condemned. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose there are 500 owners south of the Ave- 
nue. The chairman could not have seen them all. 

Mr. QUARLES. Ido not mean that we went all down that 
line. e did not go down below the power-house site. But we 
tcok every piece of property west of the power-house site, clear 
up to and including the Regent Hotel, and each and eyery other 
piece of os a a 

Mr. HALE. That is only a block; that is only a small portion. 

Mr. QUARLES. It is more than a block, because it included 
the power-house site, 

Mr. GALLINGER. But, if the Senator will excuse me, the 
power-house site is already hased for the municipal building, 
and they are commencing the construction of the building now. 

Mr. QUARLES. Iam well aware of that fact. 

Now, Mr. President, just a wo: = as to the immediate necessity 
of this building. I will say the immediate initiation of the build- 

No Senator can read the report this committee has made, I 
think, without coming to the conclusion that it is the duty of 
the Senate to pass this bill at once. 

When we say that the facilities which are given to the State 
Department, for instar-9, are inadequate we are not half stating 
the proposition. They sre simply shabby. Our great Secretary 
of State has only one o:tice. He has no retiring room. If two 
diplomats call at the same time on different matters of business, 
one has to wait. If a Senator happens to call he has to wait in 
the open corridor. I ask Senators to read this report from the 
several Departments that are to be housed in the new building 
and see how absolutely imperative it is that the building should 
be commenced at once. 

When we consider that five years will undoubtedly be necessary 
to complete this building, it requires no great strain of imagina- 
tion to see what the condition of affairs will be in the city of 
Washington with reference to our great Departments before the 
time comes when we can possibly finish this buil „ It is a 
shame and a disgrace that a great Government like this should 
leave these great De ts in the condition in which we find 
them in the city of Washington at this time. f 

I ask, without protracting this debate—for the time is i 
on—that Senators will read the report of the committee and 
the appeals which are made by these several Departments for 
greater facilities. Then, in the light of that suggestion, they 
will be prepared to vote upon this bill, and I think they will 
agree with me it ought to pass at this session and be sent over to 
the other House in time to be considered there. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator from Wisconsin takes his 
seat, I should like to ask him a question. I understood the Sena- 
tor to say, in the course of his remarks, that the land which is de- 


scribed in this bill is held at prices which the committee believed 
were so exorbitant that the Government would have to resort to 


condemnation p: What assurance will we have, if that 
authority is given, that the Government will get the property at 
any less prices than those fixed by the property owners? t 
has been the experience of the Government in the past in ques- 
tions of that kind? 

Mr. QUARLES. Does the Senator mean to ask me whether by 
condemnation we shall be able to economize? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. QUARLES. In regard to that, I am utterly unable to fur- 
nish the information desired by the learned Senator. My experi · 
ence is not sufficient to warrant me entering upon that theme. 
That, however, is the only recourse, as the Senator well knows, if 
the price which is fixed by the property owners is exorbitant. 
There is no alternative. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ia with the Senator that that is correct 
if we take that — property. But I think that is a con- 
sideration which should be looked into further in determining 
bopeng 15 shall select the specific property which is described 
in the bill. i 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow 


me 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The discussion has been directed mainly 
to one of the blocks mentioned in the bill; but there are several 
sites which the commission is authorized to consider. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Indiana think it likely after 
he gets this bill through that any other block will be selected ex- 
a i 5 at residential block to the west of Jackson Square? 

r. FAIRBANKS. That great residential block!“ That is 
a misuse of words. 


Mr. HALE. I make that inquiry. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That square 

Mr. HALE. Is not the Senator himself in favor of acquiring, 
that square? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If I had my way about it, I certainly 
would acquire that square, and I think it is a serious mistake for 
the Government not to take it. I think so, and when I have an 
2 to get the floor I shall undertake to demonstrate it. 

ow other members of the proposed commission may view the 
subject I do not know. I have not consulted with any of them. 
I do not know what their opinion is upon it. My desire is, Mr, 
President, to accomplish something and not stand here sticking 
in the bark upon a great question. Let us deal witha great pub- 
lic question in a oet, broad, intelligent way. 

r. HALE. tis 2 what we want. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. this were a matter of individual or cor- 
porate concern, Mr. President, it would have been settled long 

o. The history of thé efforts to secure buildings in the District 
of Columbia for the accommodation of the public business is a 
serious commentary upon the manner in which business is some- 
times done. History shows that years are consumed in debate as 
to the necessity of a public building, and much time is frequently 
consumed in debating these little questions—the nonessential de- 
tails which have been debated here. I can characterize them in 
no other way 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, I say that without any discourtesy to the 
honorable Senator. 

Mr. No; it is not a matter between the Senator and 
me here, but I do not agree with the Senator that Congress has 
been remiss in this business. Long since I came into Congress 
almost every Department of the Government 

Mr. FAIRB . Will not the good Senator, who has spoken 
a ay allow mea few moments for uninterrupted discussion? 

r. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, If, however, the Senator has arisen for a 

question I do not wish to interrupt him. 
= No; I see the force of what the Senator says, and 
will not interrupt him. 

Mr. FAIRB Ithink the Senator has spoken a half dozen 
times, and I, in order to expedite the passage of the bill, have re- 
frained from saying anything. 

Mr. ALE. I shall not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. AIRBANKS. Mr. President. about fourteen years elapsed 
from the time the discussion began for the erection of the exten- 
sion of the Treasury building until it was completed and occupied. 
It was about eleven years after the discussion of the necessity for 
a new Con onal Library building began until the building 
was ready for use. And some seventeen years—mark you— 
elapsed in the consideration of the necessity for the construction 
of the State, War, and Navy building and the actual construction. 

Twenty-five years, Mr. President, have elapsed since the debate 
began as to the necessity of a hall of records, and until the pres- 
os 2 that 8 re e has been to acquire a site 

or the ding. e question of an appropriation comes later. 

Mr. LODGE. And an undesirable site 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. An undesirable site,” the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts says. I do not admit it. That has been 
one of the great stumbling blocks in the consideration of this ques- 
tion—sites. There are differences about the tariff and some con- 
stitutional questions which can be easily adjusted, but when it 
comes to the question of sites for public buildings there the opin- 
ions are fixed, rigid, and unchangeable, It seems to me that we 
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have got to accommodate ourselves to each other’s views in a 
measure in order to accomplish anything in these important 


matters. 

What the people of the United States want in the city of Wash- 
ington is suitable accommodations for the transaction of the busi- 
ness of the Government. I need not say to Senators here how 
great is the necessity for additional facilities for the economical 
conduct and proper transaction of the business of the Govern- 
ment. 

The Department of Justice is housed in inadequate quarters, 
and valuable documents and records of the Government, amount- 
ing possibly to more than the comparatively little sum involved 
in this bill, are in constant danger of destruction and loss. 

Go to the Treasury Department and you will find that there are 
records stored away in insufficient and in inaccessible recesses, 
liable to be destroyed at any moment, amounting to millions of 
dollars in value, and yet we debate about the question of archi- 
tects’ fees or whether this or that inconsequential detail should go 
in the bill. 

Ah, my friend, we have got to repose confidence and discretion 
in some one if we e to secure the requisite facilities for the 
proper transaction of the public business. ; 

I know, Mr. President, there is no more ungracious task that 
rests upon any committee of the Senate than that which rests 
upon the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. If we 
propose a measure here deemed by us essential to the public in- 
terest, we are beset by property owners and real-estate specula- 
tors from the beginning of the discussion of the measure to its 
final consummation. . 

No great residential section should be taken for this purpose, 
says the Senator from Maine. Once it was true that the block in 
question was a great residential section, but it is not so now—its 
glory has departed. I believe the Government owes it to the fu- 
ture as well as to the present to acquire block 167. There and in 
that vicinity is the heart of the Republic, and it must so continue 
down through the years that lie before us. 

This block looks out upon the White House and the White 
House grounds. It looks out upon Lafayette Square, which will 
always be an object of great interest to the people of the United 
States. Block 167 will either be owned by the Government or by 

rivate individuals—private speculators—and in time there will 
erected upon it either a Government building that will be a 
matter of admiration and pride with the people and which will 
enhance the value and desirability of all the surrounding Goy- 
ernment property, or there will be built upon it apartment build- 
ings, stores, and shops, which will be a standing disgrace to the 
Government. 

Nobody can tell what the particular site mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from Maine will cost, as the committee in its report frankly 
says to the Senate. The men upon the committee are practical 
men, used to dealing with questions of some magnitude. They 
believed there was only one way to accomplish the object desired. 
You can not accomplish the end in view entirely by legislation; 
you will have to give authority to some commission to go and se- 
lect within reasonable limits a site adequate for the erection of a 
great building. : 

What have we provided in the bill? We have provided that a 

commission shall be composed of the President pro tempore of 
the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of 
the Senate, and the chairman of the like committee of the House of 
Representatives, and to these four we have added three members 
of the Cabinet—the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and 
the Secre of Commerceand Labor, Thatcommission of seven, 
within the limits prescribed by this proposed act, is authorized to 
acquire by purchase—and if not able to purchase upon reasonable 
terms, then by condemnation—the requisite property. 

Block 167, says my friend the Senator from Maine, will be the 
one acquired. I donot know. The commission under this bill, 
if it shall become a law, will be authorized to purchase not only 
block 167, but the one immediately opposite to it across Lafayette 
square—block 169; the block west of the State, War, and Navy 
Department, upon which the Winder Building is situated, or it 
may acquire a site south of Pennsylvania avenue and east of Fif- 
teenth street, as proposed by the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. The bill has given this much dis- 
cretion to the commission, and a very broad discretion it is. 

Why? Because dealing with the subject through Congress 
would be a cumbersome, slow, tedious, and uncertain process, and 
no one knows that better than the able and distinguished Senator 
from Maine. 

The Senator from Maine says he does not want a Department 
building erected in this great residential section.“ Let us see 
about that. Block 167 is now partly occupied by the Court of 
Claims; it is partly occupied by the Bureau of American Repub- 
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lics, and it is partly occupied by one of the bureaus of the Depart- 
ment of Justice. 

People, instead of wanting to live there, as a general proposi- 
tion are obtaining homes and going elsewhere. North, looki 
down upon this block, is a hotel and, I believe, three residences, 
one, if I recollect correctly, unoccupied for some time. West, 
across Seventeenth street, is the Metropolitan Club. Ihave heard 
of protests from some of the members of that organization against 
the erection of a public building in that vicinity. South of the 
club, reaching down to Pennsylvania avenue, are a few residences 
and a number of shops. When shops go in, residences go out, as 
the Senator knows. 

South of this block is the great War, State, and Navy Depart- 
ment building, and on the east side is Lafayette Square. Senators 
must have observed that large apartment houses are crowding 
down into that locality. Itseems tome that we would be recreant 
in our duty to safeguard the future interests of the city of Wash- 
ington, in which the people are justly concerned, if we allowed 
this property to go into the hands of those who would make of 
this locality an undesirable place. 

This seems to me to be the most desirable block for a great build- 
ing which shall stand asa representative of the dignity and power 
of the Government. These ent buildings are but few, 
and when they are built they should be built not only for the 
present but for the future. 

As to the architect’s fees, of which the Senator has made com- 

laint, it has not been customary—and I appeal to the Senator 
m Maine in the statement I am about to make—it hasnot been 
customary to impose limitations upon fees to be paid architects. 

The Senator is a member of the great Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and one of the last bills reported to Congress by that com- 
mittee contained a provision carrying some three and a half mil- 
lion dollars for the construction of a building for the National 
Museum. That proposition did not go to the Committee on Pub- 


lic Buildings and Grounds, as, under the rules, it should have. 


gone, but it went to the Appropriations Committee, of which the 
honorable Senator is so powerful and distinguished a member. 
What did that committee do? 

Did it put a limitation on the architect's fees? Certainly if 
there was great peril to the Government the vigilant Senator 
would not have omitted to say so, but an inspection of the act as 
it stands upon the permanent statute books of the United States 
discloses the fact that the Senator did not deem such a limitation 
there necessary. 

Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxinsinthechair). Does 
the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senator that I did not think 
then, and do not think now, that there was any danger in that 
case; butif the Senator had directed his attention to another case, 
where a great building was to be erected, and where there would 
be danger of this, he would find that on my motion the follow- 
ing clause was inserted in the bill providing for the erection of a 
hall of records: 


And no plan shall be adopted unless authorized by legislation hereafter to 
be enac and said plan or any compensation connected therewith shall 
only be preliminary and shall not in any way run with the construction of 
the building, and no obligation for such preliminary plans shall be incurred 
to cost in excess of $5,000 herein appropriated. 


I mean, Mr. President, if I can have my way, upon every pub- 
lic building erected here in the city of Washington, and ohare 
outside largely, to have a provision similar to that which I have 
just read put on the bill. In the case of the hall of records I 
thought such a provision necessary; but I did not think any 
architect was needed in the matter to which the Senator has 
referred, and do not know that one has been employed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will ask the Senator if he has not been 
pressing certain bills for public buildings in Maine, and whether 
there is oes limitation in regard to architects’ fees in those bills? 

Mr. HALE. I donot know how that will be when we get them. 
We have not got the buildings yet. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. You have got the bills. 

Mr. HALE. We have got the bilis for the sites and all that. I 
am entirely willing and should be very glad to have the provision 
I have referred to incorporated upon all bills of that kind. Of 
course it is not so essential upon a small building, but even in such 
a case I think if any architect at all is employed he ought to be 
employed under limitations, and he ought to be a local architect. 

When it comes to big buildings—and we have got some, as the 
Senator knows, in contemplation in New York City and other 
cities—I for one shall not consent to any provision for those 
great structures unless it is accompanied by such a stipulation as, 
on my motion and drawn by me, was put on the bill providing 
for a great building for a of records. I want Congress to 
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riates 
ash- 


know before it embarks on these undertakings and a 
the money what all this is to cost,and on buildings herein 
I do not want to interrupt the Senator from Indiana 


. FAIRBANKS, Iam glad to hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. But on matters here in Washington, I think, as I 
have said, Congress ought to know where its money is to go and 
what the land is going to cost. That can be easily done. 

I agree with the Senator, and generally we are all agreed, that 
we want these buildings. But six months’ delay is not fatal by 
any means. We are constructing a great many public buildings 
in Washington, as the Senator knows. Long since I have come 
into Congress every Department under the Government has been 
taken out of crowded, narrow, cramped quarters, and many of 
them given fine, handsome, commodious rooms. I do not think 
we are especially at fault. I want to go on from year to year, 
but I want to know where we stand when we do go on. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. So far as the architects’ fees are con- 
cerned—and I will take but a moment, as I wish to see action 
upon the bill to-night—I am willing to leave that subject in the 
discretion of the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. It is a discretion which 
they will exercise reasonably. The Senator can have no doubt 
about that. 

There was one thing stated by the honorable Senator from 
Maine that I did not understand precisely. He said that the bill 
would not go through. Why? 

Mr. HALE. said that I expected it would not. I do not think 
the Senate is prepared to the Senator's bill. I may be wrong 
about it, but I judge so from the indications. Of the Senators 
here to-day, almost every one who has spoken, except the Senator 
from Indiang and the Senator from Wisconsin, has spoken in favor 
of going south of the Avenue. I may be wrong about that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator indicates—the statement was 

rhaps somewhat unguarded and inaccurate—that there had 

n undue haste, and that was the sound of alarm when the 
Senator first began his observations. Mr. President, there has 
been no subject which has been before the Senate for years which 
has been more deliberately considered than this. It failed of 
action in the Senate, first, because an amendment was put upon 
the bill at the suggestion of the honorable junior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopez]. While we were dealing with that 
amendment the bill was so delayed that it failed of passage at 
the long session of Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Texas? - 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield with very great pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. Has it not heretofore been the idea that the 
building for the Supreme Court, at least, should be located near 
this Capitol and opposite to the Library? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Yes; the Senator is right about that. 

Mr. BAILEY, Speaking for myself, I dislike very much to see 
the Supreme Court sent so far from the Capitol. 

Mr. RAIRBANKS. I agree with the Senator; but this bill 
does not make provision for the Supreme Court; it is for the At- 
torney-General; it is for the executive branch of the Department 
of Justice. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then my objection does not apply; but I had 
been advised that it included the Supreme Court. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Oh, no. $ 

Mr. BAILEY. I was going to say that it often happens thatit 
is necessary for Senators to go to the Supreme Court for the pur- 
pose not of attending to their profession, but to hear the discus- 
sion of important causes there. Every Senator has probably the 
experience that I have, of ment requests to present members 
of the bar from his own State for admission there. In attending 
to those matters it would be very inconvenient to us if the court 
were put at the other end of the Avenue. I think they ought to 
have better quarters than they have. I think they ought to have 
more room and better room, and I hope we shall find it for them 
near the Capitol. f 

Now, Mr. President, that I am on my feet, I am constrained to 
ask the Senator from Indiana how long it is going to be before 
the Senate takes care of the minority members of its own body, 
and how long must we be set down here in a building that has 
been condemned as unsafe? I think myself that it would not be 
very much loss to the country, perhaps, if some of us were not 
able to perform our service, but for one I should like to be able 
to perform it with all my faculties, and I have no taste for being 
housed in a building that, by common consent, is regarded as un- 


safe. 

Those in charge have declined to allow us to carry books into 
our rooms over in what is known asthe “ Senate Annex,” because 
they are afraid that if we all books up there the building 
will fall. [Laughter.] Most of the Senators who are located in 
that building probably are wise saough not to need books to help 


them perform their duties; but some of us do need them, and we 
chafe a little at being told by the janitor in charge of the build- 
ing that we must not carry books up into our rooms, because, if 
we do, the building is liable to fall. 

That is the condition in which thirty-five or forty members of 
this body find themselves, and I sincerely hope the Senator from 
Indiana, who is chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and performs his work well, will relieve those Sen- 
ators before he takes care of others. In other words, I think it 
infinitely more important to 8 for the safety of the Senators 
than for the comfort of the Commerce and Labor Department or 
even of the e I do not believe that any man 
who works for the Government ought to be exposed to an un- 
necessary hazard. But when a man comes here, faithfully per- 
forming, certainly at what is not more than a moderate salary, 
what the public service requires of him, if he can not have com- 
fortable quarters, he ought at least to haye a safe place in which 
to do his work. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I fully agree with the honorable Senator 
from Texas. There are more buildings than he has mentioned 
needed in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Indiana permit one 
suggestion from me in that connection? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, I yield for a question. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is a mere suggestion, and that is, that a 
structure somewhat resembling the Executive office of the Presi- 
dent, but composed of better material, unobtrusive, and in har- 
mony with the architecture of the Capitol, could be constructed 
immediately adjoining this building upon the same ground, and 
connected with it. That would give ample accommodations to 


those who now have inferior accommodations. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. e of the difficulties about securing nec- 


essary building legislation in the District of Columbia has been 
the great divergence of opinion as to which was the most emergent 
measure. s 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I was going to say that the Senator and I 
have discussed the matter he just mentioned, and I think it 
is one that should be taken up and considered in a deliberate and 
intelligent way. 

Mr. BAILEY. But is it not the mostemergent? I have heard 
no suggestion that anybody else is occupying quarters that haye 
been condemned. I have heard that some are occupying quarters 
that do not comport with the dignity of their several offices, and 
there may be more or less force in that, but I have not yet heard 
a suggestion that anybody connected with the public service is 
occupying condemned quarters, except several of the Senators. 

I said a moment that Senators of the minority were those 
occupying this building; but I will correct that statement and 
say the Senators who are sent down to this building, commonly 
known as the Maltby Building,” I believe, but legally known as 
the Senate Annex,” are not entirely Democrats, but there are 
a number of newly elected Republican Senatorsas well. They are 
sent down there more as a matter of seniority than they are as a 
matter of politics; and I take it that in case of accident you would 
lose about as many able-bodied men as we would. 

Mr. FAIRBAN KS. It would be asortofnonpartisan accident, 
Mr. BAILEY. Yes; but I discover that it isa nonpartisanshi 
that comprehends only the new members. If youreversed it aaa 
sent the old members down there, they would have had a new 

building three years ago. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the new Senators hardly know how to pro- 
ceed with that dispatch and efficiency which their seniors have 
acquired; and so, being new and without that powerful influence 
in these affairs, we are put down there with our lives in our hands 
and told to wait until the comfort of other folk can be provided for. 

I am not going to obstruct the Senator’s bill; but if the Senate, 
or at least that part of it that is quartered down there in this con- 
demned building, had my view, there would never be another 
1 bill pass this body until the safety of the Senate 

or. 


was provid 

1 do not 8 to stay down there all the while. I ex- 
pect to join the seniors up here, if I live long enough. I expect to 
be provided with here, and probably long before you 
would have that building finished if yon began it now. But I do 
believe that it is a reflection on the good judgment of the Senate 
to compel a large number of members to occupy rooms in a build- 
ing that is unsafe, and has been condemned as unsafe, and is so 
unsafe that the Senators are not permitted to carry books up there 
to inform themselves about questions which they ought to uss. 
They can carry them up one or two at a time, but the vigilant 
janitor there, if he finds any Senator with too many, serves notice 
on him that he must take them out. Twice wi the last two 
or three weeks I have seen books taken from a Senator’s room 
into the hall to be carted down to the basement. 
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Now, that is an outrage upon the Senators who are compelled 
to do their work there, and I am sure the Senator from Indiana 
will give the matter his attention. I hope there will be no divi- 
sion of opinion here that this is the most urgent. The others are 
simply questions of comfort and of architectural beauty—of adorn- 
ing the city, as it were. This is a question that may seriously 

‘ect the lives of Senators. If there were an explosion anywhere 
within 200 yards of the Maltby Building, it would crumble to 
the dust. It is an outrage that Senators are compelled to occupy 
such a building. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, only a word or two more. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, If it is for a question, I will yield. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is for a question on the same matter to 
which my colleague has alluded. Icall the Senator’s attention to 
Senate bill 3687, providing for the purchase of a suitable site for a 
building for the Supreme Court, and I ask him whether, if that 
bill should become a law and the Supreme Court should be re- 
moved from the Capitol, there would be sufficient ye now occu- 
pied by the Supreme Court to give the remaining tors offices 
in this Spent 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not think so, No; I think it would 
be entirely inadequate. I believe with the Senator from Texas 
that we should make ample and adequate provision for the Sen- 
ators who now have their committee rooms in the Maltby Build- 
ing. I spent two years there, the first two years of my service in 
the Senate, and I sympathize fully with the observations the Sen- 
ator has made, 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I desire 
to say that the most serious objection I have yet heard sug- 

ted to the construction of a building for the use of the Senate 
fs that which has just been found in the suggestion of the Senator 
from Nevada, that when that building is constructed it should be 
after the pattern of the new Executive building, abont which 


Mr. HALE. Iknow; but we put it on finally in the Committee 
on Appropriations. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Because it was the law. That was the 


reason for it. 

Now, are we going to waste $316,000 a year indefinitely? I have 
had the honor of sitting in this Chamber some seven years. I 
have not gone into the figures accurately, but I am within the 
reasonable limits of the truth when I say that there has been paid 
out during that time for rents in the District of Columbia over a 
million and a half of dollars, when the money for the construction 
of necessary buildings is piled up and lying idle in the Federal 
Treasury. What kind of business is that, Mr. President? 

I hope the honorable Senator from Maine is r 1 
hope his very positive statement that the bill will not pass is 
founded in error. It is in the interest of the Government that it 
shall pass. It is in the interest of good administration that it shall 

s. Even after it has passed, several years will elapse before the 
milding 555 can be occupied. 

Mr. McCUMBER, Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HLA] seems very insistent on gaining further time for the con- 
sideration of this subject. When I first became a member of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I think some five 
years ago, thismatter was then under consideration. It has been 
considered every session since that time. This is the fifth session 
that it has been under consideration. How long it had been un- 
der consideration before the same committee prior to that time I 
can not say. But this much is evident. If I have learned any- 
thing in that committee it is that there is no hope, by any charac- 
ter of investigation, of finding a single spot in the city of Wash- 
ington where we can locate a public building and get a reasonable 
price put upon the property. 

Therefore a commission, such as is suggested by the Senator 
from Maine, might serve for ten years, and they could not secure 
the setting of a reasonable value upon any p for public 
purposes, It is necessary, therefore, that we should go beyond 
what is proper, or that we go to the courts in condemnation pro- 


something has already been said in this debate. I think if it is ceedings 


going to be after that pattern possibly Senators would prefer almost 
oer er lives in the present annex building, known as the 
s t v. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Mr. President, I must decline 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will don me for saying 
that I entirely agree with the suggestion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire; that it would have been better if the Executive build- 
ing had been put in the rear of the White House. 

Mr. BAILEY. So as to make a stable out of it. 

Mr. BACON. I suppose in making that suggestion the Senator 
from New Hampshire was animated by the same consideration that 
moved Sydney Smith in some advice he gave to one of his friends, 
one of the prominent poets of England—I believe it was Rogers— 
who was not especially 1 for personal pulchritude. 
He advised him whenever he had his picture taken to have it 
taken while he was at prayer, with his face in his hat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NEWLANDS. A ident—— 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I must decline to yield further, if the 
Senator from Nevada will pardon me. I only wish to say a word 
or two, and must hasten on. 

This is a matter which claims our serious attention as trustees 
of the interests of the public. We pay out yearly on . i ed 
tion bills—as the distinguished Senator from Maine, who is an 
honorable member of the Committee on Appropriations, well 
knows—$316,000 for the rent of quarters in the District of Colum- 


bia, admitted to be very inadequate. 
With the money lyingin 8 with which to build build- 


ings for the accommodation of our business, the Appropriations 
Committee does nothing—and I say it without any sa dness 
whatever—to aid us to secure the construction of proper buildings, 
and to make unnecessary that immense draft upon the Treasury 
each year. When the committee charged with the duty of pro- 
viding buildings for the Government comes to the Senate with a 
measure which will save the drain to a considerable extent, we 
find nothing but serious opposition. Shall we continue, Mr 
President. to pay out $316,000 a year indefinitely? 

Mr. HALE. e Senator should wait until we get through the 
session. The Committee on Appropriations put on last year pro- 
pis 5 two large buildings. They were put in the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. What two buildings? 

Mr. HALE. The building for the hall of records. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That was reported from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE, But the appropriation had not been put on by the 
committee. Provision for the Agricultural and Smithsonian 
buildings were 2 75 on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Agricultural building measure 
asa separate bill. I introduced the bill, and it was repo 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


from 


ngs. 

We have considered this matter during all these years, and we 
have come to the conclusion that it is necessary and proper at this 
time to put up a building of the character described in this bill. 
And why? e money in the Treasury is lying there rotting, 
while we are paying out, as has been suggested, $316,000 a year 
for rentals in the city of Washington. The moneyis there to pay 
for the building. t character of economy can we call it when 
we have the money on hand and when we can put up the building 
within a few years and yet at the same time go on with these ex- 
tra expenditures for rent? 

Not only that, but the quarters now 8 by the Depart- 
ment of Justice and by other Departments which are to be bene- 
fited by this bill are inadequate and improper for the purpose. 
Vast records are stored there. There is no adequate place for 
them, and in case of their destruction they could not possibly be 
replaced. That is one reason why we should commence now the 
construction of this building, which can not be completed in less 
than five years from the present time. 

The Senator from Maine says that this building will cost us 
$10,000,000, and yet I understand the building just east of us 
was completed entirely within the limits of the appropriation and 
the original bill. If that is true, it seems to me a committee con- 
sisting of the gentlemen who are mentioned in this Dill, assisted 
y the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the 

ouse, both exceedingly conservative, can secure for us as rea- 
sonable a place for the building of this structure as we could pos- 
sibly hope for. Mr. President, I can not see any necessity for 
further delay. 1 can be gained. This committee has done 
everything that possibly could be accomplished by the commis- 
sion which the Senator from Maine desires. 

I wish to address myself, before closing, to just one other 
proposition, and that is the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. Mr. President, may I” 
ask for the reading of the amendment, so that I may clearly 


understand it? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. page 6, line 5, after the word * archi- 
tects,” it is proposed to strike out the word ‘“‘to” and insert: 

The successful architect shall receive compensation in full for plans, specifi- 
8 attendance ata rate not exceeding 2} per cent of the total cost 
of said building, and shall also. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Iam in entire sympathy with the object 
sought to be accomplished by this amendment, but it seems to 
me the . exactly what the Senator and I are 
attempting to guard against, that instead of cutting down the 
expenses of the architectural work, it makes it the duty of the 
commission to employ an architect to superintend the construction 
of this building. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to the reading of the law itself, and to state to him that 
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under the bill as it now reads there is no authority on the part of 
the Commission which is to secure the construction of this build- 


ing to employ an architect for the p of supervising the con- 
struction of the building. Under the law which the Senator 
from New Hampshire has already read in connection with this 
pill, if it becomes a law, the duty will be imposed upon this Com- 
mission simply to employ architects for the purpose of securing 
plans and to pay them for those plans. Then, following the law 
which is now upon our statute books, the Commission would turn 
over to the Supervising Architect the duty to supervise the con- 
struction of the ee 

Mr. GALLINGER, . President—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. Now, let me read this, if the Senator please, 
before he quotes the law again. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me just here? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Since drawing the amendment I have ex- 
amined the law and read it, and I am entirely persuaded that itis 
not necessary for us to provide for supervision. So I have re- 
written the amendment which I am going to offer, and will now 
offer it as a substitute for the one [submitted a while ago. Iwill 
send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire withdraws his former amendment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw it and send the proposed amend- 
ment to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota desire to have the amendment read before he proceeds? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will consent to its being read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “architects, in line 5, it is 
proposed to strike out to“ and insert: 

The successful architect shall receive compensation in full for plans and 
specifications not to exceed two and a half per cent of the total cost of said 
building, and shall also 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I can see some objection to 
this new amendment. Under the law as it now reads the amount 
to be paid to an architect for the plans is left to the sound discre- 
tion of this commission. I have entire confidence in the commis- 
sion, if this bill becomes a law, and I do not believe that under 
any circumstances they would allow, on a building that would 
cost $5,000,000, more than two anda half per cent, which would 
amount to $125,000. Ido not believe as a conservative commis- 
sion they would consider it was worth more than a hundred and 
twenty-five thousand dollars to secure plans alone. Therefore it 
seems to me that the amendment is unnecessary and 5 
makes it incumbent upon them to fix at least the value whic 
ma shall pax. 

ow, reading this bill— 
nstru- charge of the Secreta: 
Of ent the Aeron Conerals and the Bouotary of Gammorce snd Later 
who are hereby authorized and directed to select and adopt plans for the said 
building, and to make contracts for its construction— 

I do not conceive that anyone will claim that the words con- 
tracts for its construction ” shall be construed to include fees for 
superintending— 
after advertisements and the reception of bids, and, if they shall in- 
vite plans by competition among architects, to pay to the person submitting 
the two sets of plans next in order of merit to those selected such sums as, in 
their judgment, shall be proper compensation for their preparation. 

I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire why it is 
not satisfactory to leave it in that way, andif the commission con- 
sider that the plans and specifications are not worth more than 
thirty or forty or fifty thousand dollars, why shall we say to them 
practically that they shall consider them worth 
twenty-five thousand dollars, or 2} per cent upon the value of the 
buildin, 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, as he asks 
me a question, I will say that the Senator from New Jersey in- 
sists that the architects will demand 5 pa cent. We have had a 
recent experience where they demanded and received 8 per cent. 
I think that is a sufficient answer to the Senator from North Da- 
kota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. But the demanding of the 5 per cent, I un- 
derstand, includes not only the plans, but supervision also; that 
where there is no supervision by the architect, there is no general 


rule that he shall have 5 per centupon the value of the building. 
Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. dent 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 


Dakota yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure, 


Mr. DRYDEN. The charge of 5 per cent by the best 
architects in the country includes the farnishing of a design, the 
pre tion of detailed drawings, the preparation of specifications, 

the supervision of the entire work from start to Now, 
as I understand, and I will only a moment—— 


Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the tor. 


a hundred and 


Mr. DRYDEN. The last amendment proposed as a substitute 
by the Senator from New Hampshire covers simply the furnish- 
ing of a design and the preparation of specifications, and for that _ 
the Senator proposes to pay the architect 24 per cent. I think 
that is an extravagant price to pee architect for what the 
amendment proposes to require of him, according to my under- 
standing. e great expense, the great labor in connection with 
the preparation or the entire scheme by the architect for a build- 
ing consists in preparing the detailed plans, That may involve, 
for such a building as is proposed here, assuming that it is going 
to cost, as some Senator has said, ten or twelve million dollars, the 
employment of a force of fifty or perhaps seventy-five clerks for a 
series of years. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Do not the specifications cover that? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Not at all; not by any means. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I willamend it then by putting in detailed 
drawings, if it will suit the Senator from New Jersey better. 

ae DRYDEN. The specifications are a comparatively simple 
matter. 

Mr. LODGE. The percentage paid, when the supervision of 
the building is not involved, is very much less than 5 per cent. I 
think if he will look at the rates of charges fixed by the Architects’ 
spate § he will find a much lower charge. Supervision is con- 
sidered very laborious work. 

Mr. DRYDEN. It may be somewhat less. But I doubt the 
wisdom of giving a contract to an architect and relieving him at 
the very point at which he should be held responsible. If you 
provide in the contract that the architect shall do nothing more 
than furnish the design, specifications, and the detailed drawings, 
and go no further than that, if the building is not properly con- 
structed, and that is ascertained afterwards, you can not hold the 
architect responsible, because you have specifically eliminated 
him from that responsibility. 

Now, in my judgment, the architect should be held responsible 
for the entire matter from the time he furnishes his general plan 
of the building until the building itself is completed. 

Mr. CULLOM. And turned over. 

Mr. DRYDEN. And turned over. 

Mr. McCUMBER. There seems to be considerable divergence 
of opinion as to what are the duties of an architect, under the 
general rules of the association, when he receives his 5 per cent. 
As I understand the Senator from New Jersey, his duties would 
oes pd consist of showing a design of the outer structure of the 
building, without specifications. I understand that it includes 
not only the general design of the building and specifications, but 
in addition. supervision of construction. 

Mr. DRYDEN. And detailed drawings. 

Mr. McCUMBER,. And all detailed drawings. But I would 
understand also that the 24 per cent basis, or one-half of that, 
would include the specifications as well as the general design. 
But whatever that may be, in a case of this kind it would be sub- 
ject to a special contract. 

There are very few five or ten million dollar buildings put up 
in the United States, and therefore buildings of this character 
can not be taken ordinarily as a basis for the value of the services 
of an architect. In other words, the ordinary public building 
that costs a million dollars would require almost as much of - 
ifications and certainly as great skill on the part of an architect 
as a $5,000,000 or a $10,000,000 or possibly a $20,000,000 building. 
There are exceptions, of course, to this rule. I believe charges 
should be graded somewhat according to the value of the building. 
Certainly if an architect should receive 5 per cent upon a building 
that cost only $100,000, he would not receive nearly as much ac- 
cordingly for his services as if he were to receive 5 per cent upon 
one which is to cost $10,000,000. 

But seems to me we can justly leave this matter entirely with 
the commission to determine what is reasonable and what is just. 
It seems to me, further, that the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire might be construed as requiring the 
commission to pay a greater compensation than they ought to 
merely for the work of the architect in furnishing the plans and 
specifications. It might be worth 24 per cent and it might not be 
worth 1 per cent, and it seems to me we should leave that en- 
tirely in the hands of the commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I sep fully the desires 
and wishes of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in 
some effective way to add to the public buildings in the District, 
and I also appreciate the difficulty they have in making selections 
as to what particular building shall be first constructed. 

We had a considerable debate here the other morning, and it 
ap’ from that discussion, or one side of it at least, that a 
portion of the office of the Public Printer was in such a condition 
that the building should be torn down, or that portion of it which 
has been in occupation for a long time, and a new building con- 
structed in its place. 

We to-day have the suggestion from younger Senators in this 
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body that they are not quite fairly treated in comparison with 
these who have been here for some years. My friend the Senator 
from Texas even went so far as to suggest that the Maltby Build- 
ing should be occupied by the older Senators and that the new 
Senators, these who haye come in more recently, should occupy 
the space in this building. I sympathize with the Senator in this 
regard, although I never had the opportunity of occupying any 
portion of the Maltby Building. 

But I want to say to the Senator from Texas and other Senators 
that I believe one of the first things necessary for us to do as 
respects appropriations for public buildings to provide for 
what we muy call an annex to the Senate. The House of Repre- 
sentatives for a long time saw the necessity of such an annex for 
the House, and they purchased what is known as the Butler 
Building a good many years ago and used it, and they also rented 
other buildings in and about the south side. 


Now I think we have reached a point where it will be necessary | tha 


for us at an early day to provide an annex building to this Capi- 
tol. It is obvious that we can not 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Iowa permit me? He 


stops with the statement that they purchased the Butler Building | 


_and rented others outside. The Senator, of course, is aware that 


tio yeurs ago Congress provided for a structure that was to cost 
something more than $2,000,000 for an annex to the House. 

DIr. ALLISON, I mentioned that fact just before the Senator 
caine in. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not hear it. 


Mr. ALLISON. The House structure will cost. I think, more | 


than $2,000,000; possibly, including the condemnation of the land, 
two and a half million dollars, 

Now, we neeil a structure, of course not as extensive as the 
structure tcp on the south side of the Capitol. Weneed a 
structure for the use of the Senate, and that strncture should be 
plseed as near the Capitol as practicable. It should not be where 
the Malthy Building isnow. We should purchase a correspond- 
ing corner northeast of the Capitol, and erect there a suitable 
building architecturally for the convenience and utility of the 
Senate. LIagree that that is a very important thing to do. 

The Senator from Indliana suggested that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations had hardly made in the past such provision as they 
ought to have made for these public buildings, Perhaps that crit- 
icism is a very proper one, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, No; I did not intend to be understood as 


going to the extent which the Senator from Iowa saysI did. 1 | 


wns led to observe, if my observation is drawn out, that the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds were endeavoring to re- 
lieve the Government from this intolerable embarrassment and 
continual expense, and they were antagonized in that effort by 
leading influences upon the Committee on Appropriations, Of 
course the responsibility for enacting the law rests primarily upon 
the committes of the other House, 

Sir. ALLISON. It does asa rule, although I believe the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate has a right to originate 
appropriations for the necessities of the Departments of the Goy- 
ernment and for the necessities of either or both branches of Con- 
gress, Ido not think that as respects these questions there is any 
necessity for a law; Dut I believe the House have decided oth- 


erwise, and therefore they will consider no appropriations unless | 


previous provision is made for the buildings by law, except that 
they inserted in the appropriation act in the House last year 
a Provision for the construction of the building south of the 
Capitol. 

Ir. FAIRBANKS, And I may ask the Senator if the practice 
of the Senate bas not gruon been in line with that? 

Mr. ALLISON. It has generally been in line with that, and I 
think too strictly in line with it, 


This bill provides for an appropriation to honse the Department | 


of Justice. There was an appropriation made some four or five 
years ago, during the incumbency of Attorney-General Griggs, 
soproni, as I remember it, twelve hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars for a building for th 

there was a commission provid I do not know whether 
it was a commission similar to this one, The Senator from Indi- 
ana will know. 


Mr, FAIRBANKS, Does the Senator refer to the act of 1809? | 


Mr, ALLISON. I refer to that act. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It appropriated $1,000,000. 5 

Mr. ALLISON. There was another act, was there not? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Not as I recollect it. My understanding 
is that there was $1,000,000 appropriated, but the Attorney-Gen- 
eral afterwards reported that he could not construct the building 
within the limit. À 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to come to that. During the in- 
cumbency of Attorney-General Griggs provision was made for 
the Department of Justice by a separate statute, I beliove, and it 


e. ent of Justice, and I | 


also contained a full and complete appropriation. The Attorney- 
General was authorized to secure plans and specifications for that 
building. He did so, and the plans and specifications which heor 
the commission, if it was a commission, décided ought to bo ac- 
cepted would cost in the neighborhood of sixteen hundred thon- 
sand dollars. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS. Nineteen hundred thousand dollars, 

Mr. ALLISON. Nineteen hundred thousand dollars. I think 
afterwards it was modified so that it could haye been constructed 
for sixteen hundred thousand dollars. That was in 1899. The 
old building was torn down, and the Department of Justice was 
compelled to lease buildings around the city until that construc- 
tion was completed. Iam not aware that from that time to this 
there has been any suggestion of a statute looking to the enlarge- 
ment of the cost of the building for the De ont of Justice. 
The Senator from Indiana will correct me if I am mistaken in 


t. 
Mr, FAIRBANKS. I did not understand the Senator's state- 
ment. My attention was diverted at the moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to state that that building failed 
because of an incomplete limit and because of an incomplete a 

ropriation, and becanse of the rule which the House has estab- 

ished we could not put upon an appropriation bill any increase 
of that appropriation without first removing fhe limit of cost and 
fixing a new limit. I am not aware that any bill has ever been 
presented in this body or in the other suggesting an enlargement 
of the limit of cost in order to provide for a building to house the 
Department of Justice. If T am mistaken in that, the Senator 
will correct me. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator is not absolutely correct about 
that, because immediately following that failure a bill similar to 
the one now before the Senate was prepared. It had the entire 
concurrence and approval of the Attorney-General. Hepreferred 
this arrangement to the one to which the Senator refers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then this bill, or an arrangement such as is 
proposed here, was substituted for that original plan? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Yes; the idea being that it was cheaper 
for the Government to erect a building that would accommodate 
the State Department, the Department of Justice, and some third 
Department, than to spend smaller sums in different independent 


| structures. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Whilst that may have been the 
judgment of the Attorney-General, I have always believed, and I 
still believe, that the Department of Justice building ought to be 
built upon the space we now have. It is large enough for the 
Department of Justice. 

Now, I believe another thing; that it is not wise to have three 
or four Departments in one building. I believe that whatever 
construction we make for the several Departments ought to be 
mezde, as far as practicable, for them independently. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

ee ali ON. Ce y. Iamstating my own opinion now 
about it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iagreo with the Senator as to that, This 
provision is, in the nature of things, but temporary. Originally 
there were three Departments provided for in the State, War, and 
Navy Department building. eof those Departments will retire 
on the passage of this bill, and ultimately it will be occupied by 
one or the other remaining. 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly so understand. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. So, with the building under consideration, 
while there will be three Departments jally accommodated 
for the time being, there will be ultimately another building, and 
this screed tans be eventually occupied by one Department. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator's suggestion is in exact accord 
with what I was endeavoring to say, and would have said in a 
few moments. 

In 1876 or in 1877, I have forgotten which—the date is not ma- 
terial; perhaps earlier than that; I believe, in fact, in 1871—we 
commenced the construction of the State, War, and Navy Depart- 
ment building, and everybody said at that time the building 
would be ample for thirty or fifty years for those Departments. 
Before that building was completed and after ifs completion there 
was a struggle between those three Secretaries, and particularly 
between the two Secretaries of War and Navy, about the space 
to be occupied in that building, which had to be settled finally 
by the arbitration, if I may say so, of a committee of Congress, 

Mr. HALE. By Congress. 

Mr, ALLISON. By Congress practically alone. The struc- 
ture, by the time it was completed. was claimed by the three Ses- 
retaries then in service to be insufficient for the accommodation 
of their several Departments. And now of the immense rent we 
are paying a large portion of it is for the War Department, I 
think amounting to $30,000 or $10,000. The Senator probably has 
the details; I speak only from memory. We have entered into a 
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lease for a building just completed, called the“ Mills Building,” 
adjacent to the War Department, for which I believe we are pay- 
ing $20,000 or $24,000 a year. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, The Senator from Iowa is mistaken about 
the War Department expenditure for rent. It is among the least 
amounts paid for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Navy Department has the building. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will state that the estimate for rent for 
the War Department this year is $16,800, but for the Navy De- 
partment it is $24,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the Navy Department; I said the War De- 
partment. The Navy Department is paying $24,000 for a new fire- 
proof builing, which I believe has been rented for a long period 
of years; at least it was understood when the building was con- 
structed that it was constructed at great expense and according 
to plans and suggestions made by the then Secretary of the Navy. 
Although the War Department pays only 816,000 for rent, it is 
paying, I repeat, a large sum for rent. The State Department I 

ink is not paying anything, although it may be paying some 
small sum for rent. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS. Practically nothing—$720 a year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, the bill provides that this 
new structure shall be 5 by the State Department, by the 
Department of Justice, and by the new Department of Commerce 
and Labor. I say, with due respect to Senators, I believe there 
are a great many people housed in this city in the public service 
who need, more than the State Department, additional room. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, If the Senator will bear with me a min- 
ute 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I fear he has not taken that accurate and 
careful survey of this subject which he usually takes of subjects. 
The Senator has just stated that we are paying rent for accommo- 
dating the War and Navy Departments outside. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the State Department goes into the new 
Department building there will be space there to be occupied by 
either the War or the Navy Department, and to that extent it 
will reduce the outside rent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that very well. That is a very 
excellent statement. The State Department portion of the build- 
ing will accomodate a few people from the War Department, but 
it Is so arranged that the great body of clerks will find very little 
space there for their use. 

The Department of Justice is not a very large Department, but 
it is growing as other Departments are growing. 

Then comes the Department of Commerce and Labor. Mr, 
President, that is a new Department, but it has assigned to it cer- 
tain bureaus and offices that require a large number of clerks. 
Six hundred, I believe, alone are in the Census Bureau. The 
Census Bureau is now situated on the corner of Second and B 
streets, in a building which was rented by the former Director of 
the Census for three years, with the option of renting it for five 
years more. The Committee on Appropriations, regarding that 
rent as exorbitant, Labs Je in an item in the appropriation bill 
some two years ago, or last year, poang for the purchase of 
that ground. It received practically no support from the Senate, 
for the reason that the location did not seem to be exactly suited 
to the people who were to be housed there. The result is, that of 
the $316,000 rent we are paying, $26,600 a year for three years 
goes for a building for the Census Office. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ifthe Senator will permit an interruption, 
that very situation is strongly illustrative of the statement I made 
as to the difficulty of accomplishing anything here in a sensible 
way for the public business. That building, as the Senator will 
859 800 was offered to the Government of the United States at 
ey ALLISON. Two hundred and twenty-five thousand dol- 

rs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator urged that we should have 
0 upon an appropriation bill to purchase it, as I recol- 

ect it. 

Mr. PERKINS. At $225,000. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. At $225,000. But somebody opposed it, 
and we are continuing to pay $26,000, or more than 10 per cent 
upon the reasonable value of the roperty. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amount 15 $26,500, and we will be com- 
pelled to pay that during the continuance of the lease, whereas, 
if we had purchased it, we Would have had more than half the 
rental involved in the purchase money, 

Mr. GALLINGER. May I ask the Senator from Iowa who 
made that lease, leasing a building for the Government at 10 per 
cent of its value? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was made, I think, by the Census Office, 
but they were under pressure at the time, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I asked the question for the reason that 
what little investigation I have made leads me to the conclusion 
that the Government is paying in rents about twice what it ought 
to pay or what private individuals would pay; and there ought 
to be some way of finding relief from that oppression, 

Mr. ALLISON. There ought tobe. Now, before this building 
is constructed, I make the prediction that if we should pass this 
bill to-day, the Department of Commerce and Labor will want 
the whole of it. 

Mr. HALE. Every part of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Every part of it. When we started on the 
Post-Office building at the corner of Eleventh street and Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, which has been so largely condemned to-day by Sen- 
ators, it was supposed that we could pick out many bureans of the 
Tre De ent and put them in there in addition to pro- 
viding for the whole service. Before the building was 
completed, or about the time it was completed, the Post-Office De- 
partment insisted upon using nearly the whole of it, and they did 
use all of it except the space set apart for the Sixth Auditor's 
room, and that will be out in a very few months if it has not been 
already removed. I think it is still in the building. The Post- 
Office Department requires every inch of the building for its pur- 
poses, and on the Ist of July the Department will have the exclu- 


sive use of it. 

5 The Senator will bear in mind that the Post-Office 
Department is not only occupying the whole of this building, but 
is now Pe ing large sums for rent of buildings outside. 

Mr. SON. I know it is. 

Mr. HALE. There is ouly gap Department there, occupying 
that immense building, and they want more room than they have. 
rinse ein says, you can not get three Departments in one 

nilding. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I want to 
make a slight criticism upon the details of this bill in view of 
what I have already said. The bill, as I understand it, provides 
for two commissions, one commission composed of members of 
the House and Senate, the presiding officers of each Honse, and 
the chairmen of the Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to which are added three Secretaries—the Secretary of State, the 
Attorney-General, and the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, 
There is no place fixed for the construction of this building, as I 
understand it, but the commissioners are confined to three 
squares. : 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Am I right abomt that? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, No. I had the bill amended this morning 
soas to give the commission the right to select a suitable loca- 
tion south of Pennsylvania avenue and east of Fifteenth street, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes: in addition. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In addition to the three sites mentioned 
by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, that is an improvement, of course. I 
think myself that we ought to commence the construction of De- 
partment buildings, as far as we can do it properly, on the south 
side of Pennsylvania avenue. But the commission which selects 
the site, as I understand it, is fanctus officio when that is done. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The commission to select the site is com- 
posed of the President pro tempore of the Senate, the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, the chairmen of the Committees on 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the two Houses, and three Cab- 
inet officers. The three Cabinet officers are to continue and con- 
struct the building after the site has been selected. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. Now, that is a very excel- 
lent commission, of course; but the three Cabinet officers are the 
commission who will report after the building is constructed, and 
they will have the power of saying who shall go into it, and they 
also have full direction in the construction as to the character of 
the building in every respect. 

Whilst I have every confidence in ile gentleman who occu- 
ies the position at this time, and probably will have such confi- 
ence in those who will occupy the position when the building 

shall be completed, which will five or six years hence, it does 
seem to me that if we want to economize in the space of buildings 
and in the construction of buildings, so as not to have too great 
space, there ought to be somebody somewhere who would have 
some direction over the people who are to occupy this building. 
I speak of that because we precisely this difficulty when the 
State, War, and Navy Department building was completed, 

Mr. President, whilst I do not criticise this bill in any way, and 
Ido not wish in any way to impede its „it scoms to me 
that there are other things which are just as important as what 
is 8 here, and that as respects relief from the great rental 
we will find at the end of five years that we will be paying as 
crea a here as we are now paying, notwithstanding con- 
struction, 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa if there 
is not another objection, or at least another consideration, in re- 

to these three Cabinet officers? For instance, if they are to 

ve a say so and controlling power in apportioning the space, 
naturally they will have a plan to suit their ideas of the needs 
and necessities of their ph acy Departments. 

Mr. ALLISON. They should have, in a great measure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But if it were an independent building, where 
each one of them would have his own house and plan it to suit 
the necessities of the Department over which he presides, that 
would be one thing; but the difficulty of getting these three to 
agree upon any scheme of apportionment of this great structure 
that will not prove abortive I think is a very strong 1 
against the idea to have this palace, you might say, and then try 
to divide it up among three Departments, when by a reasonable 
expenditure of a couple of million dollars, say, or three million dol- 
lars for each il TI, we can construct three buildings and 
improve the south side of the avenue by taking away the unsightly, 
miserable, measly houses that are along there now and substitute 
others. The land is cheaper there, and I would much prefer to 
see three buildings constructed, one for each of these Depart- 
ments, than to see one building constructed and have the conflict 
of interests which would naturally arise from the effort to divide 
it in a reasonable 5 6 

Mr. HALE. I will say that before the time comes to occupy 
this building, as the Senator from Iowa has intimated, a single 
one of these heads of Departments will claim that his Department 
needs the whole of the building, and we will be called upon, after 
haying been led into a scheme which is to house three Depart- 
ments, to construct two other Department buildings, when we 
can begin and take up all the property south of the avenue and 
erect for each De ent a suitable, commodious building and 
let it be independent by itself. The experiment of putting sev- 
eral Departments into one building does not work. It never has 
and it never will. It has been just the contrary. 

This building will cost before we get through with it $12,000,000, 
I have no doubt, and for that sum you can build three good hand- 
some structures south of the avenue, one for each of the Depart- 
ments, and house every one of those Departments by itself. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, does the Senator from 
Maine think a proposition to construct three Department build- 
ings would get the sanction of Congress? 

. HALE. Well, I think we would do very much better and 
get on very much better, if the Senator would report from his 
committee in favor of one Department building at a time, and 
put one on each year. 

Nobody raises issue with the Senator from Indiana about the 
desirability—it is not the necessity, as he says, but the desirabil- 
ity—of having these buildings for the Departments erected; but 
the Senator must bear in mind that we shall have to pay rent 
longer than he or Lor any of us will live. The Departments grow 
all the time; andlong before we had got the three rtments of 
the State, War, and Navy fairly housed in their present building, 
they were renting buildings outside; so that somebody, in rather 

a waggish way, when some one asked: Why are you appropri- 
ating so much money for rents,’’ some Senatorial wag, I do not re- 
member who, said: We are renting buildings outside, because we 
have just built one for these Departments. That is the reason.” 

The Senator will never see the day, we all agree, when that 
will not be the case, but we have got a chance now to develo 
what is a great plan. We can provide that that propa „Wi 
all those buildings south of Pennsylvania avenue, s be taken 
by the Government. Then we can from year to year erect every- 
thing except the building for the Supreme Court of the United 
States, which ought to be provided for early and ought to be in 
a building near here corresponding to the Congressional Library 
building; and all the courts, all tribunals, and all arbitration 
boards, etc., ought to be put into a building over there, corre- 
sponding in external architecture with the Congressional Library, 
so that we might get the Supreme Court out of the Capitol building 
and yet leave it near by, so that Senators and lawyers who come 
here can visit it, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] has said. 

We have now got a chance to do these things. This scheme 
which has been proposed here does not in any way help either of 
those schemes. I should have been very much better content if 
the Senator had been willing to wait and report back a bill placing 
all the courts in a building near the Congressional Library build- 
ing. I think that is more needed than is this. The Senator, how- 
ever, did not do that; and it is not for me to say that he should. 
He is a good legislator, and has done what he thinks is the right 
thing. But the trouble with this scheme is that it commits us to 


what puts off all these other things. I am sorry to have taken 
up so much time. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator yield to me for just a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indi- 
ana yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. My attention was diverted for the moment, but 
I am told that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] understood 
me to say that Senators of longer service ought to be trans- 
ferred down to the Senate Annex, and those of us of shorter serv- 
ice ought to be brought p here. Probably I was unfortunate in 
none myself. I did not say that ought to be the case. 
What I did say was that if that were done, we should soon have 
ample accommodations. 

Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. I may have been careless in my observations. 
I did not suppose for a moment that the Senator from Texas 
wished to reverse the custom of the Senate in that regard. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maino 
assumes continually that the site for this building will be upon 
block 167 and not south of Pennsylvania avenue. He is unwar- 
ranted in that assumption. The commission is left free to select 
a site along the south side of Pennsylvania avenue in accordance 
with his wishes. It is perfectly obvious that we can not legislate 
upon this subject Sii y and we have got to permit some discre- 
tion to a commission, 

If one building is erected, the Senator says, for the three De- 
partments, those Departments would soon outgrow it. That is 
true. Ultimately this building will be occupied entirely by one 
Department; ultimately the War, State. and Navy Department 
building will be occupied by either the War or the Navy Depart- 
ment. There is no doubt about that. 

Now, specifying the purposes to which this proposed building is 
to be devoted is but a tempo: expedient. Wecan not—I think 
Iam confirmed by the good judgment of Senators here—we can 
not now enter upon the scheme of erecting a ber se? building for 
each Department. This proposed building will be larger than is 
necessary for the present requirements of the State Department 
and larger than will be necessary for accommodating the Depart- 
ment of Justice—I refer to the Executive Department—four years 
tocome. There will be wa hed of space after those two Depart- 
ments are-accommodated. t will not be lost. That will be 
turned over to the Department of Commerce and Labor. It will 
not be sufficient to provide entirely for the wants of that Depart- 
ment. Soon after this building is authorized, if it shall be author- 
ized, the work of constructing other buildings should be entered 
upon. 

Mr. President, if we were to provide for buildings in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, calling ultimately for the expenditure of 
$15,000,000, it would be good business policy. Why? Because we 
are paying out in the District of Columbia now, in the way of 
rent, more than the interest upon $15,000,000. It is simply a busi- 
ness proposition. Shall we divide over the question of whether 
there shall be one Department or two Departments? Shall we di- 
vide over the mere question of location? It seems to me we should 
not be in any wise unaccommodating. The committee repo 
in favor of three sites. There are Senators who say, We wish 
this option enlarged and the commission given authority to select 
a site below Pennsylvania avenue.” The committee said in- 
stantly, Very well; we are willing to clothe this commission 
with that authority; we have no fixed immovable policy. What 
we want first and foremost is a building, and we want to enter 
upon the construction of it at the earliest possible day.” 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion there? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure. 

Mr. BACON, The Senator says the paramount object is to se- 
cure a building. Would the Senator be willing to concede to 
those of us who are very much opposed to a building being lo- 
cated on block 167 that the building shall be located upon the 
south side of Pennsylvania avenue, east of Fifteenth street? If 
the Senator will do that, I myself will vote for the bill promptly, 
mat do moe think there will be the slightest difficulty in getting 
i ‘ough. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. There are others who havea different view. 
I do not speak for them. 

Mr. BACON. Isimply asked the Senator if he would be willing 
to concede that much. 

Mr. FAIR 


I would not at the present time. No; I 
would not. 


Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator not believe that the pur- 
chase of a site or sites may be made to much better advantage 
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to vote upon this bill to-night—I want to ask if it is not possible 


and the Government secure a much lower price if the commis- 


sion on selection was not tied to any particular block or locality? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator is perfectly right about that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In case of going sonth of Pennsylvania 
avenue you will have the entire stretch from Fifteenth street to 
the Botanic Garden, not one site, but half a mile of territory. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I had not intended to advert to it, but 
there is very serious opposition to that part of the scheme. I had 
not intended to bring that into this debate, as it seemed irrelevant. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no disposition to do that; but the 
Senator will remember that the parking commission have - 
gested the very site that he has in his bill, and likewise made 
the suggestion concerning the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator is perfectly right about that. 
I was not criticising him in any degree. We go into that subject 
in the report, and the situation we contemplate is within the plans 
of the parking commission. We report that that is not to be 
adopted to further those plans, but its adoption does not stand in 
the way of their plans being adopted and carried out. 

There is, I may suggest to the Senator in all frankness and 
candor, elsewhere, in very powerful quarters, a very strong op- 

ition to carrying out the parking commission’s plans south of 
E avenue, and when this bill goes elsewhere it will be 
antagonized more sharply because we vest in the commission the 
discretion to go sonth of Pennsylvania ayenue than for anything 
else it contains, I am not opposed to the scheme of the parking 
commission 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me just there 
I know there isa prejudice against the park system, so called, 
but I have never seen in debate anywhere opposition manifested 
to utilizing the south side of Pennsylvania avenue for public pur- 
poses. Possibly the Senator has seen some debate that has esca 
my attention, but I have been very diligent in reference to thi 
matter. While I agree with him that there is 1 6 strong oppo- 
sition to the adoption of the park system, so called, which, after 
all, was a mere suggestion to Congress—it amounts to nothing 
more than that—I have failed to see any opposition manifested to 
utilizing the south side of Pennsylvania avenue for public pur- 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not know whether there has been any 
public manifestation of 5 5 to this matter, but there is a 
common understanding influential legislators in another 
branch are very much opposed toit. When Senator McMillan 
was here and occupied the chair at the head of the District of Co- 
lumbia Committee, so well occupied now by my friend from New 
Hampshire, he proposed that the hall of records should be lo- 
cated in that quarter, and I was in entire sympathy with him; 
but opposition developed so that we found it inadvisable to limit 
the officers who were to select the site to that locality. But I 
do not know that opposition was manifested in public debate. 

Mr. President, I do not care to prolong this matter. 

Mr. GALLINGER. When I offered my amendment to the 
pending bill, I used the words “‘ plans and specifications.” I pre- 
sumed specifications covered all the detailed drawings. That 
was understood by those of us who have not had the rience 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN] has had. I went to 
the Standard Dictionary and found specifications defined to be 
“a definite, i ized, and complete statement.” That was 
my notion about the matter, but as a question has arisen I want 
to modify the amendment by haying it read, for plans, specifi- 
cations, and detailed drawings.” 8 

I will allow the amendment to remain in that shape to be voted 
on. If the Senate wishes to adopt it, all right; if they wish to 
reject it, allright. I shall make no further modification. 

I should like to have the Secretary state the amendment from 
the desk, so that I may see that he has it correctly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On 6, line 5, after the word archi- 
tects,” it is proposed to strike out the word “to” and insert the 


following: 
The successful architect shall receive compensation in full for speci- 
fications, and detailed Stew ings not to exceed 2} per cent of 8 


said building, and shall 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. As the report of the committee is a sub- 
stitute for the original ay I 05 the amendment may be 
considered as if it were the origi i 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks 


to agree to yote upon the bill Wednesday, say before the close of 
Wednesday’s session? 

Mr. HALE. Wednesday has been assigned. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Wednesday has been assigned? 

Mr. LODGE. It has been assigned to the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Stewart], with a bill about the regulation of milk. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That measure will be discussed. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then, if Wednesday is occupied, and if 
Thursday is also occupied, I ask unanimous consent that we vote 
on the bill on Friday. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know whether other Senators wish to 
speak on this bill, but I think before we go any further we ought 
to have a print of the bill, so that we may know what it is. No- 
body knows what it is now. 

Ido not believe you can fix any time for voting on this bill. I 
not believe the bill is so important that it is necessary to fix a 

e. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It is not any more important than hun- 
dreds of other bills, but the Senate has already spent a great deal 
of time in its consideration, and that should not be wasted. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think the Senate has spent as much 
time on this bill as it ought to spend on it before it commitsitself 
to the system to which it is proposed to commit the Senate by 
this bill. I think the bill ought to be discussed. I think the 
beauty of this city depends somewhat upon the passage or non- 
passage of this bill. I confess that I am not a friend of the bill. 
ays TAI BANKS. I did not charge the Senator with being 
i end. 

Mr. TELLER. If it means what I think it means, it ought not 
to pass, not simply because of the cost, but because it will not do 
for the city what we might do for it in ding this amount of 
money. So I do not think it is worth while to try to-night to get 
an agreement to vote. That can be done when the bill has been 


more thoroughly discussed. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then I shall move to take up the bill on 


next Friday after the routine morning business, if there is no 
earlier 1 to do so. 

Mr. C OM. I now yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask to have an amendment to the bill 
printed, so that it may be before the Senate. I will send this 
print to the desk in a moment. I will suggest it so that it may be 
taken down correctly. In line 8, page 4, after the word “ other- 
wise,” I move to strike out all down to and including the word 
Columbia,“ in line 12, and to insert: 

A suitable site on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue between the 
Capitol and the Treasury. 

I will send the bill up, so that the clerks can get it correctly 
and have it 11 printed. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ceived and printed. 


HOUSE AMENDMENTS TO SENATE PENSION BILLS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the following Senate 


pension bills: 8 

kee (S. 3274) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long; 
an 

A bill (S. 1548) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Jackson. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the tive 
bills and ask for a conference with the House on the bills and 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, 
MCCUMBER, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. Parrerson were appointed. 

SENATE AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE PENSION BILLS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the following House pension bills, and asking for 
a conference with the Senate thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3032) granting an increase of pension to William 


Pittenger: k i 
5 R. 2928) granting an increase of pension to John G. 
A bill (H. R. 2920) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


that, as the bill reported by the committee is a substitute, it may W. H 


be treated as the original bill for the of amendment. 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ; 
Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I desire to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from Illinois will allow 


me-—his motion, of course, if it prevails, will render it impossible ! Arn 


A bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to John 


att; 

A bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Frank J. 
McLaughlin; 

A DR EL Se Ree) granting an increase of pension to Caleb 


* 
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A bill (H. R. 4851) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
8; 
A bill (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. eck ayes 
12 bill (H. R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
oore; 
A bill (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to James R. 


ayak 
3 ill (H. R. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 


A bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John 


erzog; 
pAb (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David Z. 
idler; 
A bill (H. R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


A. Forman; 
4 3 bereits R. 8376) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
Smith; : 
A bill (H. R. 8058) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Underhill; and S 
A bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase of pension to James H. 


argis. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments to each of those bills disagreed 5 the House of 
F and agree to the conferences asked for by the 

ouse, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McCumber, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. PATTERSON were appointed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 39 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
March 1, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


WITHDRAWALS. 
Executive nominations withdrawn Monday, February 29, 1904. 


John F. Jewell, of Illinois, and William Ross Davis, of Ohio, 
to be consuls of the United States, respectively, at Alexandretta, 
Turkey, and Martinique, West Indies, 


NOMINATIONS, 


Executive nominations received by the Senate February 29, 1904. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
INFANTRY ARM, 
To be captains. 


First Lieut. George J. Holden, Tenth Infantry, December 10, 
1903, vice Taggart, Sixth Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. 

First Lieut. Charles F. Bates, Twenty-fifth Infantry, December 
17, 1903, vice Benjamin, Twenty-seventh Infantry, deceased. 

First Lieut. Arthur Cranston, Seventeenth Infantry, December 
26, 1903, vice Schoeffel, Sixteenth Infantry, appointed judge- 
advocate. 

First Lieut. John J. Toffey, jr., Fourth Infantry, January 2, 
1904, vice Grisard, Seventh Infantry, appointed judge-advocate. 
Ordnance Department, 

Capt. William W. Gibson, Ordnance Department, to be major, 
January 21, 1904, vice Lyle, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edwin D. Bricker, Ordnance Department, to be 
captain, January 21, 1904, vice Gibson, promoted, 

> PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Commander James R. Selfridge to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Capt. Frederic Singer, 
an additional number in e. 

Lieut. Commander Charles Laird to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Commander Alex- 
ander Sharp, an additional number in grade. 

Ensign Charles H. Fisher to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, upon the comple- 
tion of three years’ service in his present grade. 

Lieut. Commander William G. Cutler to be a commander in 
the Navy, from the 3ist day of December, 1903, vice Commander 
James D. Adams, promoted. 

Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich to be a rear-admiral in the Navy, 
from the 17th day of February, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral Charles 
S. Cotton, retired. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE CORPS, 

Lauren S. Willis, a citizen of Vermont, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the Marine Corps, from the 22d day of February, 1904, to 
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

5 CHAIRMAN OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 


Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, United States Navy, retired, of 
the District of Columbia, to be chairman of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

MEMBERS OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 

Maj. Gen. George W. Davis, United States Army, retired, of 
the District of Columbia, to be a member of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

William Barclay Parsons, of New York, to be a member of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

William H. Burr, of New York, to be a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy, 

Benjamin M. Harrod, of Louisiana, to be a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

Carl Ewald Grunsky, of California, to be a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy. s 
Frank J. Hecker, of Michigan, to be a member of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission, te fill an original vacancy. 

INDIAN AGENT. 

Rush J. Taylor, of Castlewood, S. Dak., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Yankton Agency, in South Dakota. 

J. Blair Shoenfelt, of Wyoming, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Union Agency, in the Indian Territory, his term haying ex- 
pired January 18, 1904. (Reappointment. ) 

Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, United States Army, retired, of 
California, to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa Agency, in 
Oklahoma, his term having expired February 2, 1904, (Reap- 
pointment.) 

MARSHAL. 


Victor Loisel, of Louisiana, to be United States marshal for the 

eastern district of Louisiana, vice Charles Fontelieu, deceased. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Joseph T. Bridges, of Oregon, to be register of the land office at 
Roseburg, Oreg., his term having expired June 2, 1902, (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


James H. Booth, of Oregon, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Roseburg, Oreg., his term having expired June 2, 1902. (Reap- 
pointment. ) 

Frank M. Foote, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Evanston, Wyo., his term having expired December 19, 1903. 
(Reappointment. ) 


POST MASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 
William M. Newell to be postmaster at Mesa, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona, in place of William M. New- 


ell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 2, 1904, 
ARKANSAS. 


Omar N. Hawkins to be postmaster at Morrillton, in the county 
of comar, and State of Arkansas, in place of Thomas D. Haw- 


kins, A 
Charles L. Jones to be postmaster at Junction, in the county of 
Union and State of Arkansas, in place of Edward S. Parnell, re- 


signed. 
COLORADO. 

Preston Holbrook to be er at Blackhawk, in the county 
of Gilpin and State of Colorado, in place of Preston Holbrook, 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904, 

ILLINOIS. 

Robert B. Thomas to be postmaster at Lacon, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Illinois, in place of Robert B. Thomas, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903, 

IOWA. 

William A. Grummon to be postmaster at Rockwell, in the 
county of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, in place of William A. 
Grummon. Incumbent’s commission expired February 26, 1904. 

A. M. Loomis to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county of 
s 5 55 and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January 1, 


$ KENTUCKY. 

Thomas B. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Hodgenville, late 
H ille, in the county of Larue and State of Kentucky. 
Office became Presidential January 1, 1904, 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

John F. Mitchell to be postmaster at North Grafton, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of John 
F. Mitchell, Incumbent's commission expired February 19, 1904, 


Lyman D. Thurston to be 3 at Leicester, in the county 

of Worcester and State of chusetts, in place of Lyman D. 

Thurston. Incumbent's commission expired February 19, 1904. 
MICHIGAN. 

Zebedee G. Culver to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan, in place of Zebedee G. Culver. 
Incumbent's commission expired Fe 19, 1904. 

Charles Quick to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county of Kent 
and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles Quick. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 13, 1903, 

MINNESOTA. 

William Cordiner to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county 
of Millelacs and State of Minnesota, in place of William Cordiner. 
Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904, 

MISSOURI. 

Milton J. Hudson to be postmaster at Hale, in the county of 

Carroll and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Jan- 


uary 1, 1904. 
William G. Kitchen to be pae at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Stoddard and State of Missouri, in place of William G. 
Kitchen. Incumbent's commission expired February 2, 1904, 
NEBRASKA. 

Theodore A. Gierens to be postmaster at Arlin 
county of Washington and State of Nebraska, O 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

NEW YORK. 

Charles T. Jackson to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in place of Charles T. Jackson. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 6, 1 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Richard M. Norment to be at Lumberton, in the 
county of Robeson and State of North Carolina, in place of Rich- 
ard M. Norment. Incumbent's commission expired February 5, 
1904. 

oh. 


Charles H. Clark to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Madison and State of Ohio, in place of Edgar C. Horn- 
beck. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903. 

OKLAHOMA. 

G. A. Hall to be postmaster at Okarche, in the county of Cana- 

dian and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Ellery A. Humphrey, 


eet. PENNSYLVANIA. 


John W. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Wyalusing, in the 
county of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Lotta J. 
Kintner. Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904, 

Cyrus E. Hipple to be ter at Conshohocken, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Cyrus E. Hipple. Incumbent’s commission expired February 


1904. 

Sylvester C. Stout to be postmaster at Glenside, in county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi- 
dential July 1, 1903. 


m, in the 
became 


TEXAS. 
William Reese to be postmaster at Floresville, in the county of 
Wilson and State of Texas, in place of Paul Neubauer. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired December 14, 1903. 
WASHINGTON, 
Lane to be postmaster at Roslyn, in the county of Kit- 
3 State of Washington, in place of James Lane. Incum- 
bent's commission expired February 2, 1904. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 29, 1904. 
POSTMASTERS. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
William Noble to be aster at South McAlester, in the 
Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory. 
MISSOURI, 
Benjamin C. Klusmeier to be postmaster at La Grange, in the 
connty of Lewis and State of Missouri. 
Lauriston H. Condit to be postmaster at Canton, in the county 
of Lewis and State of Missouri. 
NEBRASKA. ~ 
David S. Beynon to be postmaster at Burwell, in the county o 
Garfield and State of Nebraska. 
NORTH CAROLINA. A , 
J. Sanford Patterson to be postmaster at Spray county 
of Rockingham and State of North Carolina, 
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NORTH DAKOTA. 

stmaster at Anamoose, in the county 

orth Dakota. 

OHIO. 

Charles E. Frame to be postmaster at West Union, in the county 
of Adams and State of Ohio. 

William M. Evans to be at Hubbard, in the county 
of Trumbull and State of Ohio. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

James H. Morrison to be postmaster at Marienville, in the 
county of Forest and State of Pennsylvania. 

W. H. Longwell to be postmaster at Oil City, in the county of 
Venango and State of Pennsylvania. 

WASHINGTON. 

George W. Edgerton to be postmaster at Puyallup, in the count 

of Pierce and State of Washington. z 


Albert Albrecht to be 
of McHenry and State of 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
. MONDAY, February 29, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupe, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 27, 1904, 


was read and approved, 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER, 

By direction of the er, the credentials of Hon. George A. 
Castor, e the Third Congressional district of 
Pennsylvania, were read by the Clerk. 

Mr. Castor p Cirpi at the bar of the House and took the oath 
of office prescribed by law. 

THOMAS JOYCE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8850) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Joyce, with a Senate amend- 
ment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HARRY HALLER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6582) 
granting an increase of pension to Harry Haller, with a Senate 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Fouse 
nonconcur in the Senate amendment and request a confererce. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to; ard the 
Speaker appointed the following as conferees on the part of the 
House: Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr, PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. 


EMPLOYMENT OF DOCKET CLERK. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Accounts A horas i the following portion resolution and reporg 
which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 79. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed 
to employ an additional clerk as calendar and docket clerk. to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House, until otherwise provided for, at the rate 
of per year. 

Amended so as to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed 
5 3 3 clerk for the purpose of tracing legislation, to be paid out 


eon’ ent fund of the House, until otherwise provided for, at the rate 


of $2,000 per year, from and after January 4, 1904. 
The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


ments. 

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso 
lution as amended. 

The question was taken; and the resolution as amended was 
agreed to. 

RELIEF OF BATH IRON WORKS AND OTHERS, 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Claims has had 
before it, among other bills, the bill (H. R. 10346) for the relief 
of the Bath Iron Works and others. The partiés for whom this 
bill is sought to be a relief are some dozen different tors 
and manufacturers who contracted to build a number of to 0 
boats and torpedo- boat destroyers. The bill seeks to give to these 
manufacturers the difference between the contract price and the 
actual cost of these boats. The contention of the claimants is 
that they lost money on the contracts. 

The House committee has not reached any conclusion upon the 
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merits of the bill, but has had a hearing occupying two full days. 
The bill inyolves a large sum of money, something a little less 
than $2,000,000. Under these circumstances I have come into the 
House on behalf of the Committee on Claims for the purpose of 
ki ng unanimous consent to have the report of this hearing 
prin x 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois asks unanimous 
consent to have the hearings before this committee on the bill 
(H. R. 10346) for the relief of the Bath. Iron Works and others 
printed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 9480) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CCLLou, Mr. WARREN, 
and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 

S. 623. An act for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry 
Opeman Bassett, deceased. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
(H. R. 12833) making appropriations, to provide for the expenses 
of ths government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 

Mr. MUDD. I desire to reserve points of order on this bill, 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They have been reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Points of order have already been reserved. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Pending my motion, I should 
like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee . PIERCE] whether 
he has any suggestion to make as to the duration of the general 
debate on this bill? 

Mr. PIERCE. I mues that the matter be permitted to run 
along; and when the debate ħas proceeded somewhat, we can 
then, if necessary, agree upon a time for closing it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That suggestion is satisfactory 
to me. 

The motion of Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. LAWRENCE in the 
chair), and proceeded to the consideration of the bill H. R. 12833, 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the bill, when 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota said: I ask 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 8 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this bill has 
been constructed with two ideas in view: First, the recognition of 
the fact that the District of Columbia contains the capital of the 
United States, in which all of the people of the United States are 
interested and in which they take a natural and proper pride; and, 
second, the recognition of the necessity for reasonable care and 
prudence in the expenditure of public money. 

The appropriations carried in this bill, exclusive of the appropri- 
ations for the water department, which are payable out of the in- 
come of that department, are based upon estimates of $12,884,825. 
This bill carries appropriations amounting to $10,059,071, being 
, 825.754 less than the estimates. 

The amount appropriated for expenses of the District of Colum- 
bia for the current year is $8,753,691. Hence this bill carries 
$1,305,880 more than the appropriations for the current year. But 
this sumis made be eho entirely by twoitems—namely, $968,155 
of an increase for the completion of the filtration plant and $300,000 
connected with the building of the new ter- 


Of the $10,059,071 appropriated in this bill, exclusive of the ap- 
propriation for the water department, the amount payable from 
the Treasury of the United States is $5,028,285.50; the amount 
payable from the revenues of the District of Columbia is $5,030,- 
785.50. This covers $2,500 which, under the highway act, is pay- 
able wholly out of the revenues of the District. 

In addition to the amount just named, there is carried in the 
legislative bill, chargeable to the District of Columbia, the sum 
of $90,048. Provision is also made for the construction of a bridge 
across the Potomac River, at an expense of $996,000, for which 
about $250,000 will be required from the District funds the com- 
ing year, s 


The total revenues of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year 1905 are estimated at $4,730,935.10. 

It will thus be seen that the amount appropriated in this bill 
payable out of the District revenues exceeds those revenues by 
about $830,000. To meet this excess of expenditure provision is 
made in section 3 of the bill for advances from the Treasury cor- 
ponding with those heretofore made. 

ere have been a few additional offices provided, all of them 
being deemed necessary. In the first place, the schcol system has 
called for an addition of forty-five teachers. There has also been 
an addition to the fire department.. The aggregate of additional 
employees numbers seventy-six. 

ere have been some increases of salaries, notably among those 
enjoying the er ies. The minimum salary of teachers 
in the public schools of Washington has been $450 per year. That 
minimum has been raised in this bill to$500 per year. There has 
been in the police department a minimum salary of $720. That 
is now raised to $900. There has also been an increase in the 
salaries of those men connected with the fire department who 
are receiving the smallest pay. In brief, this statement accounts 
for practically all the increased salaries and additional offices. 

There are in this bill several provisions which might be con- 
strued as being legislation and therefore perhaps subject to a point 
of order. But every one of them a purpose relevant to this 
bill; and I trust that if a point of order is raised by anyone, it will 
be reserved in order that explanation may be made, because I think 
with explanation the point of order will be withheld. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. Ishould like to ask if any provision is made for 
sewers in that region of the city about Woodley Inn? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in general an- 
swer tothe gentleman from New York, I would say that our plan 
in connection with the extension of sewers has been to extend now 
the trunk lines for the general sewage-disposal system. As per- 
haps most of the members of the committee know, the sewage of 
Washington now finds its outlet in front of the city. That has not 
been regarded as healthful. The purpose is to collect it all into a 
great trunk sewer, carry it under the Eastern Branch, and then by 
a siphon to dispose of it 2 miles below the mouth of the Eastern 
Branch, so that none of this foulness shall enter the Potomac in 
front of the city. The carrying on of the enterprise referred to— 
that is, the general sewage-disposal system and the trunk sewers 
connected withit—is taking so much money that there is no sewer 
construction being done in the section of the city referred to by the 
gentleman. Later on, when this general sewer system has beets 
worked out, we hope to reach that part of the city to which he 


refers. 

Mr. PAYNE. When will that hope probably be realized? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am not a prophet, nor the 
son of a prophet, but I should say it will be when we are thoroughly 
convinced that it is a wise expenditure of public money to take up 
that particular part of the sewerage system. 

Mr. PAYNE. And in the meantime those people up there will 
have to get ary ere sewers? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In the meantime they will 
have to do as other people have to do who go out to the suburbs. 
They get the benefit of cheap land on which to build their homes 
and have low taxation, and must be satisfied to do without some 
of the things enjoyed by those who live on higher priced land and 


ld for a question? 

y, Mr. n. 
Mr. SCOTT. Ishould like to inquire what has been done and 
what is now being done upon the filtration plant and how soon 
that is expected to be completed? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the question of the gentleman from Kansas, I would say that the 
amount appropriated for the filtration plant for the current year 
was $600,000. Colonel Miller, the officer of the War Department 
in charge of this water system, assured us that if we would give 


him for the coming year the amount estimated to benecessary 
to complete. the filtration plant—in round numbers, $1,600,000— 
he would have ion plant completed on the Ist day of 


December of this year, so that when we return next fall we can 
both drink and wash in clean water. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did you make the appropriation asked for? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. e have made the appropria- 
tion, and that accounts, in large part, for the size of this bill. 
There is an additional million dollars in that one item, and that 
accounts for a large 7 sea of the increase that the bill carries. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is the filtration plant to be located up near the 
= of the 


nak 
. McCL of Minnesota. It is located out near the 
Catholic University and the Soldiers’ Home. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BURKETT?] such time as he desires, 
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Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire at this time, when we 
are considering the annual District of Columbia appropriation bill, 
to submit a few remarks, generally, upon our national capital, her 
government and development. I believe that in connection with 
the many plans for the beautifying of Washington that have been 
urged upon the attention of Congress and the press and the peo- 
ple within the past few years, some of which are provided for in 
this bill, it may be interesting and profitable to know something 
more than the facts and figures which this bill carries. 

Fora very few moments that I shall occupy your attention I de- 
sire to give something of the original plan for the completed 
Washington, together with some of the difficulties that have stood 
in the way of its consummation. I want, incidentally, to submit 
something in a very general way of the government of the Dis- 
trict and how and whence it comes about. It is an unique gov- 
ernment, nothing like it anywhere, and yet every citizen of the 
Republic is proud to believe that his capital is the best-governed 
city in the world. 

It was a risky statement by some one that more people have 
ears to be tickled than understandings to judge.“ But to this he 
might have added that there were more eyes to be feasted than 

ispositions to know. 

he thought suggests itself that of the many Americans who 
tour Europe and the world how few do know how their own cap- 
ital is governed. Then, too, of the many thousands of people 
who annually visit Washington and feast upon the scenes of art 
and industry, from the great galleries to the magnificent pano- 
rama of her streets and ayenues, and the great ponte and private 
institutions, how few ever inquire into the machinery that makes 
Washington the beautiful city itis. How few ever stop to think 
that in all the world besides there is not another city governed 
just like Washington. Here is food for much reflection; here is 
reason for much s ation upon the power to abandon “‘inher- 
ent rights” with the ‘‘ consent of the governed.” 

Admiring multitudes have stood in awe before the statues of 
marble and bronze to the heroes of the Republic; they climb the 
shaft towering over them all, erected to the memory of the Father 
of his Country: they explore the city to its farthest corners, for 
every step is filled with historic recollections; they are whirled 
through miles of streets paved with asphaltum and admire their 
width, and their length, and their ingenious figure; they applaud 
the parks and the pleasure resorts; yet, with it all, few ever stop to 
ask, How is this all brought about—what is it that makes it pos- 
sible? Whence comes the treasure to care for this enormous ex- 
pense? And, if some one were to tell them that they had helped 
to elect a member of the common council of this beautiful capital 
city there would be an air of incredulity approaching disbelief. 
Nevertheless, such is the case. Their vote may have been cast in 
Maine or in California, in Texas or in Florida, yet every vote for 
a Member of Congress was a vote for a member of the common 
council of Washington. Congress is the lawmaking power of the 
national capital in exactly the same capacity as the board of alder- 
men is for New York City, but with unlimited prerogatives and 
unlimited power. Thatis, there is no law of superior importance 
above Congress that would compare with the State statutes that 
control the council of an ordinary city. 

Perhaps this may seem new to somebody, but it is only the re- 
freshing of a treacherous memory, for everybody has read in that 
article of the United States Constitution in which is enumerated 
the powers of Congress— 

Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legislation on all questions 
whatsoever over such district, not exceeding 10 miles square, as may by 
the cession of particular States, and the acceptance of Congress, become the 
seat of government of the United States. 

Everybody who has ever read the Constitution has once known 
this fact, and it only needs to be 1 7 for him to call it 
vividly to mind. Perhaps, however, he has never thought, and 
probably has never asked himself how that clause in the Consti- 
tution is executed. Or perhaps he may think it has fallen by the 
wayside in its literality, supplanted by some substituted form 
under our ‘elastic Constitution,” by man’s ingenuity in making 
the old document adjustable to modern ideas. 

Itis safe to say that comparatively few people know how this 
clause is carried out, or whether it is even pretended to be car- 
ried out, and if so, to what extent. Thus, I say, few people un- 
derstand that within our own confines, at the very heart of the 
nation, at our own capital, there is a district of 70 amars miles, 
inhabited by over 800,000 of God's creatures, intelligent, edu- 
cated, civilized, Christianized, who not only have no voice in the 
affairs of the nation, but indeed exercise no control whatsoever 
over their own local government. This is the condition in 
Washington. Congress does the legislating for the District of 
Columbia. It not only provides the form of government for the 
District, but directs the execution of that form of government. 
It also makes its laws, both civil and criminal, it es the rules 


of evidence for the courts, names the punishment for criminals, 
and provides laws regulating juries. 

In short, Congress, without let or hindrance, with no other re- 
straint than the one clause in the Constitution just quoted,is the 
source of all government in the District of Columbia. Congress 
papa upon and allows every dollar of money expended in the 

istrict, directs and limits improvements, scrutinizes and fixes 
the salary of every clerk in the city offices. It provides a water 
system, a police force, and a fire department. It orders the streets 
paved and repaired, cares for the parks, and carries away the 
garbage. In short, the Congress of the United States, constituted 
at present of 386 members in the House of Representatives and 
90 in the Senate, representing forty-five States, is the common 
council of Washington, with supreme power and authority to leg- 
islate for it. Thus it may be said that this particular clause in 
ps ar a is interpreted literally and is executed as it is 
interpreted. 

It should also be said that under the control of Congress Wash- 
ington has developed from a neighborhood of suburban fringes of 
near-by villages, surrounded by the most inauspicious conditions, 
to that of a beautiful city. Swamps have been drained, forests 
have been TOs rivers have been bridged, canyons haye been 
filled, and rocks have been blasted out in making way for the 
e ved and parked capital city that Washington has 
grown to be. And let me say that during all of that time the 
symmetrical plan which the Father of his Country prided himself 
so much in and spent so much time in perfecting has been carried 
out. To many its consummation has seemed slow. There have 
always been those who chafed under the apparent lethargy in the 
building up of Washington, and at times the enormous cost has 
almost 8 those in control of affairs that the plan was too 
big and that the design of the draftsman was too expensive of 
execution. But. to the credit of all of them, better judgment has 
always prevailed, charity and patience on the one hast hae met 
apprehension and conservatism on the other, and the symmetry 
of the plans of Washington have never been interfered with. 

To George Washington belongs the credit of most of the beauties 
of plan of the capital city, for it was his farseeing eye that looked 
clear in advance of anything then dreamed of by most people and 
to where we have scarcely yet reached. 

To George Washington, the Father of his Country, the designer 
of her machinery of government, the savior of her liberties, it 
was appropriate likewise that the plan for her capital should be 
intrusted when she was iani to have one. In him then was re- 

sed the trust of selecting the exact location of the capital city. 

or several years the headquarters of the nation had been migra- 
tory. It had been going from one city to another, according to 
the patriotic manipulations of the logrollers“ in Congress, or 
other more or less worthy motives, until most men came to be- 
lieve that if the nation was to endure and perpetuate its blessings 
and beauties, it must have a permanent, fixed seat of government; 
that if it was to convince the skeptical of its future stability, it 
must at least be settled and determined within itself. 

Some time was taken up in controversy as to just where the 
capital was to be located. The South very naturally wanted it 
in the Southern States, and the North wanted it in the Northern 
States, and every State wanted it in that particular State. The 
compromise, so well known to all men, was finally made that the 
Southern States were to be permitted to have the capital located 
on the Potomac River, and the Northern States, in consideration 
of permitting them to have it without further trouble, were to 
have assumed certain of their State obligations incurred in Revo- 
lutionary war times. Thus the location of the capital, which 
threatened at times the disruption of the Union, was finally ad- 
justed as the result ofa barter of the location“ for the assump- 
tion of State debts.“ This only shows that those old philosophers 
were no less alive to home interests than men of more modern 
times, and that Pro bono publico“ is sometimes a local question. 

Washington was then given authority to select the site for the 
Federal city. In this he was limited to 100 miles along the Poto- 
mac River, running from somewhere about Cumberland, Md., to 
Jones Point, down just below Alexandria. His experience asa 
surveyor preeminently qualified him for the undertaking, while 
his proverbial justness to all men and toall things and under all 
conditions made him the unanimous choice for this important yet 
laborious undertaking. 

How fitting that George Washington should select the site of 
the permanent abiding place of the nation’s capital, and that the 
city should bear his name, to stand throughout the life of the 
nation a growing monument to the grandeur of the achievements 
of his life. He selected, in accordance with the law, a place 10 


miles square, located on the Potomac River, about two-thirds of 
it north of the river, in Maryland, and the rest of it south of the 
river, in Virginia. The lateral lines of the square do not extend 
due east, west, north, and south, but in a northeasterly, north- 
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westerly, etc., direction, giving it such a shape that one corner is 
at the farthermost northern point and its opposite diagonal corner 
is the farthermost southern point. This makes it somewhat of a 
diamond shape as it appears on the map with its corners toward 
the four points of the compass. 

In 1846 that part selected west of the Potomac River and in the 
State of Virginia was receded to that State, and the District of 
Columbia now constitutes about 70 square miles east of the west 
bank of the Potomac River. 

Washington, then, with the assistance of L’Enfant, proceeded to 
lay ont the city of Washington. He made the streets to run north, 
south, east, and west, but across them, diagonally northeast and 
southwest, and northwest and southeast, he ran avenues. All 
of these thoroughfares he made of extraordinary width. All the 
city was to be reckoned from the Capitol. The streets are num- 
bered from the Capitol east and west and lettered from north 
to south. From the Capitol these streets and avenues radiate as 
the spokes from the hnb of a great wheel. Between the Capitol 
on one hill and the White House on another hill, about a mile and 
a half away, he ran Pennsylvania avenue, familiar, of course, to 
everyone who has ever visited Washington. It was down this 
thoroughfare, then little more than a cow path through a jungle 
of smartweeds, that the British went when they destroyed the 
Capitol in 1812. It was down this historic old street that the 
Boys of 61 rushed to the defense of the nation, and where 
they again marched through the mud at the close of four years of 
fighting in their last Grand Review.“ Down this thoroughfare 
went Thomas Jefferson on horseback unattended to take the oath 
5 and down it also the inaugural parade of every President 


The plan which George Washington laid ont was, until the 
close of the civil war, looked upon by many as visionary. Itcon- 
templated an enormous expense and a great city to susiain it or 
need it. The city was unpromising, although perhaps for this 
she was not to blame. The uncertainty of the permanency of the 
capital until after the civil war gave little heart to the residents 
to improve Washington. But after Appomattox all uncertainty 
was removed. Washington was to continue forever the seat of 
government of the American Republic. To be sure, there was no 
public edict to this effect, as indeed there could be none, but the 
verdict was rendered in two millions of hearts aud minds in the 
last ‘‘Grand Review.’’ Fouryears of warfarehad more intimately 
acquainted the people with the historic significance of Washing- 
ton. Its defense and preservation by the heroes in blue had en- 
deared it to every Northern soldier, and the verdict was sealed, 


silently but effectually, and from that time all effort to remove it 


has ceased. 
In 1871 Congress established a government for the District, 
giving it a governor and Delegates in Congress and providing 
or popular elections. Atthis time and under the impetus of this 
first real attention that Congress had given to the development of 
the District the first move of any co: uence for the improve- 
ment of the city was made. Several millions of dollars (probably 
about thirty millions) were expended by the administration of af- 
fairs in opening up the streets and in extending the city. But 
pular government soon demonstrated itself to be a failure, at 
Teast the people of the District evidently thought so, for they 
united in a request to Congress in 1874 to establish a government 
other than one dependent upon elective franchise of the people of 
the District. 

This may be the first time that people have asked that their 
consent be taken away from them in governmental affairs. Ac- 
cordingly the commissioner system was established in 1874, sim- 
ilar in many respects to what pertains now, and in 1878 the 
present government of the District was given by Congress. Under 
this government, known as the commissioner system,“ exempli- 
fied and perfected from that of 1874 by the act of 1878, the beautiful 
Washington of to-day has grown. By this arrangement the peo- 
ple of the District gave up their right of representation in Con- 
gress and their right of franchise. Congress, on the other hand, 
agreed to assume one-half of the expense of operating the city in 
the future. By the provisions of that government the President 
appoints two Commissioners, residents of the District, who, to- 
gether with a member of the Engineer Corps of the United States 
Army, detailed by the President, constitute the Board of Com- 
missioners, with executive powers in administering the affairs of 
the District in accordance with the laws that provides, 

This government has existed since 1878 and is the most satis- 
factory to the people of the District of Columbia and to 
of any that has been tried. The Commissioners, through offices 
created and provided for by Congress in their general laws, levy 
and collect taxes of the pope of the District. The taxes are paid 
into the Treasury of the United States and are there kept in a 
separate fund for the District of Columbia. They are then all 
paid out under the appropriation bills by By 
the terms of the act of 1878 of every public expense Congress ap- 
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propriates 50 per cent from the District fund and the other half 
from the United States fund. In short, it may be stated as prac- 
tically correct that the United States pays one-half of the cost of 
the maintenance and running of the District of Columbia, Wash- 
ington, and Georgetown, and the people of the District pay the 
other half. 

There are two reasons perhaps most potent for this arrange- 
ment. First, the United States is a very large property owner in 
the District and city, and of course Government property is not 
taxable. The amount of this property is constantly increasing. 
Every year additional land is being purchased and new buildings 
are being erected. When property is changed from private to 
public ownership, and consequently withdrawn from the available 
taxable property, the share of the burden as borne by this prop- 
erty is then shifted to the remaining property of the District 
under private ownership. But a second reason for the United 
States bearing one-half of the whole burden which might not ap- 
pear to the casual observer, and which perhaps is the most po- 
tent, is that unusual demands are made for the improvement and 
beautifying and control of Washington. It is the capital city of 
80,000,000 people and of the most prosperous nation on earth. 
Every individual feelsa proprietary pride in his capital and wants 
it in keeping with the mighty, progressive nation that we are. 
The Constitution placed control where it is so that the whole peo- 
ple, through Congress, could have their capital just as they wanted 
it. It is not thought proper that the taxpayers of a single city 
should be called upon to pay for the ideals of the people in this 
particular. They could not doit. It would confiscate property 
pe tay it; hence the amicable arrangement and the Ballland. 

f” plan. 

Congress exercises the full ms reposed in it ie Constitu- 
tion in the legislation for and the control of the District of Co- 
lumbia. In both the Senate and Honse of Representatives there 
are committees on the District of Columbia, to which all matters 
of legislation are referred. Theappropriations of funds, of course, 
go to the Committee on Appropriations. 

This appropriation bill that we now present is the annual 
budget of the Distri ict for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. It 
is made in accordance with the laws that I have heretofore men- 
tioned. The committee have given it very careful consideration, 
and we believe it is as nearly perfect as could be made. As it 
shall be read item by item and ph by paragraph oppor- 
tunity will be given for every Member of the House to understand 
every detail and to criticise it and to amend it if they so choose. 

| [Loud os eal 

Mr. PIERCE. I yield one hour, or so much thereof as he may 
desire, to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GILBERT]. 

_Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, four or five days ago the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] consumed 
about an hour of the time of this House in undertaking to tell 
us what the Democratic party stands for. I should be glad to 
have the gentleman from Connecticut present. 

Mr. BENTON. He is here. 

Mr. GILBERT. I propose to take so much of the hour now 
following as may be n to point ont what the Republican 
purty is and hat it stands for, and, like the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HILL], I shall decline to. be interrupted until I shall 
have concluded what I have prepared to say, and then I shall be 
a glad to ke to answer any reasonable questions that may 

propoun 

The Republican party was at the outset not a political organiza- 
tion at all. It was a party of wild-eyed religious fanatics, who 
despised the Constitution and evaded the laws. They emphasized 
certain glittering generalities in the Declaration of Independence 
and denounced the express 8 of the Constitution of the 
United States. They were almost as frenzied and unreasoning in 
their determination to free the negroes and give them political 
and social equality as were the Crusaders in their determination 
to rescue the Holy Sepulcher from the hands of the Moslem. 

The first Republican platform, adopted in 1856, upon which Fré- 
mont was nominated for the Presidency, demanded the immedi- 
ate admission of Kansas as a State of the Union. Kansas then 
had a sparse population of only a few thousand, spreading over a 
vast wilderness. Now, when three great Territories with a half 
million of people each demand admission as States, this party con- 
tinnes in its platforms to promise admission and continues to 
violate the promise. For example, the platform you adopted in 
1892 3 among other things, this promise to the American 
people: 

We favor the admission of the remaining Territories at the earliest prace 
ticable day, havi h 
2 dae 8 to the interest of the poople of the Territories 

You re this ise in 1896, and then again 1 
form of 1900 you pecalateaed: araoa 


We favor homerule for and the 
tories of New Mexico, Arizona, 


early admission to statehood of erri- 
and Okiahomn, 55 eee 
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How many more times are you going to write these falsehoods 
in your platforms and how many more years will these people in 
— Territories be denied the right of local self-government? Has 
your fondness for holding crown colonies in the Orient tempted 
you to hold thes3 neighbors and kindred of our own country in 
subjection also? Do the people who inhabit the poor hillsides of 
New England dread to see the seat of political empire drift away 
to the South and West? 
You wanted Kansas to come in immediately because she would 
have strengthened your political power. You oppose the admis- 
sion of these three great Territories because you fear six more 
Democratic Senators and quite an additional number of Demo- 
cratic Congressmen. This is the state of the Union upon that 
matter. And peeking of promises in the Republican national 
platforms which have never been redeemed, it would afford 
amusement, if the matter were not so serious and important, to 
review this highway leading to your political perdition next No- 
vember, paved with resolutions, and see how it is strewn 
with wrecks and betrayals of the people’sconfidence. [Applause 
on the Democratic rere 
In the platform of 1868 this Republican party announced that 
in all the loyal States properly belonged to the people of 
those States, but that in the disloyal States it was a matter under 
the control of Congress. This absurd doctrine was carried out 
with all its hideous enormity in the reconstruction of the South. 
No civilized. pore in modern times, though subjugated by war, 
were ever subjected to more outrage and cruelty by a conquering 
enemy than were the people of the Southern States at the close 
of the war. Not content with disfranchising the white people, 
they placed the ballot into the hands of the ignorant and illiter- 
ate negroes, who were fresh from the cornfields and cotton 
plantations, and these negroes were guided and controlled by un- 
scrupulous carpetbaggers from the North. 
These illiterate negroes mounted the bench as judges of the 
courts. They filled the halls of the State legislatures and inau- 
ted such a carnival of crime and corruption as were hideous 
to contemplate. Such pollution of society ensued, such mi ay 
followed, as no other pe endured. Yes, these issues are d 
but these historical facts are not, and should not be forgotten. 
If, when England conguered the Republic of South Africa, she 
had disfranchised the white population of those countries and had 
placed the right to vote exclusively in the hands of the negro 
slaves, the case would still not have been as great an ontrage as 
was heaped upon the southern people of our own land. The out- 
rage would not have been so great, because negro slaves of South 
Africa were as intelligent as the negro slaves of the Southern 
States, whereas the Boers of South Africa were a different race of 
people from the English conquerors. They were strangers. sepa- 
rated by wide oceans, speaking a different tongue, with different 
manners and customs; while the southern white poopie § were of 
the same blood, descended from the same sires, speaking the same 
jan ge,and inheriting the same laws, literature, and traditions 
e people of the North. 
The day is long in the life of a people, but time will hardly ef- 
face from our memories the needless cruelties and frightful devas- 
tations that were visited even upon the smoking ruins of the fairest 
of all the lands of the world. 
Coming now to the platform of 1872—I want to try and hasten 
on to get down to some of these modern issues [applause], 5 that 
I can entertain the young gentleman from Minnesota, w. 
to laugh and giggle the doctrines of Jefferson and 3 out ot 
the country, and I want to get down to the days that are in the 
recollection of my distingnis ed friend from Connecticut. 
Inthe platform of 1872 this party declared this astounding state- 
ee 


tic rebellion, emancipatin; seri font yt of slaves, de- 
3 Sige — of a and d established uni rsa] suffrage,exhib- 
iting up 35 magnanimity; it criminally punish panied no man for political 


"The is not a single truthful statement in that whole par- 
The Republican Ki did not suppress any rebellion. 

Whe Denona North and who voted for Douglas and the 
Whigs and Union men North and South who voted for John Bell 
were as much opposed to secession as were the Republicans who 
voted for Lincoln. More votes were cast for Douglas and Bell 
than were cast for Lincoln. They were as patriotic, as devoted 
to the Union, and made as good soldiers and did as much in every 
way tosuppress the rebellion as did those Republicans who claimed 
the sole credit. 


The Republican pa: 
freed a negro slave. 


never saved the Union at all and never 
voted for Douglas, and she put 


more than 100,000 soldiers in the Union Army. Tennessee voted 

for Bell, and that State furnished 31,092 Union soldiers. Kentucky 
voted for John Bell, and yet she furnished 85,860 soldiers to the 
Union Army. Marylan 


land furnished 46,638 soldiers to the Union 
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West PE eS U een furnished 82,068 Union soldiers, I have 
no less an authority than Judge Harlan, of the Supreme 
Court, say that the Union was saved in a great measure by the 
southern men who refused to join the secession, but who, with 
equal heroism and greater love for the Union, stood out against 
their brethren of the South and fought to maintain and perpetu- 
ate the Government of their fathers. Think of this declaration in 
the platform, *‘ exhibiting un eled magnanimity; it crimi- 
nally punished no man for political offenses.” When the German 
army conquered the Turks at Poltawa, the Turks were permitted to 
return home and to maintain their local laws and institutions. 

When the French army was destroyed at Sedan, the Frenchmen 
were allowed to return to their own country and exercise all the 
rights of citizenship, So when the army of the Sultan conquered 
the Greeks. these people retained their local laws and institutions 
and were allowed to rule their own country as if no war had been 
waged. Even when Russia, Germany, and Austria despoiled Po- 
land, her citizens were still left permission to control their local 
affairs, forced only to acknowl: the paramount allegiance to 
the conqueror. In this South land of ours, alone of all the con- 
quered countries of modern times, the white citizens, the property 
owners, the intelligent part of the population, were disfranchised 
and the local government placed in Pe e hands of former slaves. 

Coming now to the platform of 1876, let us read this paragraph: 
ee rejoice in the quickening conscience of the people concerning political 


Think of this! When Tilden received 4,284,757 votes. while 
Hayes received only 4,033,950 votes; and yet by the utter lack of 
any political conscience whatever the returning boards and the 
Electoral Commission found a devious way by fraud to either go 
behind the returns or to refuse to go behind them or do whatever 
else was nec to vote into the high office of President a man 
who had been defeated at the polls, and to count ont a man whom 
all honest men now admit was duly elected. So, having perpe- 
trated the greatest election fraud in our history, and having for- 
cibly canceled the certificate of the people at the polls, this party 
in the next platform of 1880 with great impudence declared. The 
honos; voter must be protected against terrorism, violence, and 
fraud.” 

But let us hasten on to 1884, when that party began its series of 
promises to reduce the tariff—promises which it never intended 
to fulfill. Instead of redeeming this p ledge that party has con- 
stantly pursued the opposite plan, and the surplus has grown to 
such proportions that Kariin. favorite national banks are made 
depositories of this surplus and are collecting millions of dollars 
annually in the way of interest by lending this surplus back to 
the people. The net profits made every year by these national 
in this way would furnish many millions for campai 
funds, to be expended to perpetuate the outrage and still leave the 
bankers time and — to praise the glories of the Republican 
party in ne pers and magazines of the country. [Applause 
and laughter.) Then look at this siren song which was sung in 
that same platform: 

The blican bas gained its strength by quick and faithful re- 
sponse to the demands of the people for the freedom and equality of all men. 

The freedom and equality of the ten millions in the Philippines, 
in Porto Rico, in Alaska, and in the Sandwich Islands are meant, 
of course, The only freedom and equality furnished since this 
platform was written was such as was shown to a colored woman, 
Mrs. Cox, at Indianola, when the Administration undertook to 
force her services as postmaster upon the white people of that 
city. Another instance of freedom and equality is to be found 
when the President disregarded the . of both 
White Republicans and Democrats in South Carolina and forced 
upon the people a black, odoriferous geranium by the name of Doc- 

r Crum as collector of the port of Charleston. Still another 
instance of freedom and equality to all men was perhaps shown 
when a certain other darky by the name of Booker Washington 
came to lunch at the White House and the President expressed 
his regrets that his family were away and insisted that Mr. 

Washington return to dinner. So this negro did come back to 

dinner, with the President of the United States at one end of the 
table, Mrs. Roosevelt at the other, Miss Alice and Theodore, jr., 
on either side, and Booker Washington seated at the seat of honor 
at the right hand of the President, eating out of the same dish 
and “ sopping out of the same bowl. 
Freedom and equality to all men!” What rot and nonsense 
in the light of recent history. Have you read the address deliv- 
ered the other day by ex-Secretary of War Root at the law school 
banquet? Here is what he says, in part: 


It has been my province during the last four and a half years to deal with 
arbitrary pena ic It has been ni for me to DA only make laws 
and pronounce judgment without any occasion for discussion, except in £o 
far as I would choose to weigh the question involved in my own mind, affect- 
ing 10,000,000 of le; and not only to make laws and pronounce 


t with overwhelming force great — — = 


— 


but to execute judgmen 


1904. 


— 


Think of this for one moment and think how rapidly we have 
degenerated from the institutions founded by the fathers of this 
Republic. Think of one arbitrary despot holding the destinies of 
10,000,000 of human beings in the hollow of his hand without any 
restraint of constitution or law. ‘‘ Execute judgment with over- 
whelming force and great swiftness!” The time was when such 
an utterance would have demanded and received universal con- 
demnation. But now it is the strenuosity of a popular administra- 
tion. A military satrap burning cities, devastating provinces, 
torturing prisoners and noncombatants has become the hero and 
idol of a Republican party that has the unspeakable impudence to 
talk about “ liberty and equality.” 55 

But hastening on to the platform of 1888, we find this ebullition 
of patriotism from the swelling bosom of the Republican party: 


The Republican party would accept all needed reductions in the national 
revenues g the tax upon tobacco, which is an annoyance and a 
burden to agriculture, 


Then, why don’t you repeal the tax on tobacco and relieve the 
farmers of this annoyance and burden to agriculture? Youelected 
your candidate to the Presidency in 1888. You have controlled 
Congress ever since. Time and again the Democrats have urged 

to redeem this promise to repeal this tobacco tax. Thereare 
Sour or five bills now pending in this House, one introduced by 
my distinguished friend who sits in front of me, Mr. STANLEY, 
one by my colleague from Kentucky, Mr. TRIMBLE, still another 
by my distinguished friend from Tennessee, Mr. GAINES, and an- 
other by, I think, Mr. HorRNS-all of them Democrats. 

They have all been referred to that magnificent Committee on 
Ways and Means, and there they will be permitted tosleep. I 
hate to discourage you, gentlemen, but those tobacco bills are as 
dead to-day as the seven sleepers of Ephesus, and no resurrecting 
angel will ever roll away the stone from their sepulcher as long 
as the Republican party remains in power. z 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILBERT. Les. : 

Mr. ST. Y. Iam listening with great delight to the gen- 
tleman’s able and magnificent address, but I have too much faith 
in that thing we call the human heart and its sympathies with 
the pain and suffering with fellow-men, as it is found on both 
sides of this Chamber, to believe that those just bills can die. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, it is easily to be seen that my 
colleague is serving his first term in Congress. [Laughter.] He 
will learn more after he stayshere. If tobacco was grown chiefly 
up yonder on the barren hillsides of New England, this war tax 
would have been abolished years and yearsago. It is about the 


only relic that is left upon the statute books of that régime under 
which the Government taxed anything and everything in order 
to carry on the war. 


Here is another sweet exhalation from the swelling bosoms and 
perfumed breath of the Republican party: 


We declare our osition to all combinations of ca „organized in 
irka or otherwise, CS control arbitrarily the condition of trade among our 
tizens. 


posed to trusts, are you? In every Congress your leading 
Members put out three standard arguments, and standing argu- 
ments, too. The first is that there are notrusts. The second, that 
there are trusts and that there have been trusts time out of 
mind, and that they are goods things to have. The third is that 
the Republican party is pledged and is using every reasonable 
effort to destroy the trusts. 

The Sherman antitrust law was enacted in July, 1890, more than 
thirteen years ago. It provides that every contract, combination 
in the form of trusts or otherwise, or conspiracies in restraint of 
trade or commerce aoe the several States or with foreign na- 
tions are declared to be illegal,” etc., and persons found guilty are 
to be punished by fines of not exceeding $5,000 or by imprison- 
ment not exceeding oné year, or by both fine and imprisonment. 
Hundreds of thousands of poor people in this country have suf- 
fered with cold on account of the soulless rapacity of the coal 
barons. Hundreds of thousands of ragged children have cried 


themselves to sleep with hunger on account of the soulless rapacity | h 
2 mili trusts, while these scoundrels | our 


of the beef trusts and the milling 
were increasing their dividends upon watered stock; and 5 no 
man has ever been made to wear a felon's sa for violating 
this law—no man has ever been convicted of violating this law. 
Indeed, a distinguished Senator has introduced a bill at the 
other end of the Capitol to virtually repeal the Sherman antitrust 
law. vig ea have been for years making their fortunes 
out of the „with the trusts for their clients, are brought 
here from New Jersey and Pittsburg to fill the office of Attorney- 
General of the United States, and of course they are not able 70 
fine any of the trusts. In the last Congress we appropriated a 
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special fund to track the trust and hunt down these modern brig- 
ands. Five hundred thousand dollars still remains unexpended 
in the Treasury, and no prosecutions are inaugurated. 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? A 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILBERT. Les. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman. I wanted to 
21 to the gentleman's memory the fact that on last Saturday 
only the Republican side of this Chamber voted unanimously, or 
pas with three exceptions, against a proposition to prevent the 

retary of the Navy from making Goyernment contracts with 
combinations convicted of being trusts and of living in violation 
of the Sherman law. 

Mr. GILBERT. Certainly, I remember that, and it is a very 
apt illustration and a forcible addition to the ar ent I was at- 
tempting to make, and I am obliged to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi for that contribution. The money, as I said, remains un- 
expended in the Treasury, and these freebooters, instead of being 
put upon trial, are lauded as philanthropists when they donate to 
some church, or to some school, or some other charitable or elee- 
mosynary institution a very small part of their booty. They are 
the idols of fashionable drawing-rooms. They are the chief 
drawing card of the swellest clubs in the country. When they 
come to the city of Washington they are wined and dined with 
unusual eclat. 

Why, the average Republican smiles and fawns and seems to be 
flattered ee society and the association of these great modern 
nabobs. ere was a triumvirateI turn aside from the regular 
course of my remarks to make a historical allusion. There was 
a triumvirate in the old days—Crassus representing the newly 
rich, Pompey representing the old democracy, and Julius Cæsar 
representing the rag-tag and the rabble of the day. The next 
step was a combination between Crassus and Czesar—a combina- 
tion, in other words, between the newly rich and the rabble. 
This combination soon disposed of Pompey, and they also soon dis- 
posed of the liberties of theircountry. The next step was an im- 
i tism. It is this combination of the wealth of a coun- 
try with the rabble that is to be dreaded now in this country, and 
it is to be dreaded always and everywhere. 

But we must return to our mutton, as the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK] would say. 

We favor the extension of our foreign commerce, etc.,’’ taken 
from the platform of 1896. Everybody knows that in order for 
ships to engage in foreign commerce they must be permitted to 
bring a return cargo. d yet this party has built a tariff wall 
around the country so high as to almost entirely exclude foreign 


manufactured goods. They have not been totally excluded thus 
far, but the high tariff wall has forced the commercial nations of 
Europe to retalia 


0 te by poar up tariff walis themselves, and it is 
inevitable that this policy will in a very few years naturally de- 
stroy our international trade. You put the Dingley tariff rate at 
20 per cent higher than was thought to be proper even by the 
avowed friends of protection, and you did so under the promise 
that this extra per cent should be traded off in consideration of 
concessions to be obtained from foreign countries in the way of 
reducing the duties upon farm products and manufactured arti- 
cles exported from this country and imported into those countries. 
Under this Dingley law provisions were made for the negotiation 
of reciprocity treaties, and quite a number of them were negotiated 
by Mr. Kasson. 

Indeed, treaties were made calculated to build up our foreign 
trade with all of the leading countries of Europe. Nota single 
one of these treaties has ever been ratified by the Senate. The 
two years provided by that law in which these treaties could be 
made have waxed and waned and the treaties have been aban- 
doned. Although you procured this unprecedented protective 
rate under the promise of reducing it by reciprocity agreements, 
the doctrine is now stand pat and keep on letting well 
Sooman sine There was a barefooted Nazarene who came 
preaching a new doctrine to the world, but the money changers 
and magnates of that day cried out, Stand pat,” and Keep on 
letting well enough alone.” Sowhen Washington and the ragged, 
soldiers at Trenton and Valley Forge were fighting for 
ie e plutocrat of that day and the money changers 
were as a “ stand patters,’’ and their watchword was, Keep 
on letting well enough alone.” 

That is always the war cry and the i of the privi- 
leged classes in all the of the world. e revolutions in 
the world’s history that have come for the betterment and the 
upbuilding and the promotion of the welfare of mankind have 

ways come from the undercrust, who were oppressed and who 
were o to the doctrine of “stand pat and keeping 
21 * well enough alone.” [Applause on the Democratic 
Side]. 
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But take this fine declaration from the platform of 1896: 
te 
EE tha AN mambo TOETA calor os AT, 

I suppose this was written exclusively for the benefit of the 
negro, because. strange as it may seem, while the Caucasian race 
and the African race stand at opposite ends of the line with re- 
gene to the different races that make up the human family, the 

epublican party has allalong manifested a strange solicitude for 
the negro race alone. They have never shown any especial anx- 
iety for the welfare of the Chinese, or the Indians, or the Boers, 
or the Armenians, or for the Circassian slayes, or for any other 
race except the beautiful and sweet-smelling sons of Ham. 

But I am glad to be able to say that distance lent enchantment 
to the objects of their devotion and that with closer proximity 
and better knowledge their original enthusiasm is softening down 
in some degree to a condition of reason and common sense, 

In the platform of 1900 the party made this declaration: 

We renew onr allegiance to the principle of the gold standard and declare 
ul 9 nice of all ont Cicer and th stahl 5 vee upon 
33 basis bas been secured. a 


At last, after a century of support given to wildcat banks, free- 
silver coinage, and fiat money, this Republican party, by strange 
political fortune, has come to pose as the champion of sound 
money. In the old days of Jefferson and Jackson Democratic 
party was the advocate of sound money, contending that gold 
and silyer were the only legal-tender moony authorized by the 
Constitution, whereas the Federalists, he: by Nicholas Biddle, 
were clamoring that the issues of the national bank should be 
made a legal tender, and they were also the advocates and de- 
fenders of a general system of wildcat banks. 

The Democratic party, on down to the days of Tilden and Hen- 
dricks, of Justices Field and Lamar, were still the friends and de- 
fenders of sound money and were still contending that gold and 
silver were the only legal-tender money authorized by the Consti- 
tution. In those days the Republican party was the creator and 
defender of fiat money. That party created the greenback money 
and made it a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and 

ivate, except duties upon imports and interest upon the national 

ebt. The Supreme Court, in an opinion written by a Democrat, 
Mr. Justice Field, decided that gold and silver alone could be 
made a legal tender and that the legal-tender feature of the green- 
back legislation was unconstitutional and yoid. The Republican 
party, to avoid this decision, proceeded to reorganize that court, 
created new judges, and these places were filled by a Republican 
President with judges known to support the contention of that 


rty. 

P What a howl they made down in my State in 1896 about the 
claim that the long-haired 16 to 1 Populists and anarchists were 
going to reorganize the Supreme Court, that it was going to be a 
revolution. 

Thusa new decision of that court was obtained, upholding the 
constitutionality of the legal-tender function of the greenbacks. 
This was the beginning of that long series of Republican legisla- 
tion in the interest of the money classes which has proved a very 
Pandora's box of evils. The 3 party opened the silver 
agitation in 1873 and continued it in their platforms down to the 
meeting of their convention of 1884. They inserted in their plat- 
form 95 1884 a demand for an international agreement to fix the 
standard of value between gold and silver. Then, in their plat- 
form of 1888, they denounced the Democratic party for its efforts 
to demonetize silver. Continuing their soft-money crusade and 
love for unsound money, this party, in its platform of 1892, an- 
nounced this doctrine: 

Amerie: ple, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
Gee Reptiles tees 5 the too of both gold and silver as standard 
money. 

Still on down to 1896, and in the platform of that year, the Re- 
publican party pledged itself to promote bimetallism by inter- 
national agreement, so that never until the platform of 1900 did 
the Republican party become the open advocate of the gold stand- 
ard or become the friend or supporter of what it pleases to call 
“sound mon y,“ and this attitude it assumed by a strange rever- 
sal of the positions of both of the two great political K 
the other hand, the Democratic party, aetna the Constitution, 
finds this language: ‘‘ No State shall make anything but gold and 
silver a legal tender in the payment of debts,” and by this con- 
stitutional provision the Democratic party has consistently stood 
during all the years of our national life, 

Novw, let us come to 1900 again and notice the last effusions of 
the Grand Old Party.“ This was the convention in which the 
chairman insisted that ex-Governor Taylor, of Kentucky, should 
come upon the platform so that all could see and honor him. 


This was the platform written at the cottage of E. A. Griscom, 
the president of the International Transportation Company and 
the head and front of the ship-subsidy steal. This platform an- 


ies. On ha 


nounces: ‘‘ We have conducted, and in victory concluded, a war 


and | for liberty and human rights. No thought of national aggran- 


dizement tarnished the high purpose with which American stand- 
ards were unfurled.” That sounds fine, doesn’t it? What are 
the facts? Democratic votes forced your party into the war, and 
Democrats took the leading part in its prosecution until Cuba 
was liberated; and then the Republican party came in for the 
spoils and for the subjugation of the Philippines. 

The commander in chief of the Army was Gen. Nelson A. 
Miles, a Democrat; the man who had charge of the navy at Cavite 
and Manila and who destroyed the Spanish fleet was Admiral 
Dewey, a Democrat; the man who command of the fleet at 
Santiago and who knocked the Spanish fleet into “smithereens ” 
was Admiral Schley, a Democrat; the man who was put in charge 
of the civil government of Cuba was Gen. Fitzhugh PA a Demo- 
crat; the man who had charge of the land forces in Cuba and who 
sent no grumbling complaints home, was Gen. Joe Wheeler, a 
Democrat; the man who had command of the land forces in the 
field in the Philippines, did the main fighting, and was never 
guilty of torturing anybody, was Gen. J. Franklin Bell, of my 
own city, and a Democrat. The Republicans were not idle. 
were „too. A Se Republican was accused of fur- 
nishing the soldiers em ed beef, and how many of the soldier 
boys were made sick and how many died from this cause will per- 
haps never be known. Then there was a Republican horse doctor 
sent to Cuba who was accused of befriending the gamblers and 
other lawbreakers. 

There were two Republicans, Rathbone and Neely, that had 
charge of the post-office affairs in Cuba, and who were found 
guilty by a jury of peculations and fraud. There was little Gen- 
eral n, a Republican, who violated the rules of civ- 
ilized warfare, dressed in the uniform of the enemy, forged let- 
ters, scouted all the laws of hospitality, and captured Agninaldo, 
Then there was General Davis, a good Republican, who had charge 
of the commissary, and who sold rice and other provisions to the 
starving natives at enormons profits, and last of all, the Republican 
Congress refused to limit the friar lands for the benefit of home 
seekers, but placed in the bill provision permitting corporations 
and syndicates to hase and exploit these lands in large tracts. 

What does the Republican party now stand for? It stands for 
the open door in China, while busily pursuing a policy that would 
close the doors of Europe and a. It stands for ship sub- 
sidies to build up our foreign trade, while it drafts bills giving 
most of the subsidy to fast passenger steamers, the floating pal- 
aces of the seas, that carry those trust tes and millionaires 
back and forth across the ocean, instead of giving it to the vessels 
that carry the freight. It stands for the Monroe doctrine and 
foments an insurrectionin Panama. It stands and preaches that 
to 9 articles on the free list increases the price to the consumer, 
while it is forced to take off a tariff from quinine and coal in order 
to felieve the distresses of the people. It stands for high protec- 
tion in order to build up the farming interests of this country and 
helps Cuba to remove her protection in order to benefit the farmers 
of Cuba. This party stands for extraditing criminals from across 
the sea and refuses to bring criminals from across the Ohio River, 


these e S 

favor of the Nicaragua Canal in all its platforms, and gives to a 
defunct French corporation $40,000,000 in order to get a chance 
to build a canal at another place. It stands “pda as the friend 
of the laboring man, and votes down the Clark amendment by 
which the Chinese would be effectually excluded and refuses to 
to pass the eight-hour law. It stands as the pretended friend of 
reciprocity, and refuses to ratify every reciprocity treaty that is 
resented to the Senate. There is no heresy no delusion in 
nee, economics, international law, or politics which this party 
has not at some time or other embraced or practiced and at other 
timesdenounced, A mener of contradictionsand inconsistencies, 
it stands for anything and for everything and for nothing at all. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 


s expired. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five 

minutes ted me by somebody who has charge of the time. 
Mr. PIERCE, Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 


gentleman. ; à 
Mr. GILBERT. Can such a medley of contradictions and in- 
consistencies continue to win the ions? I am sure I do not 
know. This combination has usually won in the world’s history. 
Only few exceptions can be found here and there as oases in the 
great desert of human wretchedness. Partial and vicious laws 
enacted and enforced in the interest of certain occupations or lo- 
calities in course of time always result in building up a large, 
wealthy, aristocratic class, and this class, by power and prestige, 
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urchase and con- 


the timid, corral the ere and ignorant, 
ve usually suc- 


e Get 
e venal and purchasable vote, and thus 


Mr. COCHRAN. That is cumulative proof that there is no 
ene country than Grover Cleveland. [Laugh- 


ceeded in outvoting the great intelligent middle class that con- | ter. 


stitutes the Democratic party of this country and the liberal 

parties of the Old World. 

This combination of wealth and aristocracy and the baser ele- 
ments has succeeded in all the dark blood-stained centuries of 


history. Tribunes of the people and gov ernors of provinces have 
returned loaded down with the wealth collected from the people 
by fraud and extortion. 


Thus a pe he becomes ready to give 
entertainments to please the ragged and hungry populace and to 
buy their votes. Crowds thronged the Colosseum and the Circus 
Maximus to enjoy and applaud, Young damsels of the patrician 
class sat with smelling bottles, themselves beautifully gowned, 

and clapped their white bejeweled hands at the sight of wild 

tearing peasants to pieces, limb by limb, by the thousands, 

When the hero of the entertainment appeared in sight, the rab- 
blement hooted and clapped their chapped hands and threw up 
their sweaty nightcaps, and uttered such a deal of stinking 
breath that he swooned and refused the crown that was offered 
him by the foolish populace.” 

Are we travelin ae from our moorings and pae in the 
same direction? y, perhaps when itis too late, we will 
learn that no free 95 can long endure unless builded 
upon the doctrines of Jefferson and Jackson. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. BEDE] can not laugh nor giggle this party 
out of existence. Iam nota prophet, but when the old doctrine 
of the Democratic pa: 
all and exclusive privileges to none” shall have perished, then 
5 of — le 1 have Bre perished also 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the > gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the 5 from Kansas? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman 
: question, The gentleman, when he began his address, stated 

hat he desired not to be interrupted, and I therefore deferred 

unn this time a question which I wish to propound. 

Mr. GILBERT. Come this way a little. 

Mr. SCOTT. In the beginning of the gentleman's remarks he 
alluded to what will probably eb ies down into history as the Booker 
Washington monat I should like to inquire whether he would 


criticise as severely a Democratic President who would receive at 
his table at the ite House a negro as he has criticised a Repub- 
lican President? 


4 Mr. GILBERT, Mr. Chairman, that is an impossible assump- 
ion. 

Mr. SCOTT. By no means impossible, Mr. Chairman, for the 

reason that it has already happened. 
` Mr. GILBERT. There isa vast difference between the be sepa 
which a Democrat and a Republican regards the colo: 

Will 28005 let 1 gr e you an illustration? 

Mr. SCO t me ask you this question—— 

Mr. GILBERT Wait a minute; I want to answer the first 
question. A fewdaysagoacolored man from my own country was 
in Boston hunting for employment; he knocked at the front door 
of a house and asked for something to eat, I believe it was, instead 
of work. The master of the house came out and said. My dear 
sir, I am very sorry, but we have nothing to eat.” He went to 
the second house and knocked and asked for something to eat, and 
the white master of the mansion came out and said, I am very 
sorry, sir, but I haye nothing to eat for you in the house.” He 
went to the third house and he knocked at the door, and the white 
man came out to the front door and said, You black scoundrel, 


what do you mean by coming to my front door for somethin to | Chapman 


eat? Walk around to the kitchen and get your breakf: t 
third man was a Democrat; the other two were An es 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SCOTT. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
given two minutes more to answer one more question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Kentucky be given two 
minutes more. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. GILBERT. Go ahead; I would be delighted to try to an- 
A the question. 

r. SCOTT. Iwould like to ask if the gentleman knows during 
President Cleveland’s first Administration he entertained at his 
table at the White House a negro? 


of equal rights and opportunities for 


MESAGE — THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 
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blocks in the District of Columbia 

H. R. 9640. An act to amend an ae granting to the Keokuk and 
Hamilton Power Seas ge right to oone tuot and maintain a dam, 
= so forth, 2 February 8, 

34. An act granting a aia is Wilhelmina Miller; 

195. = act granting a pension to Michael Landy; 
219. An act granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton; 
529. An act granting a pension to Emma H. Higley; 
754. An act granting a pension to John M. Lawton; 
855. An act granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley; 
2040. An act granting a pension to James Anderson; 
2932. An act granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Wil- 


. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock; 

. An act granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders; 
. An act granting a pension to Barney L. Brookins; 
An act granting a pension to Catharine M. McClan- 


. An act granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash; 

. An act granting a pension to James F. Wheeler; 
An act granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler; 
An act granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst: 

. An act granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bul- 


An act granting a pension to Anna M. Maier; 
An act granting a pension to John Holzer; 

5 An act granting a pension to Mary McCall; 

. An act granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias; 
. An act granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith; 

. An act granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty; 

. An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker; 

. An act granting a pension to Georgie S. Barbour; 
138. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


NHR 


1 


e 
e e ee PRP 
— — 


> 


-> 


HEHH 


pd 


. 165. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


rger; 
PS R. 198, An act granting an increase of pension to Emmett 
8; 
acm 249. An act granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 
itchell 
H. R. 561. An act granting an increase of pension to Eri Summy; 
H. R. 610. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
mone 
— . 660. An act granting an increase of pension to John 8. 


H. R. 681. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 
Kersteter; 
H. R. 689. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 


ao 


H. 708. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert P. 


ae B. 727. An act granting an increase of pension to James K. 
E 
H. R. 734. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 8. 


McAlister; 
= 5 812. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
H. Y 937. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark A, 


elton; 
H. R. 1156. An act granting an increase of pension to John Pan- 
gratz 
wet! 1294, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
c 
H. R. 1483. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 


Mr. eee No; but, mind you, we are not particularly Bloks 


claimin Clexeland. ughter. ] 
Mte. WILLIAMS of of Mississippi. As matter of fact, that never 


e 
Mr. ¢ GILBERT. I — 55 heard of it before, and if it did hap- | Cook 


that Mr. Cleveland was not a first- 


pen it may be barel 
hter] 


class Democrat. [ 


R. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Dexter T. 
— — 
H. R. 1497. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana 


H. R. 1859, An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
on; 
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indie tp Anact granting an increase of pension to George W. 
3 2016. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. R. 2111. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 


Towsley 

Aan 220, An act granting an increase of pension to George 
cDonal 

Wate — An act granting an increase of pension to George 
H. R. 2822. An act granting an increase of pension to Louiza 


Phillips; 

ee 2912. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Jones: 

% ea EE I ey oe En ae SE 
Howard: 

H. R. 3172. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


E. P : 
H. K. 3272. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
H. È. 3937. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


Craigue; 
P E n EA ROERE AR Inora Ok ERa CD 
. Clarke; 
Se ee e 
. Kerby; 

H. R. 3407. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 


Lewis; 
H. R. 3411. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. R. 3435. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


ratt: 

Bai 3521. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
awker; 
H. R. 3616. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


W. Davis; 
B = ait An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


ik R3 3005 An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
ones; 

55 R. 3815. An act granting an increase of pension to Hester 
E. Mooney 

II. at 4081. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel R. 


wee R. 4276. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 
K. 483, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
W K. 4325, An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
211 f. 4457. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
an 4629, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


O. Zone 
Had An act granting an increase of pension to David P. 
H. R. ‘Sst, An act granting an increase of pension to George 


N. Thorpe; 
So 2 2 80 An act granting an increase of pension to James 
ib 

8 4937. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
onkim: 

s H. R. 5199. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma M. 
ohnson; 

Whee R. 5299. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
heeler 

au R R. Sant, An act granting an increase of pension to A. Marion 
amb 

12 K. 5881. An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
ash; 

H. i R. 5534, An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
Shaw the a 
= H. R. 5609, An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

07185 sby; 


H. ie 5417. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


P. Hereford; 

H. R. 5634. An act granting an increase of pension to Nobert L. 
Miles: 

H. R. 5699. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Jonnson 
E R. 5718. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolph 

eiser; 

H. R. 5720. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
TE 


Snow; 


R. 5818. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip | last q 


I. ONE SE DS SENINE IO A AE EEE LS TCE 


H. B. 078, An act gran an increase of pension to Edward 
A. Wilbur; ae 


H. R. 6005. Anact granting an increase of pension to George B. 


Davis 
5 R. ome. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. R. 6023. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
R. 6028. An act granting an increase of pension to Anson 


ae oom An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


H. R. 6036. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Shafer; 
p 6061. An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 


Kalt edri. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
ma R. 6091. An act granting an increase of pension to John W, 
HR R. 6342. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
w An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 


H. R. 6562. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
A. Thompson 


8 R. ts. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
H: R: . 6701. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
H. R. 6947. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


. Cooper; 
SER 6994, An act granting an increase of pension to Theresa 
e 
ate 7095. An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
ak 
H. Th aE At ant granting am iaccenes.of pension to Henry 


Barrett; 

pase, 4 An act granting an increase of pension to Jabez 

Iot R. 7439. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M, 
85 R. 7447. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


ma 7594, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
iller; 
7 55 7682. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


oward; 
H. R. 7732. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Chenowith; 
H. R. 7756. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


H. K. W737 An act granting of to C 
R. 7787. granting an increase of pension 'yrus 
Davidhei 


eiser; 
Rie R. 7798. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


a R. 7799. An act granting an increase of pension to John O, 
ice; 
H. R. 8187. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


y; 
R. 8207. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Johnson; 

H. R, 8342, An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 


Davis: 
H. R. 8717. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


wards; and 
Slow = 8729, An act granting an increase of pension to Gustus 8. 
mick 

On February 27, 1904: 

H. R. 7287. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephen’s me- 
ridian. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. SCOTT. It the gentleman from Minnesota will kindly yield 
me five minutes, I shall be very much obliged. 

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas five minutes. 

Mr. SCOTT. The reply of the gentleman from Kentucky to the 
last question which I asked him wasa good illustration of what I 

think the lawyers call *‘ confession by avoidance.” 


Di 
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Mr. GILBERT. That is a good plea in any court. 

Mr. SCOTT. It happens to be fresh in my memory, however, 
and I have asked this time in order to give some information to 
gentlemen on the other side of the House who will no doubt be 
interested in it. During the first Administration of Mr. Cleve- 
land a negro from Kansas was brought to Washington, taken to 
the White House, introduced to the President, and by him in- 
vited to remain and sit at the table at luncheon, an invitation 
which I need not say was promptly accepted. ; 

Mr. COCHRAN, Will the gentleman state who it was that in- 
troduced the negro, and upon whose authority the gentleman is 
making this statement? > 

Mr. SCOTT. I make the statement on my own authority. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Were you present? 3 

Mr. SCOTT. I was not present, but one of my colleagues will 
corroborate me as to the fact. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Who was this negro? , 

Mr. SCOTT. ItwasC. H.J. Taylor, afterwards appointed reg- 
ister of deeds for this District by President Cleveland. [Laugħter 
on the Republican side.] 

I wish to call the attention of the House one moment to the 
difference in the character of thesetwo men. Concerning Booker 
Washington, the least that can be said of him is that he is a good 
man. But I think it might also be said that if he had a white 


-| Booker 


I recognize that as fully as the gentleman does. I am not stand- 
ing here, if the gentleman will allow me 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Wearealike,then. Thegentleman 
has the same prejudice that we have—on account of the skin. 
There is no difference between us on that. 

Mr. SCOTT. 1 am not standing here to make a plea for social 


equality. We all know that is impossible, I do not stand for 
that any more than Theodore Roosevelt did when he invited 
. Washington to his luncheon, any more than President 
Eliot did when he invited Booker T. Washington to his luncheon, 
any more than Grover Cleveland did when he invited C. H. J. 
Taylor to his luncheon. I have alluded to the character of Mr. 
Washington, which everybody in the country recognizes, because 
I wanted to point a contrast between the man whom the Republi- 
can President of the United States received at his table and the 
man whom the Democratic President of the United States re- 
ceived at his table. Who was C. H. J. Taylor? He was a black 
negro, as black as you ever saw. He had been a ward heeler, and 
nothing more, in the city of Kansas City, Kans. He had no great 
accomplishment to his credit; he had no education to speak of; he 
had nothing to commend him to any man’s consideration, par- 
ticularly nothing to commend him to the consideration of any 
Democrat, except the presumption that he carried some negro 
votes in his vest pocket and could deliver them to the Democratic 


skin it would be considered an honor by any gentleman to know | party. 


him; that he is a gentleman and ascholar. So much of a scholar 
that he has been given an honorary degree of master of arts by 
Harvard University; so much of a gentleman that he was invited 
by the president of Harvard University to sit at his table to lunch 
with Gen. Nelson A. Miles, who received the same honorary de- 
gree from the same university at the same time; so much of a 
entleman that he has been entertained by Queen Victoria at 
indsor Castle; so much of a scholar that a member of a college 
faculty of one of the southern colleges recently denominated him 
the foremost living American, for which utterance he was 
promptly called to tab by his associates; but, I am glad to say, 
that it was declared by the authorities of the college that they 
held free speech—— A E 
Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SCOTT. I have only five minutes, and I decline to yield. 
I have alluded to the character of Booker Washington not be- 
cause he needs any praise from me, but because I want to call at- 
tention—— 
Mr. MADDOX. I want to say to the gentleman from Kansas 
that the declaration was that he was second to Robert E. Lee. 
Mr. SCOTT. I cannot quote the language exactly for I do not 
remember it. Probably the gentleman is correct. But from his 
standpoint I should suppose it would be considered quite a com- 
pliment to be named as second to Robert E. Lee. 
The.C The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. : 
Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman be given five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Louisiana asks that 
the time of the gentleman from Kansas be extended five min- 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


none. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will yield the gentleman five 
minutes’ time. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say 
to the gentleman, in justice to that college, that the faculty did 
rebuke this professor for making that utterance, but did say that 
he had a right to it as enjoying the liberty of free speech. 

Mr. SCOTT. They rebuked him for making the utterance, but 
they did notattempt to say that the utterance was not true. ey 
rebuked him because they were forced to do so by the public 
sentiment of their community. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. The gentleman who uttered it 
afterwards explained and said he did not mean it. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. SCOTT. That is a question for the gentleman and his 
friends on that side to decide between themselves. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. He said he did not mean to say 
that he was the greatest man the South ever produced except 
Lee, but the greatest negro. 

Mr. SCOTT. All that aside, it will be admitted by every Mem- 
ber on the. floor of this House that if Booker Washington had a 
white skin, any one of us would receive him on terms of equality. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Why does not the gentleman re- 
ceive him, having a black skin? 

Mr. SCOTT. We do receive him in every 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Does the 
that he receives him as his equal? 

Mr. SCOTT. Not as my social equal: 
rs Mr. CLAUDE KIT . The black skin is the cause of it, is 

not? 

Mr, SCOTT, The black skin, and the prejudice, and all that. 


roper way. 
eman mean to say 


arty. 

For that reason, and for that reason only—for the reason that 
he had promised that if he were given this position here in Wash- 
ington he could turn the negro vote in Kansas from the Repub- 
lican party to the Democratic party—he was brought here to 
Washington by some Democratic leaders of Kansas, taken to the 
White House, introduced to the President, seated at his table, 
and afterwards paid the price by receiving the appointment of 
register of deeds of this District. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Does the gentleman approve of 
Grover Cleveland asking that negro to dine with him and dining 
with him? Does the gentleman approve of that? 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not approve of it, because I know the char- 
acter of the man. I notinvite him to:my house if he were 
a white man. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Because he is a Democratic negro— 
is not that it? 

Mr. SCOTT. That is not the reason. It is because the man is 
utterly without character, without education, without culture, or 
anything to commend him to the consideration of a gentleman. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Who introduced that negro to the 
President? The gentleman said his colleagne was present when 
it was done. 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not say that. I simply said my colleague 
was Sp pet of the fact. 

Mr. UDE KITCHIN. Did not a Republican from Kansas 
introduce him to the President? 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, no; hy no means. I have already said he was 
introduced by a Democrat. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have alluded to this matter, not to apol- 
ogize for President Roosevelt, who needs no apologist, but merely 
to call attention to the glaring inconsistency which goes into 
hysterics over a courtesy paid to a man of admitted high charac- 
ter and who has done and is doing a splendid and noble work, 
while utterly ignoring a similar attention paid to a man without 
standing or character or accomplishment, and whose only claim 
to consideration was the presumption that he could swing a cer- 
tain number of votes. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN, gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
5 from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] such time as he 
may desire. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, much has been said of late, 
both in this Chamber and elsewhere, upon the hustings and in 
the public press, upon the subject of reciprocity. The question 
has discussed as to whether, as an economic policy, it is 
Democratic or Republican. Thegentleman from Minnesota pe 
LIxp], who addressed the committee some days ago, assured us 
that it found its first expression from the lips of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, and yet I find in the last Democratic campaign text-book 
this assertion: 

Reciprocity looks like free trade, but tastes like protection. In practice 
reciprocity is worse than protection. Free trade would open our markets to 
benefit our own country. Reciprocity cares nothing for the consumer and 
hunts the foreign market with a club. Reciprocity is based on the same falsa 
theories as protection, and, like protection, isa sham and a humbug, and to 
most people has been and will ever continue to be a delusion and a snare, 

And then, again, I find in a magazine article written by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], the leader of the 
minority, this declaration: 

There is also a tariff revision by piecemeal, which is the handmaiden of 
the other system. This is tariff revision by reciprocal trade ents 
with other nations. Much can be done along this p: line of tariff 
vision under a Democratic or approximately a Democratic law. 

G 1K 


Lu Lure ee 


S * * , FIX 


2566 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 29, 


In other words, there is a reciprocity approved of by the Demo- 


cratic party for the purposes of tariff revision, and as leading to 
free trade. In view of that fact, and in view of the further fact 
that at least two Republican national conventions have declared 
in favor of reciprocity, I am forced to the conclusion that there 
are two kinds of reciprocity—one Democratic and the other Re- 
publican, and that they differ in toto coelo. z 

The reciprocity in trade relations advocated by the Democratic 

rty embraces reciprocity in competing articles, and is therefore 
Free trade in whole or in part, dependent upon the terms of the 
particular agreement. It is of value to the Democratic pariy oniy 
to the extent that it is an effective force toward the overthrow, 
partial or complete, of the protective system, with which it is 
absolutely inconsistent. 

Now, it is too manifest to be 1 ee of lalate that to 
impose a duty upon a foreign article for the purpose of preserving 
ie brent 1 for a like home article and then to lower or 
remove that duty so as to admit the foreign article into compe- 
tition in the home market is to abandon in that case the principle 
of protection and to adopt that of free trade. ‘ : 

Republican reciprocity is reciprocity in noncompeting articles 
and in nothing else. 8 on the Republican side.] I know 
of no better definition of it than that given by ex-Postmaster- 
General Charles Emory Smith. He says: 
but . We I eae eet grow 8 
needs the fabrics of our factories and forges, and we need the fruits of her 
tropical soil. We agree to concessions for her coffee; she agrees to conces- 
sions for our machinery, That is reciprocity. 

And I know of no better definition of its purpose than that 
given by President McKinley in his inaugural address: 

The end in view 


He says— 


l to be the opening up of new markets for the prognata of our country 
toe ting 8 products of other lands that we need and can 
not produce ourselves and which do not involve any loss of labor to ourown 
people, but tend to increase their employment. 


In other words, Republican reciprocity, like protection, keeps 
always in view the preservation of the home market, the primacy 
of our manufacturers, and the well-being of the wage-earner, 

My purpose at this time in undertaking to make some observa- 
tions on this subject is to enforce and emphasize the difference 
between Democratic and Republican reciprocity and to demon- 
strate that Republican reciprocity admits of reciprocity only in 
noncompeting articles, * } 

And I aver that there is nothing in the history of the Repub- 
lican party, in its traditions, or in any of its platforms that justi- 
fies the claim that reciprocity in competing products is consistent 
with ublican principles. On the con , eve ig in its 
history, its traditions, and its platforms proclaims such reciprocity 
to be inconsistent with the protective system, and therefore incon- 
sistent with Republicanism. _ ; 

If the committee will bear with me, I propose very hastily and 
as briefly as possible to review some of our national experiences 
with respect to this subject. They may be dealt with under three 
heads: Hirst, reciprocity with Canada; second, reciprocity with 
Hawaii, and third, tropical reciprocity, as illustrated under the 
Dingley and McKinley tariff laws. And I deal with reciprocity 
with Canada, because arguments have been made upon the Demo- 
cratic side of this Chamber looking toward a renewal of recipro- 
cal trade arrangements with Canada, and because arguments 
have been made elsewhere with like purpose of a sensational 
character by men whom we can not regard otherwise than as cov- 
ert enemies of protection, although they appeal to Republican 
hearers. 

Our reciprocity treaty with Canada was made in 1854 and ab- 
rogated in 1866. Various causes have been assigned for the mak- 
ing of that treaty, amongst others that Great Britain was fearful 
that in the absence of new trade arrangements Canada might be- 
come annexed to the United States. There is nothing in connec- 
tion with the negotiation of that treaty or with its operation of 
which we have any reason to be proud. The truth is that we 
were compelled to its discussion by the unjust and indefensible 
attitude of Great Britain with respect to our ts in the fisher- 
ies, and that it was consummated by the shrewdness of the Cana- 
dian Governor-General, Lord Elgin, and his staff, who, according 
to a British writer, ‘‘ approached the representatives of the Ameri- 


can nation with all the legitimate wiles of astute and accomplished | 1888 


1 They threw themselves,“ said he, into the society 
of 


ashington with the abandon and enjoyment of a group of vis- | 1900 


itors solely intent on pleasure.” The American opponents of the 
treaty did not hesitate to say that “it was floated through on 
champagne.”’ : 

In view of the present agitation of the subject, the history of 
this treaty and its results become matters of present practical im- 
portance. I think it will be more interesting, of using my 


own words, to let Mr. Blaine tell the story, as he does, in his 
Twenty Years in Congress. He says: 


When the independence of the colonies was zed in the prelimi: 
treaty of 1782, the provisionsagreed upon cere totwo 33 hel 
by both Governments to be final and perpetual. One was the territory em- 
braced within the boundaries conceded to the United States; the other was 
the right to the fisheries. The people of the colonies, especially the ple 
of the New England colonies, had as British subjects used all the British fish- 
eries in what is now known as the Dominion of da and the island of New- 
foundland, and in the preliminary treaty to which George III gaye his 
assent in 1782, as well as in the final and more definite treaty of 1783, it was 
e se oat the privilege should continue to be enjoyed by citizens of the 
new Republic. 

No doubt of the intent and proper construction of this clause in both 


treaties had eyen been suggested until the English and American negotiators 
were engaged in framing the treaty of pasos at Ghent in 1814, at the close of 
the second war with Great Britain. e British negotiators claimed that 


the war of 1812 had put an end to all existin 
clause in the treaty of 1782 being no lon 
expired, and if revived at all must be revived under new treaty stipulations. 
* = * * * * + 

The position thus taken by the British Government was plainly untenable, 
The treaty of 1782 was only the formal declaration of certain facts consequent 
bs 5 the termination of the Revolutionary war. That treaty recognized 
three conclusions as fully established: First, the independence of the thir- 
teen colonies; second, the territorial limits of the Uni States; third, the 
rights and methods of the common fisheries in colonial waters the citizens 
had exercised as British subjects. The history of the negotiation and the ex- 
plicit language of the treaty prove that the clause touching the fisheries was 
the tion of an exis' ng right and not the grant of a new right. The 
British Government in 1814 might with equal force and justice have claimed 
that under this hg na of the ae of the treaty of 1782 by war the 
recognition of our independence and the establishment of our boundaries 
had also become void. 


I quote from Mr. Blaine only so much as is necessary to make 
clear the circumstances under which this reciprocity treaty of 
1854 was brought about. He goes on to say: 

On the 2th of October, 1818, a one yen concluded at London contai: 
as its first and most important provision an absolute surrender of some o 
our most valuable rights in the fisheries. 

From the execution of this treaty—as might have been seen—the misunder- 


standing between the two countries in relation to the fisheries became more 
complicated. * * + 


ours 
under the treaty of 1782, and en ae unwisely renounced i the 
States and 


treaties, and that the 7 5 
r in force our fishery rights h 


pac alge shecould produce and export. All her 
raw materials were admitted , While all our manufactures were char; è 
0 


with heavy duty, the market being reserved for English merchants. 
fishery question had been adroitly used to secure from the United States an 
agreement which was one-sided, vexatious, and unprofitable. It had served 
its purpose admirably as a makeweight for Ca in acquiring the most 
generous and profitable market she ever enjoyed for her products. 

That Mr. Blaine’s declaration that the treaty was one-sided, 
vexatious, and unprofitable was correct ig eer from the fact 
that in the last year and three-quarters of its life we remitted to 
Canada duties amounting to $70,152,168, and the balance of trade 
was against us in the sum of $28,184,749. 

Now, this is a general statement, but to go into detail a little 
more as to the effect of the treaty, let me quote Senator Morrill, 
of Vermont, who was thoroughly familiar with the subject. He 
says: 

Our ex 


rts to Canada in 1855 were 
reciproci 


„828.076, but under the operation of 
windled in twelve years down to 


to $46,000,000 and odd. When the gem oe n the balance 
e had been $8,000,000 annually in our favor and tha d in specie, but 
at the end the balance us to be me in specie in a le year was 
$30,000,000. Here was itive yearly loss of over $5,000,000 of our export 
trade and a loss of $38,000,000 specie, all going to enrich the Canadians at our 
expense, 

Now, I want to show you the difference in the conditions that 
existed under this reciprocity treaty and as they exist to-day, and 
I pro to show you those conditions not by any mere uncorrob- 
orated statement of my own, but out of the mouth of a Canadian 
witness. If you will turn to the North American Review for the 
present month of February, you will find an article on Canadian 
reciprocity, written by the Hon. John Charlton, a member of the 
Canadian Parliament. He says: 

The nonprogressive character of the Canadian export trade to the United 
States is shown — the fact bo while the export in 1866 amounted to $44,000,- 
000, the export in 1903, less precious metals and articles not the produce o 
Canada, was no more than $48,959,000. On the other hand, a comparison of 
Canadian import returns from the United States will show remarkable in- 
crease, as the subjoined table will demonstrate: 

Canadian imports from the United States for consumption. 


794,000 | 1901 . . $110, 485,000 
2.81. 7 dusted AA 229.8400 
382000 „ „600, 


These are imports from the United States into Canada for con- 
sumption, the goods which we sold her, and for which we got pay. 
Here is another branch of the same subject. Iam still quoting 
from Mr. Charlton’s magazine article: 

The subjoined table, nies Canadian importation of manufactures 
from Great Britain and from the United States since 1898, will be of interest, 
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especially when taken in connection with the fact that Canada has given a 
ee ay rene exited, ech Ca waaay 1897 to 1898, then of 25 
per cent to 1900, and of 33; per cent since that time. 

Canadian imports of manufactures. 


This great increase in the sale of manufactures by the United Sta 
Canada between 1898 and 1908, in the face of the . 
of British imports, aes evidence of the strong hold that Tho American man- 
ufacturer has upon the Canadian market, and of his ability to meet all com- 
petitors in the market upon equal terms, 

These two tables, with their authors’ comments, are eloquent 
witnesses as to existing conditions. 

Let me add that the balance of trade in our favor last year was P: 


$73,554,000. 

Ihave here a copy of a speech delivered by this same gentle- 
man, Hon. John ‘Char Iton, member of the Canadian Parliament, 
at Ottawa, on the 24th of Feb 1903. The subject of this 
discussion is reciprocity with the nited States. And after go- 
ing on to show how favorable the conditions are under existing 
circumstances to the United States, and unfavorable to Canada, 
he pays us this tribute: 


The abiat a awi 
20) 
the necks, 91 1 its soil and ite mills and its workshops, and to bu ny 


in its own favor as 5 

ance of trade in favor of the United States last year amounted to $600,000, 
against the whole world—$71.000, Canada. That isa 

for the United States, and will ten her policy as lon 1 ro rest of the whole 

world will permit her to do it, but it is not a good for us. 

Now, what does this gentleman who speaks for his people offer 
us by sa Bs of temptation to change this condition of things which 
is so highly advantageous to the United States and which is not 
so advantageous to Canada? 

He says: 


outa con 
can not afford any 1 


What is the proposition? Why, that while everything is going 
our way, we are to make a trade arrangement upon the same 
basis as the arrangementin 1854, which proved so disastrous to us. 
An astounding 1 indeed! Now. 1 want to show you—— 

Mr. LIND. the aaa permit a question? 

Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. LIND. in it not a fact that with the exception of the last 
year of that treaty, after notice of abrogation had been served, 
the excess of our exports over Canadian imports was substan- 
tially as great as has been the relation of exports and imports 
since? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I do not have the figures here. I did 
not go ait detail any further than Senator 8 Pie sip 
answer question, speaking generally, saying No.“ 
cause the figures that are given by Mr. Charlton in the North 
American Review article show such a tremendous variance. 

Mr. LIND. I will state, however, for the benefit of the gentle- 
man, that with exception of the last year, after notice of the ab- 
rogation of the treaty had been given, our excess of exports to 
Canada was relatively as much as it has been in any years since 
or Said riod of years. 

ALZELI. I have been unable to find rage so and nec 
kare given considerable attention to the subject, a 

reason from the United States standpoint that woul 

treaty with Canada in natural products. 

Mr. LACEY. If my friend will allow an interruption here—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. The four years’ time to which the 
from Minnesota alludes was during our civil war, w 
ware eines toga at what would be a fair basis to irea upon. 

but the facts are as I state, are they not, 


Chairman, is the gentleman from 8 
sota aware that during the life of that treaty we gained 1 

cent in our export trade and gained 
trade with us? That is the fact. 


subject at all occupies the same positi i 
Canadian question that I am now endeavoring to sustain. 


‘ a nepeg of commercial intercourse between the 
o 


The first of the Republican leaders who is recorded as having 
expressed an opinion on the subject of reciprocity seems to have 
been Senator les Sumner, of Massachusetts, who, as chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, on the 11th of January, 
1865, reported favorably the joint resolution for denouncing the 
Canadian treaty. 

On this occasion Senator Sumner argued that the event had 
shown that the treaty was much more advantageous to Canada 
than to the United States—that, in short, it was unilateral, and 
hence not reciprocal.” The Senator went on to say: 
. Aatig figs 8 8 to — 

ctically that CCC K 
bar States. 

Sumner proceeded to show by figures that the revenue 
. to under the treaty had been very great and the 
revenue lost to the United States still greater, and that therefore 
the advantages of the treaty are not shared equally by the two 
countries,” so that it loses title to its name.“ The opinion ex- 

pressed by Senator Sumner was expressed also by the following 
prominent Republican Senators: Sherman, of Ohio; Collamer 
and Foot, of Vermont; Morrill, of Maine: Chandler, of Michi- 
gan; Doolittle, of Wisconsin; Wilson, of Massachusetts, and 

ers, 

In his first annual message to Congress, under date of Decem- 
ber 6, 1869, President Grant alluded to the Canada treaty in terms 
of disapproval on account of its lack of true reciprocity. I quote 
this extract from his message: 
TTT 
be site — esas — . t 5 ie z4 Era r engagod 
in the refs between thi ters pectin eileen oF Pine United -é 
be benefited by reciprocity. Our internal taxation would pews 3 
to the British producer almost equal to the protection which our manufac- 


turers now receive from the tariff. Some a: cp aroei for the 
nited Btates and the Do- 


f Canada may be desirable. 

President Grant, in his second Administration, assisted by his 
Secretary of State, Hamilton Fish, made an effort to perfect a 
new reciprocity treaty with Canada, embracing among other 
items the admission into Canada of a large number of our manu- 
factured articles free of duty. The treaty miscarried, as did all 


‘ord | other subsequent tentative treaties with Canada, the prevailing 
n | idea in opposition thereto apparently having always been that 
> | the productions of Canada were practically identical with our 


own productions, and hence any general admission of Canadian 
products into this country free of duty or at reduced rates of 
peel would necessarily compete injuriously with our own indus- 


1 1 3 have already quoted Senator Morrill, but I will quote him 
again: 

It is said thing ‘oreign 
merce—to nial Tian to 45 Taa up — vigor at N to 
surrender much more of our markets at home than to us abroad 


to which I do not L into the sea a 
than will eee Eleven 


of this ened traffic, giving up superior markets in exchange for 
inferior . — — pr political friendship of the 


I quote anf from another ished President—President 
Harrison—from his message of 7 20, age 


155 Canada. Previous 
to this Government. A treaty 


riments on had been unsatisfactory 
t should be reciprocal in rocal in 1 = of mutual advantages must necessa: 
have embraced an importan of manufactured articles and havesecu 
to the United F introduction of these articles into Can- 
ada as against the world. 


And again, in his fourth annual message, Mr. Harrison said: 
a suggestio: received th 
ey |e that the e aa e > government would like to confer as to tho pen ky 
e and u co wa utah 


exchanges of 
erence was held at Washington, 
with Mr. Biain Government and the British 


—— ot tine at this 


was onl ed to offer to the United States, in ex- 
change for the concessions = admission of natural ucts. The 
made that favored rates could not given to tke 
United States as the mother country. whew 58 WAS 
y terminated the conference upo The 
benefits of an exchange of natural products would ee ainoat rE. orim with the 
people of Canada. 


The objections to the Canadian treaty have never been better 
stated than they were by Mr. Roberts, Treasurer of the United 
States, who said: 

The commerce of Canada and of the United States covers ee 
question of reci commercial unio 


same classes of articles. The ty or 

tween Canada and the United | States is a very pec one from eee on be 
Santa axiee over for th Mexico or with the 
South American repu for the reason Ganade uces almost 
identically, so far as its goes, the same articles asthe United States 
produces. Therefore can be very little of exchange in the sense of our 
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t 
with 


back for our products what we do not ourselves produce. The trade 
woule be inviting competition, so far as there is a production in 
, as against our own producers. 

Now, I submit that every utterance of this long line of distin- 
guished statesmen on this subject is just as applicable to-day, 
just as pertinent, asit was when utiered first. I submit that there 
would not only be no reason in it, but that it would be folly 
to throw open the 1 markets of 80,000,000 ple in 
exchange for the markets of less than 6,000,000 people and to 
bring into competition the products of high-priced farm lands in 
the West, cultivated with a high wage rate, with those of Canada, 
with its low-priced lands and low wage rates. Every dictate of 
reason, every impulse of patriotism, every sense of loyalty to our 
own people and their interests demands that we should let well 
enough alone. 5 

Now, I will not stop to about Hawaii, because it has no 
special bearing upon the proposition now in hand. We all re- 
call that the treaty was made in 1875, and that it was made not 
for economical reasons, but for reasons purely political, because of 
the anticipated annexation of Hawaii to the United States. It 
cost us in the end the loss of nearly $13,000,000 of revenne. 

Now, you will observe that in the declaration of the statesmen 
from whom I have read the principal point made is that natural 
products are not the proper subjects of reciprocity. During the 
Arthur Administration the idea of tropical reciprocity seems to 
have originated. 

The fact that we admitted the products of tropical countries 
into our ports without the payment of any duty and that a duty 
was imposed upon nearly all of our products in their ports gave 
rise to the idea that we might very well make some arrangement 
whereby we could, for the concession of our free list, obtain like 
concessions from our neighbors. In 1883 aà treaty with Mexico was 
attempted and failed. In 1884 a treaty with Cuba, Porto Rico, 
and Santo Domingo was attempted and failed. Both Mr. Arthur 
and his Secretary of State are upon record as to what they believed 
to be the true principles of reciprocity. A letter of Secretary 
Frelinghuysen, sent to the Senate and subsequently embodied in 
a report dated March 20, 1884, contains the following important 
announcement as to the true principles of reciprocity between 
nations: 

The true plan, it seems to me, is to make a series of reciprocity treaties 
with the states of Central and South America, taking care that those manu- 
factures and, as far as is practicable, those eee which would come into 
competition with our own manufactures and products should not be admitted 
to the free list. 

Mr. Arthur, in his messages, announced the same principle: 

Ə 
eee T, 
under beneficent terms for the principal productions of the United States. 
In return for this we grant certain reseryed favors, whereby the articles, 
mainly raw materials or food products, which this country does not produce 
or produces in inadequate quantity shall reach their natural market of con- 
sumption in this country. e¢ 

And again, on another occasion, he recommended: 

A series of reciprocal commercial treaties with the countries of America, 
which shall foster between us and them an unhampered movement of trade. 
The conditions of these treaties should be the free admission of such mer- 
chandise as this country does not produce in return for the admission free, 
or under a favored scheme of duties, of our own products, 

You will recollect that in 1889 the Pan-American Congress con- 
cluded its sittings and recommended a series of reciprocity 
treaties between the several states constituting that conference 
and the United States. Mr. Blaine, who was then Secretary of 


State, made his rt, the conference having been called at his 
suggestion in the first instance, and Mr. Harrison sent that report 
to Congress with a message. 


And that was the beginning of practical Republican reciproc- 
ity. The Blaine plan was that instead of placing our noncom- 
petitive articles on the free list they should receive duties and 
that those duties should be remitted by the President in exchange 
for concessions to be made by the nations who sent to us non- 
competitive products. It would be tedious to go through the 
legislative history of the McKinley law, that finally embodied the 
Blaine reciprocity. It is sufficient to say that certain articles, 
noncompetitive, were placed upon the free list—sugar, molasses, 
tea, coffee, hides—and the President was authorized to remove 
them from the free list and impose on them certain duties in 
cases where unreasonable duties were imposed on our products. 

There is considerable of history connected with the making of 
th s reciprocity provision, because, you recollect, it was not in the 
McKinley bill as it went from the House, but was put in it in 
the Senate. But I shall not stop to go over that, use it is 
familiar to a great many genomen who are here, and I am more 
anxious about results t I am as to how they were brought 
about. It will be observed that the reciprocity provided for by 
the McKinley law was reciprocity in purely noncompetitive ar- 
ticles. That was a time when our sugar industry had not as yet as- 
sumed such proportions as to be called a home industry,“ requir- 
ing protection, and it was put upon the free list, and constituted 
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one of the articles on the free list to be used in making these 
negotiations, 

e domestic consumer was protected by way of bounty. It 
will be observed that the reciprocity of the McKinley law was in 
aid of our foreign trade, without the possibility of to any 
domestic industry or any domestic producer. Under the McKin- 
ley law, as you recollect, a great many treaties were made, quite 
a number. They were all of them swept by the board when the 
Democratic Administration came into power, without either rhyme 
or reason. 

But I must hasten on. I want to call attention particularly to 
the provisions of the Dingley law, because there never was a law 
put upon the statute books that is so little understood and so much 
misrepresented. The reciprocity provisions of the Dingley law 
are to be found in sections 3 and 4. 

Section 3 deals with two classes of articles. The first class con- 
tains argols or crude tartar or wine lees, brandy, champagne, 
still wines, vermuth, paintings, and statuary. These articles are 
substantially noncompetitive articles. Underthe preceding para- 
graphs of the law they have each been char with a duty. 
For this duty the President is authorized to substitute a certain 
lower duty for the purposes of barter. In other words, if he can 
obtain an agreement with a foreign country whereby our prod- 
ucts can obtain favorable entrance into foreign markets by low- 
ering the duties on these articles, he is authorized to do so. The 
second class contains tea, coffee, tonka, tonka beans, and vanilla 
beans, which were on the free list. On these the President is 
authorized to impose a certain duty, unless the countries exporting 
them should grant us fair entry into their markets. 

So far as this section is concerned, it will be observed that the 
principles of Republican reciprocity are preserved. 

The articles to be the subject of barter do not come into com- 
petition with any home industry. 

The discussion of this section gives me the opportunity to say 
that no law that ever went upon our statute book has been so 
grossly misrepresented as has the Dingley law. It has been her- 
alded all over this country—it is heralded all over the country to- 
day—that the schedules of the law are intentionally placed above 
the protective point, and that therefore the people are suffering 
from excessive taxation. 

It is not said that some schedules were so treated, but the 
schedules, meaning all of them. That is not true. The only du- 
ties that were raised were those upon argols, or crude tartar, or 
wine lees, brandy, champagne, still wines, vermuth, etc., and this 
for trading purposes. It has been asserted that Mr. Dingley ad- 
mitted the raising of duties. On the other hand, men have 
rushed to deny that he did. There was no reason for any contro- 
versy on the subject, for either assertion or denial. The bill 
itself shows the articles that bore the extra rates of duty. There 
was no concealment of the matter. The articles were those that 
I have mentioned, and no others. I have no doubt that Mr. 
Dingley admitted the claim as to them, but more than that he 
never did admit, never could have admitted. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi? 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me say to my friend from Mississippi that 
I think I know what he is going to say. I have read his magazine 
Seer and I propose to address myself to it in the course of a few 
minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wanted to ask the gentleman 
this question, and then perhaps what I ask the gentleman will be 
what he knows I am going to say and perhaps it will not be. 
Upon what articles is the sident given authority under the 
Dingley bill to negotiate reciprocity treaties with a reduction of 
20 per cent? 

Mr. DALZELL. Iknewthat was what the gentleman was going 
to ask me. I will answer it in a moment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is what I would like to 
know in that connection. 

Mr. DALZELL. I repeat 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Les. 

Mr. CLARK. The Hon. John A. Kasson 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will permit, I would like to have my question answered first. 

Mr.CLARK. Thatisallright. I thought the gentleman was 
going to answer it directly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No. In this connection, as I 
understand the gentleman, when he has said that articles were 
po 20 per cent too kynin only certain cases which he mentioned, 

ask this question: t articles are put within the power of 
the President as a basis to negotiate reciprocity treaties upon 
where he is granted the power to negotiate upon the basis of a 
reduction of 20 per cent? 


— 
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Mr. DALZELL. I will answer the gentleman in a moment or 
two. Iam coming to that. i 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Right now? 

Mr. DALZELL. In the course of perhaps thirty seconds. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Are nót those all the articles? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at There is a limitation that the 
gentleman has not paid any attention to. Iwill satisfy the gen- 
tleman, if he will only wait a moment, 

I repeat that there is no undue duty placed upon any article in 
the Dingley bill, whether for the purposes of barter or otherwise, 
except upon those to which I have referred—argols or crude tartar, 
wine lees, etc.—and I would like some gentleman now to stand 
up and tell me who they are that are tax ridden and suffering, 
because of the duty on argols or crude tartar and wine lees, or 
any other article named in that section. And yet out of such 
stuff as dreams are made of ” a hostile press and the enemies of 
protection are continuing to vex the souls of a credulous public. 


Mr. LIND. You have reduced the duty on argols and such, | y 


have you not. since the panne ot the Dingley bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not know whether that is true or not. 

Mr. LIND. Well, they have been reduced. 

Mr. DALZELL. Now, then, section 4 is the section that wor- 
ries my friend from Mississippi and which he seems to think jus- 
tifies him in the assertion that we are providing for 20 per cent 
overtaxation all along the line. 

Section 4 provided, first, that the President might, within a pe- 
riod of two years, enter into treaties with foreign nations to secure 
favorable entry of our goods into their ports in consideration of a 
reduction upon their duties of not more than 20 per cent, such 
agreement not to last over five years; and, second, he might agree 
to place on our free list such of their products as we did not pro- 
duce, or retain such if already on the free list. But his authority 
to act could only be by treaty to be ratified by the Senate and ap- 
proved by Congress. 

This section was not in the bill when it went from the House. 
It was a Senate provision. It is not now in effect more than two 
years since the eee of the bill having expired. When the bill 
went from the House to the Senate, the House had a reciprocity 
section, viz, section 3, and the Senate had a reciprocity provision, 
viz, section 4. A compromise was made by adopting both House 
provision and Senate provision with certain amendments. 

I see that the gentleman from Mississippi in his magazine ar- 
ticle contends that the 20 per cent rebate allowed by the fourth 
section measures the extra duties of the Dingley bill. But his 

sition is not tenable for the reason that the schedules of the 

ill had been fixed before this section was sug: by the Sen- 
ate, and without any reference thereto, and without any knowl- 
edge by the House that fixed the schedules that any such sugges- 
tion would be made on the part of the Senate. 

But the section was not to without a material limitation 
by way of amendment, which retained power in the Republican 
House. That was contained in the provision that no agreement 
could be consummated save by the consent of Congress. 

The men who insisted on that modification did so in order that 
they might retain in their own hands such power as would pro- 
tect home interests against possible reciprocity in competitive 

roducts. They did so for the further reason that they did not 
lieve it to be within the constitutional power of the Execu- 
tive and Senate, in the first instance, to deal with the revenues of 
the country, either by treaty or otherwise, but that the power to 
originate legislation taxing the people belongs to the representa- 
tives of the people. 

An analysis of section 4 thus discloses that it contained a pro- 
vision for reciprocity in noncompetitive articles similar to the 
House provision—viz, that of section 3—and alsoa provision which 
might result in reciprocity in competitive articles, but the latter was 
so guarded and restricted as to keep the veto power in Congress. 

Certain treaties have been negotiated under the provisions of 
section 4, but they have never been ratified by the Senate and I 
trust they never will be, because they propose to sacrifice certain 
American industries in the interest of certain other American in- 
dustries on the assumption that in the long run the net gain will 
be greater than the loss. The Republican party, however, does 
not believe in bookkeeping reciprocity, and I trust it never will. 
It believes that every American industry, whether large or small. is 
equally entitled with every other American industry to protection 
for its labor and its capital. Lapse on the Republican side.] 
Protection for all is its motto and its practice. 

It has been claimed that the Cuban reciprocity treaty was a re- 
versal of the Republican policy. 5 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle- 
man my question now. 

Mr. DALZELL, Ail right. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to ask the gentleman three questions. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman expect me to answer all 
of them at once? 

Mr. CLARK. No; you may answer them all at once or may 


answer them seriatim. Is not Hon. John A. Kasson, of Iowa, a 
-Republican in good standing and an officer in a Republican Ad- 
ministration? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, he is known as a Republican. I do not 
know aariing about his standing. [Laughter.] 


Mr. K. Al Iowa Republicans are in good 

Mr. DALZELL. I would not like to certify to that. 

Mr. CLARK. Inthe second place, did not Mr. Kasson, as the 
appointee of President McKinley, negotiate quite a number of 
reciprocity treaties which have been pigeonholed with gresi 
unanimity by the Senate? f 

Mr. DALZELL. I have already said so. : 

Mr. CLARK. Now, my third question is this: If the gentle- 
man’s statement here y properly expounds the present Re- 
publican position on the subject of reciprocity, then does not the 
transaction touching the Kasson treaties show that the Republi- 
can party has changed its base on reciprocity in the last seven 


ears? 

Mr. DALZELL. Notatall. The Republican party has been 
consistent from the beginning; it never agreed to any reciprocity 
treaty that involved anything except noncompeting articles. jap 
plause on the Republican side.] And it is because it has been 
consistent to its principles that those treaties haye never been 
rice tre and, in my judgment, they never will be ratified by Re- 
publicans. z 

Mr. CLARK. The real reason those treaties have never been 
ratified is because McKinley died, is it not? 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, not at all. They were 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. They were negotiated a year 
before 5 death. 

Mr. LIND. ill the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. LIND. Can the gentleman think of any noncompetitive 
product in the world now on the dutiable list that could be made 
the subject of reciprocity under his definition? 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, they all could. Yes, by putting them 
on the free list. 

Mr. LIND. But is there anything now not on the free list that 
could be made the subject of reciprocity under your definition? 

Mr. DALZELL. I don’t know; the tariff schedule is a long 
document. I do not recall any just now. 

Mr. PAYNE. Statuary, for instance. : 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh,I mentioned that—statuary and painting. 

Mr. PAYNE. He is asking you again; he has forgotten. 

Mr. DALZELL. I gave the gentleman a list a while ago— 
argols, crude tartar, the wine list, champagne—— 

Mr. LIND. We make all those things in the United States, 

Mr. DALZELL. And brandy—oh, no; we do not make any 
champagne that comes into competition with French champagne. 
We do not have any competition in argols; we do not have any 
competition in any of these articles—paintings—— 

Mr. LIND. One more question. Under the gentleman’s defini- 
tion of reciprocity we could not possibly have reciprocity with 
Canada in any one product that either nation produces, could we? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not think we could have any reciprocity 
with Canada that would be of any advantage to the United States 
in any shape or form. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now let me go on; my time is almost exhausted. I was about 
to say that it has been claimed that the Cuban reciprocity agree- 
ment was a reversal of Republican policy. On the other d, it 
was an exception. It was justifiable only on the ground of the 
exceptional circumstances under which it was made. It neces- 
sarily resulted from the peculiar relations that the United States 
bore to Cuba, a Republic made free by the expenditure of our 
treasure and the blood of our sons. It is not definitive of Repub- 
lican policy. It is not a precedent for anything, and no one has 
any right to so consider it. 

So that the reciprocity of Arthur and Harrison and Blaine and 
3 and McKinley is still the reciprocity of the Republican 
party. 

I know that certain gentlemen, enemies of protection, have con- 
tended that President McKinley in his last speech at Buffalo, on 
the eve of his tragic end, abandoned the doctrine whose advo- 
cacy throughout his long life had made him famous. I think 
they do him an injustice. There are detached sentences in that 
a that, taken’ by themselves, may be construed to mean 

ost anything; but taken asa whole the speech was a McKinley 
speech. It was a speech, I grant you, in advocacy of foreign 
trade, but at the same time its keynote sounded the supreme and 
commanding importance of the home market and was a protest 
against any curtailment thereof or of any industry therein or of 
any harm to its wage-earners. Note what he says: 

By sensible trade arrangements which will not interrupt home production 
we shall extend the outlets of our increasing surplus. 

And then again: 

We should take from our customers such of their products as we can use 
without harm to our industries and labor. 
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Andall through that speech, in which he glorifies our prosperity, 


he attributes its existence to the pia of protection. 
that be so or not, the faith of the Republican party to-day on this 
‘subject remains as declared in 1900 at Philadelphia: 

We favor the associate policy of reciprocity, eo directed as to open our 
markets on favorable terms for what we do not ourselves produce in ex- 
change for free foreign markets. 

Now, why change this policy at all? Why not cling to the pol- 
icy of reciprocal relations with respect simply to noncompeting 
articles, and so preserve our home interests? Oh, they say, 
because we want to get foreign trade. Well, what is the matter 
with our foreign trade? There certainly is nothing of criticism 
te be said about its present status, and I do not indulge in the 
fears that some gentlemen express as toits future. I apprehend 
that in the adjustment of world conditions it will take care of 
itself in the future, as it has in the past. Why. during the last 
thirty years our foreign trade has grown more 
Britain; it has grown more than that of Germany; it has grown 
more than that of France; it has grown more than that of Russia; 
it has grown more than that of any nation in the world. 

I have here some figures that I will not stop to read at length, 
but I will give you the resultsof them. Ihave first a table show- 
ing the exports of domestic products from the United States, Great 
Britain, Germany, and France, and I find that between 1872 and 
1901 the increase of the United States foreign trade was 168.39 per 
cent. I find that the increase of trade of Great Britain in the 
same period was 8.49 per cent. I find that the increase of trade 
of Germany was 91.19 per cent and of France 6.68 cent—that 
is to say, while Germany, which next to the United States grew 
the most, increased 91 per cent, the United States increased 168.39 
per cent. 

I have here a table showing the imports entered for consump- 
tion in the United States, Great Britain, Germany, and France 
which I will not stop to read, and I have a table showing the total 
imports for consumption and exports of domestic products of the 
United States, Great Britain, Germany, and France, and I will 
read you the result as to that. The United States between 1872 
and 1901 increased 73.06 per cent, Great Britain increased 28.10 
per cent, Germany increased 76.74 per cent, France increased 
14.32 per cent. 

The tables are as follows: 


Exports of domestic products from United States, Great Britain, Germany, 
and France, 


Total imports entered for consumption and exports of domestic products, 
= United States Great Britain, Germany, and France. 
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Why, we are among the greatest buyers in the world. Great 
Britain buys more than we do; Germany buys more than we do; 
France buys only a little more, and Russia not near so much. I 
have here figures covering two periods of time—a period of de- 
pression and a period of prosperity—showing what sort of buyers 
we are in the world’s market. Without stopping to give the fig- 
ures at length, in 1892 we bought at the rate of $12.73 per capita; 
in 1894, $9.41; 1895, $10.61; in 1896, $12.29. Then coming to a 
later period, 1900, 1901, and 1902. In 1900 we bonght at the rate 
of $17.96; in 1901, 810.58; in 1902, 811.43. The tables in full are 


as follows 


n that of Great | 15% 


There are reasons why we should not be as great buyers as 
some other nations. Those reasons are to be found in our native 
wealth of wheat and corn and cotton, tobacco, petroleum, coal, 
and ores—indeed, all the necessities of life in a great superabund- 
ance. Taking these into consideration we are, relatively speak- 
ing, amongst the world’s greatest buyers, and will ever continue 
to be so long as our industries flonrish and our wage-earners are 
in 2 of such wages as enable them to be large consumers. 

Yes; but gentlemen say, Oh, well, we will be shut out of 
the markets of the world. They will raise their tariffs on us.” 
My friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] indulged in a sad 
foreboding here not very long ago, entertaining thatfear. For 
how long a time, for how many years have you heard on the floor 
of this House that foreign tariffs were going to bar usout of the 
markets of Europe. Why, Mr. Chairman, men in the aggregate 
are just like individuals. They buy where they can buy best 
and can and buy from the party who has what they want 
to sell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania may be extended 
until he completes his remarks. 

The MAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from cage á vania may be permitted to conclude his re- 
marks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


none. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman permit me to inter- 
him? 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if it is not a fact that there has been a large reduction in 
the exports of manufactures of iron and steel of the United States 
into the markets of the world? 

Mr. DALZELL. Undoubtedly there are periods of depression 
and periods of prosperity, changes in the market extending from 
time to time over long periods; and there always have been. I 
will remind the gentleman that two swallows do not make a 


summer. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ever since the enactment of the Dingley 
tariff bill have not the European countries that furnished us mar- 
kets for our goods heretofore almost all of them discriminated 
against our iron and steel manufactures? 

Mr. DALZELL. They do not seem to have affected our pros- 
perity in that direction. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


14.2 | vania if it is not a fact that our exports last year were less than 


I am justified, I think, in the claim that I have made that in the 
last thirty years our foreign trade has increased more than that 
of any other nation. And that magnificent showing, let me sug- 
gest, was not due to our agricultural tradealone. In 1892 ourex- 
ports of manufactures amounted to only $158,500,917, or 15.7 per 
cent of our exports. In 1902 our exports of manufactures 
amounted to $403,641,401, or 29.77 of ed e an increase since 
1892 of 154.7 percent. Why, the of our foreign trade has 
been the wonder of the world. e have heard time and again on 
the floor of this House threats made that on account of its in- 
crease foreign countries would seek to bar us out of their mar- 
kets, and we have heard the plea made for tariff revision and 
reciprocity on that ground. 

It is furthermore said that we must buy or we can not sell.“ 


they were five ? 

Mr DALZELL. Ido not have before me the figures, but I will 
say that there are periods of d ion, and sometimes there are 
long times of depression; but there is always a reason for it, and 
generally temporary. 

Now, with respect to this claim that we are going to be shut 
out of the world’s markets. The United States produces one-fifth 
of the world's wheat. 

Mr. STANLEY, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him just 
one 


questi 
Mr. DALZELL. I will. 

ee not concede that a high 
i of Great Britain would be a great ca- 
ty to this couni 


Mr. DALZELL. No, I will not concede it; I prefer to say that 
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that is a very large question, with which I am not now familiar. | So gentlemen every now and then attempt to show that protec- 


It is one that I do not feel myself now 1 F 5 or able to answer. 
I have not given it any study. But I will say for the benefit of 
the gentleman 

215 PEARLE Iam speaking of a tariff on all kinds of Ameri- 
can industry. 

Mr. DAL .I will prefer to say that I am not competent 

to answer the gentleman’s question. If the gentleman wants 
something to read on the subject, I will refer him to the last Book 
Lovers’ Magazine, to anarticle written by Mr. Talcott Williams, 
of Philadelphia, one of our best writers. He can give him more 
light than anyone who has written on the subject, so far as I have 
seen up to this time. 

Now, as to being driven out of the world’s markets, the United 
States, I say, produces one-fifth of the world’s wheat, one-half of 
the world’s meat, four-fifths of the world’s corn, and three- 
fourths of the world’s cotton. Europe’s importations from the 
United States last year were three-fifths of its wheat, almost all of 
its corn, half of its meat, and three-fourths of its cotton. In 1901 
Europe took over 50 per cent of our exports of manufactures, 90 
per cent of our exports of agricultural products, and 60 per cent of 
all other . Suppose it possible that Europe could be fur- 
nished with these necessities from other places outside the United 
States, what effect do you suppose it would have upon their mar- 
kets as to price to shut out the American products?. To do so, I 
venture to say, would be an economic impossibility, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I have proven anything at all I have 
proven, first, that Republican eg sg means only reciprocity 
in noncompeting products, and I have proven, secondly, that no 
reason exists, growing out of our relation with the world’s trade, 
for changing or aban pr} that policy. 

So then, I say, let us abide by the ancient landmarks, the party 
faith, and I repeat, we favor the associated policy of reciprocity 
so directed as to open our markets on favorable terms for what we 
can not ourselves produce in exchange for free foreign markets.” 
That is all we are willing to give for free foreign markets. We 
will not agree that a single home industry shall be an ye we 
will not agree that a single American wage-earner s lose his 
job or part with a penny of his wages. The game is not worth 


the candle. 
In the long run we shall have our full share of the world’s 
markets. eshall have it because we shall deserveit. We shall 


have it because, in the great international contest for the world’s 
trade, we shall have behind us the inexhaustible wealth of a con- 
tinent, the energy and enterprise and inventive genius of the most 
intelligent and energetic people on the face of the earth, and all 
of it backed by such wise policies as shall most advantageously 
develop their great resources. [Prolonged applause. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LovERING having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 

without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 19. An act establishing a United States court at Marietta, 


Ind. T.; 
Bs R. 11021, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
eems; 
H. R. 8227. An act granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; and 
H. R. 10145. An act to provide for appeals, writs of error, and 
other appellate proceedings from the circuit and district courts 
of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- | additi 


lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the action of the President tempore in si the bill 
(8. 167) “ rye Be increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe” be rescinded, 
and that the bill be returned to the House of resentatives with the re- 


quest that similar action be taken by the House with respect to the signature 
of the Speaker, and that the passage of the bill be reconsidered, and that it be 
postponed indefinitely, the beneficiary of the same being dead. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, it is an old 
adage that the application of principles can always be confused 
by a prolixity of figures. It is true, for the same reason, that the 
sea has no fixed level and that the running waters have no regular 
level. People lose sight of the general principle that there is a 
mean level of the sea, because the sea is never at rest; and people 
lose sight of the general principle that waters flow downward, 
because sometimes downstream the waters are higher than above, 
backed by some inflow of other waters. 

Thus, when you come to the consideration of the application of 
the general principle, you may run over a lot of figures dealing 
with the great complexities of the trade of a great country and 
take out some ial figures here and there, seemingly contra- 
dicting any principle, no matter how well grounded an that 
principle may be. 


tion, a policy which is inaugurated for the purpose of raising 
rices for the benefit of the man or industry protected, does really 
ower prices and thereby destroys its own purpose, and so gentle- 
men now and then, as in this debate, attempt to show that people 
w rich by the balance of trade in their favor, or grow poor 

by the balance of trade ” the other way. 

Facts staring all men in the face yet prove that neither asser- 
tion is true. Adam Smith long years ago, Ricardo afterwards, 
John Stuart Mill after him, and Henry George after him have so 
reasoned and absolutely ridiculed the old mercantile theory of the 
balance of trade” out of existence that no man in his sound 
senses, if he stops to think, would believe for one moment that 
the relative ei poe or depression of two countries, consider- 
ing each by itself com with the other, could be accounted 
for by the fact that there was in one case a balance of trade 
in favor of exports or in the other in favor of imports. There 
is indeed no such thing as a balance of trade, except when you 
come to consider simply two traders and no more, and even then 
not for a great time, as history counts time. 

It is very true that there was a very large balance of trade in 
favor of a Kentucky mule dealer, for example, as against myself 
when I was planting, because every year I bought from six to 
twelve mules from Kentucky mule dealers, and the mule dealer 
never bought 5 from me, and therefore these old mercan- 
tile-theory people would tell you the Kentucky mule dealer grew 
immensely rich and I was 80 0 necessarily impoverished by the 
trade between myself and the Kentucky mule raiser. 

True, if somebody did not come along and buy my cotton it 
would not be long before the Kentucky mule raiser would have 
to sell his mules to somebody else. Again, the man who paid me 
money for my cotton sold me nothi Thus, according to this 
balance of trade theory, I impoverished him. Now, there is no 
sense in all that. The sense in it, if there ever was any logic in 
it at all, grew out of the old mercantile theory that acountry had 
to get the gold and silver of the world in order to prosper, and 
that it grew rich only by getting gold and silver. 

The truth is the mule raiser, the cotton buyer and I, and the cot- 
ton spinner, who bought from the cotton buyer, all made money, 
and there was, as between all of us and everybody else of whom 
we bought and to whom we sold, no “balance of trade” at all. We 
each parted with what we wanted to pe with and got what we 
wanted to get. Neither grew rich by buying; neither by selling, 

We each and all grew rich, if we grew rich at all, by both buy- 
ing and selling. 

either of any two of us had sold always and never bought, 
and between the two of us had controlled all the trade of the 
world, the one who exclusively sold would have wound up with 
all the gold and silver of the world and nothing else, and must 
have starved for his pains, or begun to buy; the other would have 
had everything in the world except its gold and silver. 

John Stuart Mill says (Principles of Political Economy, vol. 2, 
p. 117, Little & Brown edition of 1848): 


From this exposition we perceive in what consists the benefit of interna- 
tional exchange, or, in other words, foreign commerce. Setting aside its en- 
abling countries to obtain commodities which they could not themselves 
produce at all, its advantage consists in a more efficient employment of the 
productive forces of the world. 

If two countries which trade together attempted, as far as was physically 

ble, to produce for themselves what they now import from one another, 
labor and capital of the two countries would not be so productive, the 
two together would not obtain from their industry so great a quantity of 
commodities, as when each employs itself in producing, both for itself and 
for the other, the things in which its labor is relatively most efficient. The 
on thus made to the produce of the two combined constitutes the ad- 
vantage of the trade. 

It is possible that one of the two countries may be altogether inferior to 
the other in productive capacities, and that its labor and capital could be em- 
pores to greatest advan’ by being removed bodily to the other. The 

bor and capital which have been sunk in rendering Holland habitable 
would have produced a much greater return if transported to America or 
Ireland. The produce of the whole world would be greater than it is if 
eo oe were produced where there is the greatest absolute facility for its 
production. 

But nations do not, at least in modern times, emigrate en masse; and while 
the labor and capital of a country remain in thecountry, they are most bene- 


ficially employed in produ for foreign markets as well as for its own the 
3 55 gs in Which * lies under the least vantage, if there be none in Which 
an adyan 


sefore proceeding further let us contrast this view of the benefits of inter- 
national commerce with other theories which have prevailed and which toa 
certain extent still prevail on the same subject. 

According to the doctrine now stated, the only direct advantage of foreign 
commerce consists in the imports. A country obtains things which it either 
could not have produced at all, or which it must have produced 
expense of capital and labor than the cost of the things which it rts to 
pay for them. It thus obtains a more ample supply of the commodities it 
wants for the same labor and capital, or the same supply for less labor and 
capital, leaving the lus disposable to produce other things. 

he v egards this benefit and deems the advantage of 
commerce to reside in the exports; as if not what a 8 obtains, but 
what it parts with by its foreign trade, was su to constitute the gain 
to it. An extended market for its uce; an abundant consumption for its 


8 tor its lus; are the phrases by which it has been 
d te the uses an of < 


ata greater 


recommendations of commerce with foreign coun- 
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This notion is intelli 


le when we consider that the authors and leaders 


ag ye theory, according 
money being the only wealth, . —.— or, in other words, exchanging goods 
A tries. wi t mines of their own, thi way of 


wing rich; and im rer that is to eu with mone — 
F oe eae egy 


Adam Smith says, in bis celebrated first chapter of book four, 
sapping and annihilating the mercantile theory, a chapter which, 
by the way, every young and old student of this subject ought to 
read carefully, amongst other things these: 


We say of a rich man that he is worth a sar e fond e ay 
he is worth a very little money. ine ealthand money, in short, are, in 
common language, considered as in every respect 

A rich country, 833 ed 2 to be a country 

any coun 
— — 


abounding in —— and to 3 up gold and and beiste 
uiry of the 8 when ‘aime arrived upon me 


posed to be the readiest way to 
of America the first coor et 
unknown coast, used if there was they received gold or mS to be found in the 
neighborhood. By the information which they judged whether 
ee nee Oren eae S „„ worth 
conquerin 
Plane Carpino, a monk sent ambassador from the King of France to oneof 
of the famous Ghengis Khan, says that the Tartars used frequently 
to ask him if there was plenty of sheep and oxen in the Kingdom of France. 
Their inquiry had the same ol ect with: that of the They wanted 
to know wit the.country was rich eno to be worth conquering. Among the 
Tartare as among all other nations o eon mer who are generally ignorant 
Do ee ae th i of commerce and the measures 


Wealth, therefore, according to thi consisted in cattle, as according to 
the Spaniards a and silver. Of the two the Tartar notion, 
perhaps, was the nearest to 


+ = . * * 
133 ayia = S 35 these popular Solens all the different aah Europe 
ve studi e purpose, every possib] 
gold and silver ugh to respective c — Portu; the p 
prietors of the ed thekre mines which supply Europe with those met —.— 
bi * e severest penalties or subjected 
The like prohibition seems ancjently to have madea 7 — — of the 8 of 


most other nations. It is even to be found, w 
of all expect to Audit it, in some old Scotch acts of 8 eng forbid, 


under heavy penalties, the of or silver forth of the 
The like policy anciently took p. bo and — sgt 
When those countries became the merchants found this pro- 
hibition extremely inconvenient. The pom frequently buy more advan- 
—— with gold and silver than ene oe comm: the foreign 
— 5 ich they wanted, either to i their own or to carry to some 
gond country. therefore, against this. prohibi- 
us h 80 
* * 
That a 85 mo mld onl; be revented 3 at- 
——— — e ale the Bebo trade, p Gone coun 


ce became due tot 
id and silver and 

q ty of sree om — — But that 
when — imported vah balance be- 
came due to 1 nations, yn was 
aes * 

* Ld 
ee 5 — solidand part! 

so far as thay aeuarted Thee as exportation Seal and 9 5 in N 3 
were so 


the quantity of any other useful commoditi freedom 
without 255 e aon 8 to supply i inthe proper quantity, 


Such as tho a ok —.— . er the 
whom th * ere addressed. 5 were addressed by merchants 
ments ani tothe to the councils of 
by tioa 15 — Uas ealag fe d 

mselv rivers 
ig trade enriched the country, experience demonstrated to the noblesand 
eountsy gentlemen, a as well as to the merchants; but how or in what manner 


rchants knew perfectl in what manner it enriched themselves. It 
. ut to know in what manner it enriched the 


mg Senge — for ab 


ty 
ages who were to decide the business it appeared a most satisfac- 
5 1 eS trade brought 
hindered it from brin, 


g- 
ts therefore 

gold and silver was in 
respective countries. The 
made free. In Holland and in 
was Alen hangin chive 

Theat on of government was turned away from against th 
exportation of gold ood silver to watch over the balance of eas the only 
Gi tion or diminution of those metals. 


use which anya 
Fromonefrnitiesscare 5 toanothercaremuch moreintricate, 
fruitless. The title of Mun's book, 
a fundamental maxim in the 


55 
Engan more re embarassing, and just og just 


oa — will always 
bas wherewithal | to vies ld and op bapa never be in want of those metals. 
We en with. perfect sec security that the freedom of trade, without an ~ 
tention of government, will always supply us with the wine which we 
occasion for; and we may trust with equal securi 


that it will alwa: 
us with all the gold and diver which to can afford to purchase or to ays supply 
either in 5 our commodities or in other uses. 
The emer gt commodity which human industry can either pur- 
chase or 8 itself in every country according to the 
3 . z> pee pon bear demand of those who are willing to pa 
the whole rent, labor, and ts which se be paid in order to prepare aot 
ring it to market. ba no eee themselves more easily or 
more exactly effectual de 3 than gold an ver; because 
on account 5 the sal bulk and great value of those metals no commodities 


3 was 


tity of gold, ket perp noted co from Lisbon, or from wherever 
eiei it 2 — bo'had, 50 5 — of . wach ere be coined into more than 


there was an effi for grain to the same 
walt ù to import ita in would require, at 5 Snes: 8 ton, a million of tons ship- 
ping, or a ships of a thousand tons each. Tho navy of England 


would not be — — 
When the quantit T of gold and alee imported into any country exceeds 
the effectual of government can prevent their expor- 
tation. All the — — wsof Spain and Portugal are not able to k: 
their and silver at 8 The continual importations from Peru an 
exceed the effectual demand of those countries and sink the price of 
those metals there below that in the neighboring countries. 


If, on the cont in any particular country their tity fell short of 
the effectual 2 — so far as to raise the — above that oft of the — 
ing countries, the government would have no occasion 
import them. If it was even to take pains to 5 e 
would not beable to effectuate it. Those me when the S. 
wherewi to — broke through all the barriers wel 
laws 5 n opposed ponai ae into Lacedemon. 

* + 

It oa be 5 e to go 


55 seriously to prove that voih does 
not consist in money, or in gold on silver, but in what money and 
is valuable only for purchasing. Money, no doubt, . alwaysa to? 
thenational capital, butit has y beenshown that it generally ym but 
asmall and always the most unprofitable part of it and though 
not always draw money so readily as money draws goods, in 
ong run they draw it more necessarily than even it draws them. 
Goods can: serve many o besides Sidi aia e 
money can serve no erin ERa OEA 
fore, 888 ter goods but sod de porate do not 3 —— or necessarily ron 
e — who buys does not always mean to sell asem, but 
ia So | use or to consume, Taare he who sells always means to buy 
one may frequently have done the whole, but the other can 
never anver tars done more than the One ini of his business. 
It is not for its own sake that men desire money, but for the sake of what 
they can purchase with it. * + That to attempt to increase the w 
of any country, either by introducing or by detaining in it an unnecessary 
gasan of go. ü and silver, is as absurd as it would Be toattempt to increase 
cheer of 5 by obliging them to keep an unnecessary 


number of ki 


iy e the % cat ay pb 
the wealth which f 
clothes, and DARIA and croys the popie 

* id * 

The im wtntion e deer inno tho principal, ach less the sole, 
pet which. a nation derives from. its forei Between whatever 
. — foreign trade is carried on they all of them derive two distinct benefits 

m it. It carries out that surplus part of the produce of their land and la- 
bor for which there is no demand among them and brings back in return for 
it eng else, which may satisfy their wants and increase their enjoy- 
me 


By means of it the the narrowness of the home market does not hinder — 
perfection: — opening a more Piarais market for 


p- 
uctive powers and to augment 
ereby to increase the rea: revenue 


These great and im: . — services foreign trade is continually ied 
in performing to all the different countries between which it is carried on. 
They all —— — . benefit 5 though that in which the ee 


sides generally ves the is generally — — ed in 
supplying the wants and carrying out the ee of 9 

any other 3 import the gold and ire which may — 
wanted oy the countries w. have no mines cm no doubt, a part of the 


* * 
By opening re new and inexhaustitle ey to all the commodities of 
Euro Bs vo n to ne divisions of labor and improvements of art, 
whic e narrow circle of the ancient commerce, could never have taken 


sa ge eee amarket to takeoff the greater of their produce. The 
Productive powers of ee were improved and its produce increased in all 
different countries of Europe, and, together with it, the real revenue and 
wealth of the inhabitants. 
The commodities of Europe were all new to America, and 8 of 
those of Am 


5 as e Spe toti 


injustice of eee rendered an 
event which ought to have ca neiicial to all ruinous and 8 to 


aye of those unfortuna: ae 9 
* 

I thought ttn . being 1 der 
at full notion that wealth consists in money or in gold and 
silver. yin common la: as I have already observed. rag oa = A 

ealth and — s ambiguity of has rendered this pop’ 


who are Penaia: of its — — 


eee to Peis targus 6 principles and in the course. of their rea- 


sonings to take it for granted as a certain and undeniable truth. 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


2573 


Sor f the best writers commerce set out with observing 
that the wealth 8 peer er in its gold and silver only, but in 
of all different kinds. In thi 

d th ae ean — — — rei 
zan in o argum e p- 
x gold and silver, and that to multiply those 


Restraints u the im tion of of almost all kinds 
e ular countries Wi which the of trade was sup- 
posed to isadyan us, 
Those different 8 consisted sometimes in high duties and some- 
times in absolute prohibitions. 


* + 


* * s * * 

The two sorts of restraints upon importation above mentioned, together 

with these four encouragements to exportation, constitute the six principal 

means by which the commercial gig a E nt ego die 
gold and silver in any country b the balance of trade in its favor. 

I shall consider each of them in a chapter, and without 

likely t0 bo the eects of each of them 

tare 0 of them 

i either to 


increase or di 
tend either to increase or 


Ricardo says: 4 
Gold and silver ha been chosen for the general medium of circulation, 

they are, by the tion of comm distributed in such 

amongst the different countries of the world as to accommodate themselyes 

to the natural traffic which would take place if no such metals existed and 

the trade between countries were purely a trade or bar 


ter. 
I quote also on the balance-of-trade subject from Mr. Baker of 
N. Y. in the Johnstown Daily Democrat of February 14. It is 
not bad reading. 
THAT BALANCE-OF-TRADE FALLACY. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February n 
When we consider how widespread is the belief (or, rather, acceptance 
the statement) that not only does ection “enable” the 


“compels” their t 
0 be a for surprise to fing how prevalent i 
ea that that country whose exports ex its imports is thereby made 


tion must “fight” for commercial supremacy, an vanced 
le to-day why nations must fight is not, as in the ostensibly for 
Reede dt extension of th 


ent, for the e geograp cal boundaries 
of nations, but that they must “fight for markets,” fight for the right to 
le of other nations. 


push the sale of their ts among the 
s 8 t these mE oie, war and warlike methods, these 


Is it not singular t 5 
lo who advocate the necessity of a ing Pang be order to secure the 
8 force our upon the heathen Chinese, should not as 
et have advocated the creation and establishment of tic State militia 
uced in New York may be forced upon the people 
of Ohio and 5 that the manufacturers in Illinois require a large 
standing army in that State to force the sale of their goods upon Wisconsin, 
Towa, and Indiana? 


And yet tothose who are not inoculated with this virus for immensearmies 


no more fantastic and unreasonable for the 
of these and other & to insist that the within their 
tories shall be forced upon the peo: States than that we 


or big navies it should a 
Tto le of 
should, as a nation, force our goods pon tha Chinaman, the Jap, the Russian, 


the Hindoo. 
vers have said, the prevalence of this idea that markets must be fought for 
is largely r ible indirectly, if not directly, for the thought that those 
nations w export the most and import the least are thereby made the 


7 
that the nation is thereby becoming rich. Nations are ta 
ai of g i indi 


e most 


most prosperous nation in the world, has for a long period of years been im- 
ig 5 worth of sreaith in excess ot har 
expor 


or the year ending June 30, 1903, her excess of imports 
amounted to the enormous sum of $900,000,000. Durin; 
excess exports over imports of the United States amoun 
the contention that that nation is most p which an excess of 
exports is sound, then it follows that land by this time mnst have been 
almost entirely denuded of ail wealth, for her excess of imports has been 
going on for decades and must now te many billions of dollars. 

If this contention is the correct o en the year ending June 3), 1903, 
made Sorana ee thirteen Arson Bas millions of dollars poorer than 
the United States, four hundred millions of this being the United States ex- 
cess of exports nine hundred millions Great Britain's excess of imports, 


zig | him." 


iven this so-called “favorable” balance of trade 


The explanation 
2 eee aly 
face of the fact that our total excess expo 
last hundred years amounts to overa bi d 
ow these “ balance-of-trade” theorists 


Kinley, we get it back in gold.” This in 
2 of gold and silver during the 
It would be interest 


hose imports (in habitually exceed h 
ad killer . — and — — 8 


States, a large ucer of gold and silver, exports several hun millions 
in excess of her imports, and yet does not accumulate gold and silver to the 
extent that Great Bri 


The old mercantile Mony ar put into execution, Spain fell 
from being the richest to about the poorest and least powerful 
country upon the surface of the earth. 

Money must be kept in and products must go out, you say. 
Why, if you will consider the history of trade between the United 
States and Great Britain for a few years, nobody with ordinary 
3 i ng Bowers would talk about the balance of trade one way 
or the other. 

The “balance of trade has been “against” Great Britain for 
I don’t know how many decades; I believe it has been more than 
three-quarters of a century, although I am not sure, but anyhow 
for along time. Great Britain produces no gold and silver. We 
produce a great deal of goldand silver. Great Britain buysfrom 
us very much more than she sells to us. 

The natural result you would think would be that we got her gold 
and silver. Net a bit of it, for it ha that she imported more 
gold and silver from us upon the Whole than we from her. There 
is no such thing as a balance of trade, around the world, except 
a true balance, and a true balance is nothing on either side. Any 
country that goes along trading with the world any length of time 
and buys more than it sells, or sells more than it buys, leaves its 
people in a very bad fix, and for no great length of time can it do it. 

If I buy a thing and pay for it, why do I buy it? Because I had 
rather have the thing than the money. Why had I rather have 
the thing than the money? Because I have more use for the thing 
than I have for the money. Why have I more use forit? Because 
it will enrich me more to have the thing, either for consumption 
or resale, than it will to have the money. 

Now, if I sell anything for money, why do I sell it? Simply 
because I would rather have the — than to have the thing; 
because I see that the money will enrich me more than the thing 
that I am parting with. How? buying something of greater 
valuetome. And so, your gold silver, which is money every- 
where, is, in international relations, a commodity like other things. 

Now, then, the balance-of-trade theory of prosperity reminds 
me of a quarrel that my old stepgrandmother had with me about 
swapping knives when I wasa boy. She was an old Scotch woman 
and answered a good deal to Samuel Johnson’s definition of a 
Scotchman in onerespect, thatthe skull of a Scotchman had to be 
split open and a joke put in bodily before he could see it. She 
was one of the best women that ever lived, and a woman of mag- 


open | nificent sense and character, but she had never done any trading, 


and her family had never done any, either. 

I came home one day with a Barlow knife. Where did you 
get that knife, John?“ I swapped it for my knife with such and 
such a boy.” She said: “ Well, now, you have to be taught to 
stop that right now. I am going to give you a whipping. Iam 


not going to have that sort of a thing go on. Gran — one of the 
other dchildren—* started out that way and finally got to 
swa’ g horses.” 


r the old lady had slapped me, she said: “John, I want you 
to understand why Islappedyou. When you swapped knives with 
that other boy you did one of two things you acted either a fool 
because you let him cheat you, or a knave because you cheated 
ughter.] That is the laughable theory, that when peo- 
pe trade together one must necessarily be chiseled and swindled. 

heard a gentleman from Pennsylvania a moment ago say that 
“our trade with Canada was so much, and that their trade 
with us” was so much. 

How can there be any of “our” trade with Canada unless it 
is equally Canada’s trade with us, and how can there be any 
“their trade” with us unless it is equally our trade with Canada? 
And unless we make upon both sides of the transaction then our 
mutual trading must soon stop, unless we are simply foolish or al- 
truistic traders. That is all. Now, when we trade with Great 
Britain during the years 1903 and 1904 it does not follow that we 
have gotten any advantage of Great Britain or she of us. 

This follows, that we have each gotten advantage of each, or 
think we have gotten ad . Paradoxical in sound, but 
true in fact. The very phrase ce of trade“ is deceptive. 
And ee When you come to count up your exports from the 
United States, you value them at the prices of the article in the 
United States, and when foreigners come to count them where 
they are delivered as imports of theirs they value them at their 
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increased price in the market to which they are shipped, and vice 
versa with what they sell us, so that two nations can not come to 
any agreed statement about it at all. 

Row, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] said 
that the Democratic platform declared that as practiced, reci- 
procity is worse than protection,” and the sort of reciprocity to 
which the Democratic platform was referring is worse than pro- 
tection—the sort that would be practiced by the Republican party, 
or the sort that the Democratic platform makers thought would 
be practiced by the Republican parts. 

And the gentleman proved it here to-day; but the right sort of 
reciprocity is almost as good as the right sort of tariff revision, 
all along the line, because it reduces tax burdens somewhere at 
any rate. It untaxes the American consumers at our end of the 
line and unburdens foreign consumers at the other end of the line, 
thereby W their purchasing Se and thereby increas- 
ing the yolume of our shipments to them. 

e gentleman said there are two kinds of reciprocity, and there 
are. Thereisasham reciprocity, the seeming reciprocity, which is 
Republican reciprocity, and then there is the real thing,” and 
that is Democratic reciprocity. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] And why? The gentleman told you why; because Repub- 
lican reciprocity, according to him, is reciprocity in noncom- 
peting” articles altogether. 

Now, as all of your n articles are already on the 
free list, or very nearly so, what do you mean by Republican 
reciprocity, ‘‘ reciprocity in noncompeting articles,” except sham 
8 and pretense? Why? Because the only way in 
which you can lower a 8 on noncompeting articles, the same 
being now not on the dutiable list, is, first, to put those articles 
on the dutiable list. In other words, go through the farce of tax- 
ing a thing upon which the consumer is not already taxed and 
then removing the tax thus levied, in order to get the foreigner 
to do what? 

To levy and remove a duty upon one of his noncompetingꝰ ar- 
ticles. "koa why? Because if the foreigner allows you to“ recip- 
rocate only in noncompeting articles, noncompetitive in your 
market, then you have got to assume that the foreigner is a fool 
if he allows 1 to send anything except noncompeting articles 
into his market. 

So that you have this magnificent piece of mutual humbuggery 
at the two ends of the balance, Republican reciprocity,“ as de- 
fined by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]: We 
take off the free list a certain number of noncompeting articles 
and tax our consumers on them, and then France takes off her 
free list a certain number of nonconpeting articles and taxes her 
consumers upon their consumption. 

Then the two of us get together through diplomacy and say 
‘We will remove these things that we put on for the purpose of 
‘trading,’ and we will call it ‘reciprocity.’’’ Now, that is Re- 
publican reciprocity, according to the 3 definition, if I 
understand it; unless we assume that the foreigner, as highly civ- 
ilized as we, as alive to his own interest as we, knowing just as 
much about the course of trade as we—in France, Germany, and 
Great Britain—is a fool. Why? Because he knowsthat we have 
got to consume his noncompeting articles anyhow. 

Such articles as they produce that come into our markets and 
that are noncompeting with ours, because we for any reason can 
not produce them, we have got to buy, and it does not affect them 
at all, no matter what import tax we put upon them. 

The only effect of our tax on things, which we must haye and 


can not produce, would be to make our own people pay more for | ism 


them. e can not grow anything to compete with them, we 
can not grow anything to reduce their price, and we have got to 
accept them from their hands, they holding the monopoly of their 
production. ; 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] was not 
altogether right even in his statement of his own party’s past 

ition. 

Pot so, will the gentleman tell me why it was, if Republican 
reciprocity as announced by Blaine and by McKinley and other 

eat men in the Republican party, but not as announced by him 
fo-da „Was to be a reciprocity only in noncompeting articles 
will the gentleman tell we why it was that sugar was one of the 
articles always designated and the one that has been most dealt 
with in reciprocity treaties? I am sure we haye been raising 
sugar for generations. 

A little bit later on in his speech he told us, that at the time of 
the enactment of the Dingley bill, sugar “had not grown to the 
proportions of a great national production.” Had it not? If 
there is any reason at all that could be stated, it must be 
simply because sugar was at that time produced nearly altogether 
out of cane in Louisiana and was not at that time produced to 
any great extent in America out of beets raised in the North- 
west. 

Was what he really meant to say that it had not become a 
Northern product, that it was still a ‘‘sectional’’ product, and, 


being raised in Louisiana, of course, it could be switched around 


just as the Republican party chose? 
f 3 88 tleman disputed what I said in that magazine ar- 
cle. Is 


insert in my remarks section 4 of the Dingley bill, 
which proves that I am exactly right. 

The gentleman says that that section was inserted after the 
schedules of the bill had been fixed. What difference does it 
make whether it was inserted after you had drawn up your 
schedules or before? If it was inserted afterwards, it was simply 
a confession of the fact that you bad beforehand made the duties 
20 per cent higher than, in your own opinion even, was necessary, 
That is all. 

Ifit had been inserted contemporaneously, it might have proven 
that you had had the two provisions in view at the same time; 
but if inserted subsequently, it proves that you, as the makers of 
the law, believed that you could spare 20 per cent of the duties 
named in the schedules of the bill and still have a bill which from 
a protectionist standpoint even would do what you say protection 
will do, namely, protect American labor.“ 

The gentleman says that during a certain period of our treaty 
with Canada we gained 11 per cent in our trade“ (asif our trade 
with them was not their trade with us, you understand) and they 
gained 500 per cent in ‘‘ their trade” with us. Now, if that were 


ed 

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentleman has made a mistake. 
I did not say an g of that kind. 

A MEMBER. It was Mr. BATES. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg pardon of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania for the mistake. It was an interruption of the 
gentleman’s speech in which that language was used by Mr. 
Bates his coll 8. 

Mr. BATES, e gentleman from Mississippi will allow me to 
say that was not the language I used. I stated that during the life 
of that treaty of 1854 with Canada our exports to Canada increased 
only 11 Ps cent, while her exports to us increased 500 per cent. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg the gentleman's on. 
Somebody on the other side used that language. I think it 
was the 1 himself, because I noticed particularly the 
manner of the expression used, and I turned at the time in that 
direction and said: I wonder whether our trade with Canada 
is not their trade with us.” 

Mr. BATES. If it is the“ manner“ of expression which the 
gentleman challenges, then I beg him to ignore the manner of 
the expression and to address himself to the facts. 

Mr. IAMS of Mississippi. Iam glad to do that, too; I 
am going to address myself to both, as is my right. 

I say the very manner of that expression is one of the straws 
showing which way the wind blows—one of the oozings out of 
things not deliberately intended, showing more than a deliberate 
utterance would, the tendency of protectionist miseducation on 
the other side of the Chamber. 

Now, the gentleman really had in his mind the idea that when 
Canada sells things to us we are buying something that we do 
not want and the buying of which is somehow a loss to us and 
somehow a greater advantage to Canada; and when we sell 

ings to Canada, somehow or other there is an advantage to 
us and none to Canada. 

That is, in one case the trade is an advantage to us and a dis- 
advantage to them, and in the other case an advantage to Canada 
and a loss or detriment to us. That idea oozes out unconsciously 
as a result of this miseducation, economically, which protection- 
brings upon men. We profited, I dare say, just as much 
and no more, proportionately, from the 11 per cent increase in our 
exports to her as we did from the 500 per cent increase in her ex- 
ports, to us and vice versa. 

I make this statement because I take it that this great Yankee 
nation, or rather the people composing it, are not fools and would 
not have bought anything from Canada unless, in their opinion, 
it paid them to getit, any more than they would have sold anything 
to Canada unless, in their opinion, it was an advantage to sell it. 

But the gentleman is mistaken even there. The balance of 
trade” even was not against us. He is not mistaken if he takes 
the last years of the whole period; but there was a part of the 
period of the life of that treaty when very abnormal conditions 
existed, namely, from 1861 down to 1866. If the gentleman will 
take the balance of that 8 not affected by the abnormal war 
conditions, he will find the truth. 

Of course in time of war you buy more because you have less 
producers at home. A country with a million men in the field of 
war has to buy more than it does with those million men in the 
field of peaceful industry. Now, Lam going to read to the gentle- 
man a part of an article written by Eugene G. Hay, entitled 
The future of Canada and reciprocity with the United States.” 
I read from page 462 of the Review of Reviews for October, 1903: 


Largely through the „the tact, and the skill of Lord Elgin, then 
. of re was negotiated and ratified in & com- 
mercial treaty between the This 


nited States and the Canadian provinces. 
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2 by its terms, was to continue for a period of ten years, and continu- 
oS ereafter until twelve months af ter either government had given notice 
to other of its wish to terminate the same. 

The President of the United States, upon the direction of Congress, gave 
such notice in 1865, and the treaty was terminated in 1866. No provision was 
made in this treaty fixing the duty on dutiable articles, but it provided for 
the free admission from either country to the other of a long list of natural 
products, being the gorn and productsof Canada and of the United States, 
embracing most of the products of the farm, the forest, the quarry, and the 
waters of each country. 

In the light of present conditions it is difficult to understand why the 
United States Congress terminated this treaty. The principal reason given 
was that with the enormous debt left by the civil war the United States was 
in need of all possible revenues, and must have the revenue that would come 
from the duty on Canadian imports. 

It is ible also that afeeling of bitter hostility, growing out of the atti- 
tude of Great Britain and certain factions in Canada during our rot civil 
conflict, had its influence upon Congress; but, more than all this, it is proba- 
ble that the great i W Ride Woh the tataan —.— ay 

ing e gro an ment 
of our commerce did not receive due cosas vat 

It was in an eraof war. Commercial benefit was not then the 
main aim of Congress in legislating, I will interpolate. 

ITS PRACTICAL EFFECTS. 

Figures— 


Mark you— 
which state the imports and exports do not always tell the full story of the 
value of a commerce. In any reciprocity arrangement that may be effected 
with Canada both nations would be benefited, not only by their increased 
sales, but by their i pu from theother. But, viewed entirely 
from the standpoint of the figures which state the exporis and imports— 


Viewed entirely from that standpoint— 


operation. Prior to 184 there was com; tively little 
trade between Canada and the United States and or to scarcely any, 
but during this time, while trade was i tl 5 
always exceeded our i: rts. With the ratification of treaty in the 
trade between the — increased at a bound. 

Our exports to Canada, a thing that you think makes us rich, 
increased nearly 300 per cent in two years, grew from $12,432,597 
in 1853, the year preceding the ratification of the treaty, to 
$34,362,188 in 1855, the first year in which the treaty was in force;”’ 
and our imports during the same period increased from $6,527,559 
to 515,118,289.“ or double, in round numbers. What we bought 
from them—the thing that you seem to think makes us poor—our 
purchases doubled, only, during the same period. I think the in- 
Seni S DeRose AAA DEIA 26 WANE SBE eine bee 
of us. 

Th 10 almost the 
Aaa E 
and imports grew nearer together, to the curtailing of our production 
and the increase of our co! until, in 1864, the imports exceeded the 
exports, and so again in 18 1866. 

And those are the only three years during the life of the treaty; 
and why? Because when men are fighting they can not plow. 
When men are on steamships at sea in rego Bee gece with their 
foes they, can not be working in shops on land manufacturing 

ings. No country can go to war without increasing its con- 
sumption and decreasing its production. 

The treaty terminated in 1866, and the excess of our imports over exports 
which be in 1864 continued until 1874, or a period of seven years after the 
termination of the treaty. 

Why? Because we were still trying to catch up with the waste 
of the war. 


The years when this treaty was in force were far more us for the 


commerce between Canada and the United States than itherto been | proposed 


enjoyed. 

Now, the trade may have been more prosperous at some periods 
since, understand me, pacar both countries ahd seg a e 
more prosperous, more ous, more productive, and therefore 
both possess greater ee e value, one for the other; but 
it was relatively prosperous then than at any equal period since. 


In fact it was the very beginning of what bas since developed into an enor- 
mous commerce between these two 1 peoples. During the period 
of a little less than twelve years that the treaty was in force the balance of 
trade in our favor 

Taking the whole period together— 
was $37,479,531. 


Now, if it had been the other way, provided the volume of trade, 
in the aggregate, had grown, it wana still have proven that we 
had benefited; but , for men who believe in the balance-of- 
trade” theory, I give you the true figures to think about; even the 
“ balance of trade was in our favor. 
more than double the entire trade between the countries during any 
2 E pror & 5 ratification of the treaty, and the total comnierce grew dur- 
pe — 
Now, hear this: r 
The total commerce grew during that period from $18,000,000 per annum to 
$76,000,000, As these eel have kt fet and increased 5 
the commerce between them has continued to gro until in the fiscal year 
3 the total commerce reached almost to SID, G0, O, the balance of 
i r in our favor. The present condition can not, however, 
ur u e ee on ieee goode oomini eee Cae to the United 
States is 49.83 per cent, and the Canadian average tariff on dutiable goods 
going from thé United States into Canada is 24.83 per cent. Unless commer- 
cial reciprocity is soon attained, Canadian tariffs will undoubtedly be raised 


to approximately the level of our own, which will practically destroy com- 
merce between the countries. 
THE PROPOSED “BROWN DRAFT” TREATY. 


In 1874 a treaty was negotiated between the United States and the Do- 


minion government which is known in Canadaasthe “Brown Draft treaty.” 
This treaty contained three schedules, and by its terms it was agreed 

the duty on articles named in these cece, bene the growth, products, 
and manufacture of the Dominion of Canadaand of the United States, on their 
im tion from one coun to the other, should, from the Ist day of July, 
1875, to the 30th day of June, 1876, inclusive, be two-thirds of the rate paid at 
the date of the treaty, and, from the Ist day of July, 1876, to the tui day of 
June, 1877, inclusive, be one-third of such rate, and on and after the Ist da 
of Jul , 1877, for a period of twenty-one years, all such articles should be mf 
mitted free of duty into each cousery, ely. s 

Eighteen hundred and seventy- four was during General Grant’s 
Administration. The treaty of that year was approved 1 

I want to remind you gentlemen upon that side of this House 
that General Grant, after he began to give up thonghts of mili- 
tary affairs and began to betake himself to thoughts about politi- 
cal affairs, was classed as a Republican. 

Mr. LIND. Before the gentleman leaves that article, I would 
like to state to him that Mr. Hay, the writer of that article, is one 
of the Republican tariff commissioners or appraisers at the port 
of New York, recently appointed by President Roosevelt. He 
was the Republican candidate for Congress in my district at the 
last election. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, And, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to add, he was not nominated. 

Mr. LIND. Well? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Your President by appointing 
a man with his ideas, a man that could write that article showing 
such research and sound economical judgment, reflects more 


credit upon your party than was reflected upon it by having him 
beaten for a nomination in one of your districts, [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 


I wanted to call your attention to the fact that in 1874 a treaty 
was negotiated under General Grant's Administration, he being 
very much in favor of it, being a repetition of the treaty of 1854, 
except that it went further. 

Now the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] tells us 
that the treaties sy ger by Mr. Kasson, 7 Seo by Mr. 
McKinley (because Mr. McKinley sent them to the Senate), are 
“not Republican” treaties and that the Republican party was 
consistent and true to its idea in defeating them. Who had the 
better right to judge what is and what is not sanely Republican, 
Grant and McKinley or he, I leave as athought to be digested by 
the country. Then he goes on to say, that, of course, I know, that 
“the period for ratifying these treaties under the Dingley bill 
has passed. That is true; but the period to obtain the fruit of 
these treaties in another way has not ee 7 

I have introduced into this House a bill—and if I could just get 
the Ways and Means Committee favorably to report and this 
House to pass all my bills that are pending in that committee, 
this country would be great, grand, and glorious beyond all prece- 
dent in less than three months. saga} I have introduced 
a bill into that committee, and the purpose of the bill is to fix the 
rates of duties upon certain articles as shown by a certain sched- 
ule in that bill. 

Now, then, these articles and these duties shown by that sched- 
ule are the articles upon which the duties were fixed by us as our 
import duties in the proposed treaty which was nego- 
tiated by William McKinley’s administration with France. A 
clause of my bill provides that that schedule of reduced duties 
shall not go into effect until the President of the United States 
shall by proclamation make known the fact that France” has 
done a certain thing. What? Why, the thing that France prom- 
ised to do in the treaty, viz, give to American products in her 
market her minimum rates. 

Now, here is my friend from New York [Mr. Payne], who de- 
nies the Senate's right to enter into reciprocity treaties, anyhow, 
without the House, and here is my friend from Pennsylvania [ My. 
DALZELL] who takes that view also, I believe. Now, I have come 
in to their aid. I now say, Led this bill, “Away with the Senate; 
brush it aside; let us have ‘McKinley reciprocity,’ by legislation 
originated in the House of Representatives.” [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] And when you pass this bill I will introduce 
three or four others, based on treaties that Mr. McKinley ap- 
proved and Mr. Kasson negotiated. 

But get back to this matter of Canadian reciprocity. While I 
am upon that question, Mr. Chairman, I want to read something 
from Mr. McKinley: 

The period of exclusiyeness is past. 

It has been read so often that it has become trite, but it is worth 
Se oe eee 
— prevents 8 

If he did not fear reprisals, why did he want to prevent re- 
prisals?’’? The gentleman from Pennsylvania tells us to-day that 
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he has heard this wolf cry of “‘ reprisals and retaliation“ so often 
that he pays no attention toit. That is substantially what he said. 


Now, if it that effect upon Mr. McKinley’s mind, if he was 
not afraid of retaliation and reprisal, why did Mr. McKinley say: 

Reciprocity is in harmony with the spirit of the times. Measures of retal- 
iation are not. 

Why did he say that, unless he was afraid that there would be 
measures of retaliation?’ Mr. McKinley had sense enough not 
only to feel, but to know, that there would be reprisals and meas- 
ures of retaliation. Why, of course, you must have measures of 
retaliation unless you have the balance of the world in such a 
slavish adulation of you that they will stand still and give you all 
advantages to enter their markets while you deprive them of such 
as you can. 

ere is just one advantage that you can not deprive them of, 
and it is the advantage of their shipping to our markets the things 
which they grow or make, that we can not grow or make in this 
country—the noncompetitive articles. 

These yery things you propose to make the sole basis of so-called 
“Republican reciprocity.” Do you really think that foreigners 
can be so foolish as not to know that you propose to get some- 
thing for nothing, or that they will trade on that basis? 

Republican reciprocity” on noncompeting articles! 

I hold in my hand President Eckhart’s introductory address to 
the Illinois Manufacturers’ Association, and a part of that I want 
to read. Now, I do not know whether President Eckhart is a 
Republican or a Democrat; some of you Illinois people do, I sup- 
pose. He says: 

Great Britain, our largest consumer for our cultural and manufactur- 

1 ucts, is now agitating the question of abandoning its old and cher- 

policy of free trade and adopting the policy of protection, with differ- 
ential duties to its colonies, no doubt with the view of making reciprocal 
trade arrangements with other nations. 

And in that connection, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
still has by him the North American from which he read this 
morning there are some figures there which I will insert in my 
remarks. I want to say—I can not remember the figures ex- 
actly—Canada first gave Great Britain 15 per cent preferential; 
she then gave her 25 per cent, and then she gave her 33} per cent. 

Mr. DALZELL. lve and one-half per cent was the first. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Twelve and a half per cent 
first, and then 25, and then 33}. Now, when Canada began that 
policy she found her purchases of Great Britain to amount an- 
nually to about $29,000,000. I will put the right figures from the 
magazine in the RECORD. Now, those purchases from Great 
Britain have increased, at the expense of our manufacturers and 
our producers mainly, from $29,000,000 to $60,000,000, as I remem- 
ber the figures. It has been a month nearly since I read the ar- 
ticle and some time since it first came out. 

Here is what the article says: 


2 
ment. 
actually rescued the British export trade to Canada from 
tion. This trade had gone down from ton rear vag che 
The effect of this Canadian preference been to bring 
$59,000,000 in 1908. 

Since the gentleman from Pennsylvania has read so much and 
commented so much on this article, I will supply the reader with 
more of it. E 

For example, this: 

In the history of the two countries there was a period of twelve years, from 
1854 to 1866, when their trade relations were of a mutually advantageous char- 
acter, and were exerting a powerful influence in the creation of community 
of interest and the broadening of mutual relations. The civil war in the 
United States gave rise to circumstances that aro’ 8 feeling 
toward Canada in that country, based upon misa: pprchension as to facts, for 
the great majority of Canadians were friendly to Union. 

A mistaken im n that the treaty was muth more fayorable to Can- 
ada than to the United States was also entertained by the Lae of Amer- 
icans. For the during which the treaty was in force the of 
trade was deci y in favor of the United States. According to Canadian 
trade returns, the total imports and exports, 1854 to 1866, inclusive, were: 
$322, 927,000 

8 — Set = 875, 000 
ce of trade in favor of the United States 73, 052, 000 

These returns did not include Prince Edward Island, Newfoundland, and 

British Columbia. 


Acco to American returns, the total exports and imports to all of 
British N: America, 1°54 to 1866, inclusive, were: 
Exports to British America $343, 326, 
Imports from British America 
Balance in favor of the United States 24, 

And this: 


corn, hides, 


1 
In the fiscal year importation of farm products into Canada for 


consumption from the Loa yal ORE gk apt 
$6,000, free farm products, a 0 ý 
e export of farm products to the United States was $9,200,000, the Canedian 
excess of imports above from the United States being 000. The 
dutiable portion of 3 im her — aes oo same 1 ol duty sub- 
tially as were artic 
— y the upon es of the same 


This condition of the trade leads tothe conclusion that if free tradein farm 
products the importation by Canada from the United States for do- 
mestic consumption would equal export in the same line to the United States 
for consumption, This, of course, would not apply to wheat, flour, and other 
articles of which both countries have a surplus for export, as the United 


States in 9 pant ere would export either of them or a corre- 


sponding amount of United States products, and they would thus practicall 
act asa factor, securing for American . millers, dealers, 


and commission men a profitable and in every way desirable trade. 

Also this: 

The subjoined table, showing the Canadian importation of manufactures 
from Great Britain and from the United States since 1898, will be of interest, 
party pede ther g rote edge A D A peer EAE 

preference rea of 12} per cen to en o 
per cent to 1900, and of 83} per cent since that time. j 


Canadian imports of manufactures. 
From Great | From United 
Britain. States, 


$28, 243, 000 $41,510,000 
31,187,000 49,362, 000 
37, 328, 000 60, 473,000 
86, 460,000 62, 648, 000 
41, 675,000 69, 538, 000 
50, 473,000 76,291, 000 


The Dominion of Canada is the third largest customer of the United Stateg 
7 the penans of the world, and is the customer for manufao 
n 


The present 5 of this question is 
r. In the RETEN nor 


we and theoretic schemes for preferential trade within 
yan 


ublic. Various circumstances d 
avor. There is soreness over the n bounda: 
sense of inj suffered at the hands of the Uni 


ceiving preference over forei; 
proposed policy appeals stro 
e 
and it is 3 noon ofthat day. No fear need 
berality 


be entertained of being too liberal with Canada. The greater the li 
of treatment the more satisfactory will be the results. 


This excellent gospel for full measure: 


Free trade in natural products, and all other owe has continued in 
the United States since the Constitution was sap In that country there 
is great variety of soil, climate, productions, and cost of production, but free 
trade has been found to be mu y advantageous to all the States. The 
same policy will apply with equal force to Canada. 


This also for patriotic Americans, whether of the United States 
or Canada: 


to look upon it with 
settlement. Thereisa 
States in the character 


will, and mutoally advantageous relations shall prevail? Heaven grant 

tit may; and le tho htful. well-meanin; ame in the two — 

realize that the words and actions of Canadian and American jingoes are not 

15 the interests of the future myriads for whom we are now laying down the 
es. 


Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman mean to say that British 
capo to Canada have increased in larger proportion than ours? 

. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I do not. No; I do not 
say that. I was telling just what they had increased. Why, 
when began that policy Great Britain had almost lost the 
Canadian market. She had sunk so low she did not export to 
her own colony but about $29,000,000 per annum, and now the 
amount has gone up to the neighborhood of $60,000,000 a year. 

It is increasing at the es of our people, consisting of 
things that would have been shipped by us to Canada but for this 
preferential duty which enables Great Britain to sell the same 
articles cheaper. 

In the light of all these facts— 

Says Mr. Eckhart— 


how much longer may we hope to continue to find a ready and fitable 
market for the increasing surplus of our agricultural 9 
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anu enon gates of commerce swinging but one way? Has not the 
e come for our to be so hung that they can swing both in and out? 

In connection with that, I want to insert in the RECORD, for my 
voice is in a bad condition, a part of the speech made by John 
Charlton, a member of the Canadian congress, the author of the 
very article read by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, at the 
Auditorium, Chicago, November 10, 1903, on Reciprocity with 
Canada.” 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You mean member of Parliament? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I meant member of Parlia- 
ment, of course. There is a little that I would like to read, 
though—the first beginning of it: f 

Between the Gulf of Mexico and the Republic of Mexico on the south, and 
the Arctic Ocean on the north, stretches a vast territory, 7,000,000 square miles 
in extent, with resources of soil, mine, forest, and fisheries many times in ex- 
cess of present development; bounded on the east, west, and north by oceans; 
invulnerable to foes if united in purpose; inhabited at the present moment 
by $4,000,000 English-speaking people; the home of the highest form of civili- 
zation, and of the most advanced condition of human liberty. 

What shall be the future of this most favored of all of earth's continental 
areas? Shall this early 1 e. of its history advance to a resplendent noon- 
day of power, development, and mutually peaceful and advantageous rela- 
tions, with, ultimately, 300,000,000 of our race dwelling together in peace and 
unity, or shall we 1 shape the conditions of the present in such a 
manner as to secure the establishment of two rival, mutually repellent, and 

bly hostile powers, swayed by the influences of prejudices and animosi- 
ies, and spurning the conditions that will bear the blessed fruits of peace, 
harmony, and mutual advantage? 

I want to read you some figures now which the gentleman has 
not read. I want to call the gentleman’s attention, and I shall 
insert in the Recorp the Canadian free list—the list of the things 
that they now admit from our market free: 

CANADIAN FREE LIST. 


Of Canadian importsfrom the United 8 $69,485,000 were upon 
the free list, and embraced in this list were the following: 
anne ðᷣͤ EE „000. 000 
Forest products. 4,986, 000 
Indian corn 8, 250,000 
Flaxseed 1,308,000 
TRGEMONG SORE <6 sau REE heaetdapnaie dnimpadinpna phe Geriadndepasesee 2,241,000 
Hides and skins 2,612,000 
WOON OAR SFE 307,000 
Sundry agricultural products 2,050,000 
Sundry animals and products... 2,267,000 

ORR E N y . — 42,016,000 


These are the things which they will put a duty upon, if they 
are driven by hostile legislation, or rather by a continuance of it, 
to retaliate. Again: 

CANADA AS A CUSTOMER FOR OUR MANUFACTURES. 

Even under her moderate tariff Canada has become the best customer for 
manufactures that the United States Fagan and her trade with the United 
States largely exceeds that of all Latin America, with 56,000,000 inhabitants. 
The imports of manufactures from the United States were: 
Manufactures from United States, 10 
Excess over Great Britain in 102 

Mr, DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman tell me what American 
manufactures are on the Canadian free list? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of per py or I do not know specifically, I 
can probably get the details before to-morrow morning, and if 
so. I will put them in the RECORD. There were twenty-three 
millions of our manufactures imported into Canada, which were, 
in 1902, on the free list. 

Now, then, under moderate tariff Canada has become the best 
customer for manufactures that the United poeta’ Ky rivets and 
their trade with the United States largely ex that of all 
Latin America with 56,000,000 inhabitants.” 

This vast market will expand indefinitely. Canada has room 
for 100.000,000 inhabitants. The question is whether we shall 
preserve that market or whether we shall act in such a way as to 
close it by reprisal and retaliation. 

Now, a great deal has been said this morning about Canadian 
reciprocity hurting our farmers in the Northwest. I want to call 
the gentleman’s attention to these figures: 


WHEAT. 
United States production, 1900 $369, 945, 000 
United States importation from Canada for consumption 536,000 
Proportion of import to production, 0.02 per cent. 
OATS. 
United States production, 19000 22.2.2 --. see Soannen $217,098, 000 
Importation from for consumption, 190 39, 062 
Proportion of import to production, 0.002 per cent. £ 
BARLEY. 
United States production, 1900 $41,631,000 
Importation from Canada for consumption, 109888 17,148 
Proportion of import to production, 0.005 per cent. 
POTATOES. 
United States production, 1900 ------ -+120 nee nee ne ne $98, 380, 009 
Importation from Canada for consumption, 100 56, 900 
Proportion of import to production, 0.005 per cent. 
HAY. 
United States production, 100 $434, 254, 000 
Importation from Canada for consumption — 1, 924, 598 


Proportion of import to production, 0.04 per cent. 
XXX VIL—162 


HORSES. 
Value in United States, 1900 ...... 2222. 2.22. 222222 ee nase eenn noes $1, 050, 526,000 
Importation from Canada, 100 840,239 
Proportion of importation to stock held, 0.004 per cent. 
CATTLE. 
Value in United States, 1900. $1,516, 207,000 
Importation from Canada, 1908 8 22. 238 


Proportion of importation to stock held, 0.004 per cent. 
SHEEP. 


Value ip United States, 1900 
Importation from Canada 
Proportion of importation to stock held, 0.06 per cent. 


Production in United States, 1900 
Importation from Canada, 1903 
Proportion of importation to production, 0.0005 per cent. 
LUMBER. 
United States production, lumber and lumber products, 1900 . $566, 621,000 
Importation. fram Canada, 108. -~-~ 18,977,000 
rtion of importation to uction, 3 per cent; proportionof rta- 
tion of sawn lomberto production, about 2 per cent. » oe 
Ah, but I hear some gentleman say that if we reduce the duty 
more farm products will come in. I know that will be so on 
some of the boundary, because it is a queer fact that at one 
end of the long line of division we buy a thing of Canada and at 
the other end she will buy the same thing of us. It will work 
both ways. 
Mr. Charlton further says: 
It must not be supposed that the trade in natural farm products would be 
exclusively from Canada to the United States. At the present time and for 
ears A the interchange of farm products has been greatly in favor of the 
Unit States. In 1903 the = of farm products from Canada to the 
United States was $9,200,000. ə import of farm products from the United 
States to Canada, exclusive of raw cotton, was $21,601,000, of which mons 


was dutiable and ng 692,000 free. So that we sell more farm 
Canada than Ca: bays from us by a very great deal—more than twice as 


much. 

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman what he is reading 
these statistics from? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. From the speech of John 
Charleton, a member of Parliament, made before the Illinois 
Manufacturers’ Association, November 10, 1903, and I so stated 
when I began to read them. 

Mr. PA .I did not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania says the Republican party is not enga in ‘* book- 
keeping reciprocity.” Ithought that just What the Republican 
party believed in`in connection with the tariff laws, whether 
treaties, reciprocity laws, or general laws, was bookkeeping.” 

have been hearing so long that the Republican party was *‘up- 
building the private industries of the country“ that I thought they 
kept a credit and debit account with every private industry in the 
United States—mannufacturers getting protection, Republicans 
getting campaign funds. But I think if the gentleman does want 
to keep books in connection with reciprocity he will find the books 
are more apt to bring prosperity to the United States in propor- 
tion as he takes the trammels off our trade. 

The gentleman then says, What is the matter with our for- 
eign trade?“ Why, our foreign trade is all right, except in just so 
far as it is trammeled by Republican legislation. What we want 
is to make it all righter.’’ The gentleman quotes our imports 
from foreign parts of the world, and he boasts about the amount 
of our imports and says they are increasing. 

That is a very high tribute to the laws of God as against the 
laws of the Republican party, because if you could have carried 
po Republican policy to its ultimate analysis you would not 

ve any imports at all except in noncompeting products. And 
what sort of products are there upon the face of this globe that 
would be strictly noncompeting in the American market? 

A Republican policy carried to its bitter end would build a 
wall against every article in the world the like of which could 
be raised in the United States. What are the articles the like of 
which can not be raised in the United States? Polar bears, guava, 
12 1 it, and a few things of that sort constitute about all. 

ughter. 

The gentleman would quit buying from any country under the 
sun anything except the things that could not, even with legisla- 
tive hothousing, be ponen in the United States. Every dollar 
that we import is a blow at the success of your miserable Repub- 
lican tariff legislation, and is a proof of the inability of human 
legislation to violate always and forever the laws of God and of 
trade. The gentleman says our foreign trade has grown. So it 
has. But our domestic trade has grown, too. It has growna 
great deal more, and nobody contends that the tariff has had any- 
thing to do with that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will permit an interruption, my recollection of the debates in the 
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Senate last fall is that Senator DOLLIVER, in a colloquy over there 
as to whether or not Mr. Dingley placed reciprocity rates in the 
Dingley tariff, said he had placed and that there were in the pres- 
ent Dingley law reciprocity rates for the purpose of forcing for- 
eign countries to enter into ially reciprocal rates with 
us. Did the genfleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] allude 
to that in his a ent? 

Mr. WIL of 3 No. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I was not here, and I did not hear 
Mie WILLIAMS 

Mr. of Mississippi. The gentleman did not allude 
to what Mr. Dotirver said. I knew of that. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. a about to make is 
this: They put the rates in the tariff law, and yet they have not 
entered into any reciprocal contracts with foreign countries, and 
the result is that we pay a revenue and a protection rate and the 
reciprocity rate as well. 

Mr. LIAMS of Mississippi. And Senator DOLLIVER said 
that Mr. Dingley had told him just what the gentleman says, but 
others haye disputed that, and thus that is a question of veracity 
into which I did not care to enter. The fact is that the Dingley 
bill itself proves that that was the author's view of the law, be- 
cause it contains a clause enabling the President to enter into re- 
ciprocal relations with a 20 per cent reduction. 

Ar. GAINES of Tennessee. Justa moment more. There was 

8 rl paged convention held in the city of Washington since this 
tariff law was enacted, and it is in the proceedings of that con- 
vention that one gentleman, or several gentlemen, came here for 
the purpose of getting reciprocal trade relations entered into, and 
they were informed by! 
that it is a fact that these reciprocal rates were placed in the 
Dingley tariff and are there now. At a convenient season I will 
exhibit the pamphlet to my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] 
or any other gentleman on the other side who desires to read it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of 5 Mr. Chairman, in conclusion 
I wish to say this, that not all misapplied figures and not all 
the mere narrow nationalism of the world can divide the world 
any further than God has already divided it—by oceans, by 
speech, by mountain ranges, and by racial characteristics. 

Men can not live as nations upon any different footing than the 
footing upon which they must live as individuals, and nations 
must p r and grow and be loved or be hated for the same rea- 
sons that individuals, in ing with other individuals, prosper 
and grow and are loved orare hated. Allthe Chauvinism in the 
world can not change the eternal principle that in traderelations, 
as in our other relations in the world, friendship is better than 
5 better than war, reciprocity is better than retalia- 


You can not continus always to take and never to give. You 
can not continue always to sell and never to buy. Tou can not 
continue always to frame your legislation upon an assumption 
that foreigners are necessarily enemies and haye them treat you 
otherwise than as enemies. tis the consequence of all this? 

You have gone on until you have erected a great house, that 
will have to be taken down very gradually to keep from hurting 
your own people, and yet taken down it must be in the course of 
time, not by us alone, but by all nations in the world, who are in- 
dulging in the same sort of lawsof corelationship. Every barrier 


to trade, every barrier to transportation and travel, every barrier | bill 


to the access of literature and the uctions of art, is a step in 
the direction of keeping the es of the world apart, an ob- 
struction in the pathway along which they ought to travel in 
getting together. 

The gentleman may talk; he may produce abnormal figures, all 
he pleases; but I say he is standing to-day with his face turned 
ee toward the time when foreigners were regarded as neces- 
sarily enemies, and when people thought that if they had any 
trade with foreigners at all everything bought was that much lost. 

-It is true also that those of us who are looking the other 
way, whether we succeed immediately or whether it be a long 
time before we succeed, have our faces turned tothe future—the 
future when men would rather live in amity than live at war 
the time when they would rather live, and let live,” treating 
one another as trade equals, one buying from the other that 
which the other, with his climate and soil and industrial charac- 
ter, can best and most effectively and most cheaply produce, and 
the other buying from him that which, with his china te and soil 
and peculiar genius, he can most effectively and most cheaply 


roduce, ; 
r Al the statistics in the world cut no figure in comparison with 
the eternal principle; but since the gentleman has undertaken to 
furnish figures for the policy which he follows, I baye undertaken 
to furnish the counter figures; and if I had had time to hunt up 
at my room the things which I have there, lying around helter- 
skelter, I could have ported my proposition even more con- 
clusively than I think I have done y. 

There is not a shred of fact in the statement that even from the 


ing Senators here, so the report states, | alize 


stand: of a balance - of- ” economist, except during the 
few a manele of war oe yonr reciprocity treaty with 
Canada ied even balance of trade” against us. I have 


the Democratic side. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LOVERING]. 

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, I have always believed in 
reciprocity that did not sacrifice the interests of our home manu- 
facturers. It seems to me that the 8 from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] has very aptly set 

les upon which we can establish reciprocal 
oreign country. 

The lines of the true and only practical reciprocity lie parallel 
with tee sete American system of protection to our home indus- 
tries. We recognize this as a le, and in providing legisla- 
tion for reciprocal trade wi countries we must bear in 
mind that when it is sought to have any product, manufacture, 
or commodity placed on the reciprocal list it must first be ascer- 
tained whether the interests of American labor are threatened or 
not. But, Mr. Chairman, we are prone to lose sight of or obscure 
the fact that what our industries are most from to-day 
is the want of an enlarged outlet for our surplus products. 

There is another way far more potent and practicable to extend 
plies. ‘oa than by reciprocity. Itis by liberalizing our 

wW WS. 

The trend of public opinion with reference to nsw markets for 
American products shows that our manufacturers now keenly re- 
ize that production has passed far beyond consumption, and that 
new markets in the foreign field must be found if our workmen 
are to continue to receive adequate employment. 

There is one fundamental principle underlying our tariff legis- 
lation which, I regret to say, has not been adhered to by Con- 
gress, and which in a large measure is responsible for the loss of 
very valuable foreign markets, viz., that the tariff was only in- 
tended to protect the home market from foreign competition, 
The protection which American man now enjoy was 
based on that at ee condition. 

Opposition to the amendment of our drawback laws and bonded 

in large man ing in- 
present time. 


eign trade by enlarging and extending the scope of our drawback 


tariff. 
Whatever it may, sooner or later, be thought best to doin this 
visions for 


millions of dollars of trade and that thousands and thousands of 
our workmen have been deprived of employment since the passa: 

of the Dingley bill that might easily have been saved to the people 
of our country excepting for the neglect of Congress to adopt a 
very simple amendment to the administrative act of the Dingley 


We may ignore it if we please. Members of either party may 
shut their ears to the ory for relief. They may despise and bs- 
little the honest efforts of those who are laboring to accomplish 
needful legislation. A languid pees nay not care to be 
wakened from its indolent slumbers nor be stirred to.an active 
regard for the public welfare, but the fact remains that while 
all this inert and stand-pat policy prevails the great ship of busi- 
0 our boasted prosperity is fast 
coming to an end, 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer a few remarks upon what 
seems to me to be a very critical situation of one of our industries 
to-day. With acrop of hardly more than 10,000,000 bales of cot- 
ton this season we shall be facing a cotton famine. Next to food 
crops of the world, the cotton crop holds the most important place, 

The wool crop, the flax crop, and the silk crop might be total 
failures and not carry with them so much discomfort and hard- 
ship as the failure of the cotton crop. 

tton has come to be a more important article of clothing than 
even wool, The articles and purposes for which it is used have 
multiplied within the last score of years to a degree which would 
amaze the uninformed or casual observer. Even when found 
combined with wool it is generally to the advantage of the manu- 
factured article, 

It must not be thought that because cotton is mixed with 
wool that the joint product is a shoddy fabric. True it is cheaper, 
— a manufactured it is not less useful, less enduring, or 

ess sightly. 

Mixed goods of this kind are not to be classed with what are 
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called “shoddy.” Shoddy manufactures are generally made 
from torn-up woolen rags which have already served a purpose 
and have been cast aside. Such goods are not to be compared 
with those made of wool and cotton mixed or even of cotton alone. 

It will be seen, therefore, that a short crop of cotton is a great 
hardship. Its 8 is not alone its greatest recommendation, 
although the fact that it is ordinarily the cheapest known fiber 
brings its manufactures within the reach of everyone. 

More people in the world are clothed entirely in cotton than in 
wool or any other material. The price at which cotton is being 
sold to-day restricts its use in many fields. a 

I believe the day is not far away when the cotton belt of this 
country will have to 8 15,000,000 bales of cotton. I believe 
there is no place in the whole world where cotton can be grown 
so cheaply and to so good advantage as in this country, and while 
I regret that the present price will bring distress to the spinning 
industry, I congratulate our good southern neighbors upon the 
great wealth it is bringing to the planters. 

The cotton manufacturers of the world are prospecting every- 
where for new cotton fields. England, France, Germany, and 
Russia are using every endeavor and are subsidizing the growth 
of cotton wherever there is the least promise of a crop. 

While it may seem impossible that the supremacy of the south- 
ern planter shall be wrested from him, it is not well to ignore these 
efforts. The South should stir itself to raise all the cotton it can 
rather than to be devising plans to curtail its production. 

The highest price is not always an unmixed mite It stim- 
ulates production elsewhere and restricts its use. e cotton 
States can, if they will, grow all the cotton the world needs, and 
for all time cotton may be king, so long as he exacts only a rea- 
sonable tribute from all mankind. 

Cotton is a tender plant and has its enemies. It is subject to 
the vicissitudes of the weather and the ravages of parasites. I 
believe the Government should spare no expense to study and ex- 
terminate the boll-weevil pest. I should favor any reasonable 
additional appropriation for the purpose. 

The value of last year’s cotton crop, including cotton seed, was 
$565,000,000, and itis confidently estimated that the present crop of 
cotton and cotton seed will yield a value exceeding $625,000,000. 
When it is taken into account that the South adds still further to 
the value of its great staple by spinning two and a half million 
bales of cotton, and by making oil and other by-products from the 
cotton seed, we begin to form some idea of what a source of wealth 
cotton is to the Seuthern States and to the whole country. And 
let me say right here to my friends from the Southern cotton belt, 
y possess & wealth there which has never been worked out. 

ear after year we denude the forestsin the North to make paper. 
Thousands and thousands of acres are cut down every year, and 
our forests are gradually disappearing. You grow every year in 
the South cotton stalks that will make the paper of this country 
five times over, but you burn it and use it for fertilizer or plow 
itin for fertilizer. You have a wealth there which you know lit- 
tle about. Ihave samples of cotton paper pulp which surpass 
anything except the finest pulp made from linen rags. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will come 
down there and help us manufacture that as he has helped us to 
manufacture our cotton, we certainly shall welcome him. 

Mr. LOVERING. I beg to say that steps are already being 
taken to develop that industry. It is said that the State of Texas 
alone can grow the cotton crop for the world. Probably the only 
obstacle to growing a 15,000,000-bale crop of cotton is the absence 
of labor in the right places at the right time to pick the crop, and 
this brings us to the consideration of a question which must, 
sooner or later, engage the attention of the planters of the South. 


Accurate statistics of the growth of cotton in Alabama, Arkan- 


sas, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, and Texas show that in 1876 40 per cent of the total crop was 
made by whites and 60 per cent by negroes; whereas in 1900 sta- 
tistics show actually the reverse, namely, 60 per cent of the cot- 
ton was made by the whites and 40 per cent by the negroes. 

I will submit tables showing this, with other tables to be printed 
with myremarksin the RECORD. Butthe mostinteresting phase of 
the question is in connection with the relative increase of the white 
and colored population of the South, as shown by the census of 
1900. Taking the States of Texas, Mississippi, Georgia, Alabama, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Florida, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisi- 
ana, North Carolina, Virginia, and Kentucky, we find that the 
white population in 1880 was 5,576,933, and in 1900 was 8,772,950, 
an increase of 57.3 per cent. The population of the negroes in the 
same States in 1880 was 4,409,210, and in 1900 was 6,061,748, an in- 
crease of 37.5 per cent. 

The cotton crop of 1880 was 5,721,026 bales. The crop of 1900 
was 9,250,303 bales, or 61.7 per cent increase. Lought to say right 
here that 1 have only taken what are known as the cotton-growing 
counties in these States, which number 749, and for the purpose 
of comparison have taken only those same counties at each period. 

The white population in these States in 1900 was 59.1 Per cent of 
the total and the negro population was 40.9 per cent of the total, 
while in 1880 the white population was 55.8 per cent of the total 
to 44.2 of the negro ulation, showing plainly that the negro 
population has relatively decreased as compared with the white 
po 


ulation. 

have another table which shows that while the tendency of 
the whole population is to become urban and less rural, it is more 
marked in the caseof the negro than in the white. The tendency 
of the negro to the cities is greater than that of the white. If 
this relative increase of the white population to the colored con- 
tinues, we will find in another score of years the white popula- 
tion in the neighborhood of 65 per cent of the total to 85 per cent 
of colored. 

To raise 15,000,000 bales of cotton will require an increase of 
laboring population, and the South must look to immigration to 
supply it. 3 not necessarily from abroad, but from 
other parts of the country, and in immigration, I believe, will be 
found the ultimate solution of the race question. 

It would appear that the comparison of the crops shown b 
census years 1880 and 1900 is reliable. The crop of 1900 (growt 
of 1899) was the smallest produced in the five years between 1897 
and 1902. The average crop of this five-year period was 10,595,070 
bales, or more than 1,000,000 bales in excess of the growth of 1899, 
The 1900 crop was 9,534,707 bales, of an average net weight of 471 
pounds. The quantity of cotton accounted for in Table 1 for 1900 
is 9,250,303 bales. The quantity not accounted for (284,404 bales) 
is practically the crop of Oklahoma and Indian Territory. The 
Territories have been omitted from the table because of the im- 
possibility of making the comparison with 1880. 

The total number of counties producing cotton in 1900 was 
767,4 and of this number 749 are included in Table 1. 

The growth of 1879 (census year 1880) was 5,761,252 bales, of an 
average net weight of 454 pounds. The average crop of the five- 
year period between 1877 and 1881 was 5,333,604, or 427,648 bales 
less the growth of 1872. This goes to show that the tendency 
indicated by the statistics of Table 1 would be increased were the 
average crops of these two periods taken as the basis of the com- 
eee of the crops afforded by the census years. [Ap- 
plause. 


a Table 6.—Cotton-Ginning Bulletin No. 206, p. 7. 
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And then, on motion of Mr. MCCLEARY of Mi the com- 
mittee rose; and the Speaker having resumed thechair, Mr. Law- 
RENCE, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, rted that that committee had had under 
consideration the bill 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The Spee announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
ea 


titles: 
S. 2596. An act granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins; and 
S. 2809. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse G. 
Finley. 
J. HUDSON KIBBE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 29, 1905. 
(CO catenin eee i —ͤ 
and that [Sag tity tagdornone to the House of resentatives, with the re- 
quest that similar action be taken by the House i 
gt the Speaker, and V 
be postponed indefinitely, the ciary of the same 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Speaker will 
consider himself authorized to cancel his signature to the bill, 
There was no objection. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


And then, on motion of Mr. McCreary of Minnesota (at | 


o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV,the following executive com- 

5 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
0 5 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmittin 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War transmit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for payment for property dam- 
aged by gun firing—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
3 tary of War. transmitting £ 

A letter from the Secre of War, itting petition o 
the Tobacco Workers’ Guild of the Philippines i 
tariff on tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting reports re- 
lating to the use of canceling machines in the post-offices to the 
Committee on thg Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be 
prin * 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND, 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to ea Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: : 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 201) to establish 
a port of delivery at Salt Lake City, Utah, the sam 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1244); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 8130, in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 
18212) for the establishment of Dayton, Ohio, as a port of deliv- 
ery, accompanied by a report (No. 1245); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXI, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
therenpon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11402) granting an increase of pension ph oi 
B. Hesler—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10916) for the relief of Morris F. Cawley—Com- 
anette discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

ar Claims. 5 


R. 12833, the District appropriation bill, | follo 


tare | ing material and 


the act approved J tempora: 
| provide for the administration of the affairs of civil government 
| in the Philippine Islands, and for other purposes,” and to provide 


| as a port of deli 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


WS: A 
By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 13202) to authorize the Law- 
ton, Wichita and Gulf Railway Company to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across Red River on the boundary line between the 
State of Texas and the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13203) to 
amend an act entitled An act to define and punish crimes in the 
district of Alaska and to provide a code of criminal procedure for 
said district —to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheri 


By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 18204) for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Waukegan, III. to the Committee on Pub- 
nh Mr, WILLIAMS of X 

By Mr. of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 18205) for the 
relief of sufferers by fire at Baltimore by rebate of duties on build- 
msion of certain internal-revenue taxes— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 13206) to amend an act entitled 
“An act appropriating the receipts from the sale and disposal of 
public lands in certain States and Territories to the construction 
of irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands,” approved 
June 21, 1902—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 18207) to increase certain pen- 
sions in ion to length of service—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 13208) providing for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Greenville, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Public ee and Grounds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 18209) to amend 

7, 1902, entitled “An act Tily to 


for the more ae al beer on of civil government in the 
Philippine Islan ‘or other purposes—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 


By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 13210) to amend the third 


| Subdivision of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes—to the Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 13211) con- 
ferring jurisdiction upon United States commissioners over of- 
fenses committed in a portion of the permanent Hot i 
Mountain Reservation, Arkansas—to the i on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and 
Means: A bill (H. R. 13212) for the establishment of Dayton, Ohio, 
very—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 13213) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Nevada—to the Commit- 
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13214) to authorize 
a survey of the Yalobusha River, Mississippi, with the view to 
quaking same navigable—to the i on Rivers and 


ar 
By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13215) to authorize the 
judges of the circuit and district courts of the United States to 
appoint stenographic reporters, fix the duties and compensation 


e | thereof, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Ju- 


di 8 
À By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13216) to establish range 
lights in Niagara River—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 120) for the e binding, under the direction of 
the Joint Committee on Printing, of 7,500 copies of a portion 
of the Bulletin of the United States Fish Commission for 1903 to 
the Committee on Printing. 
By Mr. BELL of California: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 121) 
fixing the head of navigation on the Mokelumne River in the 
State of California—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Commerce. 
By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A resolution (H. Res. 232) 
looking toward making the Post-Office Department self-sustain- 
ing—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A resolution (H. Res. 233) referring H. R. 
7803, for the relief of Andrew Jackson Moudy, to the Court of 
Claims under the Tucker Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 234) referring H. R. 11557, for the 
relief of Elizabeth Cramer, to the Court of Claims—to the Com. 
mittee on War Claims. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
e following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 13217) granting a pension to 
Emma Pare—to the olen ae Invalid Paana i 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 13218) for relief of Adolph Wein- 
hold—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 18219) for the relief of 
Warren A. Woodson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT; A bill (H. R. 13220) for the relief of 
Sidney J. Wetherell, assignee of A. V. Davis—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13221) for the relief of Edward Cahalan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13222) for the relief of William S. McKnight 
and the heirs of James W. Richardson, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13223) granting a pension to Maria Horne— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 13224) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas R. Buxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13225) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan T. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 13226) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William Shaffer and to 
grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13227) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of George W. Barnes and to grant him 
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13228) granting a pension 
to Caroline Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 13229) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Otis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13230) granting a pension to Amos T. Rich- 
ardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13231) to re- 
store the name of John Sharrocks to the pension roll, and granting 
him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13232) for the relief of Frederick H. Bell— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 13233) for the relief of John 
V. Mason—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13234) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13235) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Conser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 13236) granting an increase of 
pension to Geotge H. Otis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13237) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Michael Madigan Dillon and to grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 18238) for the relief of Charles 
Sommer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 13239) granting a pension to 
Ellen Agnes Donnelly—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13240) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine B. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 18241) granting an increase of 
pension to David Deardourff—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18242) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob O. Stont—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13243) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam F. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13244) granting an increase 
= pension to George W. B. Wert—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 18245) granting an increase | Cl 


g pension to Edward J. Disbrow—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 13246) to reimburse 
Robert Murdock for extra clerk hire paid by him as postmaster 
of Logan City, Utah—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13247) grant- 
ing a pension to Daniel Perdew—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13248) granting a pension to W. B. Cook— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18249) granting a pension to P. S. Cook—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 13250) for the benefit of William 
H. Calvert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13251) granting an increase of 
pension to Maj. M. Virgin—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 13252) for the relief of Henry 
Brandt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 13253) granting a pension 
to Ga A. Rustad—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13254) for the relief of Alexander Perry—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

_ By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 13255) for the re- 
lief of the estates of Phillip McGuire, deceased, and Catherine 
McGuire, deceased, late of Orleans Parish, La.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

_ By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 13256) granting a pen- 
sion to Luzzetta pee: a the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13257) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas R. Elliott—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MCGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 13258) granting a reward to 
George A. Foster—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 18269) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Albert H. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 13260) granting an increase of 
pension to William Starks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 18261) for the relief of the 
heirs of Henry N. Harris, deceased, late of Montgomery County, 
Md.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13262) to confirm the title to 
lots 2, 3, 4, and 5, in square No. 979, in Washington, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. ged ert gs a pension to Car- 
oline E. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 13264) granting an increase of 
pension to John Travis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13265) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick W. Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 18266) for the relief of the estate 
of Robert N. Blake, deceased, late of Stafford Connty, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 13267) for the 
relief of the heirs of Levander Jenkins, deceased—to the Commit- 
ag as ti RIAN A bill (H. R. 13268) W 

y Mr. ; i R. granting a pension to Wil- 
liam Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R. 13269) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Amos Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13270) granting a pension to Joseph Osthel- 
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 13271) granting a pension to 
Lottie B. Galleher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13272) granting a pension to Delana 
A. 5a bill (H. ime on taraua anar, 6 

Also, a bi R. 132 ing a pension Quinn 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13274) granting a pension to William J. Man- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13275) granting a pension to George W. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13276) granting a pension to James R. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13277) granting a pension to William C. Mul- 
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13278) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Morton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13279) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of O. F. Hendricks, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13280) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of O. F. Hendricks, deceased—to the Committee on War 


aims. 
By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13281) 5 a 
pension to John Whitlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13282) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert W. Craddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 18283) granting an increase of 
pension to William York—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13284) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 13285) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel F. Baublitz—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


1904. 


By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 18286) granting an increaso 
of pension to Thomas B. Doig—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr, VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 13257) for the relief of B. 
Klucny—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13288) for the relief of Chris Deiss—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 13289) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Eli Metcalf—to the Committees on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of J. W. Johnson and 70 other voters 
of Casey, III., and Mrs. M. J. Wild and 200 other residents of 
Loveland, Colo., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Northern California Indian Association, 
para g for relief for the landless Indians—to the Committee on 

dian Affairs, 

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers toaccompany bill H. R. 9677, grant- 
ing increase of pension to Samuel Wise—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Emma Pare—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Rev. George B. 
Burnwood and 20 others, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany bills H. R. 12911 and 
12012, for the relief of Kelly Johns—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12913, for the relief of 
Edwin Calhoun—to the Commitee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bills H. R. 12909 and 12910, for the 
relief of Thomas G. Williams—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petitions of Alex Carnes and 40 others, of 
Mount Hope, Wis.: P. H. Gunnison and 33 others, of North Free- 
dom, Wis.,and A, H. Connell and 14 others, of Mount Hope, Wis., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of St. Louis Typographical 
Union, No. S. in favor of the anti- in junction bill to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Frank P. Blair Post, No. 1, Grand Army of 
the Re) mblic, of St. Louis, and Colonel Hassendeubel Post, Vo. 
18, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of William H. Halm and 37 others, of St. Louis, 
rotesting against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
2ost-Office and Post-Roads. 0 T 

Also, petition of citizens of Pacific, Mo., in favor of a service- 
pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 23 citizens of St. Louis, in favor of bill H, R. 
5071, to regulate the retirement of veterans of the civil war—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Gottlieb Eyermann and others, of St. Louis, 
against the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, protest of St. Louis manufacturers, petition of Gottlieb 
Eyermann and others, of St. Louis, and resolutions of the Citizens’ 
Industrial Association of St. Lonis, in opposition to the eight- 
hour bill—to the Committee on Labor, 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the Georgia Industrial As- 
sociation, of Atlanta, Ga., protesting against the passage of the 
anti-injunction and the eight-hour bills—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr BENTON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas R. Buxton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, x 

Also. papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Nathan T. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Resolution of Post No. 3, Department of 
Colorado and Wyoming, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor 
of a seryice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Mons, 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of citizens of Noank, Conn., 
against passage of bill H. R. 7088—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of New London, Conn., against passage 
of bill H. R. 7083 to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of Almon L. Clark and 42 others, of 
Star City, Ind., in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. BURKE: Petition of J. W. Leet and Joseph B. Long 
and 73 other voters, R. O. Young and H. D. Spronse and 63 other 
voters, N. C. Nash and 17 other voters. of Canton, and F. L. 
Layse and 56 other voters of Sherman, all in Sonth Dakota, for 
the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Brownsville. Nebr., 
against the sale of liquors in Government buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brownsville, Nebr., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Amos T. Richardson; paper to accompany bill granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Otis—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, , 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany claim 
of Frederick H. Bell—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of farmers of Chester County, Pa., in support 

of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 
By Mr. CALDWELL: Resolution of Grand Army of the Re- 
public Post No. 870, of Auburn, Department of Illindis, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
John V. Mason—to ths Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of Hartweil B. Hilliard, praying 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Mrs, Helen Tyler and 10 others, 
of Warwick, R, I., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Mrs, Helen Tyler and 13 others, of Warwick, 
R. I., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of W. K. Hosts and 31 
others, and Rey. E. J. Guernsey and 14 others, of Middlebury, 
Vt., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of J. W. Dennis and 31 others, of 
Rockford, Ill., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade, in favor of bill 
H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Personal Liberty League, in favor of the 
Boutell bill for reduction of tax on spirits—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of James McKen- 
zie and 14 others, of Willimansett, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of L, L. Merrick Post, No. 107, of Palmer, 
Mass., and Henry H. Johnson Post, No. 171, of Northfield, Mass., 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany bill-to increase pen- 
sion of George W. B. Wert—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Protest of launch owners at Saugatuck, 


| Mich., against bill H. R. 7033—to the Committee on the Mer- 


chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Sonth Haven, Mich., in support of 
the Brownlow bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: Resolutions of the Georgia Industrial 
Association, against certain pending legislation—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of Marble Rock, Iowa, 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, letters of business men of Mason City, Iowa, against 
the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. J. Bee and 31 others, of Fredericksburg, 
Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

_By Mr. HAY: Petition of P. E. Chelf and 14 others, of Flint- 
ville, Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of 8. P. Wylie and 50 other voters 
of Washington, Iowa, for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 


By Mr. HEPBURN: Petitions of Rev. L. M. Beebe, pastor of 


Presbyterian Church, and others, of Seymour, Iowa, andof J. M. 
Palmer and 51 others, of Grand River, Iowa, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11411, 
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1 nting a pension to Mary Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, resolution of the general assembly of Ohio, in favor of bill 
to increase pay of rural carriers—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Rev. William Taft 
and 15 others, of Goshen, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petitions of J. A. Branson and 87 others, 
of Alexandria, Nebr., and Ernst Von Ferell and 22 others, of Au- 
rora, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petitions of the Ebenezer Evangelical Church 
and the United Evangelical Church, of Reading, Pa., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of L. C. Dam and 27 others, of 
Holyoke, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LEVER: Petition of Rev. W. B. Juthes, pastor of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Leesville, S. C., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LILLEY: Petition of S. H. Wilson and 35 others, of 
Wilson, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolutions of Kimball Post, No. 38, 
Department of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, petitions of David F. Nelson and 50 other voters of West 
Paris, Me., and C. N. Tubbs and 45 other voters of Norway, Me., 
for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Five Islands, Me., relative to bill to 
limiting the use of boats using gas, fluid, naphtha, etc.—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of R. D. Leavitt and 42 others, of Turner, Me., 
and Rev. D. C. Abbott and 46 others, of Lisbon, Me., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of B. R. Young and others, of Alpena, 
Mich., against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Burgess S. Hulen and others, of Wolverine, 
Mich., against e of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Thomas Boughmer and 31 others, of Bay City, 
Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Trinity Methodist Epis- 
copal Church, of Salem, N. J., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Philadel- 

hia Board of Trade, in favor of the construction of a custom- 
ouse at the port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of Ernst L. Batten, of Longview, 
Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Alexander Perry— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Papers to accompany bill for re- 
lief of estate of Philip McQuire—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: 9 5 toaccompany bill granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas R. Elliott—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. x 

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of Robert Patterson and 15 others, 
of Frankford, Philadelphia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ 
Association of Milwaukee, Wis., against bill to limit the meaning 
of the word conspiracy ’’—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Papers to accompany bill for relief of estate 
of Henry N. Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Cornelius Virts, sib, kag i of war claim 
to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of residents of Astoria, III., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver Lill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension to 
Caroline E. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of the Sixth Congressional 
district of Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of Rey. A. Sweet and 83 others, and the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, Women’s Christian 8 Union and 
three societies, of Cawker, Kans., and A. E. Driskell and 66 
others, of Natoma, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the Albany board of supervisors, 
favoring passage of the Brownlow bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

y Mr. RIXEY: Petition of heirs of Robert Embrey, deceased, 
raying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
i on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Robert N. Blake 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the National German-American 
Alliance, in opposition to the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of Dr. C. F. Love and 76 others, of Mc- 
Lemoresville, Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN; Petition of T. F. Lay and 53 others, of 
Lometa, Tex., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of Mathew Campbell and others, in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of sundry citizens of New Haven, 
Conn., against the passage of an eight-hour law—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor, 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of New Haven, Conn., against 
wa passage of anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 

Also, petition of T. S. Dewitt and 26 others, of Branford, Conn., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: Petition of Robert B. Fulton and 18 other 
voters of Oxford, Miss., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Bos- 
ton Associated Board of Trade, relative to reclassification of mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, favor- 
ing an arbitration treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, in 
opposition to bill $.3571—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany the claim of Thomas 
A oig for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid 

eusions. 

pi Mr. THAYER: Resolutions of the Boston Associated Board 
wae rate. relating to arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign 
airs. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, re- 
lating to the reclassification of mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, pro- 
testing against the passage of bill S. 3571—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of William F, Merrill and 42 others, 
of Malden, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the J 81 

Also, petition of the Malden Prohibition Alliance, of Malden, 
Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of F. E. Hardy and 190 others, of Camden, Me. 
relative to the extermination of dogfish and increase of sea-food 
mpal —to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

y Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the patrons of tho follow- 
ing free rural-delivery routes, in regard to salaries and privileges 
of rural free-delivery carriers: Routes Nos. 17 and 18, Lyndon- 
ville, Orleans County, N, Y.; route No. 14, Medino, Orleans 
8 N. V.; route No. 2, Lockport, Niagara County, N. V.; 
route No. 22, Ransomville, Niagara County, N. V., and routes 
Nos. 36 and 88, Middleport, Niagara County, N. Y. — to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petition of J. H. Williams 
and 34 others, of Bolton, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the J Learns 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 20, 
Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, in 
favor of bills H. R. 5760 and S. 1716; resolutions of R. B. Hayes 
Post No. 20, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Lieutenant Eames Post, No. 
582, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pennsylvania, in favor of a 
service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WYNN: Petition of officers and members of the Citi- 
zens’ Association of Brookland, D. C., favoring the erection of a 
monument in the city of Washington to the memory of Thomas 
Jefferson and John Morton—to the Committee on the Library, 


1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2585 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 1, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD Everett HALE, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was ais ee with. 

ee pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved. 

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of December 17, 1903, a statement of the buildings 
rented by that Department in the District of Columbia, and also 
à list of post-offices of the third class in the various States and 
Territories; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

JOSEPH BALDWIN AND OTHERS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the canse of Joseph Baldwin and others v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


LANDS FOR UNIVERSITY OF MONTANA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 121) 
Granting additional lands adjacent to its site to the University of 

ontana. 

The amendments of the House were, in line 3, after the word 
“the,” to insert State of Montana for the use of the;“ in line 8 
to strike out all after “six” down to and including twenty- 
seven,” in line 9; after line 11 to insert: 

Seo. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to issue a 
patent for the said land from the United States to the State of Montana. 


Amend the title so as to read: “An act granting additional 
lands cep e to the site of the University of Montana to the 
State of Montana for the uses of said university.” 

Mr. GIBSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives, 


The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8850) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Joyce. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6582) granting 
an increase of pension to Harry Haller; asks a conference with 
the Senate on the di eing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr, PATTERSON of Penn- 
sylvania, and Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11825) manii 
appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fisca 
year ending June 30, 1905; asks a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. WADSWORTH, Mr. Henry of Connecticut, and Mr. LAMB 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had complied with 
the request of the Senate to rescind the action of the Speaker in 
signing the enrolled bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Hudson Kibbe, had reconsidered its vote on the passage of the 
bill, and had postponed it indefinitely. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, > 


The message also announced that the pooper of tho House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 
A bill (S. 2596) granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins; and 
= = bill (S. 2809) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. 
ey: 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Universalist Church of Cheshirg County, of the congregation of 
the First Baptist Church of Claremont, of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Keene, of sundry citizens of Conway 
and Farmington, of the congregation of the Baptist Church of 

mia, and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Sandwich, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for the 


enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a 8 of Roger Williams 
Grange, No. 19, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Providence, R. I., 
praying that an increased appropriation be made for the support 
of United States agricultural experiment stations; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of Local Council 
No. 114, United Commercial velers, of New York City, and of 
Local Council No. 165, United Commercial Travelers, of Brook- 
lyn, INS Key raying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the present bankruptcy law; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the J naay 

He also presented a memorial of the Excelsior Roller Flouring 
Mills, of Watertown, N. Y., and a memorial of the I. 8. Remsen 
Manufacturing Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the adoption of any amendments to the present antitrust 
laws; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of Farrell Post, No. 51, of Canajo- 
harie; of Adam Wirth Post, No. 451, of College Point; of A. J. 
Hooker Post, No. 415, of Morristown; of Eltinge Post, No. 212, of 
New Paltz; of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, of New York City; 
of Bingham Post, of Naples, and of R. J. Clark Post, No. 210, of 
Patchogue, all of the Department of New York, Grand Army of 
the Republic, and of Allan C. Bakewell, of New York City, all in 
the State of New York, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Houghton, 
Hannibal, Livingston County, Dix, Watkins, Albany, Rose, Union 
Springs, Kenka Park, Waverly, Ellicottsville, Hancock, Falls- 
burg, re fea anting ton pegs Ya sda eg Now 
Walworth, Mexico, Amherst, Hartsville, Gainesville, Lockport, 
Norwood, Gorham, Naples, Brewster, and Moreau; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Protestant Church of Alton; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Walworth; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Cazenovia; of 
the congregation of the Methodist e a Church of Smith- 
town; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Valois, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Union Springs, all in the State of New York, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to 5 5 — the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; Which were referred to the Committee on 
the J 7 79 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the National Association 
of State Dairy and Food Departments and of sundry manufac- 
turers and distributers of food products in the United States, pray- 
ing for the enactment of the so-called“ pure-food bill;” which 
was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Parkston and 
Dayton, in the State of South Dakota, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxi- 
cating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Ju- 


diciary. 

Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Metal Trades Asso- 
ciation of Worcester, Mass., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called anti-injunction bill;’’ which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Brockton, West 
Brookfield, Bolton, Springfield, Sandwich, Amherst, Quincy 
Roslindale, Malden, Charlestown, Auburndale, Waltham, an 
Lawrence, all in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Club of Amherst 
Mass., praying for an investigation of the charges made and file 
against Hon. Rerp Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

He also presented a petition of the New England Psychological 
Society, of Worcester, Mass., ray ing for the establishment of a 
1 laboratory at Washington, D. C.; which was re- 

erred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Charles Ward Post, No. 62, De- 

rtment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, of 

ewton, Mass., and a petition of Thomas N. Gardner Post, No. 
207, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Nantucket, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service-pen- 
sion law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of the congregation of the 
Woodland United byterian Church, of Philadelphia; of sun- 
dry citizens of Philadelphia; of the Mothers’ Council of German- 
town and Philadelphia; of 5 of Susquehanna County, 
and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Lawrence- 
ville, all in the State of Pennsylvania. praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and fled against Hon. REED SMOOT, a 
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Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Conference of the United Eyan- 
ge‘ical Church of Wilkesbarre; of the Epworth Leagne of Dickson- 
burg; of sundry citizens of Beaver Falls, Dicksonburg, Armstrong 
County, and Fredonia; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Milton; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Berwick; of the congregation of the United Evangel- 
ical Church of Berwick; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Berwick; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Berwick; of the congregation of the Zwingle Reformed Church, 
of Berwick, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of 
Williamsburg, and of Henry Wilson Post, No. 729, Department of 
Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Milton, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of the Minnesota State 
Association of Builders“ Exchanges, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called “‘anti-injunction bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Minnesota State Associa- 
tion of Builders’ Exchanges, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called eight-honr bill;” which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fillmore, Cot- 
tonwood, Minneapolis, St. Paul, and Ceresco, all in the State of 
Minnesota, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, BURROWS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Burr 
Oak, Detroit, Pentwater. Gaines, Shelby, Masilla, and Manistee 
County; of the Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Shelby; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Shelby; of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Shelby; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Cranston; of the Epworth League of Shelby; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Detroit; of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temporance Union of Ionia County, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Saginaw County, all in the State 
of Michigan, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Vanda- 
lia, Fisher, Chicago, Marion, New Bedford, Belvidere, Williams 
County, and Manhattan; of the congregation of the First Baptist 
Church of Quincy; of the congregation of the Christian Church 
of Sheldon, and of the congregation of the Christian Church of 
Fisher, all in the Stato of Illinois, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

r. HOAR presented a petition of Joseph E. Summons Post, 
No. 111, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Pembroke, Mass., praying for the enactment of aservice- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to make permanent tothe 

dian his title and allotmentof land which has been given toand 
accepted by him in good faith; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Middleton, 
Roslindale, Ludlow Center, Ludlow, Winchester, Wareham, and 
Brockton, all in the State of Massachusetts; of the congregation 
of the Christian Church of Mackinaw, III.; of the congregation of 
the Methodist Church of Stockbridge, Wis., and of the Prohibi- 
tion Alliance of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liqnors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, GALLINGER presented petitions of the congregation of 
the Free Baptist Church of Meredith; of the congregation of the 
First Baptist Church of Bradford; of the congregation of the 
First Baptist Church of Hillsboro County; of the congregation of 
the Free Baptist Church of Jackson; of the congregation of the 
First Congregational Church of Milford; of the congregation of 
the First Congregational Church of Merrimack; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Baptist Church and Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Milford; of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Belknap County, and of Hinsdale Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Cheshire, allin the State of New Hampshire; pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr, LONG presented a memorial of the Wiles Hardware Com- 
pany, of Cherokee, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called ‘* parcels-post bill;“ which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


He also presented a petition of the Winfield Circle, Department 
of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Winfield, Kans., and 
a petition of Garfield Circle, No. 22, Department of Kansas, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Emporia, Kans., praying for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the patrons of rural ronte No. 4, 
of Holton, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
crease the compensation of rural letter carriers; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also 8 petitions of sundry citizens of Sabetha, Wit- 
trup, Cawker, Belpre, Newton, Natoma, and Alta Vista, all in 
the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of Ellsworth Circle. De- 

rtment of New Jersey, Grand Army of the Republic, of Union 

II. N. J., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of Samuel J. Kelly, of Trenton, 
N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called“ eight- 
hour bill” and also the anti-injunction bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the St. 
Marks English Lutheran Church, of Newton, N. J., praying for 
an 5 of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Linwood, At- 
lantic Highlands, Dunellen, Lumberton, Harrison, Hopewell, 
Pennsville, and Paterson, all in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, BALL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Seaford, 
Del., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED 531007, a Senator from the State of Utah; which 
was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He resented sundry at to accompany the bill (S. 1492) 
for the relief of the widow and children of Daniel McDonough, 
deceased; which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr, MALLORY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Flora- 
home, Fla., and a petition of sundry citizens of Interlachen, Fla., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DUBOIS presented a petition of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 2, 
Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lewiston, 
Idaho, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Winchester, 
Idaho, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

Mr, HEYBURN presented a petition of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 
2, Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lewis- 
ton, Idaho, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH 8 petitions of the congregations 
of the First Methodist Episcopal Church and the Presbyterian 
Church of Fargo; of the congregations of the Methodist Episco- 
pal Church and the First Presbyterian Church of Tower City, and 
of mig citizens of Fargo, all in the State of North Dakota, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate theinterstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which wore referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. - I 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Citizens’ Trade Aszocia- 
tion of Cambridge. Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
He also presented a ponm of the New England Postmasters’ 
Association, praying for the passage of the so-called ‘* stamp- 
certificate bill;' which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Eustis, Houl- 
ton, Fairfield, Whitneyvillo, Monroe, Wilton, Hiram, Freedom, 
Palmyra, and Bath, all in the State of Maine, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the inlerstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS AND THEIR PEOPLE, 


Mr. LODGE. I presenta paper on the Philippine Islands and 
their people by Henry Gannett, chief geographer, United States 
Geological Survey, and assistant director of the Philippine cen- 
sus. I move that the paper be printed as a document, 

The motion was 3 to. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr, FORAKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2329) for the erection of a memorial 
structure at Fort Recovery, Ohio, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3339) providing for the election of a 
Delegate to the House of Representatives from the district of 
1 reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon, 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 671) to increase the pensions of those 
who have lost both eyes or have become totally blind from causes 
occurring in the military or naval service of the United States, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6758) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
I wish to ask the Senator from North Dakota a question. 
sume, however, it is unnecessary, 

I noticed in a newspaper this morning a statement that it is pro- 
posed to place on the pension appropriation bill the bill to increase 
pensions of soldiers who have lost both eyes. I take it from the 
fact that two bills have been reported that that is not the inten- 
tion of the committee, 

Mr. McCUMBER. Both bills have been reported, and it is sup- 
posed that both will pass the House. We increased the general 
appropriation $201,000 over the amount adopted by the House to 
cover the pensions of the blind. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the committee did not add to the pen- 
sion e bill a provision increasing the pensions of sol- 
diers who have lost the sight of both eyes? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, no; nothing of that kind. 

Mr.GALLINGER. That is what the press said had been done, 
but I thought it improbable that it had been done in that shape. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9658) to provide for the withdrawal, free 
of duty under bond, from the Louisiana Purchase Exposition of 
any articles and materials donated to incorporated institutions 
established for religious, philosophical, educational, scientific, or 
literary purposes, or to any State or municipal corporation, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1879) for repayment of duty on anthracite coal, and for 
other purposes, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. B HAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8835) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles H. Jackson, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Andit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 22d ultimo, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, Thatthesten: pher employed to report the hearing before the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage on the fone resolution (S. R. 4) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, extending the right of 
suffrage to women, and the bill (S. 2728) to protect the right of women citi- 
zens to register and vote for Members of the House of Kepresentatives, be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


REPRINT OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, I am directed by the Committee 
on Printing, to whom the subject was referred, to report a joint 
resolution authorizing the reprint of certain documents to be sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. I also submit a letter ac- 
companying it. Lask for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution and that the letter be read. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing the reprinting of 
certain documents to be sold by the Superintendent of Documents, 
was read the first time by its title, and the second time at length, 
as follows: 


Be it resolved, ete., That there shall be printed 8,000 copies of the Special 
Report on Diseases of the Horse and 1,500 copies of the Special Report on the 
Diseases of Cattle, for sale by the Superintendent of Documents under the 
Provisions of section 61 of an act providing for the public printing, binding, 
and the distribution of documents approved January 12, 1895; and the Super- 
intendentof Documents is hereby authorized to order reprinted from time to 
time such public documents as may be uired for sale: Provided, That the 
appropria for printing and binding shall be reimbursed for the cost of 


I pre- 


guch reprints from the moneys received by the Superintendentof Documents 
from the sale of public documents, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The letter will be read. 


In connection with the two bills reported, 


The Secretary read as follows: 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
OFFICE OF SUPERINTENDENT OF DOCUMENTS, 
Union BUILDING, 
Washington, D. C., February 87, 1904, 
Hon. T, C. PLATT, 
Chairman Committee on Printing, United States Senate, 


DEAR Sin: Linclose herewith, for your consideration, a resolution author - 
izing the printing of 3,000 copies of the Special Report on Discases of the 
Horse and 1,500 copies of the Special Report on Diseases of Cattle for sale. 
The resolution also provides that reprints of documenta may be ordered from 
time to time as required for sale and that the appropriation for printing and 
binding shall be reimbursed out of the moneys received from the sale of 
documents. ‘ 

There has been a constant demand, both domestic and foreign, for the re- 
port on Diseases of the Horse and Diseases of Cattle. These books are yery 

ighly regarded by the people and are desired by those who are unable to 
obtain them peng ners S As there is no méans of obtaining the books ex- 
cept by purchase from the Government, it appears to me to be a reasonable 
request that a sufficient number of copies should be printed to supply those 
who are anxious and willing to pay the cost. 

There is also a great demand from the farmers of the country especially 
and from schools, colleges, and foreigners for many of the small bulletins is- 
sued by the Department of Agriculture which are not distributed free except 


to agents and special correspondents of the Department. The Department 


usually supplies this office with from 25 to 40 copies of each bulletin for sale, 
which is inadequate, as in many cases 1,000 or more could be gold. These 
publications are very valuable to the people; hae Ho doing a wonderful work 
2 assisting in the development of the country; they can not be obtained from 
any other source, and it would seem proper and right for Congress to give 
the Superintendent of Documents anthority to order such documents re- 
printed when necessary, paying for the same with moneys received from the 
sale of documents. 

The resolution has been submitted to and approved by the Public Printer, 

Very respoctfully, 
L. O. FERRELL, Superintendent, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and 5 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and 
for other purposes, to report it with amendments and to submit 
a report thereon. 

I wish to say—I do not desire to put it in the form of givin 

notice, as is the habit of Senators, but which gives no additiona 
right—I wish to say that I shall call the bill up to-morrow morn- 
ing immediately after the conclusion of the routine morning 
business. 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Maine, who has just made 
a report on the naval appropriation bill, will allow me, I should 
like to ask him a question, Will the Senator from Maine explain 
to me the amount of money that is carried by the bill as he has 
reported it and expects to have passed? 

Mr. HALE. About $97,000,000. There have been very small 
additions made, I will say, by the Senate committee. The House 
bill carries ninety-six-odd million dollars. Very slight changes 
have been made in the House bill. The committee accepted that 
bill, generally speaking, and its total as reported to the Senate— 
the figures are given in the report—is about $97,000,000. 

The TARNE pro tempore, The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PLATT of New York introduced the following bills; which 
were severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4873) granting an increase of pension to Rosette E, S. 


Grow; 
n bill (S. 4674) granting an increase of pension to Isabel Ward; 


an 

A bill (S. 4675) granting a pennon to Angeline B. Whitney. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bi 1 (S. 4676) for the relief of Franklin 
Patterson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4677) for the relief of George F. 
Fuller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 4678) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Paris; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 4679) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel R. Shankland: which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

f He also introduced a bill (S. 4680) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samnel T. Dixon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4681) granting an increase of pen- 
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sion to John H. Stubbs; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4682) for the relief of Henry Brad- 
lev; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mitiee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4683) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to the memory of Maj. Gen. John C. 
Frémont; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4684) granting an increase of pen- 
gion to Ella M. Ewing; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4685) for tho relief of 
Adolph Weinhold; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4686) to provide for the better regis- 
tration of deaths and births in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I introduce a bill for reference to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and I ask that the bill may be read at the 
desk. 

The bill (S. 4687) relating to the salaries of the President and 
Vice-President of the United States, the Senators of the United 
States, Representatives and Delegates in Congress, and the mem- 
bers-of the Cabinet was read the first time by its title, the second 
11 at length, aud referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That on and after March 4, 1905, the salaries or compen- 
sation of the herein-described officers or members of the executive, legisia- 
tivo; A Aan departments of the Government of the United States shall 
5 The President of the United States, $75,000 per annum; the Vice-President 
of the United States, $15,000 per annum; the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, $12,000 per annum; each member of the Cabinet, $15,000 per annum; 
Senators of the United States, $8,000 per annum; Representatives and Dele 
gates in Congress, $8,000 per annum. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4688) for the relief of the At- 
lantic Works, of Boston, Mass.; which was read twice by its title, 
anil referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4689) to amend the military record 
of Henry W. Dunbrack; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 4690) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew Switzer; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 54) to permit 
Maj. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engineers, to assist the State of 
New York by acting as a member of an advisory board of con- 
sulting engineers in connection with the improvement and en- 
largement of the navigable canals of the State of New York; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment authorizing the is- 
suance of a patent in fee to Samuel J. Brown, a member of the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton tribe of Indians, for lands heretofore al- 
lotted in severalty in Roberts County, S. Dak., intended to be 
proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to. be 

rinted. 9 
“ Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing toin- 
crease the salary of the assistant sealer of weights and measures 
of the District of Columbia from $1,200 to $1,800, intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which wasreferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to he printed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment provid- 
ing that all lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians directed 
to be sold at public auction for cash, by the act of July 1, 1902, 
shall instead be sold under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, after due advertisement, etc., intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KEAN (for Mr. ELKINS) submitted an amendment propos- 
ing to appropriate $200,000 for the purchase of a semisubmergod 
torpedo boat of the divided hull, subsurface type, etc., intended 
to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Nayal Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr, DUBOIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Reanlient by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That the President be requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate 
(S. 2238) relating to coded Jends on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation to cor- 
rect a clerical error. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr, McCUMBER. Lask unanimous consent that to-morrow 
at 4 o'clock the Senate shall proceed to the consideration of un- 
objected pension bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho Senator from North Da- 
kota asks unanimons consent that to-morrow at 4 o’clock the 
Senate shall proceed to the consideration of unobjected pension 
cases, Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the ordor 
is made. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the Honse of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11825) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year Sda June 80, 
1905, and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the Honse of Representatives, and agree to 
the conference asked for by the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 2 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was author- 
‘ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
Proctor, Mr. Hansprovan, and Mr, Smatons were appointed. 

HARRY TALLER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of pension 
to Harry Haller and requesting a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the tWo Houses thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and agree to the request of the House for a conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McCumerr, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. PATTERSON were appointed. 

AUSTIN ALMY., 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (. 200) granting an incroase of pon- 
sion to Austin Almy, having met, after full and freo conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recode from its disayroement to the amondments of the 
House and agree to the same, 

P. J. McCumner, 
A. J. FOSTER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


H. O. LOUDPXNSLAGER, 
WILLIAM Rrionannson, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was agreed to. 
TRANSPORTATION OF SUPPLIES FOR THE ARMY AND NAVY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate Senate bill 2263. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2263) to require the employment of ves- 
sels of the United States for public purposes. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] is ready 
to proceed, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, on Saturday I took the floor to 
make some objections to the bill, when the Senate postponed the 
further consideration of the bill until thismorning. I desire now 
to submit a few objections to the measure. 

I stated on Saturday that this is a ship-subsidy bill of a very 
objectionable class, in my opinion. 

In saying that itis a e bill, and that I am opposed to 
it because it is a subsidy bill, I did not mean to be understood, 
nor do I now mean to be understood, that it may not be in the 
province of the Goyernment, in the wise province of the Govern- 
ment perhaps, to give some encouragement to American shipping. 
What I desired to say was that I was going to object to this char- 
acter of encouragement, I object to it because it is a partial sub- 
sidy and because it gives an absolute monopoly to a certain class 
of the commerce of the United States, 

If the reply to that shall be that the coastwise trade is a monop- 
oly, I think Į shall be able in a very few words to distingnish be- 
tween the ordinary coastwise trade and thistrade. While I would 
not interfere with the present coastwise trade, and while I do not 
desire tomake any criticism of that trade, I think any Senator who 
will consider fora moment will distinguish the difference between 
the trade in all the ports of the United States we have heretofore 
had and the special significance of a limitation of trade between 
the islands known as the Philippines that bear a relation to the 
Government of the United States which no othor section of tho 
United States bears to the Government, 

I do not know myself whether the Philippines are a part of the 
United States or not. Neither do I know what relation they bear 
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to the United States in a technical, legal, and constitutional way. 
But I know this involves a very serious question. The Philippine 
Islands, whether they are a part of the United States or whether 
they are not a part of the United States, bear a special relation to 
the Government of the United States. They are not a colony of 
the United States; they are not a Territory of the United States. 
Our professed relation with the Philippine Islands is at least that 
of a trustee, or, we might say, the Philippines occupy the position 
of award, I think perhaps if I would read an extract from the 
address of the chairman of the last Republican national conven- 
tion I should be able to state what the relation of the present Ad- 
ea is at least to the Philippine Islands and the people 
ereof. 

It seems to me that is a subject to be considered when you come 
to consider not only the bill that is pending but the bill which 
follows—Senate bill 2259, which follows on the Calendar—and 
which is, I suppose, a companion bill to the pending measure, 
this bill dealing only with the Government 3 and 
the other bill dealing with all commerce between the islands and 
the different ports of the United States. 

The junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] was the 
presiding officer of the last Re i national convention. He 
isthe chairman of the Committee on the Philippines and a promi- 
nent and influential member of this body: is deliberate utter- 
ances at the convention may be takenas the platform of the party 
on this subject. He said,in addressing the convention: 
in 


tand logisiation 


tima’ of governmen 
we mean to stimulate the e of our trade and to open new markets, 


Greatest of all markets is Ch 

Mr. President, I think that will be sufficient to show that at 
least when I say our relation is that of a trustee that is the rec- 
ognized position. Iknow everything indicates that the first sen- 
tence I read, that“ we make no hypocritical pretense of being 
interested in the Philippines solely on account of others,’’ is un- 
doubtedly trne. If there 1 which would prove that, it 
is the present pro legislation, for I intend to ayto show in 
the brief time I occupy the floor on this point it is in- 
imicul to the interests of the people of those islands, and that it 
will E to ap y either the princi- 
ples of ill or of the one which is to follow. 

I do not know but that we are powerful enough and perhaps 
disregurdful enough to their interests to be able to make any rela- 
tions we choose between them and us with reference to commerce 
and intercourse; but if we do occupy the position of trustee in all 
our legislation, we ought at least to have some regard to the in- 
terests of the cestui 5 trust, and that is the poe of the islands, 

That this bill (and I am speaking now of the bill before the 
Senate) will raise the price of transportation between all the 
American ports and the Philippines, no one denies. Indeed, that 
is the merit of this proposition, And this proposition only ap- 
plied to the Government of the United States, transportation 
would not be, perhaps, a very serious matter; but when applied 
as it will be after the passage of this bill by the passage of 


another, it becomes an important question to consider. 
As it stands with this bill, it will be only increasing the appro- 
priation for the Army and Navy a certain sum each year.’ And 


in that way it would be a subsidy to the ships that are carrying 
army and navy articles from the United States to the Philippine 
Islands, for of course those ships will bring nothing back, except 
it may be occasionally the body of a sailor or soldier. 

Tie people who are doing the commercial business between the 
Philippine Islandsand the United States are under the impression 
that it will increase the export tra tation prices at least 25 or 
30 per cent. The late Secretary of War has d ed that it would 
increase them threefold, or 300 per cent. 

On Saturday I called the attention of the Senator from Maine 
to the fact that the t eee of War had had a hearing 
last week in which I understood he expressed himself as de- 
cidedly opposed to the 
the other bill, S. 2259. I made an effort by a letter to the Secre- 
tary of War to secure a transcript of the evidence given before 
him on Thursday of last week, and which I know was taken down 
by a stenographer. Up to the present time I have not been able 
todo that; but I shall make the statement here, upon authority 
which I do not believe can be questioned, that the present Secre- 
tary of War, not only in his report as governor-general of the 
Philippine Islands, but as Secre of War, lias expressed decided 
disapprobation of the ge of these bills. 

inarily, I should not pay very much attention to the ex- 
pression of an executive officer upon a matter of this kind, but in 
this case the present Secretary of War, ease for several years 
been the presiding officer of the Government of the United States 


paassa of this bill and to the passage of. 


in the Philippine Islands, is entitled to some consideration that 
ordinarily would not be accorded to any other officer. He says, 
not 5 ee the Governor of the Philippine Islands but since, that 
it will be a great hardship upon the Philippine people, and will 
increase the price of their rtation to a considerable de- 
gree. Whether it will increase it threefold or 30 per cent I do 


not know. Ido know, Mr. President, that it creates an absolute 
monopoly; that all competition is destroyed with other vessels, 
save that are registered as United States vessels. 


The hearing before the Senate committee is full of testimony as 
to the ability of the United States to furnish the necessary shi 
to do this work. I do not care to go into that in detail. While 
one shipowner declared that it was impossible to supply the re- 
gees transportation, another one said that there wo 1 be abun- 

ce of it, At all events, up tothe present time, according tothe 
reports of the Government officials, with the limited commerce 
between the United States and the Philippine Islands, not over 
3 per cent of the whole has been carried in American ships. That 
is sufficient to show at least that the transportation of goods will 
not be carried in American ships in a normal state: thatis to say, 
in a natural condition of commerce; and we shall give to the 
American shipowners who will do this business some special 
privileges and advantages, 

That involves the whole question of a ship subsidy, which I do 
not intend this morning to go into except to say that whenever 
the Government of the United States, t as it is, cian ore 
the position it does toward those islands, shall conclude that it 
wants a ship subsidy, I think common fairness and common do- 
cency require that it should not grant this subsidy at the expense 
simply of its wards, If we are to pay a ship subsidy to the men 
who carry goods from the United States ports to the Philippine 
Islands, it should be paid by all the people of the United States 
and not by the unfortunate people who occupy the position the 
Philippine people do. 7 

The commerce between the United States and the Philippine 
Islands is an extremely limited one. It is a little difficult to say 
just what its advantage is to us and whether it is of any advan- 
tage. The amount of commerce between the Philippine Islands 
and the United States is insignificant. I have some tables here 
to: which I propose to call the attention of the Senate briefly, and 
to put into the Recorp, 

While I do not believe that.at the present time, if the transpor- 
tation of products both ways shall be confined to American ves- 
sels, there are sufficient ships to do the business promptly and 
properly at a fair price, yet I have no doubt that in due time 
enough ships will be provided to carry on this commerce. The 
commerce, however, being limited—the commerce existing prac- 
tically only one way—there can never be cheap transportation, 
There will be in 8 or six times the amount com- 
ing this way that will ever be found going the other way, and the 
experience of the world has been that, in order to make shippi 

ble, ships must carry products both ways, or one way a 
there be a heavy price charged. 

It is a little difficult to say what this transportation will be. I 
suppose, speaking extravagantly, the business done between the 
Philippine Islands and the United States will not exceed 150,009 
tons. About 126,000 tons of hemp come this way, and perhaps 
twenty-five or thousand tons of other freight go the other 
way. If any considerable number of ships leave New York for 
the Philippines, and if that number be sufficient to bring 
the hemp to us—it is a great trade, amounting to practically the 
entire import trade—some of the ships will necessarily go empty, 
Ships can not Bo wiih a full cargo, becanse only a few ships wo 
be able todo that. Some of them would go entirely a The 
freight rate now from the United States to those islands is much 
mgao than the freight rate from those islands to the United 

tates. 

Tnced peek into any discussion to demonstrate why this is so. 
The great 
5 necessaril 
more than they would 
ship, no matter what 
ant n 


3 tion, but tha’ 
at the Governmen ion, but that private transpo 
Paena oct i bottoms 


from an examination of that statute, exactly 
that is what it does mean—that 
coastwise laws of the United States 
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would not do to apply them. Nothing has since occurred; no 
new condition has since arisen; and if it was unwise to apply 
those laws then it is unwise to apply them now. 

I can not say with any certainty what is the purpose of Senate 
bill 2259. If it is admitted that this is the law, or will be the law 
on the Ist of July next, there may be some other things that ought 
to be provided for. 

There has been much said about the value of the Philippine 
Islands to us in the way of trade. The great bulk of the business 
now done between the United States and the Philippine Islands 
is done by way of the Suez Canal. One of the urgent reasons 

iven why we should have a ship canal across the Isthmus has 
en that we would thereby secure this great and abundant trade 
of the Philippine Islands to be done through that canal. If that 
canal across the Isthmus were finished to-morrow and a vessel 
was going to leave New York for the Philippine Islands, it would 
go by way of the Suez Canal. It would still continue to go that 
way; but, of course, if it were going to the northern part of Asia, 
it would go the other way. 

It would take a sailing ship six months to go around the Cape 
of Good Hope to the Philippine Islands; it takes a good steamer 
to go there and return between sixty and one hundred and twenty 
days. The great bulk of the trade between the Philippine Islands 
and the United States is done in steamers, and will be done in 
steamers, by way of the Suez Canal. There are some sailing 
ships that bring hemp, but not a great many, because the length 
of time taken by the trip locks up the investment to such a de- 
gree that the hemp dealers do not desire to be out of their money 
and therefore they ship, as a rule, by the steamers. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the increase in the 
hemp trade between the United States and the Philippine Islands, 
In 1901 the imports to the United States were 23,948 tons, of the 
value of $3,478,581; in 1902 that trade had increased to 50,361 
tons, of the value in round numbers of $10,000,000; in 1903 the 
value of imported hemp was $11,338,587, of the weight of 64,990 
tons, or practically 65.000 tons. 

Our exports at that time were in the neighborhood of $4,000,000. 
T shall not go into any of the details in relation to that subject at 
this time, except to say that they amounted to about $4,000,000, 
made up of a variety of articles, Including provisions and quite a 
large item of liquors and wines—not much wine, but principally 
malt and other liquors. 

Mr. President, I want to very briefly call attention to a state- 
ment made by the Secretary of War, which has heretofore been 
alluded to, as to the bill now before the Senate. I also want to 
call attention to one or two other things, and then I am disposed, 
so far as I am concerned, not to interfere further with the prog- 
ress of this bill except by my vote. 

The Secretary of War has written this letter: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, January Il, 1904. 


Sim: Referring to Senate bill 2263, Fifty-eighth Congress; second session 
in response to your request for suggestions touching the merits of the bill 
and the propriety of its passage, I have the honor to transmit a report by the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army to the Secretary of War, dated Decem- 
ber 26, 1903, a further report by the termaster General to the Secretary 
of War, dated January 9, 1904, in response to a request for detailed informa- 
tion, and a report from the same officer to the Secretary of War, dated Janu- 
32 1904, in response to further ific uests for information. 
he great bulk of freight REED th ar Department to the Philip- 
pines go m the transports owned by the United States. Theremainder 
oes C 1 foreign bottoms, because the owners of foreign vessels uni- 
‘ormly underbid the owners of American vessels. he! Ra gether has 
been given to American vessels to compete, and the stan mstructions of 
the Department are to prefer American vessels wherever there is such sub- 
stantial equality between the bids as to make it lawful to do so. 

I have no doubt whateyer of the wisdom of a provision which shall make 
it ble to do this business through the 8 of American ships. 
I think, however, that there is great danger that the 8 this bill in 
its present form would involve the Government in serious culty and un- 
warranted e: „ The number of American vessels available for ship- 
ment from the Atlantic coast to the Phili es is so small that a rigid re- 
quirement that shipments should be made in American vessels only would 
put the Government entirely at the mercy of a very few individuals, who 
could ¢ any. pos they . The only alternative to the possible 
payment of exorbitant for shipments from New York to Manila 
wopid be sending the freight by rail to the Pacific coast, and thence by ship 


New York to the Pacific coast as it now costs to get it from New York to 
Manila. Under thesecircumstances, if we were co; absolutely to Ameri- 
can bottoms for this business we would have no way of escaping from the 
payment of at leastthree times as much as we now pay for this class of trans- 


tion. 
Por think the same result can be accomplished and this danger avoided b 
changing the form of the bill so that it will authorize a preference to Ameri- 
can shipping, es the charge made does not exceed the prices bid by 
the owners of greyn vessels more than a specific percentage, 

A bill providing for such a preference in respect of shipments on the Pacific 
the first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress 
(H. R. 14441). It was feverebly reported by the House Committee on Militar: 
Affairs (Report No. 2348). It the warm approyal of this Departmen 


but was defeated on the floor of the House upon the avowed ground that it 
would amount toa kind of a ship subsidy. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
vol 35, pt. 7, pp. 6887-6891.) 

For greater convenience, I take the liberty of inclosing a copy of that bill 
as indicating the form of the 8 which, it seems to me, would best ac- 
complish the desired object of doing the Government business in such a way 
as to promote American shipping. I should be in favor of increasing the 
preference to, say, 25 or 30 per cent. 

Very respectfully, 
ELMU ROOT, Secretary of Nur. 


Hon. WILLIAM P. FRYE, 

Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 

Mr. President, if what the Secretary of War states is true as to 
Government transportion, the Government having access to all 
the American bottoms, it will be true, then, when you come to 
the transportation of the ordinary imports from and exports to 
that country. Do the people of the United States want, does this 
Senate want, to put upon that trade a burden of that kind? If 
s0, Mr. President. we should do it deliberately. If we want to 
say that every article that is brought from the Philippine Islands 
to the United States shall be at the mercy of American ship- 
owners, who, if they are to do the business, may compete with 
each other, and naturally will fix the price of freight between the 
two countries, why, then, we should go into it deliberately. We 
shall do this, if we do it at all, in the face of the opinion of every 
official whose opinion is worth anything as to the merits of this 
subject—the opinions of the late Secretary of War, of the present 
Secretary of War, who was the governor of the Philippine Islands, 
and of the Commissioner of Navigation, who has also given this 
subject considerable attention. 

What will be accomplished by this bill if it should become a 
law, Mr. President? Iam assuming that nobody will dispute but 
that the price of freight will be raised and materially raised, be- 
cause, unless it shall be, this legislation can not help the Ameri- 
can shipowner. So, as I say, the rate must be raised, 

If a condition exists now in which the shipowners of the United 
States carry only 8 per cent of the trade, there must be a very 
radical change which will enable them to carry it all. There are 
undoubtedly many more than enough ships flying the American 
flag and entitled to be called ships of the United States to carry 
this freight, but it will not be carried unless it is done at a pay- 
Sng peice; f 

here has been very little or practically nothing said in this 
debate as to Senate bill 2259, relating to trade between the United 
States and the Philippine Islands; and I am somewhat at a loss 
to know what the purpose of that bill is. But I suppose it will 
be passed; and then, when it is passed, I assume there will be no 
controversy, but that all goods carried from the ports of the 
United States to the Philippine Islands must be carried in Ameri- 
can bottoms and at such price as the American shipowners who 
are willing to do that business shall demand. That it will bea 
higher price, as I have said before, nobody will deny, because the 
fact that it will be for their benefit indicates that it will be ata 
higher price. 

We are told that this subsidy—for that is what it is, a monop- 
oly—that this subsidy is in the interest of American shipowners 
and to encourage the running of American ships. A suggestion 
was made a day or two ago on the other side of the Chamber that 
we adopt what was known as President McKinley's proposition 
for the relief of American shipping. That does not seem to meet 
with the favor of the party at present in power, but a direct sub- 
sidy is to be made. 

The testimony taken before the Senate committee on Senate 
bill 2259 is, I think, very instructive. Iam not going into the de- 
tails of that testimony, but I learn from it that there is a large 
amount of American shipping now tied up for want of business. 
Several shipowners so declared before the committee. <A state- 
ment was made that, in view of what they supposed to be the 
policy of the party in power—namely, the | ting of subsidies to 
ships—a large number of ships were built, and when they were 
built there was not any business for them and they were tied up. 

It is said now that in justice to these shipowners we ought to say 
to the other shipowners of the world. You must keep out of the 
trade between the United States and the Philippine Islands, and 
these ships, whose owners were misled by the proposed subsidy 
scheme, must have an opportunity to gather business, and it must 
be done in the way of a monopoly.” 

Mr. President, that set me to thinking somewhat about the 
ship business. We have been trying for very many years to in- 
crease American shipping. We have been told over and over 
again of the large amount of money we pay every year for foreign 
ships. Iwas told the other day by a member of this body that 
we were paying out $200,000,000 a year to foreign ships to carry 
freight from the United States to other countries and bring back 
the things that we buy in other countries, while our own ships 
were carrying less than 8 per cent of the immense trade involved 
in our export and import business. 

It does not seem to me that what we need just now is more 
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If we have got ships, steamers, and sailing vessels tied up, 
looking for trade which they can not finid, we do not need more 
ships. We need more freight. That is what we need. If, in- 
stead of turning our attention to building more ships, ted that 
we find we can not run in the present condition of the world's af- 
fairs unless we give to onr own shipping some special privileges 
that we deny to others, it seems to me we had better turn our at- 
tention to getting more freight. That may be as difficult a thing 
to do as itis to induce American shipowners to run ships and carry 
freight in competition with the rest of the world. 

I want to call attention for just a moment to the decrease in 
shipping. In his last report—Octeber 17, 1903—the Commissioner 
of Navigation tells us that: 

American sail yessels registered for foreign trade and the whale fisheries 
have decreased from 1,04, of 638,700 gross tons, in 1893, to $18, of 351,305 gross 
tons, in 188. 

I read from page 46 of the Commissioner’s last report— 

The doctine has been uninterrupted and, as was pointed ont in last year's 
report, British and German sqtare-rigged tonnage is also declining rapidly. 

Here is å thing to which I desire to call special attention: 

All competent nautical authorities agree that training on a square-rigged 
ship is necessnry for the oficer ofa steamer. Such training is obligatory in 
our Navy. The great German steamship companies within the past te 

ears have added several full-rigged ships to their liste as training schools 

or the future deck oficars of their ocean steamers, Unless Congress or pri- 
vate interests soon follow this example the lack of competent officers for 
American steamers may soon prove a serious handicap to any development 
of our ocean steam merchant fleet. 

In the meantime the abolition of the discrimination in pilotage charges 
against sail vessels in fhe coasting trade is again carnestly rœmommended as 
an immediate and practical method of foatering American sail tonnage. The 
reasons for this recommendntion have been set forth in detail in the reports 
of the Burenu sint 18 age charges are imposed by State lawa from 
Virginia to Texas on sail vessels in the coasting trade. Steamers in the same 
trade by act of Congress are cxempt from pllotago charges. The constitu- 
KORSI of the Virginia law has boon called into question before the State 
courts. 

That, however, is not a matter of much consequence. It is 
peniling in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The trouble with the American shipping is simply this: We can 
build ships as cheaply as anybody in the world, I think, and just 
us good. If we can not and we desire to increase the amount of 
our tonnage. it seems to me the wisest thing we could do would 
be to say to the American man of means: If yon want a ship and 
can not build it in the United States cheap enough to compete 
with the rest of the-world, go and buy it wherever you can find 
it, and when you, bring it here and put it under American registry 
we will let you run it just as if you built it in this conntry.” 

The testimony of shipping men before the commitiee at this 
session shows that there are ships that can not now find freight. 
So the question comes to us, Are we to help out those shipowners 
by giving them a monopoly of the trade? Are we to apply a rule 
to them that- we do not apply to any other business in the country? 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 

nesiion? 
= The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. l 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the testimony show why our ships can 
not procure freights? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. MALLORY, What is the reason assigned? 

Mr: TELLER. They say it is because of the high rate of wages 
on onr ships. 

Mr. MALLORY. In my judgment, the fact that the wages 
of the masters, the mates, engineers, assistant engineers, and 
even the mechanies on board ship are so much greater on Ameri- 
can ships, probably to the extent of nearly 30 per cent, is the 
principal reason why American ships can not compete with for- 
eign ships in carrying freights. : 

Mr. FELLER. The testimony all shows that you can not run 
American ships as cheaply as you can run foreign ships, The 
reason given by most people, not only in this case, but in various 
other hearings which have been had here, is that we pay too high 
a price. I have something here which perhaps might be worth 
the attention of the Senate for a moment as showing why the 
American shipowner can not operate his ship as cheaply as a for- 
eigner. However, I do not put my hand on it and I will not stop, 
for I do not care to go into it now, except to say that it is the con- 
sensus of opinion that you can not run an American ship as cheaply 
as the foreigner operates his. That is the complaint. 

That brings us to the question not whether we are going to en- 
courage shipbuilding, but how we are going to secure profitable 
employment for American ships. I think that is a question of 
importance tous. If we are to build a great navy, if we are to 
spend, as we appear now to be spending, practically a hundred 
million dollars a year for the Navy, building ships every year, in- 
creasing our Navy, we must have sailors, and heretofore we have 
supposed it was necessary to train on the merchant x of the 
country sailors for the battle ships. Whether that always 
be necessary may depend upon what policy the Government 


adopts with reference to the education of sailors and officers for 
its war ships and war vessels, 

I am quite sure, Mr, President, that any attempt to give to 
these ships a monopoly will not increase the numberof ships, nor 
do I believe it will bring to the shipowners a profit suelt as they 
expect, for the result will þe, in my opinion, that when they raise 
the price of freight between New York, Boston, Philadelphia, and 
other cities on the Atlantic coast and the Philippine Islands to 
such an extent as they will, the freight that now comes here, 
the sixty-four or sixty-five thousand tons of hemp that come to 
us, will go to Europe instead of coming here. It will also raise 
the price of freight from the United States to the Philippine Is- 
lands, and thus put the manufacturers and producers of articles 
in this country which heretofore have been going to those islands 
at a disadvantage as compared with the producers of similar ar- 
ticles in other sections of the world. 

I think this bill onght to be changed in its title and it ought to 
read “A bill to attempt to destroy the commerce between*the 
United States and the Philippine Islands.“ It is neither just tous 
as a nation nor is it just to the Philippine Islands. Take the 
hemptrade, with all its advantages, asrespects the United States, 
which I admit now it has in the fact that it pays no export duty 
when coming to the United States, while it does when going to 
England. The difference in freight will soon be so great as tosend 
it, notwithstanding that advantage, to the European markets, and 
we will be compelled to do what we have been doing until very 
recently—buy our hemp for American manufactures in Europe 
and not in the Philippine Islands. 

The bill is neither in the interest of commerce nor in the inter- 
est of the people of the United States generally nor in the interest 
of the people of the Philippine Islands. The trade is so limited 
between the United States and those islands that it will not afford 
oy considerable relief to American shipowners, but it will en- 
able a combination of some of them to be made which will raise 
the price to such an extent that in my judgment it will discour- 
age ha from those islands and exportations to those 
islands. 

Mr. President, I hope somebody who is in favor of this subsidy 
will haye the graciousness to tell us why we should especially go 
intoa subsidy in this particular way. I believe that so far we have 
had only a general statement. Ishould like to have somebody 
particularize and tell us what benefit, what advantage, it will be; 
whether it is simply to be based: on the hope that it will give to 
the shipowner a compensatory freight, or whether it is to encour- 
age the further building of ships, or whether it is to be an adyan- 
tage given only to those ships, which is to be denied to all ships 
that do not ply between the particular Philippine Islands ports 
and the United States. I should like also, if the act of March 8, 
1902, is in effect, to know what particular benefit or advantage 
we are to have from the passage of Senate bill 2259. 

Mr. President, I have made a table or two, with some remarks 
that are simply explanatory, which I desire to add by way of an 
appendix to what I have said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to 
the insertion of the tables in the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


APPENDIX. 


The voyage from the Philippines to New York or Boston via the 
Suez Canal is about two months by steam vessel. (P. 90, hear- 
gees the Senate committee.) 

y sail via Cape of Good Hope from fonr to six months. 

Our trade with the Philippines is limited to about 818.000.000, 
and the weight is supposed to be about 80,000 tons, (P. 46, hear- 
ing before the committee.) 

We imported from the Philippines during the fiscal year 1903 
496,000 bales of hemp of the weight of about 63.000 tons, (P. 46.) 

The value of the hemp imported into the United States from 
the Philippines for 1908 was $12,314,312; sugar, $1,535,826; tobacco, 
copra, and other articles to the amount of $212,921, making a 
total of $13,863,059, and our exports were less than 81,000,000. 
(Pp. 22 and 23.) 

Our exports were mainly from the Pacific ports, consisting of 
flour, canned goods, clothing, hardware, etc, (P. 22, hearing be- 
fore the committee.) 

The exports of hemp from the Philippines has increased from 
aes in 1908 to $21,701,575, of h we got $11,838,587. 

Thehemp of the Philippines is the outer bark of a speciesof palm. 

The 1,000,000 bales of hemp will make a tonnage of 126,000 
tons, of which practically one-half, or 63,000 tons, comes to the 
United States. A bale weighs 275 pounds. 

American shipping appears to be ina bad condition, and it is 
quite apparent what we need is not more ships, but more freight. 
Mr. Clyde said: The past year has been a year of extreme de- 

ression in the shipping business. (See pp. 52, 68, and 77, hear- 
ing before the committee.) 
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The . bill that did not become a law appears to have 
stimula the building of ships. It appears from the evidence 


of Mr. Clyde and others that a number of ships were built while | 


that proposition was being considered, with the expectation not 
of making money by carrying passengers or freight, bnt by secur- 
ing the subsidy proposed. (Seep. 52; also statement of Mr. Jones 
on p. 68, hearing before the Senate committee.) 

These references are to the hearings before the Senate commit- 
tee of this session. 

Exports from the United States to the Philippines. 

Carried in 


Total. American 
vessels. 


Year. 


728.555 741, 957 
„78, BB 1, 626, O87 


$10,211,308 | $135,190 
11) 338, 587 H3, 122 


Character of exports to the Philippines. 
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1902, 
Spirits, wine, and malt liquor 5 Stes $641, 784 
Iron and manufactures of steel —— 218, 780 
Provisions, meat, and dairy products 177, 976 
. eee pe Sane ei. aoe ne eet, wae 91,000 
Wool and manufactures of wool. ..................- 15,000 
enn a ae 158, 760 
COG) (57,068 COND) Ss sno s cos ese eac ac enree-<assosee N. 700 
1903, 
Spirits, wine, and malt liquors ..-.. 22... 2... scesen cen ectece conse = 813,023 
Tron and manufactures of steel 781. 068 
Provisions, meat, and dairy products 264,574 
TTT 80, 600 
‘Wool and manufactures of wool. 2222 14,377 
BAUR OP Boas eli nt naa ai 205, 389 
Conk (OG N fond) cas e e SM Rr 200, 167 | 
Character of importa to the United States, | 
1902, 
Unmanufactured fibers—hemp (50,561 tons ... $10,008,954 
1 0 AA 22 sestancsevuces 5,140 
Sugar (2,450 tons) T ene 78. 277 
1903. 
Hemp unmanufactured (64,990 tons) 11,828,587 | 
Ane ns ewww nea wes saree sera adenwanneve 952,112 | 
TGR p na How new eh see wanna boon acid op ENR A A E DAAE 45,2 
CODER OO RDE EP E E E T Epsebeccae 9,178 
a LE Cin oe Fre and sud a A gonna E A tama daak’ pan @ ie 157, 586 


In 1901 the imports into the United States from the Philippines 
were $3,787,071. 

In 1902 they were $10,211,303. an increase of $6,474,232, or very 
nearly double that of the year before. 

This increase is made principally of the import of hemp. 

In 1901 the imports of hemp were 23,948 tons, of the value of 
$3,478.581, and in 1902 50,361 tons, of the value of $10,003,954. and | 
in 1903 the value of the imported hemp was $11,338,587, or 64,990 | 
tons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I believe there is an amendment | 
now pending to the bill; one offered by myself. I should like to 
have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of section 
1 the following: 

And provided further, That this section shall not apply to any perticular 
contract for the transportation of the articles therein described, whenever, 
after due public advertisement, no bids for the transportation of the articles 
specified therein, in a vessel of the United States, shall have been received at 
reasonable rates, 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, this amendment contains pre- 
cisely the principle of the amendment which on Saturday after- 
noon last was suggested by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
to meet the views which were then being expressed by the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and it is drawn nearly in the lan- 

ge of the recommendation of the late Secretary of War, Mr. 
Root. Ido not see the Senator from Maine in his seat at this 
moment, and I should prefer that he be in the Chamber before 
it is acted upon. 

Mr. President, it does not appear from our present reports as to 
the merchant marine of the United States thatit isin quite so 
desperate a condition as might be inferred from some remarks 
that have been made concerning this bill. The latest intelligence 
that I have derived on this subject is in a letter in the New York 
Herald which was published on Sunday last, and the views ex- 

ressed in that letter are not without interest in reference to this 

ill. In that letter it is stated: 


American merchant marine shows up somewhat better in a report just 
published by the Department of Commerce and Labor than would be ex- 
pected from the arguments of ship-subsidy advocates. Great Britain main 


Maroon 1, 


tains the lead in numbers and tonnage of both steam and sailing vessels, but 
the United States ranks second in tonnage of sailing ships and third in ton- 
nage of steamers. 

This is an important fact, Mr. President, which it seems to me 
ought to be noted while we are formulating measures on this 
subject, 

The report— 

That is, the report from the Department of Commerce and 
Labor to which the letter writer refers— 
rays: “How long Great Britain is to maintain her present position is to de- 
pend yery largely upon the still further development of the foreign trade of 
the United States. If the average annua! merense recorded in recent years 
is kept up, the United States is soon to doa very large part of the world’s 
total exports and imports. When that time comes, the United States will 


doubtless have much more than its prosent ratio. If it is to develop as it 
should, it will have to have its own ships.“ 


Following that statement there are given the figures of the mer- 


| chant marine of the principal governments for 1903, and I should 


like to insert this extract, as itis an interesting item on this subject. 


The figures of the merchant marine of the principal governments for 1908 
are given as follows: 


Sailing vessels, 50 tons | Steamers, 100 tons and 


and more. | more, 
Country. 
Number.| Tonnage. | Number. 5 — 
Great Britain ................ 6,839 2,196, 413 5,929 13,906,972 
United States — 8,751 1,454,152 1,610,466 
Norway .... —. 1,740 7007, GAL 44 925, 683 
Russia.. 8 8,005 545,087 583 EIK, 742 
France . 8 1,449 535, TU% 558 1,139,575 
Germany. 5 914 B28, 67 1. 1 2.757, 483 
a 1,554 517, 004 714. 

Sweden = 1,515 278,445 504 478,051 
Turkey.. 867 174, 24 4, 0868 
Japan a 1,521 174,6:4 373 555, 096 
Greece 5 911 173,836 150 821,330 
Denmark. 17 1800, 1 HI $77, UST 
Holland . y 7 104, 722 304 e, 153 
Snain 576 24, 24 403 712, 804 
Brazil .. N 374 70,7 16 124,597 
Portugal a 278 60, T5 26 45,638 

fle ..... 2 111¹ 81,80 28 RE 42 
Argentina q 163 1 540 wW 73,128 
Austris 120 2, 118 221 540, 354 
Peru.. 56 24,005 3 4,784 
Cuba 117 11, 704 89 39,439 
Nicaragua A 17 9,001 2 78 
K PEAL 50 9,165 5 27 17,200 


The other countries rank as follows: Montenegro, Roumania, Guatemala, 
Siam, Venezuela, Hayti, Belgium. Arabia, China, Egypt, Colombia, Santo 
Domingo, Liberia, Bolivia, Tunis, Bulgaria, Costa Rica, San Salvador, Sara- 
secon pgs Honduras, Persia, Uruguay, Corea, Zanzibar, Morocco, and 

I would also advert to the fact, Mr. President, that the number 
of Americans who are engaging in sea life shows a constant pro- 
gression. This is an indication that we have reached a period in 
our civilization when our younger men and those who are with- 
out employment are more and more likely to take to the sea. 

On page 28 of the annual report of the Commissioner of Navi- 
gation to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, which is con- 
tained in House Document No. 14 of the present session of Con- 
gress, we are furnished with a table showing the nationality of 
the men who are shipped on American vessels. This table, which 
I also desire to have inserted in my remarks, shows that since 
1894 the Americans who are thus engaged have grown in number 
from 22,143 to 59,498. 

Nationality of men (repeated shipmenta) shipped. 


Nationality. 1804. 1895. 1800. | 1897, 1898. 
Americans.. 22,143 | 21,881 | 23,142 | 28,829] 26,210 
Britisu 10,346 | 11,552 3w | 18,145 | 13, 046 
Germans. 6,247 11,066 9,93 | 8,131 9,885 
French (23 871 757 552 Bis 
Scandinavians -| 21,966 | 24,188 | 21,028 | 17,601 15,529 
Itallans 2 1.770 1,312 184 
Others 9.042 8,50 8, 485 * 


„ 


913 | 78 888 72,049 
Per cent Americans — 31 | 28 29 30 
= — = — = — — 
Nationality. 1899, 1900. 1001. 1902, 1903. 


13,900 | 14,483 
5,641 5,280 
820 


16,817 | 18,454 
2297 2044 
19,86 22,797 
3 | 108,554 
5 46 


49, 921 59, 498 


12), 785 
49 


— 


1904. 
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There are other items here and there in the story of our mer- 
chant marine which show that it is by no means a hopeless de- 


partment of our national industry and commerce. On page 7 of 
the same report of the Commissioner of Navigation it is said: 

The documented tonnage of the United States on June 30, 1908, for the 
first time in our history exceeded 6,000,000 gross tons register, comprising 
24425 vessels, of 6,087 45 gross tons. These figures do not include 1,823 yachts, 
of 74,900 gross tons, which, of course, are not engaged in trade. 

Mr, HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE, Iask the Senator if he is aware that this increase 
in tonnage and seamen for the last few years is entirely in the 
coastwise trade. There has not been laid the keel of a ship to be 
engaged in the foreign service, outside of the coasting trade, for 
the last three years. The tonnage is dwindling and the number 
men employed is dwindling; but in the coasting trade, which we 

srotect and from which we exclude all other people, there is a 
es a constant, a gratifying increase. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, no nation can increase in every- 
thing and in every distinctive feature of everything at the same 
time. Iam aware of the facts which are stated in the report of 
the Commissioner of Navigation for the most part, and I have 
my eye at this time upon what the Commissioner states as to this 
increase in tonnage. He says: 

The entire increase of American shipping during the decade has thus been 
employed in the hnhrovoment of domestic transportation facilities. * * è 
About one-half of our increase in tonnage— 


He adds: . 
has been on the Great Lakes. 


Then he adds this, which is not exactly in line with the observa- 
tion of the Senator from Maine: 

Our shipping on tho Pacific has increased more rapidly than on the Atlantic 
in consequence of growing trade with Alaska, Hawail, and the East. The 
figures for the Atlantic coast include vessels employed on the Hudson, Dela- 
ware, Susquehanna, and other large rivers of that seaboard. 


Mr. HALE. That is coastwise trade. 

Mr. DANIEL. 
East is coastwise trade in a certain sense, It is true also that our 
trade with Alaska and Hawaii is counted in the coastwise trade; 
but the fact appears that American shipping is advancing on these 
lines; that more and more men in this country are going into the 
business of the sea, and that the tendencies of our civilization are 
such that we are approaching that stage in the evolution of this 
branch of our commerce when we the more and more expect an 
advance in sea progress on all lines of maritime industry. 

There is a comparison on page 9 of the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation as to the number of vessels and as to the 
gross tonnage of vessels in the years 1902 and 1908, 


Comparison.of 1902 and 1903. 


100. 1003. 
Geographical distribution. 5 Gro Gros 
7 £ F ross 
Number: | 4 nage. Number. tonnage. 
| 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts 17,010 | 2,978,876 17,218 3,149, 711 
Porto Rio 8 12 6,180 $ 59 7. 
Pacific cost — . 2, 42 741,825 2,575 7755, 850 
Ha wriian Ialands — 61 2.9 69 85, 520 
Northern lakes 8.172 | 1,816,511 8,110 1,902, 6983 
Western rivers . 1.400 22,124 1,204 215,005 
171. ar Dee A 24,273 | 5,707,002 | 24,495 6,087,345 


From this comparative table it will be seen that the year 1903 
showed an aggregate gain in the number of vessels engaged in 
sea commerce of 152. It shows, also, that in some sections or de- 
partments of that commerce there was a loss in the number of 
vessels. To indicate: In 1902 there were 8,172 vessels engaged on 
the northern lakes, while in 1903 there were only 8,110, showing 
a loss of vessels on the Great Lukes of 62. But on the Atlantic 
and Gulf coasts there was a gain from 17,040 to 17,218 in vessels, 
and a gain in gross tonnage of the difference between 2,978,876 
and 3,149,711. 

The shifting currents of commerce, the wars that occur in the 
world, the acquisitions, by one country or another, of additional 


Now, it is true that some of our trade with the | 


territory, the movements of armies and fleets will, of course, to a | 


certain extent, and in more or less degree, show a constant fuc- 
tuation in the commerce that follows them. But the main facts 
to which I call attention are these: First, that more and more 
Americans are going into sea service; that there are three times as 
many shipped in the current period as were shipped ten years ago. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAL] says that 


the reason of the increase in the new vessels on the Pacific coast 


subsidy from Congress. In other words, the proposition to Con- 
gress is through this bill to make good the losses in a speculative 
venture. It would be just as correct to declare that we ought to 
make good the losses of those who embarked their investments in 
the collapsed shipping trust of New York as to predicate legisla- 
tion in Congress upon the alleged or the real anticipations of those 
who are calculating upon Congressional favor. 

This is simply oné of the accidents of life. A farmer may pitch 
his crops, anticipating that there is going to be a war next year 
and that the price of cereal products and other produce of the 
farm is going to be very high. Congress is under no obligation 
to make war next year in order to foot his losses, nor to go ont of 
the regular course of legislation to meet those losses by giving 
him a benefaction. It is no part, as it seems to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, of the just and appropriate functions of legislation to have 
the Congress of the United States employed as freight agents of 
either railroads or of maritime lines. 

Supply and demand, the wants of the world and the competi- 
tions of the world, must more or less forever enter into those con- 
cerns, and the future will be more easily read by those who aro 
projecting their investments toward them and more correctly 
weighed and measured if Congress lets them take the natural 
course than by the interjection here and there of propositions or 
of laws to fix them in a particular way at preferred rates for pre- 
ferred people. 

I will ask the attention of the Senator from Maine now to the 
amendment that is pending. The debate on Saturday, while it 
consumed a number of hours in the Senate, was not wholly dis- 
advantageous. It led at least to a modification of opinion on the 
part of the Senator from Maine, and perhaps, as was indicated, of 
others, respecting the propositions contained in the second section 
of the bill, that the President should have the power to suspend 
this law. 

The distinction between giving the President the power to sus- 
pend the law and making the law itself operate in order to con- 
form its application to a particular state of facts is a very broad 
and, it would seem to me, a very visible distinction. If Congress 
were to enact that the Secretary of War should buy a thousand 
| horses for the purpose of hauling trains across the great plains, 
or anywhere else, but were to provide that in the event those 
horses could not be purchased at a reasonable price the goods and 
wares which were to be consigned to the wagons they were to 
haul should be given a different direction of freightage, there 
| would be no authority given to anybody to suspend a law. There 
would be authority given to the Secretary of War to determine 
whether or not he could purchase certain goods at a reasonable 
rate. If he could not purchase them at that rate, the law would 
go on and take its effect, just as Congress provided, and if they 
could be purchased at a reasonable rate, so, also, the law would 
still apply. 

So it is no invasion of the rights and exclusive privilege of 
Congress in the field of legislation to provide that an executive 
officer shall exercise his discretion as to the reasonableness of a 
certain line of conduct or as to the reasonableness of a certain 
price, and predicate the operation of the law upon the contingen- 
cies of his decision. 

Therefore I ask the attention of the Senator from Maine to this 
amendment, the principle of which I think he consented to on 
Saturday afternoon. If the bill is amended as he then suggested, 
there will be no use for this amendment. If he accepts this 
amendment, the subsequent suggestion as to the reasonableness 
of price becomes inapplicable. It is a mere question as to which 
is 1 the better phrase to meet the object in view. 

sare nothing about the amendment which I have offered if 
the principle is adopted anywhere clse in the bill, and if it has 
| been adopted I will withdraw the amendment: if not, I will ask 
| for a vote upon it. In this respect I ask the attention and thein- 
formation of the Senator from Maine, 

Mr. HALE. I think as a result of the suggestions and the col- 
7 5 between Senators on Saturday we have not only a better 
bill, but a good bill. I have no pride in the other bill, which the 
Senator refers to, which was reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. The subject-matter more distinctly, perhaps, be- 
longs to the Committee on Commerce, because, while its pro- 
visions are to be carried out by the War and Navy Departments, 
the subject-matter is transportation—commerce—a matter in the 
purview of the Committee on Commerce instead of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs or the Committee on Military Affairs. j 
As I think the same features are found in the bill as we per- 
fected it Saturday, I should prefer to pass this bill rather than to 
take the bill which I reported. I think it was a wise suggestion, 
as I said at the time. It was a suggestion that had struck the law- 
vers upon both sides. It does not transfer the legislative power 
to the President, but leaves it for him to decide as to certain mat» 


is the fact that the builders of those vessels were anticipating a | ters of fact upon which the law shall be invoked. Of course, 
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practically that discretion will be conveyed to the heads of the 
two Departments that conduct this transportation, but it will be 
technically an executive att by the President. 

Therefore I say to the Senator, appreciating his suggestion that 
he will prefer to take my bill, that on the whole, considering that 
this bill came from the Committee on Commerce, I prefer its pas- 
sage rather than to substitute my own bill for it. 

Mr. DANIEL, The copy of the bill which I have before me 
seems to contain the amendments that have been adopted, but I 
do not perceive any phrase that seemis to embody the amendment to 
which the Senator spoke on Saturday afternoon. 

Mr. HALE, Perhaps the Senator has not the last print. There 
nre two prints. 

Mr. DANIEL, I should like to have the last print of the bill 
sent to me, 

Mr. HAGE, Here is one, Mr. President. 

Mr. DANIEL, I think I have the last print. Iremember very 
distinctly the Senator from Maine on Saturday afternoon assented 
to the proposition that the reasonableness of the freight price 
shonid be fixed, 

Mr. HALE. Westruck out after Navy,“ in line 7, but this 
section shall not be construed to prohibit the transportation of 
such articles by any vessel owned by any Department of the 
Government ”— 

Mr. DANIEL. Oh, yes. 

Mr. HALE. And inserted: 

Unless the President shall find that the rates of freight charges by said 
vessels are excessive and unreasonable, 

Then the question was raised, if he did find that what course 
de would pursue in conducting the business, and upon a sugges- 
tion by a Senator upon the other side, I added the words, in 
which case contract shall be made under existing law,” 

That was more a matter of course; it would follow as a matter 
of principle; but it was done out of a great measure of precau- 
tion, so that the President should not find himself tied up and 
not able to make any contracts. The Senator will recollect (I 
think he was here at that time) there was considerable discus- 
sion, and what might more properly be called colloquy,“ between 
Senators. 

Mr. DANIEL, I perceive those words in the last print. 

Mr. HALE, So I think everything the Senator wants is covered. 

Mr. DANTEL. Though I shall make no aggressive point about 
it, at least I would have preferred that the aspect of the reasona- 
bleness of charges had been put in the opposite light from which 
it was. It requires here that the President shall find that the 
rates of freight charges by said vessels are excessive and unrea- 
sonable, in which case contracts shall be made under existing 
law.” I would have preferred that the other face of the question 
should have been turned and that it should have simply been pro- 
vided that the President should so send freight, provided the 
charges were reasonable, leaving the burden upon those who 
make the charges to show th reasonableness. But I shail 
make no further question about it, as I think the spirit of fair 
. concession has justly prevailed, at which I am, of course, gratified. 

Mr. HALE. Iam obliged to the Senator. I hope we may have 
a vote now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there are no further amend- 
ments as in Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. CARMACK. Is there a pending amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CARMACK, What became of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]? 

Mr. HALE. It was withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was withdrawn. 

5 PRISER offer an amendment. 

e NT pro tempore. The amendment proposed b 
the Senator from Tennessee will be read, 5 i 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 1 add the following: 

And provided, That none but citizens of the United States are employed on 
such vassels, 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the question and declared 
that ae sound the ** noes" had È 

Mr. HALE, I call for a division. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee desire to discuss the amendment? 

Mr. CARMACK. No; I do not want to discuss the amendment; 
neither do I want to disclose the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. HA LE.“ Then we shall have to have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CARMACK, Isay Ido not want to disclose the absence 
of a quorum. 

Mr. HALE, There is a quornm in the building undoubtedly. 
Senators are at their lunch now, 

Mr. CARMACK. But I want to have the amendment carried. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Chair put the vote again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will again put the 


question. The question is on agreeing to the motion to lay the 
amendment of the Senator from Tennessee on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to, y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate refuses to lay or 
the table the proposed amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Now the question comes up on the amendment., 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine a local 
question. It has been suggested to me that there may be some 
ambiguity about the bill in the fourth line, page 2, in the phrase 
“under existing law.” 

Mr. HALE., I had thought of that. 

Mr. DANIEL. I merely make the suggestion that it shall read: 

In which case contracts shall be mado with yessels of any other country 
according to existing law. 

Mr, HALE. I would not want to insert that. If there is any 
doubt about the effect of the words “under existing law,” that 
can be changed, but I will say to the Senator we are continually 
making provisions of this kind, and the construction is that 
‘under existing law’ means the law as it exists before the pas- 
sage of this bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is what I assumed to be meant. 

Mr. HALE. Then, Mr. President, as suggested by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Arson], if we strike out section 4 that would 
save all possible question. So it would be under existing law, 
which does, without our asserting it in form, provide that the 
contract shall be made on bids without any restriction. 

Mr. DANIEL. What is the objection to inserting “ vessels of 
2 other country?” That makes it plain what Congress intends 
to 


o. 

Mr. HALE. I do not desire to put that in the bill. 

Mr. BERRY. ‘ The law as it now exists,” 

Mr. HALE. The law as it now exists does include that. 

Mr. DANIEL, I understand it does, and that is the reason 
dep I thought we might as well express what the law designed 
to do. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit me, I suggest that the 
word be transposed and that we say as the law now exists.” 

Mr. HALE. Made under the law as it now exists. 
ane BERRY. “As it now exists.” That would cover every- 

ing. 

Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that. To be made under 
the law as it now exists. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Maine mod- 
ifies his amendment. The modification will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 4, after the word“ under,” 
strike out“ existing law and insert“ the law as it now exists.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I would ask the Senator from Maine a 

mestion. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to the 
third line of the first section, and ask him whether, after the 
words or belonging,” the words or chartered by should not 
be inserted, so that it will read: 

That vessels of the United States or belonging to or chartered by the 
United States. 

Mr. HALE. That would precisely defeat the object of the bill, 
because it would anthorize them, impliedly at least, to charter 
vessels of any kind. Now, we do not want to do that. We want 
this transportation to be either in Government vessels which the 
Department owns or in American vessels engaged in trade. We 
do not want the Department to have the discretion. Yon may 
say ‘‘ vessels of the United States chartered or belonging to the 
United States.” There is no objection to that, bnt we do not 
want to leave open the opportunity for the Department to char- 
ter foreign ships. Still, practically, I will say to the Senator, and 
I see what he has in his mind 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that the 
term ‘‘ vessels of the United Statea” has a technical meaning. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. It does not mean vessels owned by the United 


States. 
Mr. HALE. It does not. 
Mr. BACON. It is found under the navigation laws, and means 
vessels of American registry, 
Mr. HALE. The Senator from Iowa brought that point out 
the other any yey clearly. 
Mr. BACON, I beg pardon; I did not know that. 
Mr. HALE. That is the reason why I suggested ‘or bolong- 
ing to the United States.“ So I think it is all covered. 
fr. PATTERSON, I wish to suggest to the Senator from 
Maine that not infrequently the United States charters vessels for 
the transportation of troops. I discovered in the letter from the 
Secretary of War that much of the supplies for the army in the 
Philippines were carried there by chartered vessels, t the 
ter bulk were carried under what they called contracts; that 
s, carried by the ordinary form of contracts on ordinary mer- 
chant vessels. The Government frequently charters vessels for 
the transportation of troops. Itmight charter them for the trans- 


— 
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ortation of horses and things of that kind. It seems to me that 
in some such case where the vessel is chartered by the United 
States for army purposes, upon that vessel the Government might 
transport supplies for the Army or the Navy, That is the mat- 
ter I have in mind. 

Mr. HALE. There is no special objection to that. Still, I 
think we have covered practically all the case. The charter of 
vessels has disappeared in the Departments, and all American 
ships that are used are those that are owned by the Government. 
The ships, aside from what is already coyered by this bill, haye to 
be chartered. 


That vessels of the United States, or belonging to the United States, and 
no others, shall be employed in the transportation by sea of coal, provisions, 
fodder, or supplies of any description. 


That is all done, I will say to the Senator, by the Department 
in chartering. The transportation takes the form of a charter, 
and is covered entirely by the two propositions, one of which was 
suggested by the Senator from Iowa the other day, as the vessels 
of the United States have a technical meaning, those that are 
registered by us, American vessels. All the rest is covered. It 
has got to be done by chartering. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Those are registered vessels in forei 
trade, but I have in mind an emergency which might arise for the 
transportation of troops, and the vessels owned by the United 
States might not be sufficient to meet the requirement. Now, 
then, it might be quite desirable to transport supplies in connec- 
tion with troops upon chartered vessels which would not be owned 
by the United States. Under the bill as it now stands it would 
be unlawful to place supplies for the Army on such a vessel. 

Mr. HALE. It would if it was a foreign vessel, but if it is 

Mr. PATTERSON. I beg pardon. Suppose an emergency re- 
quires the Government to charter foreign vessels for the removal 
of troops, why should not the Government in a case of that kind 
be permitted to carry on such vessels supplies for the Army? 

Mr. HALE. That is all covered by the proviso. If in an 
emergency the President finds there are not enough vessels bid at 
u reasonable rate for the carrying of all the freight he wants, 
then he acts under the provisions of existing law. If he finds 
enough to do the business at reasonable rates, then he must take 
American ships. It was substituted, I will say to the Senator, at 
the suggestion of Senators on his side of the Chamber for the 
other provision, that the President might in an emergency hold 
up er bill. This provision is intended to cover and does cover 

that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me call the attention of the Senator to 
the provision in the second section of the bill as it was reported: 

That the President of the United States may from time to time suspend, 
in whole or in part, section 1 of this act whenever, in the interests of the na- 
tional defense or for the protection of the interests of the Government, such 
suspension may seem to him desirable, 

I could understand if section 2 remained in the act that then, 
in the event of an emergency, the Government might carry sup- 
plies for the Army upon chartered vessels; but having stricken 
out section 2, I suggest, in the best of faith, if would be impos- 
sible for the Government to do that, and that can be remedied by 
the reinstatement of section 2. Why should not section 2, as re- 
ported from the committee, continue to be a part of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. Senators objected to that because it was trans- 
ferring the lawmaking power to the President, and we substituted 
this provision. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I recall that ground. Yet the section 
might be modified so as to evade that objection. 

Mr. HALE. Iam entirely certain that the point of any prac- 
tical difficulty arising is covered by this proviso. If the President 
finds for any reason that he can not get the transportation needed 
at reasonable prices in American vessels, then he falls back upon 
existing law and has to charter foreign vessels. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Ican only say that under the language of 
the act as it now is, that vessels of the United States, or belong- 
ing to the United States, and no others, shall be employed“ for 
this specific purpose, the only exception being in the event the 
charges are found to be unreasonable or excessive, if the Govern- 
ment observed the law it could not carry supplies for the Army 
upon vessels that it had chartered for any pore whatsoever. 
It might ignore the law under the plea of public necessity, but it 
would be compelled to do it under the wording of the law as it 
stands now. 

Mr. HALE. I think the wording of the law covers that entirely. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is a difference of opinion. Iwill not 
offer an amendment, because I realize that if it is objected to by 
the Senator it will be voted down. 

Mr. HALE. Whatis the pending question, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senstor from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack]. 

Mr. HALE. Let us havea votedirectly upon that amendment 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 


ment offered by the Senator from Tennessee, [Putting the ques- 
tion.] By the sound the “ayes” have it, 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. > 

Mr. ALLISON (when Mr. DOLLIVER’S name was called). Ide- 
sire to state that my colleague [Mr. DOLLIVER] is necessarily ab- 
sent. Ithink he is paired, with whom I do not know. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired on 
it 0 and all amendments with the Senator from Pennsylvania 

T. Quay]. : 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I should like to 
8 whether the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] is re- 
core 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 

Mr. QUARLES. I have a general pair with that Senator, and 
therefore withhold my vote. If he were here, I should vote 

“nay. 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). Ihave a general pair 
with the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. Tariarmrro}, I will 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLI- 
VER], and vote. I vote“ nax.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. QUARLES. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Texas r. CULBERSON] to the junior Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. PENROSE], and will vote. I vote navy.“ 

Mr. CLAPP. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Samons]. IL observe that he is absent. If 
he were present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. CLARK]. I transfer that pair to the senior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Burton], and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. CARMACK, Ihave a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. I transfer that pair to my 
colleague [Mr, BATE], and vote “ yea.“ 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas (after having voted in the affima- 
tive). Tam paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MILLARD]. 
I desire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. KEARNS (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
general pair with the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. Grrson]. 
I transfer that por to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY], and will let my vote stand, 

Mr. CLAPP. Iam paired with the junior Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Somons]. If a transfer can be arranged, I will 
vote. I have not kept track of pairs so to know whether one can 


be aes) 1 or not. 

Mr, LE. The Senator can arrange a transfer with the junior 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. That would allow both 
Senators to vote. 

Mr. CLAPP. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], and vote“ nay.” 

Mr, CLARKE of Arkansas. May I ask what the Senator from 
Maine suggested? 

Mr. HALE. A transfer of pairs; but a transfer has already 
been arranged by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
CULBERSON] is unavoidably detained from the Senate, and that if 
he were here he would vote yea.” He is paired on this vote with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE]. 

Mr. QUARLES. I wish to make a similar announcement in 
regard to my colleague [Mr. SPOONER], who is detained by illness. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 38, as follows: 


YEAS—19. 
Bacon, Cockrell, McCreary, Overman, 
Bailey, Daniel, McLaurin, Patterson, 
Berry, Dubois, Mallory, Pettus, 
Carmack, Foster, La, Martin, Teller. 
Clay, Latimer, Newlands, 

NAYS—38. 
Aldrich, Dietrich, Hale, Mitchell, 
Alger, Dryden, Hey burn, Perkins, 
Alles, Elkins, Hoar, Platt, N. V. 
Allison Fairbanks, Hopkins, Proctor, 
Ankeny, Foraker, Kean, Quarles, 
Ball, Foster, Wash. Kearns, Scott, 
Beveridge, Frye, Kittredge, Stewart, 
Burnham, Fulton, Lodge, Wetmore. 
Cla P, Gallinger, ng. 
Cullom, Gamble, McCumber, 

NOT VOTING—3%32. 

Bard, Culberson, McComas, may, 
Bate, perew. McEnery, ben 
Blackburn, Dillingham, Millard, Smoot, 
Burrows, Dolliver, Money, Spooner, 
Burton, Gibson, Morgan, Stan 
Clark, Mont. Gorman, Nelson. Taliaferro, 
Clark, Wyo, Hansbrough, Penrose, Tillman, 
Clarke, Ark, Hawley, 8 Platt, Conn. Warren. 


So Mr. CarmaAck’s amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. CARMACK, I offer the amendment which I send to the 


esk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment submitted by 
the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of section 1 it is proposed to add: 


And provided, That not less than 75 per cent of the crew of such vesselsare 
citizens of the United States. 


Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table, 

The PRESIDENT p tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. CARMACK. 1 offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at ihe end of section 1 
the following: 


And provided, That such freight charges do not exceed by 50 par cent the 
lowest bid offered for transporting such freight in foreign vessels, 


Mr. HALE, I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The Szcretary. It is proposed to insert at the end of section 
1 the following: 


And provided, That sach 8 7 chargos do not exceed by 100 per cent the 
lowest bid offered for transporting such freight in American vessels. 


Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table, 
aoe I ask the yeas and nays on that motion, Mr. 
sident, 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (when his name was called). Under the 

ir and transfer announced on the former vote, which will hold 

or this and all subsequent votes on the pending bill, I vote“ yea.” 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called), I transfer the pair 
which I have with the Senat:... from North Carolina [Mr. Spaawons) 
to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and vote. I vote 
4i m" 

Nr. CULLOM (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Virginia Lowa Martin] tothe Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HawLey],and vote, I vote “yea.” 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN], who is absent to-day. I therefore withhold my vote at this 
time, and shall doso on other questions on this bill as they arise. 

Mr. McCOMAS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. BLACKBURN], who is 
absent, and I therefore withhold my vote, 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]., Ido 
not see him in the Chamber, and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (when his name was called). Mr. 
President, I understund having just come into the Chamber 
that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP] has transferred his 

air with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Summons] to me. 

will let that arrangement stand, and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLAPP, I will withdraw my vote if the Senator desires 
to vote. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I am not particular about the 
matter, I will say to the Senator, 

Mr. CLAPP. I withdraw my vote, Mr. President, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then, I vote yea.” 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). I havea general 
por with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], and there- 

ore withhold my vote. 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO], I will 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLI- 
ver], and vote. I yote “ yea 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from Ala- 
bama | Mr. PETTUS], and therefore withhold my vote. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CARMACK, My colleague [Mr. Barz] is unavoidably 
absent. If he were present, he would vote “nay” on this motion. 
I have a general pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Sroonen], which I will transfer to my colleague. I vote nay.” 

Mr. McLAURIN. The junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Perrus] requested me to say that he has a general pair with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. If the Senator 
from Alabama were present, he would vote “nay,” 

My colleagne 8 Monny] is paired with the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. 


The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 15, as follows: 


YEAS—S6. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Gamble, Mitchell, 
Algor, 8 oct $ 25 5 Nalon, 
pe, rydon, oy burn, enrose, 

oe Fairbanks, Hopkins, Perkins, 

nkeny, Foraker, Cenan, Platt, Conn, 
Ball. Foster, Wash, Kittredge, Platt. N. ¥. 
Beveridge, Eryo, Lodge, Scott, 

u m, Fulton, Long, Stewart, 
Burrows, Gallinger, McCumber, Wetmore, 

NAYS—15. 
Bacon, Clay, Latimer, Newlands, 
Batley, Daniel, McCreary, Overman, 
Berry, A Dubois, McLaurin, Teller. 
Carmack, Foster, La Martin, 
NOT VOTING—%8. 

Bard, Depew, McComas, Quay, 
Bate, Dillingham, McEnery, Simmons, 
Blackburn, Dolliver, erste 0 Sinvot, 
Burton, Elkins, Millard, Spooner, 
Clapp, Gibson, Moucy, Stone 
Clark, Mont. Gorman, Morgan, Taliaferro, 
Olark, Wyo. Hansbrough, Patterson, Tilman, 
Clarke, Ark. Hawley, Pettus, Warren, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Proctor, 
Culberson, Koarns, Quarles, 


So Mr. CARMACK’s amendment was laid on the table. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
see SECRETARY. It is proposed to ddd to section 1 the follow- 

And provided also, That in all cases it shall be ascertained at what cost 
such transportation can be secured from vessel4 other than thosoof the United 
States, and if such transportation is given to vessels of the United Statesata 
costexceeding that oharpen by vesels other than those of the United States ro- 
port of all such cases, the differences in the charges, and the reasons for tho 
REO yt bee be made annually to the President by the Secretaries of 

ar and Navy, respectively,and by him transmitted to Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask the Senator from Maine to withdraw 
his motion for a moment, in order that I may explain this amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HALE, I withhold the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. NEWLANDS, I think if the Senator from Maine will read 
the amendment he will accept it. 

Mr. HALE. I have just heard it read, That is the reason I 
do not accept it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I have to say that this 
amendment simply provides that in all these cases the cost at 
which this transportation can be secured from foreign vessels 
shall be as certained, and if the service is given to American vessels 
at a cost exceeding that for which the service is offered by for- 
eign vessels, the fuct shall be reported by the Secretary of the 
Navy or the Secretary of War, as the case may be, to the Presi- 
dent, and by him transmitted to Congress, together with a state- 
ment of the circumstances and conditions, the differences in the 
charges, and the reason for the preference. 

It seems to me that this is simply giving that publicity to trans- 
actions of this kind which the piono interest requires. These 
are days in which the light of publicity is being thrown upon all 
transactions involving monopoly, combination, consolidation, and 
preferences. The purpose of this bill is to give a preference to 
American ships, and in that way build up the American merchant 
marine, 

Iam sure we all pathize with the purpose of this bill in so 
far as it tends to build up the American merchant marine, though 
we may differ as to the methods that ought to be employed; but 


it does seem to me that whenever a biil is passed which pro- - 


vides for a particular method, either of bounty or of subsidy or 
of preference, every fact should be plain to the vision of the 
people of the United States; that if a preference is given the 
amount of the preference should be known, should be reported 
tothe Secretary of the Navy, and to the Secretary of War, and 
by the Secretary of the Navy or by the Secretary of War, as the 
case may be, reported to the Presi ent, and by him transmitted to 
Congress, so that we may know, as a mathematical proposition, 
just how great the difference is between the charges imposed by 
American vessels and those imposed by foreign vessels. and 80 
that we may know mathematically what the exact cost of this 
bounty or this preference is, 

It seems to me the Senator from Maine onght not to object to 
information; ought not to object to publici There is no reason 
why these transactions should be done in the dark. The Presi- 
dent, in his message in reference to trusts and combinations, said 
that publicity was desirable. I am sure the Senator from Maine 
does not wish anything that is secret or dishonest to be transacted; 
and if every one of these transactions is honest there is no reason 
why it should not be spread before Congress for its information 


; 


— 
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as a guide to legislation upon this subject. That seems to me to 
be a very reasonable request. 

You propose to pay these American vessels a higher price than 
you pay foreign vessels; you propose to give them that preference 
for the purpose of building up an American marine; and there is 
every reason why we should know to a mathematical certainty 
the exact cost of that preference. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on that 
motion. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Smrmons], 
and withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas (when his name was called). Iam 

aired with the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MILLARD]. 

he were present, I shonld vote “ ane Spe 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was ed). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Perrus]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.” I make this announcement for all the rest of 
the votes on this bill. 

Mr. McCOMAS (when his name was called), I have a general 

air with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. ORY (when his name was called). Iagain announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. 
As he is not present, I withhold my vote, i 

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. Monry’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. MoNEY] is paired with the senior Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. Warren]. If my colleague were present, he 
would vote“ nay.“ 

Mr. QUARLIES (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr, MALLORY (when Mr. Tatiarerro’s name was called), 
My colleague is unavoidably absent. He is paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 14, as follows: 


YEAS—%. 
Aldrich, Cullom Gamble, McCumber, 
‘Alger, Dietrich, Halo, Mitchell, 
Allec, sy Banat Hansbrough, Nelson, 
Allison, Fairbanks, Hey burn, Perkins, 
Ankeny, Foraker, Hopkins, Piatt, Conn, 
i, Foster, Wash. Kean, Platt, N. Y, 
Beveridge, ec, Kittredge, Stewart, 
Burnham, Fulton, Lodge, Wetmore, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Long, 
NAYS—i4. 
Bafley, Foster, La. Martin, Simmons, 
Berry, Latimer, Newlands, Teller. 
Carmack, MeCroary, Overman, 
Clay, McLaurin, Patterson, 
NOT VOTING—4, 
Bacon, Culberson, Hoar, Proctor, 
Bard, Daniel, Kearns, muirles, 
Bate, 57 1750 McComas, uny, 
Blackburn, Dil ingham, McEnery, Scott, 
Burton, Dolliver, Mallory, Smoot, 
Clapp, Dubois, Millard, 8 ner, 
Clark, Mont. Elkins, Money, ne, 
Clark, Wyo. Gibson, Morgan, Taliaferro, 
Clarke, Ark. Gorman, Penrose, Tillman, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pettus, Warren. 


So Mr, New1anps’s amendment was laid on the table, 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to ask when it will be in order to 
amend the title of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the bill has been passed. 

Mr. CARMACK, I wish to suggest an amendment to the title 
of the bill; that is, to add 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order until after 
the bill has passed. 

Mr. CARMACK. I know. I was merely making the sugges- 
tion to the Senator from Maine, I shall move to add and to en- 
courage the growth of American shipping.” 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will offer it. 

Mr. CARMACK, I suggest the amendment in good faith, be- 
cause I think for certain considerations it is important to the pur- 
poses of the bill. I will state my reasons for t a little later. 

Mr. President, this bill, it seems to me, simply opens the door 
of the Treasury to certain governmental favorites and invites 
them to help themselves to the public money, with no practical 
limitation on the amount of their taking except the size of their 
hands and the capacity of their wallets, They are permitted to 
take whatever they are able to carry off. That is about the mean- 
ing of the bill, as I understand it. It is in plain words simply a 
Bort of legislative jimmy by which a lot of burglarious shipown- 
ers are trying to break into the Treasury of the United States, 


At this time, when we are confronted with a deficit in the 
revenue, when we are compelled to stint the appropriations of the 
Goyernmont for the most important purposes, when we have to 
do without a river and harbor bill to improve the commerce of 
our own country, because of the vast sums of money we ara 
squandering abroad, it is proposed to put this additional burden 
upon the Treasury simply to help a few New England shipowners, 

The cost of transportation is already a very serious item in our 
military and naval appropriation bills, and it will be very greatly 
increased by the passage of this bill. I read the other day from 
a report of the Bureau of Equipment a statement to the effect 
that in the matter of transporting coal on our own coast Ameri- 
can vessels have always taken advantage of the necessities of the 
Government and charged unreasonable and excessive and ex- 
tortionate prices. The advocates of this bill practically admit 
that its object is to give an opportunity to American shipowners 
to charge extortionate 3 refusing to put any limitation 
whatever upon the charges they are allowed to make. 

The Secretary of War suggested first that they be allowed an 
increase of 25 or 30 per cent over the charges made by foreign 
vessels for thé same service. That was rejected with scorn by the 
advocates of this same bill, and then 50 per cent or even 100 per 
cent was osed as better than the pending bill. They refused 
that, They demanded an opportunity to charge two or three hun- 
dred per cent, or whatever the necessities of the Government 
may compel it to pay. 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCumser] offered an 
amendment the other day which he seemed to think would cure 
all the evils that we have criticised in this measure. I do not 
think it will have any effect whatever. The Senator’s amend- 
ment provides that no greater charge shall be made for transport- 
ing army and navy supplies than is made for transporting like 
articles for private persons. I should like to know, for instance, 
how that would affect transportation charges between this coun- 
try and the Philippine Islands. Practically all our commerce 
with the Philippine Islands is carried in foreign bottoms, No 
coal or fodder or other articles‘named in this bill are transported 
in American vessels for private consumption, and if that condi- 
tion should continue there would be no basis of comparison 5 
which the charges could be regulated under the bill, and no chec 
whatever is provided in that amendment. It would simply be a 
dead letter. 

Now, I know that under a law which is to go into effect on the 
ist of July, unless amended, it is proposed to give American ves- 
sels a monopoly of all the carrying trade between the United States 
and the Philippines, and it is supposed that it will bring a num- 
ber of them into business. But if it does, it will do so only under 
such conditions as will enable them to have a monopoly of the 
business and to charge two or three times what the service could 
otherwise be ob for. 

These two measures will create two classes of beneficiaries, who 
are invited to help themselyes ad libitum from the public Treas- 
ury, and the Senator from North Dakota has devised the ingenious 
scheme of limiting the rapacity of one class by providing that it 
shall not exceed the rapacity of the other. 

I know the Senator from Maine has offered an amendment to 
the effect that the President shall employ only American vessels 
in transporting these supplies, unless he finds the charges to be 
excessive or unreasonable, in which case he is to be allowed to sus- 
pend the operation of the law. I wish in tho first place to state 
an objection that goes to the principle of this amendment. I 
know that in its present shape it seems to come within the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court in the case of Clark v. Field, but that 
does not, in my opinion, relieve it of the objection thatitis a plain 
delegation of legislative power. 

With all due respect to all concerned, I do not see how the 
exercise by the President of his individual judgment and the 
forming by him of an opinion upon a state of facts, passing an 
opinion upon the importance of those facts and weighing the sig- 
nificance of the facts in a case where there is room for an almost 
infinite diversity of opinion, can be called the finding or ascor- 
taining of a fact. And this, it seems to me, is especially true in 
a case where the fact to be found is not a substantive and 
independent fact, but is to be regarded asa fact or not a fact 
according as in the President’s opinion it will tend to promote or 
to defeat a certain policy of the Government. To ascertain a 
fact is one thing, and to weigh tho importance of that fact and 
to determine whether it is sufficiently important to justify the 
abrogation of a law is another thing, t, Mr. President, in 
may opman, is not the ascertaining of a fact. 

Now, this amendment provides that the President may nd 
this law if he finds the onatge to be unreasonable, How is he to 
determine whether or not the charges are unreasonable? What 


is to be the principle that is to guide his action? From the stand- 
int of a business man—and that must be the standpoint of the 
vernment, unless other considerations control—any charge 
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would bo unreasonable if the same service could be had for a less 
charge. But we know that no such test can be applied in this 
case. The President is expected to pay more for the carriage of 
goods in American vessels than he would be required to pay for 
their carriage in foreign vessels. This bill is intended to promote 
and encourage the growth of the American merchant marine, 
and the President must execute thelaw with that purpose in view. 

Now, I say, how is he going to determine whether a charge is 
reasonable or unreasonable? If an advance of 100 per cent does 
not sufficiently encourage the growth of the American merchant 
marine, may he go to 200 per cent? How will he determine that 
question? In the very nature of things an opinion as to the rea- 
sonableness or unreasonableness of the charge depends upon his 
opinion as to the importance of the object to be accomplished by 
this law and his opinion as to the effectiveness of the method 
adopted to accomplish that object, and upon his opinion as to 
whether or not the henefits to be derived would justify so greata 
charge upon the public Treasury. 

I say all these considerations must enter into the question when 
the President comes to form an opinion as to the reasonableness 
or unreasonableness of the charge, and all of these are considera- 
tions which should be addressed to the legislative and not to the 
executive department of the Government. So, it seems to me, it 
is a plain delegation of legislative power. 

Again, Mr. President, I do not think it will be very effective. 
The President is known, the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment is known, to be in favor of the subsidy policy, and he 
will feel bound in good faith to carry ont the purposes of this 
law. And where he knows by the action of Congress that 100 per 
cent advance is not regarded as an unreasonable charge, he will 
be very slow under any circumstances to lay himself open to the 
charge of having defeated the purpose of this law by refusing to 
employ American vessels on acconnt of the unreasonableness or 
the excessiveness of the charges made by them. So I do not 
think the amendment will accomplish anything whatever. 

The only thing that could effectively limit the charges to be 
mado by these vessels, which will have a monopoly of the carry- 
ing trade, is to put the limitation in plain letters and figures in 
the body of the bill. Unless you do that there will be practicall 
no limitation, and the authors of the bill refuse to admit any such 
amendment. They mean that there shall be no limitation on the 
sigs eae of these shipowners and upon their exorbitant charges. 

r. President, I have offered some amendments here to another 
bill that is a complement to this, on which [had intended to make 
some remarks, but I think I will not do so at this time. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Maine, if I may have his attention for a moment, if in his judg- 
ment this measure as it now stands requires that proposals for the 

rtation of supplies, etc., referred to in the measure are to 
be submitted in competitive bidding? 

Mr. CARMACK. You mean as between American shipowners? 

Mr. MALLORY. As between American shipowners. 

Tt does not strike me that that interpretation can properly be 
placed upon the bill in the shape in which it is, although there is 
a provision as an amendment which was adopted by the Senate to 
the effect that no greater charges shall be made by such vessels 
for transportation for the use of the Army and Navy than is made 
by eae vessels for the transportation of like goods for private 

arties. 

If the bill does.not require that the two Departments shall 
advertise for bids from the owners of American vessels, it strikes 
me that it would be proper if that were provided for. I have an 
amendment to that effect, which I will send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). The 
Senator from Florida offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word Navy,“ in line 7, section 1, 
it is proposed to insert the following: 

Said employment to be given to the lowest bidder after an advertisement 
for bids for a period of not less than five days. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will state that that is the present law so 
far as concerns transportation by vessels, foreign or domestic. I 
do not think the bill in its present shape can be construed to mean 
that there should be an advertisement for bids for five days. I 
make it A by the amendment that there shall be. 

Mr. HALE. The bill does not interfere in the least with the 
five or six provisions of the Revised Statutes that require bidding. 
That has to be done and will be done anyway. This bill merely 
provides the kind of vessels that shall do this transportation. But 
the general law as found in the Revised Statutes as to contracts 
of Departments is not in the slightest degree interfered with by 
this bill, and it was not intended to be. 

Mr. MALLORY. Section 8718 of the Revised Statutes has ref- 
erence to this subject, and is in the following language: 


All provisions, clothing, hemp, and other materials of every name and na- 
ture for the use of the Ne pat the transportation thereof, when the time 
will permit, shall be ed by contract by the lowest bidder, etc. 


When the time will permit.” And that is confined exclu- 


sively to the Navy. I do not know that there is any provision in 
the Revised Statutes covering this question, so far as it applies to 
the Army, andif there is not—and I have not been able to find 
it—the transportation of supplies for the Army would not neces- 
sarily come under the provisions of section 8718, for it is confined 
exclusively to the Navy. I have not heard any law cited here 
which would require transportation of such supplies for the Army 
to be given out after public bids. 

Mr. HALE. The law covers that. 

Mr. McCOMAS, If the Senator from Maine will permit me, 
from the Revised Statutes it appears that the army appropriation 
act of July 5, 1884, provides: 


All transportation of stores by private parties for the Army shall be dono 
by contract, after due legal advertisement, except in cases of emergency, 
which must be at once reported to the Secretery of War for his approval. 
(Sup. Rev. Stat., vol. 1, p. 456.) 


Mr. MALLORY. That is the act of 1884? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Yes; the act of 1884. 

Mr. MALLORY. Conceding that is so, then comes the other 
question—does a general law apply in a case of this character? 
I heard the Senator from Iowa the other day say he thought it 
did, but I do not think we should leave it to possible construction. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is it not manifest that it applies to all goods 
„purchased pursuant to law for the use of the Army or Navy,” 
the only purpose being to name the class of vessels that are to 
carry the supplies purchased pursuant to law pursuant to section 
3718 in respect to the Navy and under the provision I haye just 
read in respect to the Army, or such others as there mèy be re- 
lating to bids for supplies for the Army or the Navy, or both? 
I think that is plain; I submit to the Senator from Florida—* pur- 
chased pursuant to law,” 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not think the fact that they are pur- 
chased pursuant to law would necessarily make this particular 
law subordinate to the general law. This is clearly designed for 
one specific cel pai that is, to place transportation of these sup- 
plies, both for the Army and the Navy, in American vessels: and 
while I am inclined to think that the weight of reasoning would 
be in favor of the view which the Senator from Maryland takes, 
at the same time I do not think it is conclusive. If it is the pur- 
pose of those who favor the bill to have it so that it shall unques- 
tionably be submitted to advertisement, I can not see any harm 
in making it perfectly clear by such an amendment as I have 
proposed. 

ö The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
MALLORY]. 

Mr. E. Imove tolay the amendment on the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the Secretary of War, in 
his letter to the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, objected 
to the form of this bill and insisted that proper legislation would 
put it in the form of a preference to American shipping to the 
extent of 25 or 30 per cent. 

On the 27th of February I offered an amendment to the bill 
along this line, reducing it to 25 per cent. I now move to amend 
by striking out all after the enacting clause in section 1 and in- 
serting the following: 

That in the transportation by sea of coal, provisions, fodder, or supplies of 
any description, purchased pursuant to law, for the use of the Army or Navy, 
yeasels of the United States shall be preferred, provided the charges made do 
not exceed the price bid by the owners of foreign vessels more than £0 per 
cent; but this section shall not be construed to prohibit the transportation 
of such articles in any vessel owned by the United States. 

This amendment, Mr. President, simply puts the other sugges- 
tion of the Secretary of War in the form of law; that is to say, 
instead of 25 per cent, I move toamend the bill by striking out all 
after the enacting clause in section 1 and inserting *‘ 30 per cent“ 
in lieu of the amendment I have heretofore offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. < 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I have been out of the Sen- 
ate for an hour or so, and I am just informed by the Senator from 
Florida that an amendment proposing 50 per cent reduction has 
been voted down. 

Mr. BERRY. A hundred per cent has been voted down. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I therefore withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. Let us havea vote, Mr. President. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. i 

Mr. I move to strike out section 4. I thought it had 
been done. It is section 2 in the last print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Maine offers 
an amendment which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike ont section 4, in the 
following words: 


That all acts and parts of acta in so far as inconsistent with the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


i“ 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, and 
was read the third time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill 

887 

Mr. BERRY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to know what amendments, if 
any. Lave been made to the bill to-day. 

Mr. HALE. None, except that section 2 has been stricken ont. 

Mr. TELLER. Lwanted to ask to have the bill read as 
amended; but if that is the only amendment which has been 
made, I do not care to have it done. 

Mr. HALE. That is all. I thought it already had been done. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Section 3 will now be section 2? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 
on a None of the amendments I offered were 

opted? 

Mr. HALE, None. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado that a slight amendment was made, which 
will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 4, the words existing law 
were A Yarns out and the words the law as it now exists were 
inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The quesfion is, Shall the bill 
pass? on which the yeas and nays have been ordered, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when Mr. BLacknunx's name was called). Ide- 
sire to state that the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] 
is paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 
the Senator from Kentucky were present, he would vote “nay,” 

Mr. CARMAGK (when his name was called). Iagainannounce 
the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SpoonzR] tomy colleague [Mr. BATE], who, if present, would 
vote nay.“ I vote “nay.” ' 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas (when his name was called). Ifthe 
junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MILLARD] were present, I 
should vote“ nay.” 

Mr. CULBERSON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES]. He 
is not in the Chamber, and I withhold my vote, he were pres- 
ent, I should vote “nay.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. Frrm’s name was 
called), ‘The junior Senator from Maine announces on this final 
vote a pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gon- 


MAN]. 


Mr. McCOMAS (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Buacksurn], The 
Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] is paired with the Senator 
from Vermont Mr. Procror]. I transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Vermont Mr. PROCTOR], so that the Senator from Florida 
and myself will be allowed to vote. Upon this question the Sen- 
ater from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] would vote “nay.” I 
vote Fea.“ 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called), As has just 
been stated by the Senator from act [Mr. McComas], he is 
paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. gi roan Iam 
paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror]. Both 
those Senators are absent. The Senator from Maryland andI 
transfer our pairs to them, respectively. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. Money's name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. Moxey] is unavoidably absent from the Chamber. 
He is paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN]. 
If my colleague were present, he would vote “nay,” 

The roll cail was concluded. 4 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Under the transfer of pairs heretofore an- 
nounced, I vote yea.“ : 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the affirmative). Iun- 
derstand that the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
has not voted. -I withdraw my vote. 

Tho result was announced—yeas 35, nays 17, as follows: 


YEAS—B. 
Aldric Callom. Heyburn, Nelson. 
AI aa Dietrich, Hopkins, Penrose 
Alo, Fairbanks, era Piatt, Ob 
Anken; Nair ban! T: un. 

a s 3 Foraker, ze, s> Platti N. Y. 

Beveridge, Foster, Wash. Long, Smoot, 
Burnham, Fulton, McComas, Stewart, 
Burrows, Gamble, Me M Wetmore, 
Clapp, Hale, Mitchell, 

NAYS—17. 
Bacon, Daniel, Mallo: Simmons, 
Bailey, Foster, La. Martin Teller. 
Berry, 3 eee 
Carmack, oCreary, vorman, 
Clay, McLaurin} Patterson, 


Allison, Depew Hawley, Quay, 
Bard, Dillingham, Hoar, Soott, 
Bate, Dolliver, Kearns, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Dryden, McEnery; 6 
Burton, Dubois, Millard,” Taliaferro, 
Clark, Mont. Frys, Money, Tillman, 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger, Morgan, Warren. 
Clarke, Ark, Gibson, Pettus, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Proctor, 
Cul n. Hansbrough, Quar 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. CARMACK. I move toamend the title of the bill by add- 
ing at the end the words and to encourage the growth of 
American shipping.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The question ison the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee to amend the title. 

The amendment was rejected. 


SHIPPING BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE PIIILIPPINES, 


Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2259) to regulate 1 9 8 in trade between 
ports of the United States and ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine Archipel - 
ago, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. CARMACK. What is the motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is to proceed to 
the consideration of the Philippines bill, [Putting the question.] 
The ayes have it, and the motion is agreed to. y 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President, I do not want to make any ob- 
jection to anything that has passed, but it was absolutely impos- 
sible for any Senator in this part of the Chamber to know what 
was going on. I believe the Senator from Massachusetts has 
called up a bill and that it is before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. I moved to take up Senate bill 2259, and the 
Chair declared the motion carried. 

Mr. TELLER. I rather think we ought to have order enough 
in the Senate so that Senators who are trying to know what is 
going on may know what is going on, and that can not be done 
in the present condition of the Senate. I do not want to inter- 
fere with the bill, Ishould not have objected to its being taken 
up if I had heard the motion, but I should like to know what is 
going on. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Task the Senator from Massachusetts to 
yield to me to call up an nnobjected and very brief bill that is on 
the Calendar. It is just five lines long. 

Mr. LODGE, I will yield to the Senator from Indiana for that 

urpose 
¥ Mr. BEVERIDGE. Iam sure there will be no objection to it, 

Mr. LODGE. But I can not yield further for unobjected bills, 
I yield to the Senator from Indiana, 


CITY OF GEARY, OKLA, 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3858) to ratify an act of the legislative 
assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma legalizing the waterworks 
bond election held by the city of Geary,in said Territory. Itisa 
bill which has passed the House and has been reported favorably 
from our committee. It is five lines long. Iam much obliged 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read, 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That tho act of the legislative assembly of the Territory 
of Oklnhoma, approved March 5, 1903, entitled “An act legalizing the water- 
works-bond election held by the city of Geary," be, and the same is hereby, 
ratified and confirmed, 

The PRESIDENT be tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON, Had we not better have the act read that 
it is sought to acct gd this act of Congress? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; the act sought to be read is about as 
long as the bill. I will send it to the desk. 

r. CULBERSON, Very well; have it read, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The act will be read. 

Mr, BEVERIDGE, It is in the body of the report. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


An act legalizing the waterworks bond election held by the city of Geary. 


Be it enacted by the legislative assembly of the Territory of Oklahoma; 

SECTION I. That the election held in the city of Geary, Blaine County, on 
Tuesday, the 2th day of February, 1 for the purpose of voting , A for 
the purpose of 8 a sys m of waterworks in and for said city of 
Geary be, and the same is hereby, legalized, and the mayor and city council 
of said city of Geary are horeby authorized and empowered to issue the 
bonds of the said city for the purpose of constructing the said waterworks 
system in the sum 2,000, in accordance with said election, and the said 


bonds are declared to be a legal and valid outstanding indebtedness against 
the said city of 


EG. 2, act shail take effect and bo in force from and after ite passage 
Approved this the 6th day of March, A. D. 1908, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. If there is going to be debate on the bill—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not know there was going to be de- 
bate. If there is, I will not press it. 

Mr. CULBERSON, Iwas simply going to ask a question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; I will be glad to answer the 
question, but I do not want to delay the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is some question about the validity 
of the bonds, I take it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from In- 
diana to explain what the question is. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall be glad to do so if the Senator from 
Massachusetts will permit me, 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The reason for this act of the legislature 
of Oklahoma is as follows: The town of Geary is a town of about 
2.000 inhabitants. It needs waterworks. Under the law of Con- 
gress of 1898, all municipal corporations in Territories are per- 
mitted to issue bonds for waterworks, sewerage. and other purposes 
affecting public health, without regard to the Harrison limitation, 
provided the school census shows that the town has a population 
of not less than 1,000. 

Now. in Oklahoma, in accordance with this act, the city of 
Geary held an election, and ont of all the votes cast but four 
were against the bond issue. It developed, however, that they 
have no such thing in Oklahoma as a school census, but only a 
census of school children, which was an anomaly. Therefore, 
when they came to sell the bonds under the act of 1898 this defect 
was pointed ont, that the act of 1898 requires a school census, 
whereas in Oklahoma they have no such thing. It was immedi- 
ately called to the attention of the legislature of Oklahoma, which 
passed the act just read. Still, the purchasers of the bonds felt 
that they would like to have the school-census matter cured, and 
the bill was presented to both Houses of Congress. It passed the 
House. It came to our committee, which has examined it very 
thoroughly, and reports it favorably to the Senate. 

That is a brief statement of the reason of the act of the legisla- 
ture of Oklahoma and of the history of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. If the act of the legislature is not too long, I 
hope it will be read again. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. I am sorry the bill is taking 
time. I did not know it was going to take any. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The act will be again read. 

The Secretary again read the act. 

Mr. BACON. I understand there is no doubt about the fact 
that the requisite population is there. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. None whatever. There is no point raised 
whatever about that. It is merely the anomaly that in Oklahoma 
there does not happen to be a school census, but only a census of 
school children, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Territories with an amendment, in line 7, 
after the word “confirmed,” at the end of the bill, to insert: 

And the bonds to be issued in pursuance of said election are hereby legal- 
ized and made valid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EHIPPING BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND THE PHILIPPINES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade between ports 
of the United States and ports or places in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, between ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, 
and for other pu s, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines with an amendment, 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the committee amendment may be 
acted on. 

The SECRETARY. In section 8. page 3, line 24, after the word 
“act,” insert except as otherwise provided in section 3;“ so as 
to make the section read: 

SxEc.5. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor shall, from time to 
time, issue regulations for the enforcement of this act, except as otherwise 
provided in section 3. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I also move to amend, in line 2, on page 3, sec- 


Is there objection to the pres- 
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tion 5, by striking out, after the words ‘‘ owned by,” the words 
Paid Department of the Government“ and inserting “the United 
tates,” 
Mr. PATTERSON. Iask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
there is a report accompanying the bill? 
Mr. LODGE. There is. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Let us have it read. 
me PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment 
pending. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Let the report be read immediately after 
the amendment is disposed of, 
Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me to dispose of one 
or two formal amendments, I will have the report read. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 2, section 3, after the words 
owned by,” strike out the words any Department of the Gov- 
ernment” and insert the United States; so as to make the 
section read: 


Sec. 5. That sections 1 and 2of this act shall not apply to vessels owned by 
the United States, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. In line 4, page 2, there is a misprint. The word 
‘‘nnladed’’ should be *‘ unladen” or ‘‘unicaded.’’ I move to 
strike out unladed and insert ‘‘ unloaded,” so as to read “and 
which shall not have been unloaded.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Now the report can be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read at the 
request of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. CARMACK. Is the amendment I offered the other day 
pending? I do not know whether it was formally offered or not. 
Mr. LODGE.. I do not think the Senator formally offered it. 
I think he gave notice of it. 
Mr. CARMACK. I believe that is true, 
5 N I know the Senator has amendments to be con- 
sidered. ; 

Mr. CARMACK. I simply want to offer them at the proper 
time. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Colorado desires to have the 
report read, and it might as well be read now. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I think we ought to have the report read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment here 
which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] proposed to 
offer. It is printed and on the table. 
Mr. CARMACK, I will offer it after the reading of the report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read by the 
Secretary. 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. LODGE, from 
the Committee on the Philippines, December 17, 1903, as follows: 


The Committee on the Philippines, to whom was referred Senate bill 2259, 
report back the bill with the recommendation that it pass with nu amend- 


ment. 

The object to be attained by this legislation is contained in section g. the 
other sections being merely reenactments of existing law, and a rovision 
for a repeal of a orton of the act providing revenue for the Philippine 
Islands, approved March 8, 1902. In that act it was provided: 

“That until July 1, 1904, the provisions of law restricting to veasels of the 

Jnited States the transportation of passengers and merchandise directly or 
indirectly irom one port of the United States to another port of the United 
States shall not be applicable to foreign vessels engaging in trade between 
ports in the Philippine Archipelago.” 

By this provision it will be observed that on July 1, 1904, the coastwise 
laws of the United States go into effect not only in regard to vessels trading 
between the 3 Islands and the United States, hut upon all those en- 
gaged in interisland traffic between the ports of the Philippine 8 

There is an American tonnage now in existence, and to which additions 
are constantly being made, amply sufficient to provide for all the trade be- 
tween the Philippine Archipelago and the United States, either by way of the 
Pacific or via the Suez Canal and the Atlantic, In regard to the interisland 
traffic, however, the conditions are widoly different. That commerce is car- 
ried on almost exclusively in vessels belonging to inhabitants of the Philip- 

ines or to foreign owners, and most of it is carricd in foreign bottoms. Un- 
rer these circumstances, if the provisions of existing law should go into effect 
on the Ist of July, 1904, without the change being made which is proposed by 
this bill, the entire traffic between tle ports of tho islands would be com- 

letely arrested, because practically none of the vessels now cngaged in the 
Eteriaiand traffic could conform to the coastwise laws of the United States. 
This would be a blow to the prosperity of the islands, and cause not only great 
inconvenience and hardship, but would practically paralyze all interisiand 
commerce, It is therefore absolutely necessary to relieve the interisland 
traftic from the application of the coastwise laws of the United States upon 
July 1, 1904, and this is effected, as has already been said, by section 3 of the 
bill 


Section 7 of the bill excepting Spanish ships from the operation of this 
and previous acts is necessary in order to comply. with the terms of Article 
IV of the treaty of peace with Spain, signed at Paris on the 10th day of De- 
cember, 1598, which provides that “for the term of ten years the United 
States will admit Spanish ships and merchandise to the ports of the Philip- 
pne aois on the samo terms as ships and merchandise of the United 

tates.” 


The committee has been informed by the War Department that there is 
now ample tonnage, amounting to over 140,00) tons, which is ready for the 
carrying trade between the Philippine Islands and the United States, and 
the committee appends to this report a partial list of the vessels now engaged, 
or ready to engage, in this commerce. 


A= 


** 
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Net registered tonnage of available steam vessels, 
American-Hawaiian Steamship Company: 
r r ae ne ae eer 6,046 
SSIS AS a c SE eet AE EA 5,621 
Arizonian. . 
American . 6 
Hawaiian. 
Oregonian. 
Californian . 
Nebraskun 
Neradununn = 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company: 
Manchuria 
Mongolia.. 
Siberia 


Sun wmut . 
r NE Fa SSE OEE NN S A S R » KKK» i 


Hyades ss 
Atlantic Transport 
Massachusetts 
0 oe aes 
Mississippi 
Missouri 


Great Northern St 
AAff— A D m } 
AE R ht tek ES a E ̃ E T E a {° 
Steamships of different owners: 
PESTO T.. ͤ VVT —TPT—T——— 3,860 


Minnewaske ... 
J. L. Luckenbas 
L. Luckenbach 
Lansing 


‘Building, New (Just launched). Not ready. dean not find. 


Mr, CARMACK. I offer the amendments of which I gave 
notice the other day, with the exception of the amendment on 
jage 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, page 1, line 3, it is proposed to 
i out the word four“ and insert the word ‘‘nine;’’ soas to 
read: 


That on and after July 1, 1909, no merchandise shall be transported, ete. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I hope that amendment will not 
be adopted. It is making a needless extension, it seems to me. 
If we are not ready to carry that traffic now, we never shall be 
ready to carry it. I see no ground for applying that at this time. 
If the Senator from Tennessee wishes to debate the amendment, 
of course I shall not move to lay it on the table. 

Mr. CARMACK, Mr. President, I do not care to debate this 
amendment. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by i Senator from Tennessee, [Putting the 
question.] By the sound, the“ noes” have it. 

Mr. ALLISON, Mr. President 

Mr. CARMACK. Iask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
mont, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to offer an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Tennessee, if that is in 
order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to strike out the word“ four“ 
and insert the word five wherever it occurs and wherever such 
an amendment is applicable, so as to make the date 1905 instead 
of 1904. I move that as an amendment to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK]. 

Mr. LODGE. I will accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa offers 
an amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Tennessee, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed wherever the date “1904” ap- 
pears to strike out 4” and insert 5.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not offer the amendment precisely in that 
form. There are one or two places where the date should be 
1904, and in those places I do not wish to strike that date ont. 

Mr. LODGE. There are some places where that date will have 
to remain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, section 1, line 3, after the word 
and,“ it is proposed to strike out “4” and insert 5; so as to 
read: 


That on and after July 1, 1905, ete. 


Mr. ALLISON. I moye the same amendment on page 2, sec- 
tion 2, line 8. 
Mr. CARMACK, Is this an amendment tothe amendment that 
IJ offered? 


Mr. ALLISON. I have offered it as such, so that the whole 
question may be pending. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee to 
withdraw his amendment for the time being, and to let the friends 
of the bill perfect it as they want it. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. Then the Senator from Iowa can move his 
amendment; which I understand the chairman of the committee 
is disposed to accept. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. CARMACK, Ido not see exactly what is to be accom- 
plished by that, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenator from Tennessee can again offer it. 

Mr. CARMACK. Of course, I can offer it again. 

Mr. TELLER. What I propose is with this view: I prefer to 
see the date 1905 rather than “1904.” When, however, the 
Senator from Iowa moves to amend the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, which is for 1909, I prefer 1909, but I do 
not wish to yote against the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Iowa, for, if I can not get the date fixed at 1909, I prefer to 
have it 1905 rather than 1904, as it now stands in the bill. I make 
the suggestion for that reason. 

Mr. LODGE, I suggest that we first take the vote on the 
amendment propanoa by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CAR- 
MACK], and then we can take the vote on the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. TELLER. Verywell. The Senator can do that if he pre- 
fers, and first take the vote on making the date 1909. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I withdraw my amendment for the pres- 
ent, and will permit the vote to be taken on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK}. 

Mr. CARMACK. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAPP (when his name was called). I have a general 
air,as before announced, with the Senator from North Carolina 
Mr. Smarons], and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], 
and shall therefore withhold my vote. Imake the announcement 
for the day. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (when his mame was called), I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
Laurin}. I do not see him in the Chamber, and I therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. CARMACK. I will say that the senior Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Mongry] is compelled to remain at home on account 
of fr el — in his family, and probably will not be here to-day. 

Mr. T ONENI of Washington. As I have stated, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name wascalled). Ihave a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor]. He 
not being present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name Was called). Ihavea general 
pair with the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusors], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. PATTERSON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Sonth Dakota [Mr. KITTREDGE]. 
He is not here. If he were present, he would yote “nay,” and I 
should vote *‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE (after having voted in the negative), I 
should have stated when voting that I did so under the transfer 
of pairs announced on the previous bill, which will hold good for 
the remainder of the day. 

Mr. ELKINS (after having voted in the negative). I voted 
under a misapprehension. I havea pair with the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY], who, I find, has not voted. I therefore with- 
draw my vote. The Senator from Texas, if present, would vote 
* yea,’ and I should vote nay.” 

. FOSTER of Washington. My general pair with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. McLauri] has been transferred to 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], leaving me at lib- 
erty to vote. I vote“ nay.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. QUARLES]. If he were present, I should vote yea,” 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 33, as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Bacon, Cockre McCreary, Teller. 
Berry, Danial” Martin, 
Carmack, Gorman, Newlands, 
Clay, Latimer, Overman, 
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NAYS—33. 
Aldrich, Cnullom, Hate, Perkins, 
Alger, Dietrich, Hansbrough, Platt, Conn, 
Albee, Fairbar Heybura, Platt, N. X. 
Allison, Foraker Hopkins, Smoot, 
Ankeny, Foster, Wash. Kean, Stewart, 
Ball, Frye, Lodge, Wetmore, 
Beveridge, Fulton, Long, 
Burnham, Gallinger, Nelson, 
Burrows, Gam Penrose, 
NOT vor-. 

Bailey, Dillingham, McComas, Proctor, 
Bard, Bollivor, McCumber, unrles, 

te, Dryden. McEnery, usy, 
Biackburn, Dubois, MeLaur Svott, 
Burton, Elkins, Mallóry, Simmons, 
Clapp, Foster, La. Miliard, Spooner, 
Clark, Mont. Gibson, Mitchell, Stone, 
Clark, Wyo. Hawley, Money, ‘Taliaferro, 
Clarke, Ark. Hoar, Morgan, Tiliman, 
Culberson, Kearns, Patterson, Warren. 
Depew, Kittredga, Pottus, 


So Mr. CARMACK’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now move, on page 1, section 1, line 8, after 
the words“ nineteen hundred and,” to strike out four“ and in- 
sert fivo.” I also move the same amendment—and it may all 
be considered as ons amendment—in section 2, page 2, line 8; in 
section 4, page 2, line 25, and in section 6, page 3, line 15. I will 
state that the amendment merely changes the date from 1904 
to 1905. 

Mr. CARMACK. I suppose we might just as well have all of 
my amendments voted down without any roll call. 

Mr. ALLISON, I suppose so; but I do not know what the 
amendments are. 

Mr. CARMACK. The amendments I have offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has only offered an amendment 
to the first section. 

Mr. CARMACK. That is the only one that has been voted on, 
I understand. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator desire a vote on each 
amendment? 

Mr. CARMACK. I have moved to insert the same amend- 
ment all the way through the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. A vote has already been taken, 

Mr. CARMACK, They can bə voted down if you are deter- 
mined to vote them down, 

Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] is agreed to by the Senate, 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] could not offer an 
amendment increasing that time limit. It would not be in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It could be done in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It could bo done in the Senate, 
but not as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. LODGE. Tho amendment of the Senator from Tennessee 
has just been voted down. : 

Mr. CARMACK. My amendments were to strike ont the date 
„190 f“ and make it 1009 in varions parts of the bill. We did 
not vote on all of them, but only on the amendment to the first 
section. 

Mr. LODGE. Then, I suppose, we must take a vote on the 
Seem of the Senator from Tennessee at each place in the 


Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my amendment so as to enable 
the Senator from Tennessee to offer his amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Scnator from Iowa with- 
draws his amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the amendments of the Senator from Ten- 
nesses be considered as voted on in gross. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest that the Senator offer them as 
one amendment. 

Mr. CARMACK. That is what I intend it to be. 

Mr. ALLISON. I supposed that the Senator from Tennessee 
made his amendment, striking out four”? and inserting “nine,” 
apply to the various sections of the bill. 

ír. CARMACK. That is what I intended. 

Mr. ALLISON. If go, the Senator's amendment has already 
been voted down; but if not, the amendments can be considered 
as one amendment and yoted on, unless the Senator wishes other- 
wise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee applied only to one section. The other amend- 
sore the Senator from Tennessee, relating to the date, will be 
stated. 

The Szcrntary. On page 2, section 2, line 8, it is proposed to 
strike out? four and insert “‘nine;” and in section 6, page 8, 
line 15, it is proposed to strike out four and insert nine. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The amendment was 8 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, I offer as a single amend- 
ment the amendments I have heretofore indicated, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, on page 1, section 1, line 8, to 
strike out four and insert flve;“ on page 2, section 2, line 8, 
to strike out four and insert five; ’’ on the same page, section 
4, line 25, at the end of the line, to strike ont four and insert 
“fiye; and on page 3, section 6, line 15, to strike ont ‘‘fonr’’ and 
insert five; so that the date in each case will ke “1905.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not 
press his amendment to a vote at this time, because, under the 
ruling of the Chair, if his amendment is agreed to, an amendment 
to increase the time limit will be out of order until the bill gets 
into the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Until it gets into the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Thatis what I understood was the ruling 
of the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator from Colorado understands 
that when the bill is in the Senate any amendment will bein order. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Les; then any amendment will be in order. 

Mr..ALDRICH. Or the Senator can offer his amendment as an 
amendment to the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa, 
if he pleases, 

Mr. PATTERSON, I do not want to do that at this time. But 
the purpose I have in making the suggestion to the Senator from 
Iowa is this: This is a bill to extend practically the coastwise laws 
of the United States to the sea traffic between the United States 
and the Philippines. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will excuse me, but heisnot stating 
that quite correctly. The coastwise lawsare now extended by law 
to take effect on July 1, both as to the transoceanic and the inter- 
island traffic of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. By existing law. 

Mr. LODGE. By existing law; and, unless this bill is passed, 
the coastwise laws of the United States will go into effect both as 
to the interisland traffic and tho transoceanic traffic on the Ist day 
ofnext July. This bill relieves theinterisland traffic entirely. It 
leaves it in the hands of the Commission to determine when it shall 
bo limited to vessels of the United States registry. 

Mr. PATTERSON. If the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa is adopted, it will extend the operation of the coasiwise laws 
one year—that is, until 1905—on traffic between the Philippine 
Islands and the United States, 

Mr. LODGE. It will defer their operation. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. My suggestion that the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa should not be voted upon now is based 
upon the following reasons: There is no objection, as I under- 
stand the sentiment upon this side of the Senate, to the extension 
of the coastwise laws to tho Pacific traffiic—that is, to the traffic 
between the United States and the Philippine Islands—but the 
time at which those laws shall go into effect is of the utmost im- 

ortance. If I am not misinformed, the present Secretary of 

War, the late governor of the Philippine Islands, is opposed to 
that feature of the bill atthe present time. The Senator from 
Massachusetts can tell me if I am misinformed upon the subject 
or not; but Ihave been told that such is the case and that the 
Secretary gives very cogent and powerful reasons in opposition 
to the extension of those laws at this time. 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Tes. 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose that I am entitled, in view of his ques- 
tion, to state what the Secrotary of War stated to tlie Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and myself the other day when the bill just 
passed was under discussion. He stated that he was very 
anxious to have the traffic carried in American bottoms; that he 
thought it would be beneficial to the islands by attracting to them 
American capital; that he thought to put the law into effect on 
the ist of July would be too soon, but that he should be entirely 
contented if it was med for one year, and that his earnest 
desire was that before that time came there should be a further 
reduction in the existing duties. The Senator from Iowa, I think, 
will ba me out that I have stated the viows of the Secretary 
correctly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have no quostion bnt that the Senator 
from Massachusetts states the interview correctly. 

Mr. LODGE. I mean, as I am stating it from memory, and the 
N from Iowa having been present, he would be able to bear 
me out. 

Mr. PATTERSON, But I want to suggest, if there is discus- 
sion upon this subject, that it might result ina timo being agreed 
upon for these laws to take effect, not in 1905, but perhaps in 
1906. Ifa vote was deferred upon the measure, we could all vote 
upon the question with such light as we should have as a result 
of any discussion which may arise. 

I am inclined to think that the extension of the coastwize laws 
to that trade in 1905 would work a very great hardship upon the 
people of the Philippine Islands, upon the exporters and Be 


a 
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ers living in those islands. The only motive I and my colleagues 
would have would be to defer the putting of these laws into opera- 
tion until such reasonable time as would enable proper prepara- 
tions to be made to substitute American vessels for foreign vessels. 
Ultimately the Senator from Iowa may insist upon his amend- 
ment; but it seems to me that if it was deferred for a time, if 
there is to be discussion upon it, we might all agree upon some 
time that would be satisfactory to the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. The Secretary of War is contented with the biil 
as proposed to be amended by the Senator from Iowa, involving 
a year’s postponement, That is as far as I should feel at liberty 
to go. I see no reason for further extension. I have accepted 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa and shall vote for it. 

Mr. CARMACK. If the Senator from Colorado will permit 
me, I have here what the late Secretary of War and the present 
Secretary have said on this question. 

I will say that I also had a conversation with Secretary Taft. 
I have not felt at liberty to say anything about it before, as other 
Senators had not mentioned the matter; but I gota very different 
impression from that which he seems to have conveyed to other 
Senators; and that was that he was very much opposed to the op- 
eration of this bill without extending the time for the coastwise 
laws to go into effect, unless the tariff on Philippine products 
should be very materially reduced before any . Was 
had, That was the very distinct impression left upon my mind. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me, I do not think 
that the Secretary of War conceals the fact that he is very much 
interested in dealing further with our tariff laws between the 
United States and the Philippine Islands; I think he has very de- 
cided views upon that subject, but in the conversation alluded to 
between the Secretary of War, the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lope], and myself he intimated his desire, I think, to have 
these two questions as vested as possible considered together. Of 
course, it is impossible for the Senate to consider the other ques- 
tion now, because we have no power to originate a tariff bill in 
this body. My object in offering this amendment to increase the 
limit one year is to give an opportunity for the consideration of 
the two subjects together. I think I have fairly stated, and the 
Senator from Massachusetts has fairly stated, the substance of 
the views of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Secretary of War 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a minute, I want 
to ask the Senator from Iowa, in view of the fact that there is no 
possibility, under the predetermined arrangement, as we under- 
stand it, for adjournment, that that question of tariff can be con- 
sidered at this session, and it is not probable that it will be possible 
to consider it at the short session, whether it is not better to now 
increase the limit two years instead of one? 

Mr. CARMACK, Iwas going to offer an amendment to that 
effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. As stated by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
the Secretary of War is satisfied with the extension of one year, 
and in view of that fact I offered the amendment which I haye 
sent to the desk. I think one year will suffice. I hope so, at least. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see why it would not be possible at 
a short session to take up the simple question of the reduction of 
duties upon Philippine products, It does not involve the whole 
tariff question. 

Mr, BACON. Not at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It certainly, I think, can be disposed of in a 
short session without any question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It seriously involves 

Mr. BACON. Pardon me. That question was up at the last 
session. The Senator will remember that an unexpected compli- 
cation caused Senators to postpone that question until the last day 
of the session, and the bill was brought up on the last day of the 
session, although it came over from the House in the early part 
of January. I am not criticising anybody; I am simply replying 
to the sopgeation of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BACON, In one moment, if you please. 

The Senator used the word possibility.“ I should say as to 
the provapiiity that in the short session, with the vast amount of 
business which is necessarily crowded into the shortsession, there 
would not be any legislation practicable upon that question unless 
it should be a measure without very material opposition on the part 
of anybody. 7 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest to the Senator that his point is 
met by the fact that even if it be true that no tariff legislation 
could be considered at a short session, this could be immediately 
extended for another year. 

Mr. BACON. That is true. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That could be done in a short session. 

Mr. BACON. If we could be assured 

Mr. CULBERSON. As I understand 


Mr. CARMACK, I yield to the Senator from Texas, 


Mr. CULBERSON. Ithought the Senator from Tennessee had 
concluded his speech. 

Mr. CARMACK, I yield to the Senator very cheerfully. Iam 
bi glad to do it. 

r. CULBERSON. I understand that by the act of March 8, 
1902, after the ist day of July, 1904, the coastwise laws of the 
United States will apply to trade between the United States and 
the Philippine Talandi and between ports in the Philippine Islands. 
The report of the committee on this bill states that the sole ob- 
ject of the bill is to relieve the situation in the archipelago—_that 
is to say, that the object of it is to repeal so much of section g of 
the act of March 8, 1902, as will put the coastwise laws of the 
United States in effect between ports and places in the Philippines 
after the Ist of July, 1904, 

Instead of stopping at that, instead of accomplishing that pur- 
pose simply, the bill goes beyond it and reenacts in sections 1 and 
2 the act of 1902, though in different language. So Senators on 
this side of the Chamber, if they vote in favor of this bill, will 
vote affirmatively to pot the coastwise laws in operation between 
the United States and the Philippines. 

Now, in view of that, it seems to me that if the Senator from 
Massachysetts would accept an amendment which I will send to 
the desk perhaps the matter can be settled. Strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert a provision that will repeal so 
much of the act of 1902 as has application to ports and places in 
the Philippine Islands solely. In that way the law as it exists 
will not bs disturbed, except in so far as the interisland Philip- 
pine trade is concerned, — 1 Senators on this side of the Chamber 
can consistently vote for it. There is really no necessity for a 
reenactment of the act of 1902, so far as the trade between the 
United States and the Philippines is concerned. 

With this purpose, Mr. President, I offer the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
pending. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then I will offer it at the proper time. It 
is in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. ALLISON, Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to 
make a suggestion to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr, CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit to the Senator from Texas that that 
will not accomplish all I want to accomplish; namely, that as to 
the traffic between the United States and the Philippine Islands 
the law of 1902 shall be extended for one year. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is true; but it may be done by an 
amendment, which the Senator may offer to my amendment, 
which I will gladly accept. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. CARMACK, Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ishould like to make an inquiry of the Sena- 
tor in charge of this bill, We have just aad a bill this after- 
noon which provides: 

That vessels of the United States, or belonging to the United States, and 
no others, shall be employed in the transportation by sea of coal, provisions, 


fodder, or supplies of any description, purchased pursuant to law, for the use 
of the Army or Navy. 


When that measure was pending I offered an amendment that 
it should not take effect until the Ist day of July, 1905. That 
amendment was voted down and the bill passed as originally 
drafted, with the amendment attached, proposed, I think, by the 
Senator from Iowa, that the act should take effect sixty days 
after its passage. 

The bill now pending provides: 

That on and after July 1, 1904, no merchandise shall be transported by 
under penalty of forfeiture thereof, between ports of the United States and 


ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, directly or via a forei, ri 
eE any part of the yoynas, in any other vessel than a vessel of the United 


There is an amendment now 


Now, the first measure, the bill we have just passed, is general 
in its character, except it is limited to Government supplies, and 
it goes into effect, provided it shall become a law, sixty devs after 
its passage. Suppose the bill we are now discussing should be 
amended as proposed by the Senator from Iowa, so that it will 
not take effect until the Ist of July, 1905, and it becomes a law. 
What will be the status then—the then state of the law—in the 
face of the two laws, which will have to be construed together, I 
presume, as to Government supplies? Is this latter bill a modifi- 
cation of the former one? Is it not a repeal by positive enactment 
of the former law—I mean the bill which passed the Senate to-day— 
in so far as the date of its operation is concerned? 

Mr. HALE. It would depend entirely upon the bill just passed. 
The two are 3 distinct. 

Mr. LODGE. ey have no relation to each other. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I beg pardon, with all due deference to the 
Senator, The one provides that no vessel but a Government ves- 
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sel or one owned by an American shall be employed in transport- 
ing Government supplies. 

Mr. HALE. It goes everywhere, 

Mr. MITCHELL. It goes everywhere. I understand that. I 
do not misunderstand the bill, I may be wrong in my deduction, 
but I know what I am talking about. 

Mr: HALE. It is not in any way on all fours with this bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Not at all; and yet it is similar in some re- 
spects, because the bill we have just passed provides in so many 
terms that no Government supplies shall be shipped anywhere 
from this country to any ports except in an American vessel, 
That is that bill, is it not? 

Mr. HALE. A United States vessel. 

Mr. MITCHELL, A United States vessel ora vessel belonging 
to the United States. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Now, this bill provides that on. and after July 
1, 1994, no merchandise shall be carried except in home vessels, 
It does not gay no merchandise other than Government supplies, 
but! no merchandise.“ 

There is no exception mado as to Government supplies, and my 
opinion is, although I may be absolutely wrong, that i€ you pass 
this bill now and extend it so that it does not become operative 
until the Ist of July, 1905, you will find that there is a conflict 
there which will need construction. And Iam inclined to think 
it absolutely repeals the act you have just passed in so far as it 
relates to Government supplies, and certainly renders inoperative. 
the prov uon in the bill passed this morning authorizing the Presi- 
dent under certain circumstances to suspend the law. 

Mr. HALE, Idonotthink so. As representing the bill which 
has just been passed, I am willing to take that risk. That isa 
distinctive matter entirely, and is cared for by the bill itself. I 
will take the chance of its being in any way repealed. 


Mr. MITCHELL, Youmake no exception, with all due defer- | 


ence to the Senator. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President : 

Mr. MITCHELL. In one moment. In this last bill yon in- 
clude all merchandise. All merchandise includes Government 
supplies just as much as it includes anything else. You mako it 
apply to all merchandise, and you say that the bill shall not go 
into effect until the Ist of July, 1905, while the other bill goes 
into effect within sixty days after passage. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President 


The PRESIDENT protempore. DoestheSenator from Oregon | 


yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Oregon permit me to 
call his attention to the fact that the proviso adopted as an amend- 
ment to the bill which passed to-day providing that under 3 85 
tain circumstances, if the rates are excessive or unreasonable, 
the President shall step in, would be affected by this bill if it 
passes now undoubtedly, because under that proviso the Presi- 
dent could give a contract to a foreign vessel, whereas under the 
bill which is now pending that permission is taken away from the 
President, and it is confined to American vessels? 

Mr. MITCHELL. This is undoubtedly so. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MITCHELL. I yield to tho Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator from Oregon a 
question. Even if his contention be correct, thatthe amendment 
offered by the Senator from Iowa may by construction be ex- 
tended to the other bill, wonld he object to that construction? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would be in favor of making cach of these 
bills take effect one year hence. 

_Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, if that is true, supposing the objec- 
tion he makes is valid, is not that just what he wants? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is just what I want, but I do not think it 
is what is wanted on the other side. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But the Senator from Maine is willing 
to take his chances: and if the Senator from Oregon is satisfied 
with it, does not thatdispose of the point? Is not that just what 
the Senator from Oregon himself wants? 

Mr. MITCHELL. t I shonld like to do would be to recon- 
sider the other bill and make it take effect the same time that is 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa as to the pending bill. 

r. BEVERIDGE. In other words, What the Senator points 
out as the defect of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa is 
precisely what the Senator from Oregon desires; and since the 
Senator from Maine is willing to take his chances, it seems tome 
that point is disposed of, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agrecing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. LODGE. It is obvious we can not have any action on the 
bill this evening, as Senators evidently desire to discuss this 
amendment. There is some executive business that certain Sen 
ators desire to have disposed of, and therefore I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceoiled to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the’doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, March 2, 1904, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 1, 1904. 


INDIAN AGENT, 


Rush J. Taylor, of Castlewood, S. Dak., to be agent for the In- 
dians of the Yankton Agency in South Dakota. 


POSTMASTERS, 
LOUISIANA, 
Laura Bondurant to be postmaster at St. Joseph, in the parish 
of Tensas and State of Louisiana. 
Mildred P. T. Prescott to be postmaster at Lutcher, in the parish 
of St. James and State of Louisiana. 
MATYLAND. 
George W. Evans to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the county 
of Harford and State of Maryland. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
Roy C. Flanagan to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Pitt and State of North Carolina, 
ONEGON. 


Alonzo M. Woodford to be postmaster at Medford, in the county 
of Jackson and State of Oregon. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 1, 1904. 


The Honse met at 19 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couprn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CHANGES OF REFERENCE, 


Mr. PUJO. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent 
for the purpose of making a change of reference of the bill (H. R. 
12838) for the completion of a dam and locks in the Mermentau 
River, in the State of Louisiana, from the Committee on Inter- 
1 and Foreign Commerce to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harhors, 15 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (EL R. 12898) for the complotion of a. dam and locks in the Mermen- 
tau River, in the State of Louisiana, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 
mous consent for a change of the reference of this bill from the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the Commit- 
tes on Rivers and Harbors, Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

h S y unanimous consent, other changes of reference were made as 
ollows: 

House Document No. 405, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the Committee on Indian Affairs; 

House Document No. 564, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 

House Document No. 558, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker's desk tho agricultural appropriation 
bill, with Senate amendments, and disagres thereto. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mons consent to take from the Speaker's table the agricultural 
appropriation bill, with Senate amendments, disagree to the Sen- 
ate amendments, and asks for a conference. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is go ordered. The 
Chair appoints the following conferees; Mr, WADSWORTH, Mr. 
Henry of Connecticut, and Mr. Laun. 


JULIETTE WESTBROOK, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the action of the Speaker in sign. House hill 5611, grant- 
ing a pension to Juliette Westbrook, ba rescinded; that the bill be returned 
to the Senate with a request that similar action be taken by the Senate with 
respect to the signature of. the President pro tempore, and that the passage 
of the bill be roconsidored and the same be postponed -indofinitoly, the bene- 
ficiary of the same being doad. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to, 


+ 
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REMOVING RESTRICTIONS ON SALE OF PUYALLUP ALLOTTED LANDS, 


Mr. CUSIIMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I now send to the 
Clerk's desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9891) giving the conzent of Congress to the removal of the re- 


strictions on the sale of Puyallup allotted and confirming and Jegal- 
izing sales thoreof since March 3. 1008, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Puyallup allottees and true owners of lands 
situated in the Puyallup Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, shall 
have power to lease, encumber, grant, alien, sell, and convey the sume in like 
manner and with like effect as any other person may lease, oncumber, grant 
alien, soll. and convey real estate under the laws of the United States and o! 
the State of Washington: and the United States hereby gives consent to the 
removal of, and does remove, all restrictions in reference thereto: Provided, 
however, That this act shall not be held or construed to confirm or legalize 
any sale or sales of such lands heretofore made by any such allottee or allot- 
tees, but all such sales shall be held to have been made subject to all legal 
richts aud equities existing in favor of such allottee or allottecs; and any such 


1 


allottee or allottees who may have been induced to lease, encumber. grant, 
alien, sell, or convey any such allotment or allotments, or any part thereof, 
by fraud or fer an fondequate consideration shall institute ree g mroccedings 
for proper relief within one year from the date of the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I wonld like to have the gentleman 
from Washington [Mr. Cust™Man] explain the bill. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, Mr. Speaker, this bill which I now offer and 
ask the House to pass practically makes no chenge in the law as 
it now exists. This bill relates exclusively to the Puyallup Indian 
lands, in the State of Washington. Something over ten years ago, 
Congress passed an act which was intended to give the Indians 
power to sell their lands after the expiration of ten years, That 
ten-year period expired March 3, 1903—nearly a year ago. In 
examining the title to these lands it has been discovered that the 
act which was passed ten years ago stated— 

That the Indians should not have power to alionate their allottedilands, 
etc for the period of ten years, etc. 

Now, in order to make the right of the Indian to sell perfectly 
clear, and the title which he gives perfectly good, the language 
which should have been used is— 

re after the expiration of ten years the Indian shall have the right to 
soll, etc." 

Instead of 

He shall not have the right to sell for the period of ten years. 


That is in substance all this bill provides, It changes the lan- 

age, as I have quoted. The Indian Department and the Secre- 
ES of the Interior claim that the Indian has a perfect right to 
sell now, the ten years having expired. But the people who desire 
to purchase these lands want their title to rest upon an explicit 
statement that the Indian has hada right since that date, and 
not 7 — a statement that he did not have a right to sell before 
that date. In other words, that the title to these lands ought to 
rest upon an affirmative statement, and not upon a negative asser- 
tion. That is practically all there is in this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentuc Has the bill been approved by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of this House? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. It has. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Unanimously approved? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Yes; unanimously. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is 
appren that there will probably be no opposition to the passage 
of this bill as proposed by me. I chink it would serve a good pur- 
pose and tend to explain many misunderstandings which exist at 

10me near where these lands are situated, if I would put into the 
ReEconp not only a brief statement of the facts in connection with 
this matter, but a number of official documents, letters, and opin- 
ions in regard to it. 

This bill (H. R. 9891) is one giving the consent of Congress to 
the removal of the restrictions heretofore placed on the sale of 
the Puyallup Indian allotted lands, and permitti ng said Indian 
allottees to lense, encumber, grant, and sell said lands as freely 
as any other person may sell real estate belonging to him. 

An examination of the correspondence (hereto attached) from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the In- 
terior discloses the fact that in the judgment of those officials 
said Indian allottees now have without further legislation the 
full and complete right to sell and encumber said lands. But 
those officials further state that by reason of doubts existing in the 
minds of would-be purchasers as to whether said Indians now have 
such power to sell, the passage of a bill of this character, remov- 
ing such doubts and declaring affirmatively that the Indians have 
such power to sell, is recommended. 

One provision of this bill is so framed as to protect and safe- 
guard the rights of any Indian allottees who may have heretofore 
Sold their allotments through fraud or inadequate consideration. 

In ordor to correctly understand the necessity for the passage 
of this ora similar billit is necessary to give a brief historical re- 


view of those matters which have heretofore transpired, bearing 

directly on the titles to these lands, 

BRIEF HISTORICAL REVIEW OR SUMMARY OF THE TITLE TO THE PUYALLUP 
INDIAN LANDS IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON. 

1854: Governor Stevens and the superintendent of Indian af- 
fairs of Washington Territory, on behalf of the United States, 
negotiated a treaty with the Nisqnalli, Puyallup, and other In- 
dians of Washington. 

This treaty provided that the President might cause the lands 
thereby reserved for the Indians to be surveyed into lots, under 
the same regulations provided in the sixth article of the Omaha 
HRE The sixth article of the Omaha treaty provided that In- 
dian lands should not be aliened or leased for a period longer than 
two years. 

1884: The list of Puyallup Indian lands and allotments, includ- 
ing the survey thereof, was filed in the office of the Secretary of 
the Interior and said list approved by him. 

1886; The President of the United States caused patents to be 
issucd to these various Puyallup Indians, each for his respective 
allotment, and each patent contained the clause that: 

Said land should not be aliened or leased for longer than two years, which 
restriction shall continue until a State constitution shall be formed and the 
legislature of the State shall remove eaid restrictions: Provider, That no leg- 
isinture shall remove said restrictions without the consent of Congress, 

1890: The State legislature passed an act, being “An act to en- 
able the Indians to sell and alien the lands of the Puyallup In- 
dian Reservation, in the State of Washington,“ with the proviso 
that the act should take effect upon the consent of the United 
States to the removal of the restrictions upon the conveyancing 
of said lands. 

1898: Congress by act of March 8, 1893 (Indian appropriation 
bill), authorized the sale of the Puyallup allotted Indian lands 
(by and throngh a commission) upon certain terms, etc., with the 
provision that the Indian allottess should not have the power to 
sell or alienate their allotted lands (not selected for sale the 
commission) for the period of ten years from the date of the 
passage of said act (and by direct inference declaring that after 
the expiration of said ten years the Indians could sell). 

March 3, 1908: The ten-year period of limitation expired March 
3, 1903. 

February 14, 1903: The Secretary of the Interior rendered an 
official opinion that the act of March 3, 1893, removed all restric- 
tions except the time limit of ten years, and that on and after 
the date when this time limit expired (March 3, 1903) the Indian 
Office had no jurisdiction whatever over said lands, and the Indians 
could sell absolutely in their own right. 

After following step by step throngh this brief historical re- 
view of the title to these Indian lands it is apparent that the title 
now seems to be in the Indians and that they now possess the full 
right to sell these lands in their own names. The qay there- 
fore arises, Why the et. the passage of this bill conferring 
upon the Indians the right to sell, which richt the Secretary of 
the Interior has heretofore decided they now have without the 
passage of this or a similar bill? 

The answer to that pertinent inquiry is as follows: The Puyal- 
lup Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, contains 
18,061.81 acres. Nearly all of this land—abont 17.463 acres—has 
been allotted to Indian allottees. These lands lie adjoining and 
abutting the city limits of the city of Takoma, a city of 75,000 
inhabitants. 

These lands, by reason of their proximity to this large city, and 
also by reason of the agricultural excellence of the soil, are quite 
valuable, and would-be purchasers will not buy the same unless 
they can secure a perfectly clear title thereto. The lawyers and 
abstractors in that vicinity refuse to recognize the absolute title 
as being in said Indians, with the full power to sell, on the fol- 
lowing ground: That Congress never consented to the removal of 
such restrictions except by implication; that is, Congress declared 
in the act of March 3, 1893: 

That the Indian allottess should not have the power of alienation of the 
2 dands +*+ „ © fora of ten years from the date of the passage 
0 aC 

In order to make these titles perfectly clear, the abstractors 
and would-be purchasers contend that the language of this former 
act should have been that after the period of ten years the al- 
lottees shall have the power of alienation,” instead of the lan- 
guage which was used,“ that the allottees shall not have the 
power of alienation for a period of ten years.’ In other words. 
that the language of the statute upon which these titles rest 
should be a positive and affirmative declaration, instead of tle 
words of implication. 5 

It may be said in this connection that, if the Secretary of the 
Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs are satisfied that 
the Indians now have the full right to sell these lands, would-be 
purchasers shonld be satisfied with this assurance. But the fact 
remains, nevertheless, that they are not. The letters which I will 
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print with my remarks fully explain the exact reason why addi- 
tional legislation is needed to make definite and specific the con- 
dition of the titles to this real estate. 

It is proper to state that the bill which I originally introduced 
was H. R. 5767. After its introduction it was referred to the 
Secretary of the Interior and the C ioner of Indian Affairs 
for their official report and opinion as to the necessity and pro- 
priety of such legislation. The two letters—one from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and one from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs—I will print with my remarks, 

It will be noticed by reference to these two official letters that 
both the Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs agree that some such legislation as is contemplated 
by this bill is not subject to objection. The Secretary of the In- 
terior in his letter submits a ee substitute for all that por- 
tion of H. R. 5767 following the enacting clause, This proposed 
substitute is as follows: 

t of * ad h N 1 
171 lana wn SaDa apo ae 
ation “for a period of ten years from the date of the passage thereof, shall 
be taken and construed as having expressed the consent of the United States 
to the removal of restrictions upon alienation by said Puyallup Indians of 
their allotted lands from and after the expiration of peed ogi often years, 
and all sales made since the expiration of said period shall be given the effect 
ot et er Bee made without any restriction upon the power of the allottee 
to alienate his land. 


This bill (H. R. 9891), the ee of which is recommended by 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of this House, is slightly different 
than the pro substitute recommended by the honorable 
Secretary of the Interior. It is proper to state in this connection 
that itis apparent from the letter of the Secretary of the Interior 
that the reasons that induced him to propose said substitute was 
S to further safeguard and protect the rights of the Indian 
allottees. 

This bill (H. R. 9891), which has been favorably reported and 
which Iam now ing the passage of, not only goes further 
toward the protection of the rights of the Indian t did the bill 
in its original form, but goes further toward the protection of the 
rights of the Indian than the substitute offered by the honorable 
Secretary of the Interior. This statement is made as an explana- 
tion of the reason why the Committee on Indian Affairs reported 
e different bill than the one suggested by the Department of the 

terior. 

I will insert in the Rxoonp at this point two letters received by 
me from the Tacoma Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade, 
which present the local conditions which make this legislation 
not only desirable but necessary: 

TACOMA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND BOARD OF TRADE, 
Tacoma, Wash., November 23, 1903, 
Hon. Francis W. CUSHMAN, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Stn: There is a matter of great importance which we wish to call to 


your attention. 
The law which created the com: er to dispose of the Puyallup Indian 


mission: 
lands 1 that the land should be sold by a commission or commissioner 


pra to make conyo 


would cause a — from two to five years and which would absolutely 


gress authorizing com ces by the Indians, and also, ‘haps, confirming 
any con’ India xe ainoe March: 4, 1806, Where the consider: 
tion was to the Indian. 

Se facturing plants have failed to locate on these lands on ac- 


veral man 
count of their inability to get a site that they desired by reason of the con- 


a 
narrated, 


dition of things h Putin your best licks and get an act through 
Congress as quickly as possible, and thereby remove this une state of 
affairs which is em both the In 


TACOMA CrtAsmen OF 9 eee or 3 
uc ash., November 23, 1903. 
Hon, Francis W. CUSHMAN, om 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sm: Your communication of the 2ist with inclosure of the 18th 


from the Office of Indian Affairs received. I have the matter fur- 
ther with several attorneys, and thoy still insist that tion is necessary 
to enable the Indians to convey lands. You will notice in the letter from the 


e 6, that the lands could not be con- 


Indian Commissio: he sta 
1 Sea uld remove the restriction, and Con- 


veyed until after Stato legislat 
peed bs consent to such removal. 


on 


Congress has never consented to the removal of such restriction except b 
implication, which implication is contained in the act of March 3, 1893, and 
thered from the words (page 7 of letter of Indian Commissioner) “that 
he Indjan allottees should not have the power of alienation of the allotted 
lands not selected for sale by said Commission for a period of ten rs from 
the date of the of the not.“ You will notice that the act fails to say 
that they shall haye power at the expiration of ten . etc., and tho aet in 
no way refers tothe giving of consent on the of Congress to the removal 


of the restriction provided by the State legislature. Noattorney will advise 
his client to invest his money in lands and to put improvements thereon when 
his title rests onl 


upon implication 8 from the law, which law is a 
departure from tho fixed policy of the Government concerning the Indian 
lands for over one hund years. 
There should not be a day's hesitation on the part of Congress and the In- 
Office in consenting to the of an act which would remove all 
doubt; which would in specific terms give the consent of Congress to the act 
of the State le ture removing the restriction, and in c terms de- 
clare the right of the Indians to d land from and after March 8, 1903; 
and also; I sale made since 


ed through. This 
— AO N 


Very trul 
cd Moons CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND BOARD OF TRADE, 
J. S. WHITEHOUSE, Secretary. 


I desire to place in the Recor» at this point the letter of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior in relation to this general subject: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 16, 1908. 
Stn: This office is in peas by Department reference, for immediate ro- 
port, of a communication fed December 11, 1903, frees Hon. J. S. SHER- 
MAN, of the House Committee on Indian Affairs, inclosing thero- 
with a copy of House bill 5767, bar Nee sr 8 second session, with 
the samo in è to have the bill brought before the 


committee for action on Thursday next (December 17, 1903), 
The title of the bill is as follows: “Giving the consent of Conarees to the 
removal of the restrictions on the sale of and con- 


zap allotted lan 
firming and legalizing sales thereof since March 3, 1903.” 

In first of the preamble to the b 
under which 


Puyall 
treaty having been e on 
over nor an 
o part of the United States, and the chiefs, hendmen, and delegates of the 
Nisqually, Puyallup, and certain other tribes and bands of Indians (10 Stat. 
L., 1133); also to the provisions contained in the sixth article of the treaty 
th the ras the same might be a) ble (10 Stat. L., 104). 
In the second partof the preamble reference © to the schedule of so- 
lections of lands made by the Indians and the allotment of the same to them, 
the approval of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior and the Pres- 
ident, said selections and allotments having been made in accordance with 
the provisions of the treaties referred to. 
third part of the mble refers to the fact that the President caused 
of the Amn Indian Reservation in 


Puyallup Rese 
alienated or leased fora term than two years, and should 
be exempt from levy, sale, or forfeiture, which conditions should continue 
in force until a State constitution embracing such lands within its boundarics 
should be formed and the legislature of the State should remove the restric- 
tions; also to the fact that no State legislature should remove the restrictions 
it d heted in the AAE partion of th blo that the legislature of th 
0 on of tho mble 0 of the 
roved Narch restric- 


Bees Ea e 
up act a ‘a `; au oo 
those lands n certain terms, a and r wherein it was 


n “for the 


ese lan 

that the provisions of the act of the legislature of the State of W. 
March 22 1800, and the Indian appropriation act of March 
ferred to, er rate to romove all restrictions u 
and that after 


is e 
mann effect as an 
of the United States and of the State oe W. 


same, or any porti 
said 


cumber, grant, allen, and sell in like manner 
y other ean may do under the laws of the United 
States and of the State of Washington; 1 


ther provides that any and all sales thereof made in accordance with the 
laws of the United States and of the State of Washington since March 3, 1908, 

In connection with this subject the office has the honor to state that it has 
been reported that who are interested in making purchases of tho 
Puyallup allotted lands now from the Indians and true owners thereof haye 
some doubts as to the matter of the full and complete removal of the restric- 
tions Was the sale and athe fend of the same; also that attorneys at Ta- 
coma, Wash., and in the v ty thereof have advised their clients not to 
purchase these lands pending the doubt of the complete and full removal of 


-A 
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the restrictive clause on their sale, and that for these reasons very few, if 
any. sales haye been made thereof since March 3, 105 

No omen hns no donbt that the restrictions upon the sale and conveyance 
of these lands by the Indians and true owners thereof have been removed as 
expressed iu the opinion of the Department rendered February 14, 196. It 
hus so ndyised all parties who have made inguiries as to this matter since 
that ato. The opinion of the Secretary of the Interior refe been 

ted in every cuse and the conclusion therein reached fully set forth. 

Ttuppears that doulrrand confusion concerning this matter arises fromthe 
nequitive provisionof the Puyallapuct approved March 3, 188 (supra). That 
act couluins among others, the following provision: 

‘Phat the Indian allottees shall not have power of alienation of the allot 

lands net selected forsale by said commission for the period of ten years 
from the date of the passage of this act. 

Under the provisions of the treaties referred to, the restrictions upon the 
sale and conveyance of these lands, and upon their taxation, etœ, were to 
coutinuein force until a State constitution embrucing such lands within its 
boundaries should be formed and the legizlature thereof should remove the 
restrictions with the consent of Congress. As above indicated, the State first 
removed the restrictions in the year 1890. and in 1808 Congress passed what 
is known as the Puyallup act, containing the provision above quoted, in- 
tending, as it would seem, to remove the restrictions fully und completely 
upan the sale of the Puyallup allotted lands by the Indians and trne owners 

reoi; 

The Offce does not see any objection to the ge of the bill under con- 
sideration. It is not uon that it can do the Indians. and true owners of these 
unsold allatments any harm or injury. Should it become a law, it would car 
tainly be clear to all concerned that the Government thereby gives its abso- 
Into, full. and complete consent to the removal of the restrictions mentioned: 

With these remarks, the bill.and the letter of the chairman of the House 
Comunittee on Indian Afrnirs are herewith returned. 

A copy of this reportis inclosed for your use. 

I alse inclues herewith for convenient reference copy of Executive orders 
relating to Indian reeerves from May 14, 1865, to July 1. 1902. On pages 181. 
182, and 133 thereof will be found the Executive orders.of January 2), 1857, 
and Septembers IST}, relating to this reservationand certain correspondence 


pertaining to the same. 
* W. A. JONES, 
Commi 


Very respectfully, 
The SECRETARY or Ing INTERIOR. - 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, December 17, 1903. 

Srn: H. R. e, which was fnclosed with your communication of the llth 
instant with request for report thereon, was referred to the Commissioner 
of Indien Affairs, who made report under date of the 16th instant, a copy of 
which is inclosed horewith. 

Upon consideration of the matter I doubt the necessity of further legisla- 
tion in the premises. If, however, any is to be had it should not E farther 
than to place 8 of the Puyallup lands made since March 3, 1008, in 
the sume position they would have teen had there been no question as to the 
correctness of the. rulings of this Department: to the effect that under the 
law as it then stood there was no restriction upon alienution after March 3, 


I have therefore caused to be prepared and submit herewith a draft of a 
8 which I recommend to be substituted for that part of H. R. 5767 

olle ug the enacting clause, to wit: 

“That said ‘act of ‘Congress, approved March 8, 1893 (27 Stats., p. 633), au- 
thorizing the sale of the Puyallup allotted lands, with restriction upon alien- 
ation ‘fors dot ten years from the date of tho p o" thereof, shall 
be taken and construed us having expressed the consent of the United States 
to the removal of restrictions npon alienation by said Pryallup Indians of 
their allotted lands from and after the expiration of said period of ten years, 
and all sales made sincs the expiration of said period shal! be given effect of 
haying been mace without any restriction upon the power of the allottee to 
alienate his land.” 

Werer titde to said bill onght to be amendad to correspond with these pro- 
ions. 
Very respectfully, E. A. Hrrcrcoor, 
Secretary. 

Hon. James 8. SHERMAN, 

Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, House of Representatives, 


I shall at this point insert in the REOORn the official letter of 
ths honorsbie Secretary of the Interior to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. This letter was written February 14,1903. That 
date was just about seventeen days before the expiration of the 
ten-year period of limitation upon the power of the Indian allottee 
to sell in his own riglit. 

You will observe that the honorable Secretary of the Interior 
st that time and in this letter expressed it as his official opinion 
that after the 3d day of March,1903, the Puyallup Indian allottees 
will “ have- power to lease, encumber, grant, and alien the same 
(the lands) in like manner and like effect as any other person 
may do under the laws of the United States, and of“ the State of 
Washington. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February I, 1903. 
The COMMISSTONER oF INDIAN AFFAIRS: 

Sim I have considered your letter of the th ultimo, requesting instruc- 
tions in regard to future procedure in the matter of the appraisement and 
sale of Puyallup Indian lands in Washington. 

The status of these lands is fully discussed in your letter, and shows, in 
Briet, the following conditions: 

Byactof the legislature of the 8Stateof Washington, approved March 22, 1800, 
all restrictions regarding alienation and sale of the sai nds were removed, 
the same to tako «fact npon the consent of the United States to such removal. 
Under the provisions of the Indian appropriation act approved March 3, 1863 
(27 Stat., 812-483), a Commission was appointed whose duty, as specified by 
the act, was te seloctand appraise such portions of the allotted lands as were 
not required for homes for the Indinnallottees: andalse that partof theagency 
tract, exclusive of the burying ground, not needed for schob purposes. in the 
Puyallup Reservation, and npon the approval of the selection by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, to sell the allotted lands go selected for the benefit of the 

and the agoncy. tract lands for the benefit of all the Indians. The 
said act further provided— 

That the Indian allottees shall not have power of alienation of the allot- 
ted lands not selected for sale by said Commission for a period of ten years 
from the date of the passage of act, and no part of the allotted land shall 
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be offered for sale until the Indian or Indians entitled to the same shall have 
signed a written agreement consenting tothe salethereof." „ * + 

You invite attention to the fact that the ten years during which the allot 
tees were not to have the power of alienation of their lands will expire on 
March 3,.1903, and yon ask fo be advised whether the provision contained in 
said Indian appropriation not relating to the removal of the restrictiénefrom 
said lands in such consent as is required by the treaty under which patents 
were issued to said allottees. 

The requirements of the treaties under which the patents were issued to 
these Indians were: (1) That the tract should not be aliened or leased fir a 
longer term than two years and should be exempt from levy, sale, or for- 
toiture; (2) that these conditions should continue in force until a Stats con- 
stitution, embracing such lands within its boundaries, should be formed and 
the legislature of such State should remove said restrictions, and (3) that no 
— legislature should remove said restrictions without the consent of 

mgress. 

Iam of the opinion that the requirements of the treaties with respect to 
these lands have been full met, and that the provisions of the act of the 
legislature of the State of Washington of Mareh 22, ISW, and the Indian ap- 
propriation act of March:3; 1898, referred to above, together operate to re- 
move all restrictions upon the alienation or sale thereof by the allottees, I 
have therefore to direct that the Puyallup commissioner be instructed. to 
continue the selection and appraisement.of such portions of the Puyallupal- 
lotted lands, but only with the consent of the Indians, as provided in the act 
of March 3, 1898, until the expiration of the ten-year period mentioned, to wit, 
March 3, 1008; after which date, in my judgment, the Pnynlinp Indian allot- 
tees will “have power to lease, encumber, grant, and silen the same in like 
manner and like effect as any other person may do under the laws of the 
United States, and of the State of Washington." 

You are further directed to instruct the commissioner to take the neces+ 
sary steps to complete and close up the business of his office es soon as prac- 
ticable after March next, 

Very respectfully, E. A. Hrroroocr, 
Secretary. 


I will also: insert at this point in the RECORD an official letter 
written me by the Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in 
which letter, at. my request, he gives. considerable valuable 
information regarding the Puyallup jan lands: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
R 
Hon. FRANCIS W. CUSHMAN, se 2 


* 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Stn: Inreply to your communication dated January 5, 1904, uesting to be 
furnished with certain information for use in connection with the considera- 
tion before the House Committee on Indian Affairs of House bill No. 5767, 
3 Congress, second session, giving the consent ot Con to the 
removal of the restrictions. on the sale of Puyallup allotted lunds and con- 
3 legalizing sales thereof since March g. 1903, the Office bas to state: 

I. That the Puyallup Indian Reservation, Wash., adjoins the corporate 
limits of the city of Tacoma, that Stuto. 

II. There are within the boundaries of said reservation 15,001.81 acres of 
land. Five hundred and ninety-eight and eighty-one one-hundredths acres 
of this amount comprise what is known as the “agency tract.” 

III. Seventeen thousand four hundred and sixty-three acres were allotted 
to individual Indians and families occupying the said reservation. 

IV. The agency tract, excepting therefrom 14.10 acres, as 5 n prior deed 
to the Tacoma Land Company, has been survexed. subdivided, and platted 
asan addition to the city of Tacoma, Wash. This action was taken under 
the provisions of the Puyallup actapproved March 3, 1598. (27 Stats., GI) 

Thres commissioners were appointed by the President to carry out the 
provisions of ssidact. They laid out and platted into out-lots, school lands, 
church lots and cemetery jose, binaka; streets, and alleys the following-de- 
scribed tract of land, namely: ts 5. 6, 7, and 8 of section 3; lots 2, 3, 4, 5. and 
S the northeast quartero! the northwest quarter, thenorthwest quarter and 
the south half of the northeast quarter, and the southeast quarter of section 
10; lots 3 and ö and the 3 of the southwest quarter of section 
I all in township 20 north, range Jeast, Willamette meridian, Pierce County, 
State of Washington, containing, with the exception above noted, 808.51 acros, 
to be known as the Indian addition to tho city of Tacoma. 

They donated and dedicated all the streets and alleys of this addition to 
the nse of ths public forever, reserving, however, the right to make and maine 
tain a water-supply system in, on, or along any of said streets or alleys for 
the use of the Indian school and agency. 

Within this Indien addition there are 3,000 lots, the usual dimension of the 
same being 25 190 feet. 

‘There are within the said addition 22 tracts (known as acre tracts or lots), 
containing 119.26 acres. Eight of these tracta, containing 62.12 acres, bave 
been reserved for school, farm, and garden purposes: Four of the 22 tracts, 
containing 19.43 acres, have been reser rod for church and Kean reeeg f purposes. 
The remaining 10 tracta, containing. N. II acres, were appraised or sal, to- 
gether with the 3.600 lots above mentioned. 

3 Tre sheat within thisaddition are d [eet wide, and the alleys thereof are 
‘eat 0. 

It may be proper to state in this connection that the land reserved for 
railroads, streets, and alleys, as per plat of survey, aggregutes 164.75 acres. 
As indicated, the Tacoma Land Company's deed covers 14.10 acres. The 
school, farm, and garden reserve embraces 6212 acres. The reservation for 
church and cemetory as stated, covers 19.43 acrea. 

Thore were, therefore, selected for sisle, surveyed, and subdivided and 
platted into lots and blocks, tracta considered as blocks, 338.41 acres. 

On October 28. 18%, the county commissioners of Pierce County. Wash., 
approved the donation and dedication for the use of the public of the streets 
and alleys, as shown upon the mnp of the esid addition. 

V. As above indicated, these surveys nnd subdivisions of the agency tract 
into lots and locks, and the appraisement thereof for sale, were mads under 
the provisions of the act above cited. The said act authorized the soloction 
and appraisement for sale of such portions of the allotted land as were not 
required for homes for the individuni allottess, and provided that the lands 
80 selected and appraised, as wall as the Indian addition tract, should be sold; 
al tor due notice, at public auction, at not less than the appraised valus, for 
cash, or one-third cash and the remainder on such terms as the Secretary. of 
the Interior might determine, to be secured by vendor's lien on the property 
sold. The 8 decided that any purchaser of either allotted lauds or 
agency tract lots had the option of paying all cash therofor or of paying one- 
third cash, with agreement to pay. the balance of the money in five 
iu annual installments, with interest at the rate ote por ceut per annum. 
or any smaller number of annual payments, with interest ut the rate indi- 
cated, as the purchaser might see fit. 

None of. the allotted lands were to be sold without the consent of the al- 
of the agency tract was to be 

consent thereto ina written 


lot tees and true owners thereof, and no 
sold until a majority of the said Indians 
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Manca 1, 


agreement. A majority of the Puyallup tribe of Ind oce thesaid 
reservation, gaye RA written zaneo i to the sale of Aa dees lots 
as surveyed, subdivided, and 8 all cases of sales by the Govern- 
ment of allotted lands, the allottees and the true owners thereof gave proper 
written consent thereto. 

VI. There were sold of the allotted lands, prior to March 8, 1903, by the 
Government, under the provisions of the said act, for the use and benefit of 
the allottees and true owners thereof, 7,027.26% acres. The consideration 
therefor is $420,303.83. The amount of cash paid at the time of samo is $177,- 
915.44. The amount of deferred payments, prin: lected 


m and interest, co 
since the respective sales were mada is 147,28, making a grand total of 


821.002, 7. 
Una There remained unsold on March 3, 1903, 10,435.7315 acres of unallot ted 


VIII. There have been sold thus far 2,054 lots within the Indian addition 
to the city 
sale agg tes $66,498.35. The amount of deferred paymen rinci: and 
interest collected on the Indian-addition lots since the respective — — 
made tes $67,314.08, making a grand total of $133,512.44. 

EX; There yet remains unsold on the Indian-addition 645 lots and 6 tracts, 
containing 20.44 acres. 

X. The proceeds arising from the sale of the allotted lands have been de- 
posited in the Treasury cf the United States to the credit of the ve 
allottees and true owners thereof, and warrants have been drawn in favor of 
the allottees and trus own: respectively, or their heirs, when ed, 
and 8 Sar to them, less 10 per cent retained in the Treasury for the ex- 
pense o: 0. 

The proceeds arising from tho sale of Indian addition lots and tracts have 
been deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Puy. 
allup tribe of Indians. Under the provisions of act the said sums shall 
draw interest at the rate of 4 per cent annum. Ten per centof such pro- 
ceeds may be in paying pro rata the entire expense incurred in the sale 


of these lands. 

XI. The entire Puyallup Indian Reservation outside of the land known as 
the ey tract” has m allotted in severalty to the Indians. There 
aot therefore, remain on any portion of the said reservation unallotted 


does 
land. 


eso 8. 
mary 30, 1886, 56 and 108 children, 
a F total of $05 deaths of the Indians named in the allotments then liv- 
ing. ey further reported that there were then living 119 children, born to 
the Puya Indians since the date of the patentas, January eae wera 
a total of who were then, November 10,1504, patentees or ts o 


tentecs. 
Pe The report of the superintendent of the Puyallup Indian School for the 
e 1903 shows the population to be now 529, consisting of 252 males and 277 
amales. 


Very respectfully, A. C. TONNER, Acting Commissioner. 
I desire to insert in the Recorp at this point a letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under date November 18, 1903, 
which gives considerable information regarding the Puyallup In- 
dian lands. The letter was addressed to Hon. A. G. FOSTER, 
United States Senator from the State of Washington, and through 
the courtesy of the Senator I have received a copy of it. 


DEPARTMENT OF run INTERIOR, 
8 OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


ashington, November 18, 1908. 
Hon, A. G. FOSTER, United States Senate. 
Str: This office isin receipt of your communication dated November 13, 
1903, with which you inclose one from Mr. J. 8. Whitehouse, secretary Ta- 
cons Chamber Commerce, relative to the Puyallup Indian Reservation 


nds, 

Yon state that you will appreciate very much a complete statement in re- 
to the present condition of these lands in so far as the Government is 

terested. X. that the letter from this office be in a measure a 


that you may that body with it and request the return of the secre- 
tary’s letter to you. 
r tehouse states 


i in his communication bearing date November 7, 
1903, that the present status of the lands in the Poyaliap indian Reservation 


nece 

has failed through the action of the attorneys, who refuse rmit their 
clients to Purchase the land in the present uncertain condition 5 the power 
of the Indians to conyey; that the Attorney-General of the United States 
has given the opinion that the powers of the commissioner ceased absolutely 
last. „and that now the Indians baye the right to convey their lands. 

He further states that the law which was passed about ten years ago cre- 
ating the Puyallup commission and giving it certain powers was utterly si- 
lent a3 to the righ 


oy of December 38 Lh parson ths Gaited States and 
9 een Ə Un: es an 

ually and other bands of Indians (10 Stat., 1132), and Executive or- 

See pamphlet of Executive 

to July 1, 1902, herewith.) 

These Executive orders and certain letters of this Office and the Depart- 

hi 131, 132, and 133 


a under 
the Ni 


east, and as y esta 
18,050 acres. 

The treaty of December 28, 1854, contained this provision: 

“Arr. 6. The President mag * * at hisdiscretion, cause the whole or 


any portion of the lands hereby reserved, or of such other land as may be 


selected in Hou thereof, to be surveyed into lots, and assign the same to such 
individuals or families as are willing to avail themselves of the privilege, and 
will locate on the same as a permanent home, on the same terms and subject 
to the same tions as are provided in the sixth article of the treaty with 
the Omahas, so far as the same og Ais applicable.” 

In pursuance of this article the yallup Reservation was surveyed into 
lots and the survey was approved January 30, 1874, by the surveyor-goneral 
of Washington 8 

Prior to January 30, 1887, no lands in this reservation had been 8 
to the Indians in severalty. On that day 166 patents issued to individual In- 
dians and their families for tracts, the gate gnay conveyed by these 
patents being a fraction less than 17 acres. The recitals and 5 
clauses in each of said patents were the same as in all others, To show the 
terms of them all a copy of one is here presented: 


“The 3 States of America to all to whom these presents shall come, 
greeting: 

“ Whereas by the sixth article of the treaty concluded on the 26th day of Do- 
cember, A. D. between Isaac I. Stevens, governor and ntendent of 
Indian affairs of Washington Territory, on the part of the United States, and 
the chiefs, headinen, and delegates of the Nisqually, Puyallup, Btellacoom, 
Squawksin, StHomamish, Ste T’Peeksin, Squiaitl, and Asheh-wamesh 
tribes and bands of Indians, it is provided that the President may, at his dis- 
cretion, canse the whole or any portion of the lands hereby reserved, or of 
such land as may be selected in lieu thereof, to be See 5 
and assign the same to such indiyiduals or families as are to ava 
themselves of the pri and will te on the same asa permanent home, 
on the same terms and subject to the same regulations asare provided in the 
sixth article of the treaty with the Omahas, so far as the same may be appli- 


cable; and 

* Whereas there has been d ted in the General Land Office of tho 
United States an order bearing 
the Interior, accom: penay a return da 
of Indian a 


th 
of the said treaties, in which list the 5 of land has been desig- 
8 ‘ownallad, the head of a family 


acres. 

in consideration of the 
ignored the dent of the United 
tates, under theaforesaid sixth article of the treaty of the 16th day of March, 
. D.184, with the Omaha India: 


the treat: 
term than two 


tions 
ds within its 


embracing such lan a 
legislature of the State shall remove all and the 


ve been formed 
tions,’ and ‘no State legisla 


“To have and to hold the ssid tract of land, with the appurtenances, unto 
the said Che gay lad or John To as the head of the family as afore- 
said, and to his heirs forever, with the stipulation afo d, 

In testimony whereof I, Grover Cleveland, President of the United Sta: 
have caused these 8 tot be made patent and the seal of the General Lan: 


Office to be hereun 
“Given under my hand at the city of Washington, this 13th day of Janu- 
ary, in the year of our Lord 1886 and of the independence of tno U States 
the one hundred and tenth. 
By the President. 
“(SEAL.] “GROVER CLEVELAND, 
“By M. McKean, Secretary.” 


It will be observed from the stipulations contained in the patent and the 
treaties referred to that the tractso conveyed should not be ned or leased 
for a longer term than two gears and should be exempt from levy, moe Or 
forfeiture, which condition should continue in force untila State constitution 
embracing such lands within its boundaries should be formed and the legis- 
lature of the State should remove the restriction, and no legislature should 
remove the restrictions without the consent of Congress. 


By section 4551, T's Annotated Code and Statutes of Washin 
page 1202, it is ye that the said Indians 8 who now b or 
ma 5588 an any of the lands of the reservation in severalty, located 


ngton) by virtue of treaties made between them and the 
have power to lease, encumber, grant, and alien the same 
in with like effect as any other person may do under the 
laws of the United States and of the State of Washington, and tha ro- 
strictions in reference thereto are removed. 
It is indicated by a footnote that the title of this section and the succeeding 
2, is act to le the Indians to sell and alien the lands of the 
in the State of Washington.“ 
that the act from which sections 4551 
and 4532 are taken provides that th take effect the consent of 
Nis Qaod States to the removal of the tion upon conveyance by the 


ns, 
It is further indicated by a parenthetical note Sotiowing section 4551 that 


t all 


the same is found in the laws of 1590, pago section 1. ‘erence is mada 
in this note to Hill's Statutes and Code of W gton, volume 1, section 2057, 
The of appro’ 3, (2T Stats., 612), authorized the 

President to appoint a and raisa 
and 


Reser vation, in 


up 
of such 


and provided that upon the n 
by the said commi 
afte a 8 — t 
r due notice, at pu 
or one- and 


Selections and appraisals of 
Ə were made, They were approved by the Secretary of 


continned until March 3, 1903, at which time the Secre of th 
held that the restrictive clause npon the salo of these lands by the Indians 
was removed. The Secre! s decision was rendered February 14, 1908. Te 
held that on and after March 3, 1903, the Puyallup Indian allottees would, in 
his ju lease, encumber, grant, and alien their lands 


Ai 
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in like manner and like effect as any other person may do under the laws of 
the United States and of the State of Washington.” 

All restrictions, therefore, upon the leasing, sale, or alienation have been 
removed from the Puyallop allotted lands by the decision of the Secretary 
last referred to, based on the provisions of the Puyallup act approved March 3, 
aoa eh section 4551 of the Codes and Statutes of Washington above re- 

erred to. 

Neither this Office nor the 0 pers Eye is now exercising any control what- 

ever over the saleof Puyallup allotted lands. The Indians are left to dispose 
of the samo, if they eo desire, as they see fit. Sales of the Indian addition lots 
are being continued under the said Puyallup act. Collections of deferred 
Myments on allotted lands sold prior to March 3 last are being made by the 
Puyallup Indian commissioner. Collections of deferred payments on Indian 
addition lots are also being made and reported by him to this Office. He, of 
course, reports the collections of deferred payments on allotted lands to the 
Office for distribution to the allottees and true owners of the lands as here- 
tofore found by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. Whitehouse’s communication is herewith returned as requested. Fir 
your convenient use a copy of this letter is inclosed, 

Very respectfully, 


W, A. JOSES, Commissioner. 


The Executive orders which are mentioned in this correspond- 
ence as being found on pages 131, 132, and 133 of the pamphlet of 
Executive Orders Relating to Indian Reserves read as follows: 


„ DEPARTMENT oF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OT INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
January 19, 1857. 

Sin: The treaty negotiated on the 29th of December, 1851, with cortain 
bands of Nisqually, Poyallup, end other Indians of Puget Sound, Washing- 
ton Territory (article 2), provide for the establishment of reservations for 
the colonization of Indians as follows: First, the small island called Kial- 
chemin; second, a square tract containing two sections near the mouth of 
the She-nah-nam Oreak; third, two sections on the south side of Commence- 
ment Bay. 

The sixth article of the treaty gives the President authority to remove the 
Indians from those locations to other suitable places within Washington Ter- 
ritory or to consolidate them with friendly bands. 

So far as this office is advised, a permanent settlement of the Indians has 
not yet been effected under the treaty. Governor Stevens has formed the 
opinion that the locations named in the first article of the treaty were not 
aitogether suitable for the purpose of establishing Indian colonies. One ob- 
288 was that they are not sufficiently extensive. He reported that 750 

ndians had been collected from the various bands for settlement. 

I have the honor now to submit for your consideration and action of the 


President, should you deem it necessary and proper, a 1 45 recently re- 


ceived from Governor Stevens, dated December 5, 1856, with the roports aud 


maps therewith, and as therein stated, from which it will be observed that | 


he has arranged a plan of colonization which involves the assignment of a 
much gremter quantity of land to the Indians, under the sixth article of the 
treaty, than was named in the firstarticle. He proposes the enlargement of 
the Puyallup reserve at the south end of Commencement Bay to accommo- 
date 50) Indians; the change in the location, and the enlargement of the Nis- 
qually reserve, and the establishment of a new location, Muckleshoot prairie, 
where there is a military station that is about to be abandoned 

The quantity of laud he proposes to assign is not, in my opinion, too great 
for the settlement of the number of Indians he reports for colonization; and 
as the governor reconimends the approval of these locations, and reports that 
the Indians assent thereto, I-would respectfully suggest, that they be ap- 
proved by the President: my opinion being that, should it be found practi- 
cable hereafter to consolidate the bands for whom these reserves are intended, 
or to unite other bands of Indians on the same reserves, the authority to ef- 
fect such objects will still remain with the President under the sixth article 
of the treaty. 2 

Within the Puyallup Reserve there have been private locations, and the 
value of the claims and improvements has been appraised by a board ap- 
pointed for that purpose st an aggregate of $4,917. 

In the same connection I submit the governor's report of August 28, 1856, 
which he refers to, premising that the proceedings of Risconference with the 
Indians therein mentioned were not received here with the report. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
Gro, W. MANYPENNY, Commissioner. 


Hon. R. MCOLELLAND, 
Secretary of Interior. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
= Washington, January 39, 1857. 
Sin: I have the honor to transmit a communication of the 19th instant 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to thia Department, indicating the 
reservations selected for the Nisqually, Puyaliup, and other bands of Indians 
in Washington Territory, and to re quest your approval of the same. 
With great respect, your obedient servant, À 
R. MCOLELLAND, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT. 
Approved. 
FRANKLIN PIERCE. 
JANUARY Y, 1857. 


? DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

August 26, 1873. 

Sin: By the second article of the treaty concluded with the Nisqually and 

other Indians December 26, 1851 (Stat. L., vol. 10, p. 1122), “a square tract 

containing two sections, or 1,280 acres, lying on the south side of Commence- 

mont Bay,“ was set apart as a resorvation for said Indians, and is known 
as the Puyallup Reserve, 

It a 1 . rom the records of this office that Governor Stevens, 33 
tho Indians diesstisfied with the size and location of the reserve as indicat 
by said treaty, agreed, ata conference held with them August, 1856, to a re- 
adjustment of seid reservation, the exterior boundaries of which were sur- 
veyed and established by his order: This was done prior to the extension of 
the lines of the pub. urveys over the surrounding and adjacent lands, A 
map of the survey was transmitted by Governor Stevens to this office, under 
date of December 5, 1856, giving a description of the courses and distances of 
faid exterior boundaries of the reserve, as taken from the field notes of the 
Survey on file in the office of superintendent Indian affairs, Washington 
Territory, 

This reservation, as readjusted and indicated on said map. was set apart 
for tacse Indians by Executive order dated January 2), 1857, Tt was intended 


to bave this reservation bounded on its western sido by the waters of Com- 
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mencement Bay, from the southeasterly extremity of said bay around north- 
wardly to the northwest corner of the reservation on the southerly abore of 
Admiralty Inlet. The survey was thought to be made so as to give the In- 
dians this frontage upon the bay, with free access to the waters thereof. More 
recent surveys, however, devel yp the fact that there is land along this shore, 
and ontside the reservation, arising from an error of the surveyor in leavin 
the line of low-water mark along the shore of said bay and running a direct 
line to the place of beginning. 

Ina report dated March 2 last Superintendent Milroy calls attention to 
this inadvertence, and far the adjustment of the western boundary of said 
reservation, so that it may conform to the intentions of thoss agreeing to the 
same, us well as for thecomfort and wants of the Indians, he recommends the 
following change, viz; Instead of the direct line to the paos of beginning, to 
follow the shorè line at low-water mark to the place of beginting. 

Inasmuch as the lands proposed to be covered by this change are in part 
already coyored by the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and 
by donation claims, I would respectfully recommend that the President be 
requested to make nn order setting apart for the use of these Indians an ad- 
dition tosaid Puyallup Reservation as follows, viz: All that portion of section 
64, township 21 north, range 3 east. in Washington Territory, not already in- 
cluded within the limits of the reservation. This would give them a mile of 
water frontage directly north of Puyallup River and free access to the wa- 
ters of Commencement Bay at that point. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
H. R. Crum, Acting Commissioner, 

The honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., August 28, 1873. 

Sra; I have the honor to trensmit herewith a copy of a communication 
addrossed to this Dopartment on the 26th instant, by the Acting Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, relative to the extension by Exccutive order of the 
reservation in Washington Territory known as the Puyallup Reservation, 
described as follows, to wit: All that portion of section #4, township 21 north, 
range J east, in Washington Territory, not already included within the limita 
of the reservation. 

I agree with the Acting Commissioner in his views and respectfully re- 
quest that in accordance with his recommendation an Executive order be 
issued setting apart the tract of land described for the purpose indicated. 

I have the honor to be, ete., 
W. H. Surry, Acting Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 6, 1873. 

Agreeable to the recommendation of the Acting Secretary of the Interior, 
it is hereby ordered thatthe Puyallup Reservation, in Washington Territory, 
be xo oxtended as to include within its limits all that portion of section $, 
township 21 north, range 3 east, not already included within = en RE 

J. B. GRANT. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 


| being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. and passed. 


On motion of Mr. CcosHMaN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks on this subject in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.) The 
Chair hears none. 


REMOVAL OF ICK IN THE POTOMAC RIVER. 


Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, Task nnanimons 
consent for the present consideration of the bill I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 18290) making Pah ad ec for clearing the Potomac River 
of ice, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $4,000 is hereby appropriated, payable 


| from any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated and from the 


revenues of the District of Columbia, in equal parts, for clearing the Potomac 
River of ice within the District of Columbia. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like for the gentleman to make a statement concerning this 
bill, I have seen other similar bills this House time and 
time again. I want to know what obligation is the House of Rep- 
resentatives or Congress under to clear ice from the Potomac 
River or any other river of the United States? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. By way of answer, Mr. 
Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a letter from the harbor mas- 
ter. which I desire to have read in explanation of the situation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


COMMISSIONERS OF District or COLUMBIA, 
- Washington, February 27, 1904. 
The Honorable COMMISSIONERS or THE DisTaicr or COLUNDIA. 


GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to report that the work of clearing the river 
of ice was started January 23, Six tugs, fitted with ice plows, were hired for 
the work, ata cost of about 3008 day. The work was continued until Janu- 
ary 28, inclusive, and the ice was cleared from the river. Between the night 
of January N and February 6 the river froze the second time, and the same 
boats were put to work on the morning of February 7 and worked until Feb- 
ruary 9, inclusive, and again cleared the river. Between the night of Febru- 
ary Hand 23, the river froze up the third time, everything being favorable. 

On February 24 the same boats were put to work and are now employed. 
The appropriation of $5,000, made on January 15 last for this work, is about 
expended. The ice aboye the Aqueduct Bridge is gorged as far up as the 
Chain Bridge, and when a thaw comes and the gorge breaks the ice will go 
down the river and lodge about the piers of the Long Bridge and gorge there, 
While I now haye four tugs at work cutting the gorge away, it is slow and 
difficult work, and I most respectfully request that a further sum of $5,000 


be provided to carry on the work. 
Most respectfully, J. R. SUTTON, Harbor Master, D. C. 
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Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota how much money has the Government 
already spent this session for the carrying on of this work? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Five thousand dollars, appro- 

riated some weeks ago. 

Mr. MADDOX. But this letter does not reply to the question 
that [asked the gentleman from Minnesota. I want to know by 
what irw you tax the Government of the United States continu- 
ally to clean out the Potomac River any more than you do the 
Delaware, the Susquehanna, or any other riverf I understand we 
can clean the streets and so on, but how is it we are to open the 
navigation of the Potomac? 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, if the proposi- 
tion were to clear the Potomac River as an. entirety, the question 
of my friend from Georgia. would be very pertinent midi I 
infer from the question that my friend did not hear tho last few 
words of this bill to clear the river of ice within the District of 
Columbia.” Now, it is not for the purpose of keeping open nay- 
igation below the Long Bridge that this provision is made. It is 
to save the lower abe of the city from a flood, which will surely 
come if the ice above the bridge is not cut ont and the channel 
kept open for it to pass through. The Long Bridge, so called, 
has so frequently had to be buttressed up in order to make it safe 
that it now constitutes practically a wall against which the ice, 
if left free to come down under a thaw, will collect and thus 
throw the water back into the lower parts of the city and destroy 
thousands of dollars’ worth of property within those parts of the 
city. Every city recognizes it as a duty to protect its inhabitants 
living along the bank of a river from such dangers. This city 
has no separate city government, Congress being its city council. 
Hence it must come to Congress, and the pending provision is 
mado as other appropriations for this city and District are made. 

Mr. MADDOX. DoT understand that half of this appropria- 
tion is to come from the city treasury? 

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is, Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. MADDOX. Half of it is to be paid asis done with other 
appropriations applying to the city? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCimary of Minnesota, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


Yes, indeed. 
[After a pause,] The 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, Mr. Speaker, T move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 12833, being the bill making appropriation for the ensuing 
year for the District of Columbia, and, pending that motion, Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to ask my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. 
Pierce] whether he has any suggestions to make as to the limita- 
tion of general debate? 

page crate We will be satisfied on this side with two hours 
on à side. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that general debate be closed in four hours 
from now, two hours to be controlled by my friend from Tennes- 
see and two hours by myself. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate may be closed at the end of 
four hours, two hours on a side, to be controlled by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE] and by the gentleman from 
Minnesota, [Mr. McCreary]. Is there objection? [After a 
pause,] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered: 

The motion of Mr. McCixary of Minnesota was agreed to. 

The Honse accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. Lawrence in 
the chair) and proceeded to the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 12883, the District of Columbia appropriation bill. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, Mr. 88 in view of the 
fact that more time has been used on this side than on the other, I 
suggest to my friend from Tennessee that he now take some time. 

Mr: PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized 
for one hour. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, the proposed return of Eng- 
land to the protective system is the most ominous feature of the 
time. It would mark the disappearance of the most powerful 
support of the commercial tranquillity of mankind. The world 
would present the old spectacle of nations armed with retaliatory 


of growing populations for wider markets, reversing the progress 
and brutalizing the ideals of the twentieth century. 

The enactment of the Dingley tariff bill in the United Statesin 
1897 is perhaps the chief cause of the threatened departure of the 
British Empire from its traditional policies of fiscal peace. It is 
not unnatural ihat the people who have been our largest puzchas- 
ers, and partly, therefore, the basis of our industrial supremacy, 
should resent the erection of barriers by this Government against 
their own economic life. The Wilson tariff bill of 1894 had in- 
stituted a process of moderation which would haye liberalized the 
trade relations of the world and promoted the general interest of 
the American people. Unfortunately for the country and for 
mankind the Republican party surged into power in 1896 as the 
result of a campaign in which the principal issue was the money 
standard and in which the tariff question was but an incidental 
figure, and through a deliberate misconstruction of the popular 
will celebrated its undeserved success by the immediate passage 
of the Dingley bill, a measure which: imposes the most. despotic 
import duties in fiscal records. 

Encompassed by the glamour of successful war, profiting by the 
assistance of the special interests to which it always panders, in- 
voking the sectional hatreds which it has kept aflame for four 
decades, the Republican party was again triumphant in 1900. 

On the eye of the national election. of 1904 we find the Repub- 
lican party clinging to the destructive rates of the Dingley bill and 
defying the conservative sentiment of the country. Frequently 
have the better impulses of Republicans themselves aroused a de- 
mand within. the Republican party for tariff revision, but with 
equal frequency the demand has been put aside with treacherous 
and temporizing promises The farmers of Iowa and the adjoin- 
ing sections of the West, Republicans from tradition, have found 
an apostle in Governor Cummins, the great Republican non- 
conformist, who has denounced the oppressions of the Dingley 
bill with the eloquence of truth and the logic of fact. 

So great has become the injustice of conditions as to extort from 
Republican leaders the crafty announcement that revision, ortho- 
dox Republican revision, may come, but not until after the ap- 

sroaching election. Mr. Chairman, the simple history of the 
Pn party is satisfactory evidence of the emptiness of this 
statement and of the inefficacy of any modification of the tariff 
which it may in the procession of the years enact. The unfair- 
ness of the Dingley rates, the determination of the Republican 
party permanontly to maintain them without substantial revision, 
the: fallacy of Republican protectionism, and the necessity of 
Democratic success may be seen from a brief review of the fiscal 
and commercial development of the United States. 

When the Constitution became effective in 1789 and the present 
system. of government began, the occupation of the American 
people was of generally agricultural nature. It was the calcula- 
tion of Tench Coxe that nine-tenths of the people in 1789 fol- 
lowed agricultural pursuits, and Franklin estimated that both 
commercial and industrial avocations engaged but one-cighth of 
capital and population. Manufacturing had made distinct prog- 
ress, especially in those States which had figured most promi- 
nently, in the fiscal dissensions of the Confederation, but its proc- 
esses were crude and its products primitive. Economic conditions 
were unfayorable to its development. There was marked desire 
among the people everywhere for its promotion and encourage- 
ment, War and panic had combined to teach that manufacturing 
was necessary to the complete autonomy of the country. Such 
was the situation when the first Congress met in extraordinary 
session at New York in 1789. N 

The principal measure of this session was a tariff act which 
levied an average ad valorem duty of 8} per cent on importations, 
While the main purpose of this act was the provision of revenue 
for the expenses and the debts of the Government, specific duties 
were imposed in response to the importunities of certain interests, 
the stimulation of undeveloped home industry was recognized in 
the discussions as a legitimate object of tariff legislation at that 
time, and the preamble of the bill recited one of its aims to be 
„the encouragement and protection of manufactures.” Thus 
appeared in American history the watchword of “ protection,” a 
word which in the modern Republican sense has lost its original 
meaning—the encouragement of industry in its childhood—and 
which is nsed by the Republican party to-day to authorize. the 
plunder of the American masses by industries so well established 
that they dominate the commercial world. [Applause.] 

Two years later, in compliance with the request of Congress and 
in harmony with the sentiment of the country, Alexander Hamil- 
ton, the first Secretary of the Treasury, presented a report on 
manufactures, which yoiced the common ambition for industrial 
independence and recommended definite measures for the en- 
couragement of manufacturing. This report is popularly sup- 
posed to be the holy writ of contemporary protectionism. And 


duties, struggling with the tariff, the cannon, and the sword to | yet. it admits in terms the ultimate correctness and desirability 
of free trade from the standpoint of universal application and 


monopolize the trade of sufficient territory to meet the demands 
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places vastly more stress on premiums and bounties as a means of 
encouraging nascent industry than on protective duties. In fact, 
Hamilton in this report criticised and deplored protective duties, 
justifying restrictive and prohibitory rates only on the grounds 
that foreign charges on American products made them tempo- 
rarily necessary, and that domestic competition would prevent 
internal monopoly and extortion. 

The report discussed the general value of the inauguration of 
manufacturing enterprises in the United States, then in the main 
an agricultural country, claiming that they would insure a relia- 
ble market for agricultural produce. The duties Hamilton pro- 

yosed were not half so high as those of the tariff of 1846, the model 
Democratic tariff of the first six decades of our history. The tar- 
iff of 1791, with an average of 11 per cent, was increased in 1792 
on the basis of Hamilton's proposals to an average of 134 per 
cent. When it is stated that the duties of the present Republican 
tariff range from 50 to more than 100 per cent it will be seen how 
infinite a chasm exists between the protection of Alexander Ham- 
ilton and the protection of Nelson Dingley. 

If Alexander Hamilton could from the grave observe the ex- 
orbitant schedules of the Dingley bill, the monopolies and great 
establishments that have fed upon its abnormal charges, the dis- 
appearance of competition, the perversion of his conception of 
better markets for agricultural produce, the prevalence of condi- 
tions wherein American farmers are compelled to purchase the 
necessities of life in restricted, tariff-burdened markets, in which 
the manufacturers are shielded from competition by the law, and 
to sell the produtts of their toil in the open markets of the world, 
subject to unlimited competition, he would utterly condemn the 
fabric of industrial oppression which has been erected in his 
name. [Applause.] 

But despite the favorable language of the preamble of the tariff 
of 1789, despite the argumentsof Hamilton, despite the utterances 
and efforts of Washington, of Adams, of Madison, and of Jeffer- 
son, despite the formation of societies for the promotion of manu- 
facturss and the flooding of Congress with petitions for indulgent 
legislation, the United States remained for nearly twenty years 
after 1789 on the whole an agricultural and seafaring country. 
The wars which in this epoch distracted Europe made the United 
States the only neutral power of importance, the sole carrier of 
European trade. American capital found promising investment 
in the world's carrying trade, and the American flag became the 
commercial monarch of the sea, 

The agricultural products of the young Republic were furnished 
profitable markets in the warring countries and their dependen- 
cies. In consequence manufactures langnished. 

During this period twelve tariff acts were passed with sncces- 
sively increasing schedules, the rates of 1808 being almost triple the 
ratesof 1789. While in some instances these increases were made 
with undoubtedly protective intent, they were enacted mainly to 
meet the growing financial needs of a new and expanding coun- 
try. 

The close of this era saw the abrupt termination of the condi- 
tions which distinguished it. : 7 

The fierceness of the European conflict led to a series of retalia- 
tory measures by the Governments of England, France, and the 
United States, which, beginning with the English orders in coun- 
cil in 1806 and 1807 blockading continental ports, the Berlin and 
Milan decrees of Napoleon in 1807 blockading the British Isles 
and denationalizing ships engaged in British commerce, the em- 
bargo and nonintercourse acts of Jefferson in 1807 and 1809, and 


ending with the declaration of war between the United States and | 


England in 1812, destroyed our foreign trade, isolated the Ameri- 
can Republic for almost a decade, and left the American people 
dependent solely on native strength and resource, 

It was during these years that manufacture struck permanent 
root in the industrial life of the country. During this era of seg- 
regation manufacture provided the principal employment of cap- 
ital and free labor. The epoch was one of transition for American 
industry from the household to the capitalistic stage. The stop- 
page of imports produced a heavy demand for domestic commod- 
ities, especially those of immediate necessity and use, for which 
the people had relied almost entirely on the 2 supply, and 
prices of manufactured articles rose enormously. The growth of 
American manufacture was so astonishing as to cause Niles in 
1812 to-exclaim that it was without parallel in the world. The 
peace of 1815 found large and populous sections of the country 
devoted principally to manufacture. oe 

At this juncture American manufacture met the determining 
crisis of its history. With the advent of peace came a flood of 
merchandise from Europe. Prices fell, and American manufac- 
ture in its immaturity was at the mercy of European establish- 
ments, American industry faced extermination. In his mes- 
Sage of December, 1815, President Madison directed the attention 
of Congress to the threatened calamity and recommended a tariff 
sufficiently high to shield the young industries from the older 


rivals across the sea until the former conld become strong enough 
to take care of themselyes. The country without division recog- 
nized the justice of Madison's recommendation, and the tariff of 
1816, the first American tariff designed expressly for protection 
in the trne and economic sense—by no means the present Repub- 
lican sense—was the result. 

By that act the level of duties was raised to 20 per cent and the 
preservation of American industry was assured through Demo- 


| cratic legislation. I have followed with some detail the economic 


history of the country prior to the tariff of 1816 in order to show that 
the Democratic party saved American industry in its most critical 
moment, forty years before the Republican party was born [ap- 
planse], and to demonstrate the fact that the Democratic party 
extended tentative protection to American manufactures at the 
only period and under the only conditions in which sound princi- 
ples of political economy and administrative justice would permit 
its application. [Applause.] - 

Let me submit in this connection the viewsof John Stuart Mill, 
perhaps the clearest thinker and certainly the leading political 
economist of the nineteenth century: 

The only case in which on mere principles of political economy protecting 
duties can be defensible is when they are imposed temporarily (especially in 
a young and rising nation) in hopes of naturalizing a foreign industry in it- 
self perfectly suitable to the circumstances of the country. The superiority 
of one country, over another in a branch of production often arises only from 
having bogun it sooner, e ; 

There may be no inherent advantage on one part, ordisadvantage on the 
other, but only a present superiority of acquired skill and experience, 
* © * But the protection should be confined to cases in which there is good 


| ground of assurance that the industry which it fosters will after a time be 


able to dispense with it, nor should the domestic producers ever be allowed 
to expect that it will be continued to them parca the time necessary for a 
fair trial of what they are capable of accomplishing. (Mill's Principles of 
Political Economy, pp. 612, 613.) 

The doctrine of Mill was applicable to the United States in the 
third decade of its growth. The protection which he advocated 
was the protection of Madison, of Monroe, of Jackson, of Craw- 
ford, and of Calhoun. It was protection in the sense of the tem- 
porary encouragement of industry in its cradle and not protection 
in the Republican sense of permanent tribute to industry in its 
power. [Applause.] It was adapted to a stage of economic ad- 
vancement that has long since passed away, its necessity having 
ceased more than seventy years ago. 

To show the gulf between the rational theories of the Demo- 
cratic party during the childhood of American industry and the 
illogical and superfluous protection of Republicanism to-day it 
needs only to be remarked that John Stuart Mill and the other 
masters of economic science regarded protection as allowable in 
order to guard young industries from the superior experience and 
skill of established European rivals, while the Republican party, 
reversing the position, advocates protection under the farcical 
contention that it shields our industries from the inferior skill, 
the pauper labor,“ of foreign manufactures. The idea of pau- 
per labor“ in the mechanic arts and industrial pursuits is a fun- 
damental Republican fallacy. Skilled labor, the labor which is 
the combined result of mental acumen and manual dexterity, is 
never “pauper” labor, The skill which enables its possessor to 
enter the higher grades of industrial work is incompatible with 
the idea of “pauper labor.” 

The division of lator made possible by the training and experi- 
ence of the skilled workman implies a standard of living which 
‘pauper labor“ can never attain, and constitutes the basis of the 
industrial and moral progress of advanced communities every- 
where. The negro labor of the South is largely *‘ pauper labor,” 
and it is notoriously impossible of utilization in the factory. When 
it reaches sufficient excellence to admit it to the factory it is no 
longer ‘pauper labor.“ It is true that the skilled labor of one 
country may be superior to that of another, and it is also trne 
that American skilled labor is so superior to foreign skilled labor 
that although the former receives a nominally higher wage, yet 
when the amount and quality of its products are compared with 
the amount and quality of those of the latter, it will be at once ob- 
served that American labor is paid a smaller compensation than 
foreign labor. 

If the American laborer makes in a day an article or set of 
articles worth $8 for a wage of $2, and the foreign laborer makes 
in a day an article or set of articles worth $3 fora wage of $1, the 
American laborer gets less for his work than the foreigner. The 
actual labor cost of a ton of steel rails and billets in this country, 
basing the statement on the statistics for 1901, is lower than in 
England, although American wages are nominally higher than 
English wages. 

The actual cost of the labor required to produce a certain grade 
of shoes in Massachusetts is 40 cents per pair, while in German 
the same labor costs 58 cents, although American wages are nomi- 
nally higher than German wages. American labor is underpaid, 
not foreign labor, There is no competition to be feared from the 
alleged!“ pauper labor“ of foreign factories. The cry of pauper 
labor“ is a political canard deyised to frighten the laboring man 
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into the aba ke ot the Republican ticket. How long will he per- 
mit his intelligence to beso flagrantly insulted? [Loud arene) 
For several years after 1816 the tentative protection o dison 


was continued. But it became evident, as early as 1820, that the 
protected interests, with appetites for public theft aroused, had 
resolved to demand permanent subsidy from the Federal Treas- 
ury, With no appreciation of the assistance extended them by 
the country in the period of youth and immaturity, with the 
sleeplessness of greed and the ingratitude of gain, they began a 
definite attempt to convert the system of provisional protection 
into a scheme of continuons depredation. The agricultural sec- 
tions of the country were quick to detect and to oppose the dan- 
germs extension of the theory of protection. 

The fondling of special interests and particular sections was 


contrary to the Democratic doctrine of equal rights. But the i 


lea of protection of infant industry, reannounced by Henry Cla 

in his famous argument for a so-called American system, although 
the conditions which justified it had f retained its influ- 
ence, and the tariff of 1824, the first high protective tariff in the 
modern Republican acceptation, established duties averaging 
practically 40 per cent. In 1828 the favored interests were again 
sneces and the tariff of that year increased the average of 
duties to 50 per cent. 

But this was the culmination of the high protective movement. 
The country awoke to the fact that the fostered industries had 
passed the stage of actual need and were forging the tariff into a 
weupon of oppression. Jackson and Calhoun, both of whom had 
favored the economic protection of a decade before, were particu- 
larly vigorous in opposing the extortionate system which had 
arisen. The Democratic party was solidly arrayed in the cause 
of tariff reform, as it is to-day. The country was angered by the 
ungrateful conduct of the industries which it had nurtured into 
being, as it is to-day. The agricultural masses, always the es- 
pecial victims of tariff outrage, were stirred to indignation, as 
they are to-day. And the American le drove the despoilers 
from power, as they are preparing to do to-day. [Loud applanse.] 

Following the upheaval, a Samah hah y cy of tariff modifi- 
cation from 1832 to 1842 was adopted, resulted in the final 
reduction of duties in the latter year to an average of 20 per cant. 
After the temporary return to high protection, from 1842 to 1845, 
the . by an overwhelming indorsement, 
enacted the of 1846, which remained practically without 
change, aside from the reduction of 1857, until the civil war in- 
tro‘luced a new era in the industrial annals of the Republic. 

With the Democratic tariff of 1846 the first great period in the 
tariff history of the United States may be said to have reached a 
final and d te nig oe 

The tariff of 1846 was the result of the evolution and experience 
of six decades. The American people had undergone 5 5 [puue 
of the problem of import duties from the nominal schedules of 
1789 to the abnormal rates of 1828 and 1842. They had witnessed 
the endeavor of the new industries from 1820 to 1832 to make the 
system devised to aid them in early growth an instrument of per- 
manent spoliation, They had seen the gradual abolition of the 
devastating duties which sag Sec success had enabled the pro- 
tected interests to impose. y had given earnest study to the 
function of import taxes—the two-fold capacity of revenue for 
1 and assistance to industry, in Which American fiscal 

egislation had nr hi them. 

The tariff of 1846 represented the garnered wisdom of sixty 

ears. After its enactment the question of the tariff passed from 

e forum and ceased to engage the pen. It was generally ac- 

£ as the proper standard of combined industrial and - 
cial legislation. It remained in undisturbed occupation of the 
‘statutes for more than a decade, the tariff of 1857 perpetuating 
its spirit and 1 its rates. 
hat, then, was the governing principle of the Democratic 
tariff of 1846? What was the deliberate judgment of the Amer- 
ican people as to the proper function of a tariff tax? The tariff 
of 1816 was based on the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Robert J. Walker, of December 2, 1845. The first and funda- 
mental suggestion in this report with reference to tariff taxation 
was to the effect that no more money should be collected than 
is See a ne wants of the Government economically admin- 
istered.” the tariff of 1846 was founded on the proposition 
that the chief object of tariff taxation is revenue, And on this 
oposition rest the battle cries of Turiff for revenue” and 
“Tarif for revenue 8 

So we may well conclude that after the vicissitudes of sixty 
years the American people settled upon a tariff whose principal 
object was revenue. Undor the of 1846 and its successor, 
the tariff of 1857, the prosperity and happiness of the American 
people were so universal that this period of Democratic taxation is 
called the“ golden age” of American development. The crisis of 
1857 wasaspeculative disturbance, from which the country quickly 
recovered, Do I assert the trnth as to the splendor of this epoch? 
I am supported by evidence which Republicans can not dispute. 


I submit the statements of David A. Wells, the chairman of tha 
Republican revenne commission of 1865, the man to whom Lin- 
coln intrusted the reform of finance in the most complicated situa- 
tion the Government had ever . who was afterwards 
appointed special commissioner of the revenue to submit a plan 
for the reduction of the war tariff, whom Garfield in a Epose in 
Congress in 1868 placed above all other men in the treatment of 
the problems of the war, and who is perhaps the greatest 
authority on practical taxation in American history. Regard- 
ing conditions under the Democratic tariffs of 1846 and 1837, he 
says: 

There had beon, indeed, fierce disoussſons and 
respecting the organization and management of banks and the estublishmuent 
of a national bank, and in 140-41 and iMé6rospecting the construction and ad- 

ust ment of the tariff and the principles of free trade and protection. Bat 
moro the decade from 1850 to 1560 all these questions were kenorally re- 
rded as. old-time issues, and by the generation that then had control of the 
ness and government of the country were both substantially ignored 
and forgotten; and it was during the latter years of this period, or fram 185l 
to 1800, that the comparative growth and progress attained by every depart- 
ment of American trade, commerce, and us were groater than for any 
, either before or since, in the hist of the nation. 

1 the same decade the inoronse in population of the conntry was ro- 
turned ut 35.9 per cent, its increase in wealth at 1246.4 cont, and the svar- 
age of property to each individual at $0. In short, it would be ditlioult to 
find a more happy illustration of the inflrence of the “noninterforence™ or 
“nonobstructive " policy of a government with the trade, commerce, and in- 
dustry of a highly civilized active lo than the condition of the United 
States at thattimeafforded. (Wells's Theory and Practice of Taxation, p. Zl.) 

Such were the conditions as described by Mr. Wells. So com- 
pletely had the country recognized in Democratic legislation the 
true principles of tariff taxation that but for the civil war it may 
seriously be questioned whether the rejected doctrine of preda- 
tory protection would have ever reappeared to oppress the coun- 
y and embroil the world. n 

do not mean to say that all the glory of that Democratic age 
was due to Democratic policies. am content to show that 
glowing times are entirely possible under Democratic rule. 

We have heard it said by the Republicans that the mere pros- 
pect of Democratic victory portends disaster. We have heard 
them claim the authorship of all the giftso? God and nature, So 
common has this custom among them that it would occa- 
sion no surprise if some blican would move to amend the 
first verse of the first chapter of the Book of Genesis by striking 
out the word God“ and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“the Republican party,“ so as to read: In the beginning the 
. party created the heaven and the earth.” [Laughter 
and applause. | 

The civil war is the source of the present tariff system. With 
the revenue enactments of that struggle begins the second great 
period in the history of the American tariff, It is commonly 
supposed that the tariff of 1861 was the first step in the 
war legislation. It is frequently styled ‘‘ the Morrill war tariff.“ 
But this is an erroneous supposition. The Morrill tariff passed 
the House of Representatives in 1860, in the first session of the 
Thirty-sixth Congress, before the election of Lincoln, and with 
no reference to the possibility of war. It was paszed without 
practical alteration by the Senate in 1861, at the short session of 
the Thirty-sixth Congress. 

While it is trne that nndor cover of a mere substitution of spe- 
cific for ad valorem duties the Morrill tariff increased many ex- 
isting rates above those of 1846, the su uent tariff measures of 
the war were founded on an entirely different basis, and Mr. 
Morrill, the author of the bill, as well as ita other supporters, ex- 
pressly er ee its purpose was simply the revival of the 

ges o $ 
The Morrill tariff, the first important legislation of the Repnb- 
lican party, which had been but recently organized to take the 


lace of the o ition parties successively vanquished by the 
ees > a which had . Sor of 1860, on 


litical divisions in 1883-1833 


achieved in the elec 
account of the division of the Democratic party, its first national 
success, had hardly reached the statutes when from the iron 
throats of Sumter's guns poured the opening notes of war. It is 
but stating common truth to say that the American civil war 
yas the most momentous contest in history. In the number of 
men engaged, in the carnage and in the tears, in the scope of its 
operations, the importance of its issues, and the ferocity of its 
strife, it is beyond comparison with any other conflict of earth. 
The resources of the conntry were strained to the uttermost. In 
order to meot the multiplying expenses of war, the most olab- 
orate, complex, and desperate system of taxation imaginable was 
de . Every conceivable form of taxation was employed. 

All finished articles and products, their constituent parts, raw 
material of almost description, all professions, occupations, 
businesses, and trades from which the slightest return could be 
1 d were heavily taxed, The result was a scheme of reve- 
nue which produced during the war §2,000,000,000, aside from 
loans, and tically confiscated from & to 15 per cent of the 
property of the unseceded portion of the country, With the 
eagerness of patriotism the people consented to the sacrifice. But 
what was the course of the Republican party? 
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From the war taxes the manufacturing classes suffered in com- 
mon with the remainder of the community. And the fact that 
manufactured products were subjected to internal taxation was 
made a pretext by the Republican party for the enhancement of 
import duties. In order toreimburse the manufacturers for their 
part in the support of the Government in its severest crisis duties 
on imports were raised to an extent that would have been impos- 
sible in peace. In presenting the tariff of 1862, Mr. Morrill said: 

It will be indisponsable for us to revise the tariff on forcign imports so far 
as it mny be scriously disturbed by any internal duties and to make proper 
reparation. Se 

It will be observed that Mr. Morrill used the word revise““ 
in the sense of raise a very proper Republican definition. 

If we bleed manufacturers, we must see to it that the proper tonic is ad- 
ministered at the same time, (Congressional Globe, 1861-89, p. 1198.) 

Nothing was said by Republicans as to the reimbursement of the 
common people or the other elements of the country for the exac- 
tions which they so cheerfully endured and which they were far 
less able to bear than the wealthy manufacturers. Under this 
inequitable legislation enormous fortuncs were suddenly amassed 
and the foundation of the present money power e tablished. In 
the exigency which threatened the nation's life the Republican 
party began a system of excessive tariff taxes which has continued 
with little interruption to the present hour, Thus the Repub- 
lican party at the outset signalized its alliance with the law-nursed 
rich. Such is the origin of our present tariff system. 


The Republican party never tires of self-laudation in reference | 


to its war administration, terming itself the preserver of the 
Union. While the credit belongs to the common soldiers in the 
trenches and the common peonio in the shops and fields, I would 
not withhold recognition of whateyer good service this party may 
unconscionsly have rendered. But the fact that the Republican 
party utilized the emergencies of war and sullied the high patriot- 
ism of those epic years in order to fashion a mode of private en- 
richment throngh the desecration of fiscal principle and political 
power ought to subject it to unlimited censure. [Applause.] 

The tariff legislation of the war culminated in the great reve- 
nue act of 1864. By that act the average rate of import duties 
was raised to 47.06 per cent. After the conclusion of hostilities 
there was universal clamor for the removal of the exorbitant 
taxes of the war. Between 1866 and 1872 the work of reducing 
internal taxation was virtually completed. Tho excise rates on 
manufactured products were entirely removed, but the inordi- 
nate customs duties which had been levied in compensation for 
these internal taxes remained. Effort after effort was made to 
reduce ne duties, but the protected interests had become too 

Werkul. 
$ The Republican party was so thoroughly in the grasp of privi- 
leged wealth that it was unable and unwilling to modify the de- 
structive rates which had been adopted only on the ground of 
war. Soinexorable has become this domination of the Republi- 
can party by the fostered classes that the present tariff imposes 
in a time of peace, nearly four decades after the war, duties be- 
side which the schedules of that tempestuous era seem almost in- 
significant. The progress of the tariff since the civil conflict 
shows, with the exception of the few years of the Wilson bill, a 
gradual increase of the war duties until they reach the crowning 
outrage in the Dingley bill of 1897. 

The history of the present tariff system from its inception in the 
civil war demonstrates above all things else the fact that the Re- 
publican party has never made and will never make an honest and 
salutary revision of the customs duties. [Applause.] Almost 
every session of Congress in the years.succeeding the war wit- 
nessed unavailing attempts to abolish the emergency import rates. 
In 1867 Congress directed the Secretary of the Treasury to submit 
a plan for their removal. The Secretary committed the task to 
Mr. David A. Wells, the special commissioner of the revenue, to 
whom reference has been made. After visiting the European 
countries and after making a wide and varied study of the ques- 
tion from national and international points of view, Mr. Wells 

roposed a plan embodying a distinct revision of the customs taxes. 
Lai pian was indorsed by the Secretary of the Treasury, who sub- 
mitted it to the Forty-first Congress in December, 1869. The Re- 
publican Congress rejected it, and the war rates remained, 

In 1870 the Republican party made another pretended endeavor 
to reform the tariff. It passed an act which illustrated the du- 
plicity of its methods. By this act the rates on purely revenue 
articles, such as tea, coffce, and spices, the surest source of rev- 
enue, because the entire duty goes immediately to the Treasury, 
wero reduced. Of the protected articles. those which were manun- 
factured in this country and on which the manufacturers through 

rotective laws exacted arbitrary tribute, the equivalent of the 

uty going largely to the favored element in the shape of higher 
Prices wrung from the American people, only pig iron was in any 
Way affected. The Republican party made an apparent reduction 
of the tariff, leaving practically untouched the schedules which 
enriched the manufacturing class, 


But this false measure failed to satisfy the country. In 1872 
the Republican party again found it necessary. in the face of pub- 
lic sentiment, that another perfidious effort should be forthcom- 
ing. By the law of 1872 the duties on tea and coffee were entirely 


removed and a horizontal reduction of 10 per cent on protective 
articles was made. The idea of a Nene reduction originated, 
therefore, with the Republican party. Yet when Morrison, the 
famous Democrat, proposed a similar measure in 1884 the Repub- 
licans denounced it, and they condemn it to-day whenever it is 
mentioned. But the Republican party suffered not this slight 
modification to remain. In 1875, only three years later, the 10 
per cent reduction was repealed and the war duties restored in 
their entire severity. The duties on nonprotective articles had 
been gradually reduced, but the protected interests retained the 
criminal schedules of the sixties. = 

The appearance of other questions in national politics enabled 
the Republican party without great difficulty to preserve for 
a while these odious charges, But in 1882 the popular demand 
for revision became again so pronounced that the Republican 
dramatists were forced to put upon the stage another comic opera 
of tariff modification. A commission was solemnly appointed to 
reform the tariff. Thechairman of thecommission was Mr. John 
L. Hayes, the secretary of the Wool Manufacturers’ Association, 
one of the most prominent and powerful protectionists in the 
United States, Of the remaining members of the commission a 
majority favored high protection and not one desired reduction 
in good faith. The result was necessarily abortive. The com- 
mission made many recommendations, but when the act of 1883 
had passed the level of duties was not below the import charges 
of the war. So ended the fiscal farce of 18 3. 

Until this time the Republican party, kindling anew at each 
election the bitter memories of war, aided by the wealthy ele- 
ment which its legislation fostered, had maintained unbroken 
control of the Government. But at last its dissimulation lashed 
the people into impatient and indignant protest. Weary of Repub- 
lican treachery, they turned again to the Democratic party, the 
only party that had ever successfully reformed the tariff. [Ap- 
plause.] From 1884 to 1892 the tariff was the chief question of 
national debate. In the election of 1884 the Democratie party 
gained the Presidency and the House of Representatives, but the 
Senate continued to be Republican through the quadrennial term. 
Tariff reform was therefore impossible. In 1888 the Republicans 
were successful in the Electoral College, although the Democratic 
candidates received the popular majority. 

Construing the verdict of 1888 as an indorsement of high pro- 
tection the Republican party in 1890 enacted the McKinley tariff 
bill, which not only preserved the war charges, but increased them 
from 10 to 50 per cent. The idea of revision for which the people 
had so justly pleaded for a quarter of a century was abandoned. 
The McKinley bill was an abject surrender to the protected in- 
terests. The reply of the people from the polls in November, 1890, 
was the most unqualified defeat the Republican party had ever 
sustained. The popular resentment was emphasized in the elec- 
tion of 1892 which placed the Democratic party in complete na- 
tional control for the first time in over thirty-five years. From 
more than three decades of continuous defeat the Democracy rose 
unscarred and stainless. The campaign of 1892 was pivoted on 
the tariff, The election of that year reflected the judgment of the 
American people on the subject of import duties, It confirmed 
the fact, already established in 1882 and 1846, that when the tariff 
8 is fairly placed before them the American people favor 
the Democratic position, In the elections since 1802 the tariff has 
been obscured and minimized, as we shall see, by other issues. 

In compliance with its promises the Democratic party commem- 
orated the restoration of 1892 by a sincere and effective revision 
of the tariff. The Wilson tariff bill of 1804 was the first definite 
modification of import duties since 1857, The specific duties on 
woolen goods were abolished. On cotton goods, especially the 
cheaper grades, on linen and raw flax there was distinct reduction, 
Coal and iron ore were reduced from the McKinley rate of 75 cents 
to 40 cents per ton, pig iron from $6.12 to $4 per ton. Steel 
rails were lowered from $13.44 to $7.84 per ton. On tin plate the 
McKinley duty was lowered 50 per cent. Earthenware and china 
ware were decreased from 60 to 35 per cent, from 50 to 80 per 
cent, according to grade. 

The sugar bounty was removed and the duty on raw sugar re- 
duced 50 per cent below the rate in force before 1890. The half- 
cent McKinley rate on refined sugar was reduced to one-eighth 

er cent, an additional duty of one-tenth of r per cent being al- 
owed on refined sugar from countries giving export bounties. 
Whatever may have been the opinion of individuals at the time 
or since, the Wilson bill was an earn st, beneficent, and substan- 
tial revision of the existing tariff. Had the Democratic party re- 
mained in power the reduction wonld have gradually reached an 
entirely just and proper level, as had been the case in the Demo- 
cratic tariff legislation from 1833 to 1842 and from 1846 to 1857. 
On account of a panic, which had absolutely no connection with 
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the Wilson law or with Democratic ascendency, the Democratic 
party was severely defeated in November of 1894. 

It is the fashion of Republican orators to speak with melancholy 
accent of the hard times which they claim to haye arisen from the 
Wilson bill. In the present session the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHARLES B. LAN- 
Dis], the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Burkert], the gentle- 
man from Minois [Mr. BOUTELL], and the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HILL] have, with an eloquence worthy of a more 
truthful canse, repeated this unutterable absurdity. Not one of 
them has dared to enter upon a fair and analytical discussion of 
the Wilson bill. They have dismissed the entire subject of Demo- 
cratic tariff legislation by a mere reference to the depression with 
which the Wilson bill was by chance concurrent. For Repub- 
lican enlightenment I submit the facts of history as outlined by 
Johnston and Taussig, two of the most eminent political and fis- 
cal authorities in America. Johnston's statement concerning the 
origin of the panic of the early nineties is as follows: 

When Cleveland and Stevenson were inangurated there was apparent 
prosperity—agricultural, commercial, and industrial—throughout the coun- 
try. But the seeds of panic had been sown in the unstable and yacillatin 
financial policies which expediency bad imposed upon the country, In 1875 
the Treasurer was authorized to buy specie with money obtained from spe- 
cial bond issues and to use it for the redemption of United States notes. In 
1878 it was ordered that greenbacks thus redeemed should not be destroyed, 
but reissued and keptin circulation, In pursuance of this policy the Treas- 
ury created a special fund designed toayerage a hundred million, and in July, 
1892. it was fourteen million above that sum. 

Under the law of 1890 silver was purchased with notes exchangeable for 
“coin,” a word held by the Treasury to mean gold. In 1800, therefors, there 
were in circulation not only three hundred and forty-six millions of green- 
backs, buta hundred and Afty of silver notes, all redeemable in gold, and the 
latter sum must, under the Sherman law, rapidly increase. The price per 
ounce of silver had fallen in ten years from $1.9) to $0.81 and the intrinsic 
value of a dollar to $0.67. 

These two facts made our obligations scem strangely disproportionate to 
our ability to meet them; foreigners sold our stocks and bonds in our mar- 
kets, and our own people realized on their securities in gold, which they 
hoarded. The reserve fund in this way began to shrink, and for the first 
time fell below the average, reaching ninecty-seven millions, A disastrous 
panic was the result, more than 900 banks 8 manufactories shut 
down, and there was widespread distress. (Johnston's American Politics, 
p. 90.) 

Whether Johnston's statement is entirely accurate it is unnec- 
essary to say. I present it on its own merit as the utterance of 
one of cur most reputable authorities. 

In the same connection Taussig asserts that the Wilson bill— 
went into effect shortly after an acute commercial crisis and in the worst 
stage of a period of severe depression. The crisis and the depression were 
due in this case, as in all others, to a long and complex set of causes, some of 
them still obscure even to the best- informed and most skilled observers. That 
the tariff act played any serious part in bringing them about would not be 
maintained by any cool and competent critic. (Taussig’s Tariff? History of 
tho United States, p. 319.) 

So the Democratic party and the Wilson bill are answerable in 
no way for the financial and commercial disturbances of a decade 
ago. 

The contest of 1896 centered upon the money question. Such 
was the vehemence of the controversy that the tariff was given 
practically little consideration. The success of the Republican 
party in 1896 was not a partisan success. It was the triumph of a 
monetary doctrine for which unlimited numbers of the people 
voted regardless of previous political alignment. It was in no 
sense an indorsement of the party record or the tariff tenets of 
Republicanism. 

Notwithstanding this fact, the Republican party signalized its 
accession in 1897 by the prompt enactment of the Dingley tariff 
bill, which not only revived, but in many instances increased the 
rates of 1890. The Dingley bill laid upon the American people 
the highest tariff taxes civilization has ever known, It is the 
boldest example of fiscal pillage which any country, whether mon- 
archy, kingdom, or republic, has ever witnessed. It remains upon 
the statute without substantial change to-day—the scarlet sin of 
American politics. 

The election of 1900 was determined by issues inherited from 
the Spanish-American war and hinged not on the tariff. Since 
the enactment of the Dingley bill the demands for revision have 
multiplied. The American people have ceased to plead; they have 
begun to frown. Wearetold by the Republicans that there shall 
bo no revision at the present session, and history warns us that 
se bi no revision by Republicans at future sessions, [Loud 
applause. 

The Dingley tariff system is the child of violence, the progeny 
of war. It is a heritage of blood. By virtue of its aid the pro- 
tected interests have perpetuated and angmented the . et 
rates of the frightful conflict of nearly four decadesago. Through 


the tariff they have secured immunity from foreign competition 
and through the trust, the tariff s offspring, they have suppressed 
domestic rivalry. Thus Republican legislation is pouring the na- 
tional wealth into the possession of the few. And with an inso- 
lence unequaled in all former instances of legislative tyranny the 
Republican party faces the election of 1904 with the defiant policy 
of stand pat.” 


As an evidence of the dissatisfaction within Republican ranks 
on account of this attitude, I quote an excerpt from the February 
(1904) Review of Reviews, whose editor is a thorough Republican: 


Another prominent Northwestern figure of the prosent day, alsoa man of 
broad views and with a mind of his own, is Governor Cummins, of Iowa, who 
last month addressed to the legislature some vigorous remarks upon the 
largor trade policies of the United States and who derided the notion that the 
present tariff schedules were sacred and heyond Republican criticism. 

He boldly advocated (what would amount to the checkmating of Mr. 
Chamberlain's preferential project) the most liberal sort of trade reciprocity 
with Canada, showing how vastly more we should gain than lose by a frec- 
dom trade intercourse with our nearest neighbor and best customer. He 
also advocated a general extension of reciprocity arrangements with other 
countries. Certainly, if the Republican party does not in the near future see 
its way to such a position, it will have to take its penalty in tho form of drastic 
dofoat at the hands of the people. 

Mr. McKinley had fully appreciated the need of this new tariff policy. 
The stupid “stand-pat” phrase asa substitute for careful and frank con- 
sideration of our economic policies is precisely the opposite of Mr. McKinley's 
last urgent advice to Republicans. [Applause. | overnor Cummins is not 
far wrong as to the necessary position of his party. 


If, Mr. Chairman, this Republican policy of inertia had in the 
past prevailed, no light of progress would have fallen on the years, 
and darkness still would cloak the centuries. 

Hope unfulfilled, ambition unaccomplished, and resolution un- 
performed would make the race of men a rout ignoble, a multi- 
tude depraved. The cry for freedom would have died unechoed 
in the musketry of revolution, and Bunker Hill would bs a Brit- 
ish promenade. Liberty, unknown in human institutions, would 
remain unsought and unenjoyed. The agencies of electricity, 
steel, and steam, the builders ot our modern development, wonld 
sleep within their native elements. The voice of Republicanism 
is the voice of the past. [Applause.] 

The Democratic party fronts the opportunity of the time, The 
American people know from history and experience that Repub- 
licans will not revise the tariff with sincerity. They know from 
history and experience that Democratic principles alone have 
solved the problems of our customs laws. In every contest Where 
the tariff mainly figured they have indorsed the Democratic con- 
ception of the philosophy and purpose of fiscal legislation. In 
the approaching campaign of 1904 it rests with the Democracy to 
choose the ground and ory of battle. To present with proper and 
historie emphasis the issue of tariff reform is to write the death 
warrant of the Republican party, [Lond and prolonged applause 
on the Democratic side.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hexry of Connecti- 
cut having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced 
that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to the bill 
(H. R. 11825) making appropriations for the Department of Ag- 
riculture for the fiscal year ending June 90, 1905, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Procror, Mr. HANSBROUGH, and Mr. Sm- 
MONS as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 121) 
granting additional lands adjacent to its site to the University of 
Montana. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Honse of Representatives to bills of 
the following titles, and asked a conference with the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. MCCUMBER, Mr. Soorr, and Mr. PATTERSON as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate: we 

S. 1543. An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Jackson; and 

S. 8274. An act granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long. 
The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to bills of the following titles, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked hy 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr, McCumber, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. PATTERSON as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate: 

H. R. 3082, An act granting an increaso of pension to William 
Pittenger: 

II. R. 9583. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Hargis; 

H. R. 8376. An act granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
J. Smith; 

H. R. 8058, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Underhill; 

H. R. 6705. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
A. Forman; 

1 6426. An act granting an increase of pension to David Z. 
Beidler; 

H. R. 6025. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Herzog; 
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ae R. 5865. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua 

arlan; 

a H. R. 5555. An act granting an increase of pension to James R. 
anpt; 

See R. 3907. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
oore; 

H. R. 426. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Shepard; 

Sie ‘as 4251, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Ainkle; 

1 R. 4130. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
rnett; 

H. R. 2023. An act granting an increase of pension to John G. 
Fairchild; 

H. R. 2920. Anact granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 
Huffman: 

H. R. 2809. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Watt: and 

H. R. 2477. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank J. 
McLaughlin. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives, was requested: 

S. 4508. An act to provide for sittings of the circuit and district 
courts of the southern district of Florida in the city of Fernan- 
dima, in said district; 

S. 4165. An act to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at Newport; i 

S. 4079. An act for the relief of James Denton; 

S. 5218. An act for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. Asserson, 
retired; and 

S. 752. An act providing for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Bluefield, W. Va. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 49, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President bo requested to return to the Senate the bill of the Senate (S. 2323) 
relnting to coded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, to correct a 
alorical error. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION: BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Apams]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is recog- 
nized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, with ten years’ 
experience in service in this House I have formed the judgment 
that the best service a man can render this body and the people 
at large is to confine his efforts very largely tothe work that comes 


before the committees to which he has been assigned and try to | t. 


inform himself on those subjects and then to lay the result of his 
labors and whatever information he may have gained before this 
House for the benefit of his colleagues. It has been my lot to 
serve for some years on the Committee on Foreign Affairs and on 
the Committee on Immigration. In the last Congress two bills 
of great importance affecting the welfare of our country were 
laid before those two committees, the Chinese-exclusion act be- 
fore the Committee on Foreign Affairs and the immigration act 
before the Committee on Immigration. 

For several weeks we sat in the Committee on Foroign Affairs 
and heard the fears expressed by peono on the Pacific coast in 
relation to the yellow peril. We heard from the varions labor 


` organizations that there was no fair competition between the 


Mongolian and the workingmen of this country. On the other 
side we heard the protests of the housekeeper and fruit grower 
and agricultnrist, saying that it was impossible to secure adequate 
Jabor. with which to run their works and gather their crops. We 
formed u bill after mature deliberation which passed through 
this Honse and which I think represented the treatment in the 
fairest way of all the conflicting interests on the Pacific coast of 
our country, and I regret tosay that that bill failed of passage in the 
Senate; but, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the bill on immigration, 
and from the information that was submitted to our committee 
by those who appeared before it, in my judgment there is a 
greater peril to our country than that which threatens it from 
the East. 

The Mongolian may come into our country, but he does not as- 
similate with our people; he does not have any social or moral 
Influence in this country, because, being u race apart, that com- 
munism will not exist with which those influences will have force. 

t, Mr. Chairman, there is a tide of immigration pouring into 
our country which is increasing at a rate that, unless your atten- 
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tion happened to have been called to it, would not strike tho or- 
dinary observer. It was the facts, Mr. Chuirman, which were 
laid before our committee during the consideration of ‘the immi- 
gration bill thatcalled my attention so strongly to this evil which 
exists on the Atlantic coast. In the present year that lias just 
passed 1,000,000 of immigrants entered the ports of the United 
States; two-thirds of those came from southern Europe. Those 
who come from southern Europe as a class are not desirable im- 


| migrants, and yet that is a section that furnishes two-thirds of 


these who come into our ports. Why are these immigrants not 
desirable? 

I insert a table from the report of the Commissioner-General 
for the year ended June 30, 1903, which bears on this subject 
strongly. 


Report of aliens arrived and debarred at the ports of Untied States and Can- 
ada for the year ending June 80, 1903. 


Arrived, 


Race or people. 


Under 14) 14 to 45 | 45 years 
Male. Female. Total. years. | years. 8 over. 


African (black) 1,549 625 2,174 242 1.811 121 
Armenian .......... 1,424 835 1,759 150 1,567 52 
Bohemian and Mo- 

ruvlun 5,820 8,771 9,591 | - 1,856 7,224 51¹¹ 
Bulgarian, Ser- 

vian, Montene- 

in ae 6,315 164 6,478 74 6,185 210 

2,152 40 2,192 a2 2,055 105 

20,22 8,685 82, 007 1.111 90.457 1. 

ba: 1,945 goo 2,944 610 1,987 T 
Dalmatian, Bos- 

nian, Herzegovi- 

99 1.544 192 1,736 33 1,625 78 
Dutchand Flemish. 4,512 2,184 6, 406 1,002 | ~ 4,404 490 
East Indian 70 s3 5 75 8 
Englih. 17,229 11,222) 28,451 4,270 20,649 8,532 
Hp 125 8 133 16 u5 2 
Finnish. 12,755 6,100 18, 864 1,807 16, 540 517 
FPrenenn 4,450 2,716 7,196 938 5,554 674 
N 44. % [2,110 71, He 18,377 63, 92 4,413 
Greco —— 18, 885 mi 14,376 1, 185 12.651 0 
Hebrew sian 43,985 82,218 76,203 19,044 53,074 4,085 
C 18.112 19, 254 35, 366 1,843 . OST 1,486 
Italian (north) 90, 477 6, 452 87,429 8,404 . 606 1,419 
Italian (auth) 15X, 939 87,178 | 196, 117 21,61 164, 661 0,837 
Japanese . 2... .... 15, 9790 4,051 20, 41 615 19, 244 183 
Korean ..... 68 it 43 520 1 
Lithunnian 10.721 3.711 14, 42 1. 187 13.078 217 
Magyar 20, 440 6,04 27, 124 2.141 29.721 1,2 
Mexican et 162 +6 67 z 325 
Pacifc Islanders... 40 6 n2 3 4 8 
FF | 58,908 23, 251 . 43 7,701 72,030 1, 95i 
Portuguese. 4,999 3,44 8. £53 2,002 5,005 Ar; 
Roumanian 4,472 208 4,740 78 4. 281 

issian ..... — 71¹¹ 8, 608 7 3.009 13% 
Ruthenian (Russ- 

nah 7.6 2.148 9, S43 457 9, O84 2 
Sa nelinavian . 61,272 28,075 70. 4 7 8, A 67.518 8, Af 

8,6 2,224 6,219 an 4.600 B59 
oe 10,053 84, 427 8. BO, 042 1. 

2,738 559 8,357 > 2, tat 2 
691 287 8. 150 TH w 
8,749 1,902 5,551 952 4. 2 
421 25 49 8 431 7 
B36, 42 1,278 253 805 1») 
H3 554 1,407 A 1.178 12 
59 20 89 19 4 


618, 146 | 248,900 | 857,016 | 102,431 | 714, 063 | 40,582 


Arrived. 


Immigrants--- | 


Illiteracy, 14 
bringing 


years and over. 


Have 
Total | been in 


Race or people. 


ex Can | Peer 9 i 
oem dither | Wor | Less. | "shown. Unites 
but can . y shown. States 
not red = | aver. | than $30. | 1 — . —— 
| write. da] | 
3 — — — SS — 
African (black) ---- 23 60¹ 275 1,834 | $2749 | 783 
Armenian 2 442 217 1,079 ou, 779 74 
Rohemin 
4 ne 1,506 5,000 | 217,429 270 
1 2,859 283 5,588 71, 749 8 
— 151 1,614 58, 829 2,123 
75 11,104 2,554 27,518 | 407,117 1,800 
„12 98, 268 1,900 
Dalmatian, 
nian, Herzegovi- 
nian. 1 405 1,084 26, . 112 
Dutchand Flemish. 8 ws 1.617 2, 181 197,513 DTB 
Bast Indian 18 i 7 8,10 15 
Engl. 60 BO} 13,855 5,8711. 40 355 8.00 
Fillpino 2...2... 1 24 4) 42 7,643 2 
Eiunish. A AAA 191 187 2,515 | 13,551 . 742 1,358 
r 10 8,141 1,720] 355,62) 1. 
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Report of aliens arrived and debarred, ete.—Continued. 


| Insane persons. 


Arrived, 
Illiteracy, 14 Immigrants 
years and over. bringing— Have 
a — — — — Total been in 
>C 8 le 
Race or people Oin Can amoniy ace i 
reac i of money Unitet 
| 2 neither 30 or Len | on 1 400 
ar read nor Foor | than 880. shown. 8 
we ito. | write S : 
| | 
German 138 18,331 W. u 82, 480, 6H 5,590 
Greek iaoei 5 1,814 10, 800 | 260,912 | 451 
Hebrew q 161 4, H8 29,029 738, 86B 1,200 
TMN seis scencdees 11¹ 8, 204 23, 321 726, 7,23 
Italian (north) 39 10, 528 19,00 859, 624 4,452 
Italian south) 7 11,208 | 135,195 | 2,159,017 | 12,610 
Japanese.. 18,748 1,043 | 1,026, 108 1,065 
Korcan.. ael As 22,172 18 
Lithuanian 653 9, 972 19), 515 A) 
Magyar 55 1,55 | 20,502) 311, 401 1,088 
Moxican......- — 2 80 21,000 177 
Pacific Islande y 17 28 2, 857 7 
A 8,305 80, 558 TRD, 541 2,743 
Portuguese 65 5,025 113,072 877 
Roumanian 4 114 4,182 40, 267 111 
Russian arent | 5 437 2, 277 90,429 123 
Ruthenian (Russ- 
niak) ...... 39 204 8, 247 $2, 462 793 
Scandinav 12 14,641 47,580 | 1,680, 859 8.817 
Scotch. TO 2,940 1,418 1,302 
Slovak. 1,849 26, rz 4, 886 
Spanish ... 1,529 1,372 1,490 
Spanish-Am: 716 18 375 
Syrian. 1,025 2,531 456 
. 109 246 a2 
Welsh ....... 5 BAT W 204 
West Indian 2 Nr B15 523 
All other peoples — PEA 29 24 25 
e | 8, %1 | 185,667 | 128, 206 | 511,502 (16, 117,513 76, 702 
Debarred. 2 
aal E 
2 2% 8 4 
8283 a 8 832 
5% 238 E A : Pa s $s 
ba 
22 3 8 8 B lef! = 
— 2 8 g 2 i 
Race or people. 11881 E AE- og 
“3 |) O38 518218] -3 a 
Zz uD 2 — fc 3 § 
Ss |S BAS) 8 [oo] A 
= ro, | Ew 6 3 2 4 7 
252 38 2 8 a 3 33 E 
3 3 Ag 33 23 3 2 5 8 
5 As [S SE |e) Ble |3 
SA S/F 48 A |e 
African (black) solasa 5 Der | — 5 19 3 
Armenſan a BM Moio Be 2 2 5 60 
Bohemian and Mora- | | 
A EE N 1 1 * 
Bulgarian, Seryian, | | | 
Montenegrin ..._.... a 50 r 2 4 5 
Chinese | T ase ras Fares Ri Maen eee Pee 
Croatian and Slovo- | | 
CCC Sea PRET. ----| 156 Gh PEA S il 116 
CCC he ey ped PN ie | Beep NDE ES be Of MEN Nn 3 14 
Dalmatian, Bosnian, | | 
Horzegowinian . al ees 
Dutch and Flemish..../....| 1 | 18 4 
East Indian E 
English .... aa) į 9 
Finnish -. 7 
French 1 |. 
German.. 131 |. 
Greek 29 |. 
Hebrew 252 
B 14 
Italian (north). 9 
Italian (south). 147 | 
Japanese 538 
Korean. h 
Lithuanian 
Magyar.. 
Spanish 27 
Spanish-Ame 8 
= 195 
18 4. II 
4 
30 k 17 11 
4|. | 1 10 


2 5,612 1778 | 51 | i 5 9 {1,086 | 547 | 
! | 


— 


| New York Jew: 


It is not only that these people are so diseased that careful in- 
spection is needed to exclude them, but with all care some escape 


and enter the country to spread it among our pane. But they 
are not of a prudent and thrifty class, as the following will show: 


As showing the comparative thrift of the races, attention is directed tothe 
fact that the 71,782 Germans brought $2,480,634, while the 196,117 South Italians 
had but $2,159,017; that the 24.451 English brought $1,405,365, while about the 
same number of Maryata, 27,124, showed only $241,401, and the 32,907 Croa- 
tians and Slovenians but $407,117. 

Exclusive of those denied admission at the land boundaries of the United 
States there were rejocted altogether 8,769, the causes of which are shown, 
with the corresponding figures for last year, in the subjoined statement: 


Rejected aliens. 1902. 1903. 


r e a perce 7 1 


Paupers g 3.944 5,812 
Diseased persons. 709 1, 7% 
Convicts. ...... 9 51 
Polygamists 0 1 
Women for immoral purposes 8 13 
Assisted nli eng 0 9 
Contract lahore . z5 1,086 

e A a ea s e rA S 4,974 8,700 


It is upon this state of facts that I have introduced a bill into 
this House, to which I wish to call the attention of my colleagues, 
which is now before the Committee on Immigration and has been 
received there with considerable favor, and J am in hopes it will 
be reported favorably for your action thereon. In the last fiscal 
year the increase in immigration has been 208,303, a matter of 83 

der cent, and this increase is nearly two-thirds from southern 
Surope. Five hundred and seventy-two thousand seven hundred 
and twenty-six came from Italy, Russia, and Austria-Hungary. 
These people, according to the reports of the Commissioner of 
Immigration, are afflicted with loathsome and troublesome dis- 
eases, and therein lies the danger to our country which, in my 
judgment, is greater than that of the Mongolian, because those 
who escape the inspection at Ellis Island and the other ports can 
spread these diseases among our people. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


yield? 
: ef geek ae of Pennsylyania. I would rather not be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like to ask a single 
question and I will not interrupt further. 

Mr, ADAMS of Pennsylvania, Very good, 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I ask for information 
whether or not under the laws these immigrants who are afflicted 
with loathsome diseases may be kept out? 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. There is undoubtedly provision 
for that, but the gentleman knows that however strong the lan- 
guage of the law. or however good may be the intentions of the 
inspectors, many do escape, and when you turn to the north num- 
bers come in through Canada, which is practically an open door. 

In the last twenty years the influx into the cities in our country 
has vastly increased. In 1880 25 per cent of the population lived 
in cities of 4,000 and upward; in 1900 it has increased to 87 per 
cent and is steadily increasing. In addition to this influx into the 
cities the foreign immigrants, especially from southern Europe, 
settle there. I insert a table showing the foreign-born population 
of the leading cities: ` 


Total for- Percent of 


City. TORS aah | cign-born [foreign-born 
al population. | population. 

New Vork x ee tens 8, 437, 202 1,270,080 80.96 
Chicago .--. 1, 688, 675 587,112 4.51 
Philadolpbia 1, 204, O97 205, 840 22, 83 
Boston Bi, 882 107,120 185.15 
Cleveland ASI, 768 124, 681 2. 
San Franc 342, T82 116, 885 34.10 


St. Louis Š 575,288 111,356 19.38 
Í 


In the ghetto of New York there are 200,000 Russians, 100,000 
of which can not speak English. A terrible condition is stated in 
the United Hebrew Charities report of 1901: 


A condition of chronic poverty is developing in the Jewish community of 
New York that is appalling in its immensity, 

The report statos that of the applicants asking the society for assistance 45 
per cent, Po od mapa) between 20.000 and 25,000 human beings, Have been in 
the United States over five years; haye boon givon the opportunities for eco- 
nomic and industrial improvement which the country affords; yet, notwith- 
standing all this, have not managed toreach a position of economic independ- 
ence." The copes estimates that “from 75,000 to 100,000 members of the 

sh community are unable to support thomaelves with the im- 


mediate necessities of life, and for this reason are dependent in some form or 
other upon the public purso.“ 

Mr. Chairman, the ratio of paupers that come from those coun- 
tries and have to be deported is very large. I will not weary the 
House with statistics, I haye them here, and I will publish them 
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in my remarks. They substantiate the statements that I make. 
The number of immigrants that have to be deported is very large 
from this section, but the great evil that is inflicted upon this 
country by those that come from southern Europe is that they 
remain almost entirely in the cities. They do not go out and oc- 
cupy the farm lands, and when we know thafin our own country, 
according to the reports of the census, the tendency is for y le 
in the country to migrate toward the cities, you have got a double 
influx pouring into those thickly populated centers which cer- 
tainly does not tend to the welfare of our people. I have collected 
some statistics from the State of New York which are official 
and which I believe to be correct. They show the influence and 
the result that this migration has upon our people. 

Of course I admit it is greater in the State of New York, be- 
cause it is nearer to the principal entrepôt where all these aliens 
land, but it is in proportional extent to Pennsylvania, and Massa- 
chusetts, and Rhode Island, and New Jersey, and Delaware, and 
the evil spreads in lesser, degree throughout all the country. 
Those that entered in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, were 
401.057. It is a well-established fact that in a little over a year 
580 of these became a public charge upon the almshouses of New 


York. It costs the State of New York $80 a head for alms to | 


sustain a pauper, and that puts a charge on that State of $46,400 
annually to support these inmates who should properly be living 
in the almshouses of the countries from which they have migrated. 
In New York almshonses there were 66,400 in the year ending 
September 80, 1901, and of these 37.422 were foreign born. More 
than one-half of the inmates of the almshouses of the State of 
New York were of foreign birth and being supported at a cost to 
the State of $15,941,622, and this is withont counting the $5,000,000 
expended in the insane asylums, where almost the same ratio 
prevails, 

The value of the property of the public charitable institutions 

of the State of New York is $68,177,725, and at 5 per cent that 
represents a cost of 83.408, 886, or a total of $24,350,580 that it 
costs the State of New York to support these people in its chari- 
table institutions. Taking that as against the figures I have al- 
ready given, it makes a cost of $12,000,000 annually to the State 
of New York to support these immigrants which have so recently 
come into the country. Surely this is a showing that should 
cause the people of the United States to panse and think why this 
refuse of Europe, these paupers, who should be a charge on their 
own country, should be dumped on this Republic of ours, no 
matter how great our resources or how rich we may be. It is a 
well-known fact that a few years ago Switzerland was detected 
in shipping, at the expense of the State, the paupers of that Re- 
public and landing them on our shores to be supported by us. In 
the insane asylums of New York the inmates are increasing at 
the rate of 700 a year, and half of these are aliens, by actual sta- 
tistics. At this rate in ten years it will cost the United States at 
large $50,000,000 annually to support the insane aliens. In spite 
of the greatness of these figures that I have given, they do not 
include the charitable institutions and homes for children, which 
cost the State of New York $20,880,283 annually. The alien pan- 
pers in the State of New York are increasing at the rate of 1,200 
a year. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, from a selfish standpoint we might shut 
ourselves up in our shells and say. Well, New York gets all of 
these, and let her pay for it.“ But it is not limited to New York. 
These people are shipped out from that State. They go to other 
States and cities, and they become charges on the communities 
and inflict a tax upon the people of the United States at large. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] inquired a 
few moments ago if we had not laws by which to prevent the in- 
coming of undesirable aliens. We haye, Mr. Chairman. An act 
which was prepared with the greatest care last year from sugges- 
tions made by the Bureau of Immigration, by the Solicitor, by 
the efforts of the members of the committee, and by those who 
are interested in this work was passed; but we all know the in- 
efficiency of laws, even with a desire on the part of the inspectors 
to do their duty. When these aliens arrive at the port of New 
York they are marked undesirable. Then there is an_appeal, 
and they go up before the commission appointed by the Commis- 
sioner of Immigration. Then the local politicians and friends 
come forward. They pledge they will give them situations. 
They make them presents of money. Political influence is brought 
to bear to have them passed, and out of a large proportion that 
on the first examination are marked undesirable a very small per- 
centage is actually deported. 5 

In the year ending June 2, 1902, less than four-fifths of 1 per 
cent were refused admittance. The statistics show that 30 aliens 
ont of every 10,000 who come into this country become, in the 
course of time, objects of charity, while only 9 out of 10,000 na- 
tives become paupers and a charge on the community. 

I endeavored to get some statistics in regard to my own State 
of Pennsylvania on this subject, but I was not able to do so they, 


not having been collated with a view to furnishing information 
on this question. But my attention was called a short time ago 
to the facts disclosed in an effort to clear the streets of the city of 
Philadelphia of mendicants, when the secretary of the organized 
charity of that city made a report, founded on the collection of 
his statistics, that 95 per cent of the beggars on the streets of 
Philadelphia were of foreign birth. It will thus beseen that when 
we come to look at this matter from a practical standpoint it is 
a most serious question. 

Mr. Chairman, there were great difficulties presented in meet- 
ing the question how to overcome this evil. Our Republic is open 
to every honest, healthy man, to every man who desires to secure 
political and religious freedom, and I shonld be the last man who 
would want to shut the door against any of that class. But the 
difficulty has been how to leave the door open to the desirable ones 
and how to close it against those whom we do not want. 

I insert a table showing the sources of our immigration. 


1908 In- De- 


~ 
Country. 4 1902. crease, | crease. 


Austria-Hungary y si 8 
Belgium =e 577 3,450 N73 


Denmar — 5, 000 7,158 1,488 

France, i ading Corsica... A 3.117 5.578 2,461 
German Empire 28, BIM 40, 086 11,582 |. 
TT.. —— 8,104 14, 090 5,386 |... = 
Italy, including Sicily and Sardinia ...| 178,875 | 230,622 52, 247 2 


Netherlands — _ 2,284 8,998 1,714 | 
Norway 8 
Portugal, including 
Azore islands ee ; 7 
E a P A OSASSA 7,198 9,310 
Russian Empire and Finland | 107,547 | 136,008 
Servia, Bulgaria, and Montenegro 851 1, 761 
Spain, including Canary and Balearic 
islands asa 
Sweden 
Switzerland. 
Turkey in Europe 
pita or ee oS ee ee = 
Ireland ENA OAA 


S A 
Europe, not specified tt 


Totel Eurer | 


Africa r 
Australia, Tasmania, and New Zealand. 
Philippine Islands eas 
Pacific islands, not specified 


British North America 68 1,058 
British Honduras 51 81 
Other Central America... Seancus 597 
MELO Sooke sane aaa wu 9 | 
South Americ: * 589 


r ritan 4,711 | 8,170 | 
AlV other countries aasar —T—ͤ—. 3 


CTF | 648,743 | £57,046 


Total 
Other alien passengors 82,055 $4,200 j=- 


730,798 | 921,315 | 190, MT 
| | 


Total alien passengers 


The educational test is proposed to relieve this inflow; but, as 
we all know, that meets great objection from a great number of 
people, because they say we want manual labor in this country 
perhaps more greatly than we want any other class of labor. The 
farmer calls out for help. Last spring in Kansas they were of- 
fering $3 a day for hands in the fields. The cities want laborers. 
The builders of railroads, the diggers of canals, the builders of 
houses are always making this demand. Under the system of 
education in our country we are always lifting up each successive 
generation, If society is not supplied at the lowest stratum with 
manual labor, it will, in my judgment, become top-heavy. We 
want immigrants from northern Europe. We want the Britons, 
and the Irish, and the Swedes, and the Germans, and the Danes. 
They are glorious people—sturdy and hardy and sound. We want 
them. We are prepared to welcome them to our country. 

But when we come to this class from southern Eurcpe—and 
two-thirds of our immigrants come from there—the question is 
how can we cut down the immigration from this source? 

I have introduced the subjoined bill: 

A bill (H. R. 12908) to limit the immigration of aliens into the United States, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That it shall be unlawful hereafter for 
more than 80,000 aliens from any one nation toenter the United States durin. 
any fiscal year: Provided, That said restriction shall not apply to citizens and 
domiciled residents of the Dominion of Oanada, the Republic of Mexico, and 
the Republic of Cuba, nor to aliens seeking admission temporarily in the pur- 
suit of their business as representatives of foreign commercial or mercantile 
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houses, nor tn the duly accredited representatives of foreign governments 
and their officinl and household servants, ner to the classes of aliens enumer- 
ated in the last proviso of section 2 of the act entitled “An act to regulate the 
immigration of alic into the United States.” approved March 3, 18. 

SEC 2. That after the full quote from any one nation shall have beon ad- 
mitted to the United States in any one fiscal year, all other citizens or sub- 
raed thereof shall be refuted adinission and retarned as provided by law in 

e case of other inadmissible aliens, 

Sud. 3. That any aen who siiall enter the United States in excess of the 
number herein prescribed shall be arreated and deported as by law provided 
in the case of other aliens found unlactully in the United States. 

Seo. 4. That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner-General of Immizra- 
tion to enforce the provisions o! this act and to adopt such rules and reguli- 
tions as may be necessary for that purpose, all under the direction and with 
the approval of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and the expenditures 
incurred ee shall be paid from the permanent appropriation pro- 
vided for in section Lot the act entitled “An net to regulate the immigration 
of aliens into the United States,” approved March 8, 1968. 

SO. D. That the words ‘United States,” used in the title and the various 
sections of this ant. shall be conatrued to embrace all territory, land or water, 
under the jurisdiction und control of the United States. 

Seo. 6, That the term ‘fiscal year.“ used herein, shall be held to begin 
with the Ist day of July of each calendar year and to end with the 80th day 
of Juns of the next succeeding calendar year. 

The main pee is simply this: We can not lay down laws 
which would show discrimination in favor of one nation against 
another. Such legislation might be regarded as a violation of in- 
ternational comity and would be likely to elicit protests from the 
nations discriminated against. In my bill I haye suggested the 
idea that immigration be limited to 80,000 souls from any one 
nation in any one fiscal year. The practical result of such a pro- 
vision would be that it would affect only three countries, be- 
cise no other country comes within that limitation by many 
thousands. A 

Anstria-Hungary last year sent 206,011 immigrants to this 
country; Italy sent 230,622, and Russia sent 136,093. I will insert 
in my remarks the whole table of statistics on this subject, with- 
out wearying the House with them just now. I will state in 
brief that those are the only three nations that sent to our shores 
more than 40,000 immigrants per annum, up to last year, which 
was the maximum year of immigration to this conntry. So the 
enactment of this measure would simply mean that immigration 
from those three countries of Southern Europe would be very 
materially cut down, while the door would be left open to the 
countries whose people we want—not only allowing them to come 
in as they do now, but to increase their immigration very mate- 

vially. The effect of this bill cuts down immigration about 
300.000. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania be kind enough to indicate what in his opinion are 
the undesirable qualities of immigrants from Austria-Hungary, 
Italy, and Russia? It is my belief that those people when they 
come here are willing to work on the homes of the West and 
the South. s 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Iwill refer the gentleman for 
fnll information to the report of the Commissioner of Immigra- 
tion; it would take me some time to answer the gentleman's 
question fully. My understanding is that in general this class of 
immigrants stay in the cities. They do not go to the homes of 
the West and the South which the gentleman speaks of. There 
is a bill now before the Commissioner of Immigration the object 
of which is to have agents try to distribute to different parts of the 
country the immigrants coming from those three countries. As 
a matter of fact, the mass of them stay in the cities; they do not 

o upon the homes, That is one great objection to their coming. 

hey crowd the cities. They spread disease; they become charges 
on the community; and for these reasons they are not a desirable 
class of immigrants. x 

Mr. Chairman, such is the record which is attracting attention 
all over the country. You can scarcely pick up a newspaper in 
any part of the country which at least some time in the course of 
a month will not contain an editorial or some other information 
bearing on this question. The President of the United States in 
his last annual message called the attention of Congress to this 

nestion, and I think his views are particularly sound. I read 
m his language: 

We can not have too much immigration of the right kind, and we should 
have none at all of the wrong kind. The need is to devise some system by 
which undesirable immigrants shall be kept out entirely, while desirable 
immigrants are properly distributed throughout the country. 

The National Board of Trade at its meeting held in Washing- 
ton January 19; 1904, passed the following resolutions: 

USDESTRABLE IMMIGRATION. 

Whereas there are bills pending in the Congress proposing an educational 
test as a necessary qualification of immigration; and 

Whereas this proposed test is neither conclusive nor necessary, and might 
tenā to the exclusion of many otherwise desirable; and 

Woraus the report of the Weber Commission of 1890-91 and that of the 
Senate Committeson Immigration of 192 with regard to Consular inspection 
at the ports of embarkation haye pronounced same to be impracticable; and 


Whereas no effort has ever been made, t by private to divert 
immigration into natural economic and social chanaels. thereby relieving the 
congestion in the larger cities; Therefore, be it 


Resolved, That Congress be u to devise some other means for the 

rede protection of this country from undesirable tmmigration as may be 

eemed advisable, and to afford al posible information which may tend to 
relieve the congestion complained of. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I simply wish to say that I 
would not close the doors of our country to worthy people who 
wish to come here, but we have a right to protect our people and 
to see that the hardy races that have built this Republic and 
have become its bone and sinew shall not be lessened by inferior 
migration that will assimilate with the people, The glory of our 
country is that it was founded by those who were ready to fight 
for and stand up for civil and religions liberty. They have 
fonnded this country and opened the doors to all ench that shall 
come to it, but they have a right to say that they shall not be de- 
generated by any infusion of blood which tends to deteriorate or 
disease our race. Our Republic has taken its position to-day 
among the nations of the earth, and it must be maintained by 
them by the physical preservation of its people, their morality, 
and those qualities that go to form a great people and make a great 
nation, 

The people who come in here with ideas that do not assimilate 
with us or with blood that is not healthy enough to mix with ours 
are far more dangerous, in my judgment, than the Mongolian, who 
simply comes here temporarily and can not assimilate with our 
people. There is no marriage; there is no commingling of blood; 
there is no coming together of the children; there can be no in- 
fusion of bad manners and bad habits. Their ways are not our 
ways and their beliefs are not our beliefs, and there is not the 
same danger from them that there is from the people who come 
in with the same creed and with the same belief and who are 
partly of our own race, The danger from these latter, in my 
judgment, is greater, as I say, than the yellow peril which threat- 
ened the Pacific coast. 

I trust my colleagues will have their attention called by this 
short statement of mine, so that when this question comes before 
the House it may meet that consideration and favorable action at 
their hands which, in my judgment, should appeal tothem. [Ap- 
plause. } 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty 
minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. POWERS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts Mr. 
Powers] is recognized for thirty minutes. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I trust I shall 
be pardoned if for a few moments I turn aside from the stormy 
sea of political contention and the vexed problems of political 
economy and immigration to consider the future growth of this 
great national city in which we are now assembled. 

This morning I was much gratified to road the address delivered 
yesterday by the member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
which has in charge this bill, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BURKETT], concerning the growth and development of the city of 
Washington up to the present time. I regretthat that gentleman 
did not see fit to make some prediction as to what was to be the 
growth and the development of this city in the years to come. 

In 1898 public sentiment became more or less centralized on 
what was to be the future growth of the national capital. At the 
time of the centennial anniversary, in December, 1900, which was 
held in this city and in this Capitol, the attention of the public 
was turned to the question of what was to be the growth of the 
city in the generations to come. 

Public attention at that timo was invited to theoriginal plan of 
the city of Washington as agreed upon by General Washington 
in conference with Mr. Jefferson. mee 

Then it occurred to the American people that this city had been 
laid ont upon a magnificent plan; that the Father of his Country 
must have contemplated the great growth of this nation; that the 
selection was most admirable; that he had called to his assistance 
the greatest of engineers and landscape gardeners of the time, 
Major L'Enfant, who made a study of all that was best of archi- 
tecture in the Old World, and that this city had been laid ont 
upon a plan which was grand, magnificent, and which presaged 
the wonderful growth which General Washington believed 
awaited this nation. 

The result of tliat centennial celebration in 1900 was the ap- 
pointment of the commission known as the park commission,“ 
to take into consideration what could be done for the reclamation 
of the city of Washington, bringing it back as far as possible to 
the original line of the plan, and also with a view of developing 
this city along the line of its larger modern growth. At the time 
of the appointment of the commission the Institute of American 
Architects, which fortunately at this time was in session in the 
city of Washington, furnished to the service of tho Government 
the most capable men who ever served upon any commission. 

They selected Mr. Daniel H. Burnham, of Chicago, III., who 
had charge of the wert at the time of the Columbian Exposition, 
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which attracted universal attention from all parts of the world. 
They also selected Mr. Charles F. McKim, of New York, who 
stands, perhaps, at the head of the architects in America, whose 
work we are all proud of; and I recall in connection with Mr. 
McKim those two great architectural successes which he has 
completed in New England, one being the capitol of the State of 
Rhode Island and the other that magnificent library in the city 
of Boston, of which we are so justly prond. Besides these two 
was selected that eminent landscape gardener Mr. Frederick 
Law Olmsted, jr., who resides in my Congressional district and 
who has achieyed a reputation second to none as a landscape 
gardener in this country. 

Let me say right here, in connection with Mr. Olmsted, that it 
is to him, perhaps more than to any other one, that we are in- 
debted for thatmagnificent park system which surrounds the city 
of Boston to-day, and upon which the people of that district have 
expended nearly $20,000,000 for its deyelopment. Alongside of 
these three eminent artists in their particular professions was 
selected Mr. Augustus St. Gandens, who standsas the best sculp- 
tor not only in the United States, but who compares favorably 
with any sculptor in the world. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there was a commission of the four best 
men in their respective fields of endeavor with a view of laying 
out the city of Washington for its future growth and develop- 
ment. Let it be said to the credit of those gentlemen that they 
served for an entire year; that they crossed the ocean and visited 
London, Paris, Venice, Vienna, Budapest, and Berlin, and gave 
to this Government a year of their best endeavor and toil and 
never accepted or would accept a single penny as compensation 
for their services. [Applause. 

I hold before me this report, which was published in 1902, 
as The Park System of the District of Columbia. When that 
report went out to the American Republic it was received with 
the greatest favor, It was received not only favorably by the 
rich, but also by the poor, and there was no American citizen, I 
care nob where he lived, that was not proud of the very prospect 
that Washington was to become the finest city in the world. 

I am perfectly well aware, Mr. Chairman, that the initiative 
toward this movement in selecting this park commission and in 
bringing out this report did not originate in this body, but origi- 
nated in the body at the other end of the Capitol. I think it was a 
misfortune that the original resolution was not a joint resolution, 
and that this body did not have an opportunity to participate in 
its adoption. But I think it is but fair to say that evenif we had 
participated in it we should have reached the same conclusion 
that was reached by the Senate committee. Now, the claim is 
made, and that is the reason why I bring this matter up at this 
present time, Mr. Chairman, the claim is made that we are de- 
parting from the plan as laid out by that commission, 

It is claimed that we are locating buildings to-day or proposing 
to locate buildings in total disregard of that magnificent plan 
which to my mind has been indorsed and fully indorsed by the 
American people. I read this morning the proceedings which 
took place in another body with reference to the location of a 
public building, and every member of that body had his own 
opinion as to where the building should be located. One said it 
should be located here and another said it ought to be located 
there, and it is claimed that the building for the Department of 
Agriculture, which is to be located in the Mall, is to be located 
in absolute disregard of the lines as laid out by the park com- 
mission. : 

T have here before me an editorial which appeared but a few 
days ago in one of the leading papers of New England, the Bos- 
ton Herald, published in the city of Boston, which was entitled 
“A calamity to Washington,” and I read this not simply because 
itisa strong argument against any variation from the plan as 
laid down by the commission, but I read it for the purpose of 
showing the intense popular interest which to-day is attracted to 
the development of the national capital of the country. This ed- 
itorial goes on to say: 

It is no exaggeration to characterize as a calamity to the national capital 
an action which, if persisted in, will mako impossible the aduquate realiza- 
tion of the noble plans fur its improvement that have been enthusiastically 
approved by the best senso of the country. The Baltimore fire was a great 
calamity; but at least it will result in the rising of a more beautiful Balti- 
more from the ashus. The calamity to Washington is threatened not by any 
directly destructive agency. But an expenditure of two to four millions of 
dollars upon wrongly locaicd buildings will for all time so mar its develop 
ment us to represents loss of possibilities Whose value, were it estimable, 
would ba found to represent an amount so prodigious that a great conflagra- 
tion liko that at Baltimore would bea mere bagatelle in comparison with the 
injury inflicted upon the entire nation through the harm worked upon its 
is enten is threatened by the proposed modification of the site for the 
new building for the Departmentof Agriculture, Whenunthorized by Con- 
Frome was generally supposed that the building would be located in con- 
ormity with the grêat central feature of the plans for improvement, the 
Mall, originally proposed by Major L'Enfant, in conformity with the enlight- 
ened views of Washington and Jefferson, and restored in the plans agreed 
upon by the recent commission of experts. This Mall, us contemplated, would 
be tho grandest avenue in the world, running from the Capitol to the Wash- 


ington Monument, with drives, promenades, groves, and greensward in- 
cluded in a width of 1,000 feet—the width designed by L'Enfant himself. 

The appropriation for tho new Agricultural building was welcomer by the 
friends of the improvement as an important step toward realizing the proj- 
ect. It would bea great misfortune were it now to be made the means of 
inflicting u lasting injury upon the plans. It appears that in determining the 
site for the building the authorities immediately in charge of the matter in- 
sist upon locating itin such a way as to result in reducing the width of the 
Mall by 200 fect. It doubtless seems a stroke of economy thus to secure an 
additional 100 feet for the new building. And although the architects of the 
edifice are themselyes said to bo strongly opposed to such action, the author- 
ities in charge can hardly appreciate the lasting harm which it would do by 
eliminating from the Mall certain qualities of design dependent upon retain- 
ang tts full width. 

the dimensions originally planned for, both by the founders of Washing- 
ton and by the present commission, were not arbitrarily fixed; they were 
the results of most painstaking and conscientious study, and hence they should 
not be hastily tampered with. It may gonerally bo supposed that the four 
eminent experts comprising the commission were handsomely paia for their 
services. The contrary is the caso, Urged to undertake the investigation, 
they consented asa patriotic duty, serving without compensation, and giv- 
ing nearly a year of their timo to a task whose professional demands repro- 
sent personal sacrifices of many thousands of dollars in a public-spirited 
work. They certainly are entitled to the recognition of their objections toa 
modification of the project by a most careful and impartial consideration 
before dofinite action is taken. 

The decisive voice in the matter lies with the President. Mr. Roosevelt is 
known to have taken a deep interest in the question, and to have expressed 
the desire that the great ideals thus established should be steadily realized in 
all work undortaken by the Government. Therefore it is to be hoped he 
will not give his consent to the proposed sacrifice of an essential quality of 
the great plan to the minor considerations involved in the site of a new de- 

mrtment building. By wisely deciding this question, and by exerting his 
nfluence toward the creation of a responsible board for the careful determi- 
nation of sites for public buildings and the execution of plans of improve- 
ment for the District of Columbia, President Roosovelt has the opportunity 
to make his mark upon the development of the nation's capital more strongly 
than any President since Washington. 


I have not taken the time to read all that editorial, but I do pro- 
pose to insert it in my remarks as a strong argument not only in 
support of the plan as adopted by the commission, but as a strong 
expression of what the popular sentiment is upon this subject. 
Now, I appreciate, Mr. Chairman, that the plan as laid out by this 
park commission is a most elaborate plan. I appreciate that it 
will require millions and tens of millions of dollars to carry it into 
effect. I also appreciate that it is a plan which is not to be carried 
to its fulfillment this year or next year or in this generation, but 
I believe that the American people do insist that Washington in 
the future shall be developed by no haphazard plan. 

I believe that the American people do insist that some definite 
and permanent plan shall be agreed upon before we enter upon 
the construction of these large departmental and exeeutive build- 
ings which we have in view for construction in the near future. 
More than that, I believe that the American people insist that in 
building up and developing the city of Washington that the plan 
of the founder of the city—the Father of his Country—as laid out 
shall be adhered to. We have done much here in Washington to 
make this a great and a beautiful city. In 1848 we commenced 
the construction of the Washington Monument, which has been 
a great feat of engineering and which required nearly half a cen- 
tury to carry forward to its fulfillment. 

We have entered upon a magnificent park system, and the Gov- 
ernment to-day is the owner of nearly 2,000 acres of land on the 
west capable of splendid development as an outlying park. We 
have commenced the reclamation of the Potomac Flats, and that 
plan is going forward; but what I want to see is a plan substan- 
tially the same as the plan of the park commission, which shall 
construct a splendid Mall, whether it be 800 or 1,000 or 1,600 feet, 
running directly from the Capitol down to the river, and the river 
spanned by a splendid memorial to the great martyr to his coun- 
try, Abraham Lincoln. If that plan can be carried ont with the 
other features embodied in it, we shall satisfy the sense and the 
wishes of the people of this country, 

Now, I want to say just a word, Mr. Chairman, along another 
line. Iam aware that Members of this House will say this is a 
most extrayagant plan. It contemplates possibly the expenditure 
of $100,000,000, possibly $200,000,000, for its development, and 
they say, ‘‘ What good reason can we give to the country for the 
expenditure of so large a sum of money for the development of a 
single city, even though it be the national capital?” Now, let us 
look at this from the material point of view. Everybody agrees 
that the development of Washington along the lines of this plan 
as proposed by the commission would be in every sense most ar- 
tistic; that we should be proud of it; but the reply is, Are we 
justified in the expenditure of these large sums of money?” 

In other words, Is this House justified in committing Congress 
to a plan which during a generation, or two generations, may re- 
sult in the expenditure of $100,000,000? I want to call yonr at- 
tention, Mr. Chairman, to the French people—a thrifty people, a 
people that have as good a knowledge of human nature as any 
people upon the face of the globe. The French people have de- 
veloped their splendid capital along lines largely identical with 


po lines laid out by the park commission, and what has been the 
effect? 
To-day travelers from all parts of the world who go to Europe 
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visit the French capital. They spend their money at the French 
capital, and it is said on good authority that the American people 
every year carry across the Atlantic $100,000,000 and expend it in 
the cities of Europe. Now, who gets the benefit of that? You 
can put down, in the first place, that at least one-third. if not 
two-fifths, of that entire amount is expended at the gay French 
capital. The other goes to Venice, to Vienna, to those cities 
which have developed art in the highest degree. 

You may go back a little further in history, to the Greek people, 
where art was born, and what have you to say as to the invest- 
ment which the Greeks made more than two thousand years ago 
in their temples and in their works of art? For more than two 
thonsand years the people of the earth have been traveling to 
Greece, which has been their Mecca, to view those wonderful 
works of art. If we were to develop Washington as it can be 
developed, we shall find that it would become a place not only for 
the resort of the American, but of people from all parts of the 
world. 

We are still a young people. We have been passing through 
what may be called the material age.“ Weare reaching now an 
age of art. Our artists, our sculptors, our painters are to-day 
ranking among the bestin the world. Weare not always going 
to be simply a material people, gathering money, to be what are 
called dollar getters:“ we are coming to that point where we are 
going to gratify the finer senses of taste, Wecan make of Wash- 
ington, with the talent and genius of the American people, the 
finest city in the world. We are already making her one of the 
finest cities in the world. 

These splendid memorials which we are putting np—memorials 
which stand for the history of the country, memorials which rep- 
resenf the great soldier who fought for the glory and safety of his 
country, aud memorials representing the great statesmen—are all 
to represent the history and the fame and the genius of the Amer- 
ican people. For one, Mr. Chairman, I should exceedingly regret 
if we ignored the future development of this splendid city. I do 
not expect to remain much longer in these Halls, but before I leave 
I want to put myself on record as favoring the deyelopment of the 
national capital in response to what I believe to be a strong popu- 
lar demand. [Applause.] 

The American people have never been stingy in the expenditure 
of money where they believe that the expenditure was justified. 
Only the other day a large majority of this House voted for an 
appropriation well on to $100,000,000 for the maintenance and up- 
building of the American Navy. I voted for that, as I assume 
the majority did, because I believe that the defense and protec- 
tion of the country demanded it. 

I would to God that the time might come when the nations of 
Europe, to-day bristling with bayonets, would disband their armies 
and would also allow their navies to go to the bottom of the sea, 
and that we might live together in universal peace, and that these 
hundreds of millions of dollars which to-day are being expended 
by the great nations of Europe and by the United States might 
be tnrned to the education and uplifting of the American people, 
the people of Europe, and the rest of the world; that these hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars might be devoted, or at least some 
part of it, to the development of the better sonses, to the higher 
tastes of the human race, 

I believe the time will come, and I believe it will come in this 
century, when we shall see universal peace and when we shall 
see a disbandment of the armaments of the world. It may not 
come in our day, but it will come in this century, and then when 
that does come the people of the world can enter upon an era of 
education and humanitarianism. But notwithstanding the great 
expenditures for the Navy, notwithstanding the great expendi- 
tures for the Army, notwithstanding the great expenditures for 
our rivers and harbors, there is no reason why we should notin 
this Congress agree npon some definite and permanent plan for 
the development of the national capital, This is not a party 

nestion. 

= I haye never yet made a political speech in this House, because 
I have realized that I could say nothing that would be likely to 
convince my friends on the other side of the House that they were 
wrong or satisfy them that I was right, and while I appreciate 
the necessity for the discussion of political questions, the discus- 
sion of economic questions, at the same time I wish that we 
might turn aside and join together, not as Democrats or Repub- 
licans, but as American citizens, in considering a question in which 
we all believe, in considering a proposition in which we are all 
united and interested, and that is the permanent development of 
this seat of government which you love, which I loye, and which 
is the pride of every American citizen, [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield seven minutes to the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Witt}, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, upon yester- 
day the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. DALZELL] announced 
what he regarded as the true Republican reciprocity ”’ policy. 


I have found since then that there is another Republican 
reciprocity “° policy, that had been lately announced by a distin. 
ished northwestern Senator in a speech made in the town of 
oston. Upon yesterday I said that if the gentleiaan contined 
reciprocity to noncompeting articles, such was the vastness of out 
territory and the complexity of our productions—agricultural 
and mannfactnring—that I hardly knew of any article that would 
be noncompeting, 

I said that possibly polar-bear skins or breadfruit or guava 
might be recommended as noncompeting. On further thought 
I do not believe they can be so regarded, because the chief prod- 
uct and food of the ‘‘American island“ of Guam is breadfruit; 
and Porto Rico and our other tropical colonies“ raise both bread- 
fruit and guava. And as to polar-bear skins, we are getting them 
from Alaska, So that, the Dalzell Republican reciprocity theory 
having gone by the board, a new one presented itself this morn- 
ing. Lately a distinguished northwestern Senator made a speech 
in Boston, from which I quote the following: 

Let no fear of forcien frowns, no temptation to experiment in the field of 
legislation, lead us to surrender the greatest heritage of American statesman- 
ship (the tariff). Did you ever think if every inhabitant of China 
should place an order for one cotton shirt, wo haven't mills enough to fill the 
order in a year? 

Why, Colonel Sellers’s eyewater was nothing to that, You re- 
member Colonel Sellers said if he could just sell one-half a bottle 
of his celebrated eyewater to each of the people in the Orient suf- 
fering with sore eyes, his fortune would be enormous. 

Then this distinguished northwestern Senator goes on: 

Corn is the staple food of the poor ea of England. No udeguate supply 
outside the United States isavnailable. No ministry dare lay a duty on corn. 


Corn is king in the Middle West, and retains its oxclusive prerogative abroad, 
Therefore the great corn belt will be outside this storm area. 


Now, this new ‘‘ Senatorial Republican reciprocity ™ is about 
this: This distingnished Senator was called upon to give his views 
upon Mr. Chamberlain’s propaganda in Great Britain, and he 
says that Chamberlain can not harm the great middle States of 
the West, because Chamberlain can not afford to tax maize, 
Indian corn; and he seems to think the poor people of Great 
Britain live on corn. Further, this new application of reciproc- 
ity seems to be this: Let Mr. Chamberlain close the market to 
American wheat, to American meat, and all such things; but 
Senatorial reciprocity consists in reconciling the northwestern 
farmers tothe risk of the loss of the English inarket for all these 
by the hope of persuading each Chinaman to buy an American 
cotton shirt! If that happens, we are all right anyhow, Cham- 
berlain or no Chamberlain. [Laughter.] 

Now, in connection with this speech, I found this morning the 
advance sheots of a great political epic—a great Republican epic— 
and I propose to read it to the House. The name of the poet 1 will 
not yet make public. I want to hold it in reserve yet a few days 
until he has had opportunity to haye this great epic copyrighted 
and published in due form. This is the way it reads: 


Senator QUARLES went to Boston Town— 

(God save The Tariff!) 
With tho bankers and merchants to sit him down 
To feast and speak und win renown. 

(Watch out for the Sacred Tariff!) 


Senator QUARLES rose np and spoke— 
(Heaven guard The Tariff!) 
laid the Chamberlain scheme was s kind of joke 
Which need not alarm the American folk— 
(So long as they loved The Tarif!) 


He begged them romember the Chinaman’s shirt 
(Stand fast for The Tariff! 2 

And tetrade of the Orient, rich aa dirt, 

Which Chamberlain conidn't possibly hurt, 
(Bow low to the Golden Tariff.) 


[Laughter.] 
“The greatest heritage,“ says he, 
(Glasses ‘round to The Tarif!) 
“Of American statesmanship must be 
Protection: on this we will all agrees.” 
(Hurrah for the Glorious Tariff!) 


“In England,” quoth ARI with a noble scorn— 
(Three choers for The Tarifi) 
“The staple food of the poor is corn 
We own ft all, just as stre as you're born.” 
(Thanks be to our Hallowed Tariff.) 


On corn no ministry duties dare lay 
(Here's to The Tariff!) 
“So there's really no reason to feal dismay, 
In fact, we should all of us grow very gay.” 
(If fiza wasn't taxed by Tho Tarif.) 
[Langhter. ] 
His well-bred hearers surpreseed their grins— 
(Grins may be named in Tho Tarif.) 
In Boston bad manners are rated as sins? 
Still, under tho board, there was kicking of shins, 
(Tis trenson to kick on The Tariff.) 
[Laughter.] 
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Thus Senator QUARLES won a measureless fame 
(Sing hey! for The Tariff.) 

And grent is the glory attached to his name 

For breaking up Chamberlain bad little game, 
(By the aid of the Splendid Tariff.) 

Far and wide has the story sprond— 
(Chant praise to The Tariff.) 

How a Senator learned and wise has said 

That the English use maize for their daily bread, 
(Shout, shout fora Higher Tariff!) 

Then this epic at the close breaks into a triumphal anthem; it 
becomes an anthem in rhythm as well as in thought, These are 
the last lines: 

The Tariff, the Tariff, Inviolate, Grand; 

It has snved from destruction our doar native land. 

It hrs summoned the sunshine, the rain, and the snow, 
Ithasmaude the flelds fruitful and caused wheat to grow, 
It hoas saved usfrom bankruptcy, fighting, and snar. 

But the best of ita blessings is Senator QUARLES! 

[Loud laughter, 

5 The — MAN; The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
as expired, 

Mr, DALZELL. Allow me to ask whether my friend from 
Mississippi is not the author of that poem? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will show you why he is not. 
The gentleman who wrote this poem 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired, 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, I yield the gentleman one 
minute more, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There seems to be an aversion 
to revealing the name of the man who wrote this. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is wrong in his suggestion, for the man 
who wrote it has appended his name in such a way that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will know it is notI, although the last 
word in the signature is spelled with a ‘t y,” not an i.“ He has 
signed it“ Lusty Lyre.” [Laughter.] I am afraid he is one of 
these lately reformed Republicans, and that the signature refers 
to his remembrance of his past utterances concerning the “‘bless- 
ings" of the tariff. [Laughter.] 

Mr, PIERCE. Mr, Chairman, I yield thirty minutes to the 
gentleman froin Kentucky [Mr. Horxms]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, on the 12th day of November, 
and the first week of the extraordinary session of this Congress, I 
introduced a bill into this House looking to the relief of the to- 
bacco growers of the country, by allowing them to stem, twist, and 
sell their own products without being required to pay any tax or 
license thereon. This bill, though limited in scope, was then 
thought to be the best we should be likely to accomplish, in view 
of its direct influence on the public revenues, which were falling 
below our largely increased expenditures, and over the opposition 
of the tobacco trust, Which is to-day reaping such rich harvests 
from present conditions which they will vigorously oppose any 
change in. On the 17th day of the same month my colleague Mr. 
TROBLE introduced a similar bill, and two days thereafter my 
friend Mr. GATSES, from Tennessee, introduced a similar bill, and 
on the 2ist of January, 10904, my worthy colleague Mr. STANLEY 
introduced a bill going still further on. You see we now have 
four measures pending before this body all looking to the same 
end, and having for their purpose the widening of our markets 
and the opening up of new fields of competition in the sale and 
handling of this great and important crop. 

I will say right here that none of us are wedded to our particu- 
lar measures, and each will gladly support any bill which will offer 
any sort of relief from existing conditions. At the same time, 
we favor the entire repeal of all Jaws imposing any tax or license 
on the sale or manufacture of tobacco, because it is unjust and an 
unfair discrimination against one class of our farming and labor- 
ing people, it teing the only direct product of the soil upon which 
the Government lays the hand of tribute. Although this unjust 
tax was born of the necessities of war, which have long since 

sed away, its burdens and hardships haye been patiently borne 
ean uncomplaining people, who begrudge not the support they 
were paying to tho Government as long as they had an open an 
free market, with fair and legitimate competition, in which to 
dispose of their products, and as long as the taxes gathered from 
them were used by the Government for the just enforcement of 
the laws and the equal protection of all its citizens. 

But, sir, new dangers and conditions confront them, a new ene- 
my has arisen in their pathway, even more greedy and rapacious 
than the revenue agent and the taxgatherer, and this is none 
other than the tobacco trust, which stalks into the market, brazen 
and barefaced, saying to the farmer, I will fix the prices of your 
labor and the products of your soil; you must sell your tobacco 
to me at the prices I offer, for there is none other in the market 
to whom you can sell.” Thus having dictated the price at which 
the farmer must give up the fruits of his toil, sweat, and labor, it 
turns to the public with equal affrontery and says to the con- 


sumer, ‘* You must pay the price we ask, for no one else can sup- 
ply your wants,” presenting the spectacle of this heartless crea- 
ture of the law robbing the farmer, when he arbitrarily fixes 
the prices of his product at less than the cost of production, and 
an unprotected public, when it turns to sell it, at extortionate 
rates of profit. 

Mr. Chairman, a very short experience has proven theré can be 
but one solution of this problem, if left to work itself out, and 
that is plain, and none other than the absolute annihilation of the 
tobacco industry in this country, and the unjust and unwilling 
transfer of the already meager living of the farmers and laborers 
in iis fields, from their hands to the yaults of this monster of 
human genius, the tobacco trust, with its $180,000,000 of capital 
stock. 

It requires no effort to discover the true condition of the to- 
bacco industry of this conntry just now, for the very 3 
is ladened with petitions from these already long: neglected and 
suffering people, beseeching that something be done to enable 
them to liye and support their families by honest toil, the fruit 
of which they may be allowed to gather and enjoy. They ask 
not for alms, not for charity, not that they be given any special 
privileges over any other class of men, but for simple justice, and 
that they be treated as the farmer who raises corn, wheat, oats, 
and rye. 

In order that this body may know what the peoplein the tobacco 
districts are having to contend with, and how hard they are striv- 
ing to live, I want to produce some newspaper clippings, giving 
reports of the condition of the tobacco industry of the different 
States, and ask that they be made part of my remarks, First, I 
will read from the Courier-Journal, under date of October 22, 1903: 

SHELBYVILLE, KY., October 22. 

[Special.]—The Burley tobacco wers of Shelby County hold an onthu- 
inst io meeting here to-day and perfected the county organization of the Bar- 
ley Tobacco Growers’ Association, which is formed to control the Burley 
tabasco market in the interest of the growors. 

Mr. Leonard Drane was elected c anand Mr. John C. Crawford sccre- 
tary. The board of controliscomposed of Messrs. W. L. Brown, John Sullivan 
and A. V. Weakley. The Soon, inspector will be elected by the members ot 
the association on Octobor gl. lmostevery one ofthe great number of grow- 
ers present subscribed to the stock of the organization, and the association 
starts off with tho brightest prospects in Shelby County, which is the largest 
Burley-tobacco producing county in the world. 

The following resolution was unanimously adopted: 

“The Shelby County Tobacco Growers’ Association in mass meeting as- 
sembled pede this organization and its members to stand together for the 
purpove of widening the doors of competition for the sale of manufactured 

CCO, 

“We demand a ane in the laws or such different construction of them 
go as to permit the producer to stem and twist his crop without being aub- 
jected to any license or tax, and also that all taxos on such twisted or other 
manufactured tobacco be repealed. 

“Wo request all Mombers of Congress and all other officers of the Goy- 
ernment to aid in this work.” 

Here we have a few honest, fearless farmers who, like all trne 
Kentuckians, are not willing to surrender without at least giving 
battle to the enemy, organizing themselves together and risking 
their fortunes upon the result of the contest, which they are 
forced to fight out alone and single handed, can have but one 
ending, and that will be the triumph of wrong and robbery, of 
brute force and avarice, over manhood, justice, and right, for in 
the end, in the light of past history, I am forced to predict that 
the Shelby County Tobacco Growers’ Association will have to 
succumb to the overpowering influence of its dreaded enemy—the 
tobacco trust. 

This conviction is strengthened by reading a letter written me 
hy Mr. Leonard Drain, who was chosen chairman of that associa- 
tion, which I will ask the Clerk to read, and that it be made a 
part of my remarks. 

Box 161, EMTSENCE, KY., November 19, 1903, 
Hon. F, A. Horxrss, 

DEAR SIR: I notice with pleasure that you have introduced a bill in Con- 
— looking to the relief of the tobacco growers, which we most heartily 

dorse, some of the reasons for which I desire to state. 

The white burle sold at an average price for the entire cropin the 
burley district of slo to $15 per hundred pounds, before tho Continental and 
American Tobacco 55 bought up 8 all the manufacturing 

lants, thereby getting almost complete control of the tobacco manufactur- 

ng industry of the world, which enables them, without competition, to aot 
their own price on leaf tobacco, because they use 70 per cent of the crop, and 
also to set their own price on the manufactured product. 

For instance, Star plug, that was made by Liggett & Myers, of St. Louis, 
Mo., out of tobacco costing twice as much as it does now, Liggett & Myers 
sold at 30 cents por pound. Now it is sold by Continental at 43 cents por 
ponnd. All other grades of plug, etc., sold now, while the leaf that ma 
them cost about one-third as much as it used to cost manufacturers, yet it is 
sold at higher prices, with bean soup, white clay, salt, and common molasses, 
sea island sugar, licorice, otu., put im it at the rate of about 30 per cent to 
the weight of the leaf, ete. Bean soup and the white clay have very recently 
come into the manufacture of tobacco. 

The several rulings poesy the grower from stemming and twisting nat- 
ural leaf and selling it without paying tax on twist, to do which is wrong, 
nor can we make cigars without paying tax, which is wrong. 

In fact, if there was no tax on manufactured tobacco the trust could not 
have a monopoly on manufacturing industries of the country. 

If there was no tax on manufactured tobacco the small manufacturors 
could do business anywhere, and we would have mare competition for loaf 
tobacco. It would help to remedy present evils if manufacturers were ro- 
quired to pay a graded tax accor to umount of business, until the grad- 
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nal increase of taxes would make it unprofitable to do business beyond a 
certain amount of business. 

Something will have to be done or the tobacco grower will starve to death 
raising tobacco at the present prices, averaging less than $6 per hundred 

sunds, for white burley crop can not be raised so as to make any profitfor 
ess than $0 for the entire crop. 

See G. G. GILBERT, Congressman from Shelby County, Ky. He under- 
stands the whole situation, and I know will gladly help you in this good work. 

Iam, respectfully, 
LEONARD DRANE. 

It is but fair to say that the white burley tobacco, of which 
Mr. Drane speaks, isa very superior quality of tobacco, which is 
only grown in the rich blue-grass belt of Kentucky, and in a 
small way, along the borders of Ohio and Indiana. Because of 
its quality and the limited amount produced it has not suffered 
so badly in price as the cheaper grades raised in other sections, 
althongh Mr. Drane’s letter says that it was at that time selling 
for 6 cents per pound, although it cost more to raise it, and that 
there was a profit in the crop at 9 cents a pound. So you can 
readily see the handsome profit our farmers were making when 
they sold their entire crop from 10 to 15 cents a pound, which 
was the cass up to the time the tobacco trust came into existence. 

Mr. Chairman. my constituents who live in the white burley 
district are peculiarly blessed when compared with their neigh- 
bors in other tobacco-growing sections, in this: The landowners 
are well to do and independent, as their lands are among the 
richest and most fertile in the world, 8 an abundance of 
corn, wheat, oats. rye, hemp, hay, and blue-grass pastures famous 
the world over; but valuable as these crops are known to be, 
they are not equal to a crop of white burley tobacco in a market 
of fair and equal competition. ‘ 

I turn and ask what is the condition of our less-favored neigh- 
bors in the southwest part of Kentucky and Tennessee, where 
they raise black tobacco, more than 80 per cent of which is shipped 
to foreign countries, and in that same country, about which my 
friend Gatyrs said in the course of his remarks the other day 
that the tobacco trust had laid it off into districts and sent but 
one agent into each district to buy from the farmers; that is to 
say, the Continental Tobacco Company was to have the sole right 
to buy all the tobacco in a certain district, the Imperial Tobacco 
Company in a certain other district, and the Regies, which is the 
European tobacco trust, to take the remainder, thus forming and 
entering into a contract that neither one will enter the territory 
of the other to bid for or buy any tobacco, There is an instance 
where one of these agents called on a farmer who had two barns 
of tobacco, but on different sides of the public road. After the 
farmer had sold him the tobacco in one of the barns at the price 
the agent dictated, he then offered to sell him the other, to which 
the agent replied: “ No; he could not buy it; that it was out of 
his territory; that the road was the dividing line.“ 

This has but one meaning, Mr. Chairman, and that is, that the 
Continental Tobacco Company, the Imperial Tobacco Company, 
and the Italian Regies have divided up the assets of the tobacco 
growers in that section, designating by territorial lines what each 
is to have. As more than 80 per cent of all the tobacco raised in 
that district is exported to Europe in the leaf, upon which the Goy- 
ernment does not receive one cent of tax or duty, foreigners and 
strangers are reaping the benefit of the labor of our people ac- 
cording to the terms of their own dictation. Therefore, it is not 
strange that tobacco is selling for 3 cents a pound, which is not 
more than half the cost of production, nor is it strange that these 
people should be holding public meetings and petitioning Congress 
for relief, as is shown from the inclosed clipping taken from a 
Hopkinsville (Ky.) paper, which I ask the Clerk to read, and that 
the same be included in my remarks, as also a clipping from the 
Hopkinsville New Era. 

EDITOR KENTUCKY New ERA: Please allow me space in your valuable pa- 

t to announce a mass convention to be held at Guthrie, Ere in the opera 

„use, at 10a. m. Thursday, January 28, 194, for the purpose of passing res- 
Rus petitioning Congress to repeal the 6 cents tax now levied on our to- 
bacco. Hon. Jons WESLEY GAINES, our widt-awake Congressman, and also 
one of Kentucky's Congressmen each have a bill before Congress to repeal 
this tax. Mr. GAINES written mo to have our people take some suitable 
action at once, as the committee before which this matter will come up is to 
meet February 4. 

Tobacco is onr moneyed crop, and every man, woman, and child in this 
section is vitally interested in this bill. Your paper is widely circulated 
among the tobacco growers, and will serve as a valuable medium in which to 
puns the call for this convention. Since the tobacco trusts have been 

‘ormed competition has been stifled till our home purchasers have been 
forced to abandon the field, consequently the growers are left to the mercy 
of the trusts. Up toa few years ago buyers, with their factories, ware in 
every town and community to buy tobacco, and with so much 898 
made it a lucrative product; but now,sinee they have bean run out by these 
trusts, there is absolutely no competition, and the producers are made to suf- 
fer terribly. By taking off this tax ot 6 cents per pound the producers can 
find a much broader feld and sell their tobacco in any shape they choose, 

As it is now the producer can not sell his own tobacco with the stems taken 
out in the form of plug, twist, or smoking tobacco, in which condition the 
Government stands a8 particeps criminis toa tyrannical trust. Whenever 
Congress is made to see this I believe they will come to our relief. There is 
not another product raised on the farm in the United States that bears this 
burden—tobecco alone is taxed. We cordially invite every man in all the 
walks of life to meet with us in this convention of January 2, for everyone is 
touched directly or indirectly by this tax on tobacco, o expect a large 


crowd to attend and would thank you to havea representative there and 
secure for publication the proceedings of the body. 


The Hopkinsville (Ky.) Tobacco Board of Trade, at its regular annual 
meeting, passed the following resolution: 

R * . tobacco is at present selling at a price below the cost of produo- 
on; an 

8 1 N is the principal agricultural product of the State of Ken- 
ucky; an 

„ Whereas farmers and farm laborers are boing oppressed and impover- 
ished in their effort to gain a livelihood in following their vocation of cultivat- 
ing tobacco on their farms; and 

“Whoreas the said farmers and farm laborers, merchants and consumers 
of tobacco are being oppressed and discriminated against by reason of the 
burden of an internal-reyenue tax of 6 cents per pound on tobacco; and 

“ Whereas no other product of the soil of this State, or of any other State 
in the Union, bears any direct tax; and 

‘Whereas we believe this tax to be unjustand oppressive to the citizens of 
this Commonweaith as well as to the merchants, dealers, and consumers of 
tobacco in this and allother States; and, furthermore, we believe this tax en- 
ables the trust to deprive the farmers and farm laborers of their right to a 
legitimate livelihi and profit in growing tobacco: Therefore, be it 

“Resolved, That we, the Tobacco Board of Trade of Hopkinsville, Ky., do 
hereby petition and pray the Congress of the United States toamend the 
revenue laws so as to permit the farmer, dealer, and merchant to buy, sell, 
and handle tobacco in its natural leaf (that is, unstemmed tobacco Ta any 
quantity) freo of any tax whatever, and by this petition pray the removal 
of tax on manufactured tobacco in any of its forms. 

“Be it further resolved, That copy of the above resolution be forwarded to 
Congressman OWSLEY STANLEY, with the request that he use all honorable 
moans to have Congress pass sucha law as will give the people the desired 
relief.” 

Also forward a copy of the above resolution to all tobacco boards of trade 
and ask them to take similar action and notify each that the Hopkinsville 
Tobacco Board of Trade is willing and desires to cooperate with other mar- 
kets in forming a permanent organization having for its object the urging 
upon Congress toso amend the revenue law as to permit thesalo of leaf tobacco 
in any 2 ities by all parties, without payment of any tax whatever. We 
respectfully request correspondence looking to this end. 

F. W. DABNEY, President, 
GARLAND COOPER, Secretary. 


Three years ago independent tobacco dealers, warehouses, and 
factories were scattered all over the country and the farmers 
were paid profitable prices for their tobacco, but after the trusts 
came into existence they boldly said to the independent mannfac- 
turers: ‘‘ You must 8 us or we will put you out of business.““ 
At first the independent men refused to be dictated to, but went 
on with their business. To illustrate how tho trusts proceeded to 
make good their threats, I will take the firm of Liggett & Myers, 
of St. Louis, Mo., referred to in the letter above of Mr. Leonard 
Drane, they being the largest firm and competitors of the trust, 
making among other brands a plug known as Star“ tobacco, 
which is one of the oldest and most popular brands, sold in the 
market at that time at 39 cents per pound, made out of leaf for 
which they paid the farmer 7 cents per pound, and carrying a 12- 
cent war- revenue tax. 

The trust put on the market a similar plug called ‘‘ Battle Ax,” 
and sent their agents out after the agents of Liggett & Myers, 
selling their brand first at 34 cents per pound, which was met by 
Liggett & Myers; then they reduced to 30 cents, 24 cents, and 
even down to 20 cents, which was below the cost of production. 
Then if was that Liggett & Myers saw the hopelessness of their 
fight and sold out their plant and business to the trust. Then, 
one by one, the smaller manufacturers were forced to the wall 
and many of them driven into bankruptcy, only a few of the 
smallest ones being left to buy the leaf from the farmer or inde- 
pendent warehouse dealers, and these will be put out of business 
any day the trusts conclude they are in their way, and the inde- 
pendent dealer and warehouseman, finding themselves withont 
trade or customers, took what they could get for the stock and quit 
the business. When all this was accomplished we first realized 
the conditions which exist to-day, of but one buyer and one seller 
of one of our country’s greatest products. 

Thus you see that this heartless, soulless monster and creature 
of the law is taking from the farmer his products at less than half 
it cost to make them. Then turning to the retail dealer and say- 
ing to him,. The plug of Star tobacco sold you by Liggatt & 
Meiers at 89 cents per pound you mnst pay me 43 cents for it, 
although 6 cents of the tax then on it has been taken off and it is 
made out of a leaf costing only one-half what it cost then.” This 
brand of tobacco, Mr. Chairman, is a favorite with the laboring 
people all over the South and West. I have a plug of it here 
which speaks louder than I can, proving the reckless greed of 
those Ss make it. On one side of this plug are four marks, 
dividing it into five pieces. to retail at 10 cents each, and this was 
the way it was marked and sold before the Spanish-war tax was 

laced on it in 1898. 

After this was done five marks were placed on the other side, 
dividing the plug into six pieces, to sell at 10 cents each, which 
adds 163 per cent to the cost of the consumer. Just why they 
choose to leave the old mark on it I can not tell, unless it is to 
show their utter contempt for the opinions of the people and to 
prove that they do as they please and that we can not help onr- 
selyes. Let us analyze this matter further and see just what 
their profit is on this piece of tobacco, that the man who chews 
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it may know what it contains, and that not only the farmer is be- 
ing wronged, but he himself is paying an exorbitant and unrea- 
sonable profit. 

This plug is intended to represent 1 pound of tobacco. In its 
manufacture is worked cheap sirups, licorice, bean soup, and 
white clay at the rate of about one-third to the weight of the leaf; 
so we have tyo-thirds of a pound of leaf tobacco; costing 3 cents, 
after stemming and waste, the othor one-third made up of sirup, 
licorice, white clay, and bean soup, which coukl not cost more 
than 1 cent, making the entire ingredients in the plug cost only 4 
cents; to this add ö cents; which will cover the cost of mannfac- 
turiug and selling it; then add 6 cents for tax, aud yon have the 
entire cost of it; whichis 15 cents. When sold as it is at 43 cents, 
they have a net profit of nearly 200 per cent. This is called a 
cheap tobacco, for they make out of this same 3-cent leaf they 
price and take from the farmer higher grades, which they sell 
from 60 cents to $1 per pound. Having shown the fate of the 
manufacturers, I now turn to give you a few facts to show the 
tactics they pursned to dispose of independent dealers and ware- 


housemen in order to get rid of their legitimate competitors. I 


will read a clipping taken from a paper published at Hawesville, 
Ky., only a few wecks ago,.as follows: 


Tho tobacco market at Owensboro remains as dead as can well be, as far 
ns prices are concerned. Very few loads ever reach $4 for loaf, although the 
rof loads being sold are on the increase, There is now little or no 
xt for a buyer at Hawesville this winter. If what xe hear is trne, no 
end. blame the Measre, 8 t 

nt 5 this eat x We have boon told that they hava 2.30 hogsheads, or 
pound they bought last year, in storage at Louisville, and it tho pur- 
ae put on the market at tho present prices they would stand to lose 

Then, turning to the testimony before the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee at the last hearing given this bill, it is shown that there 
are now in the warehouses in England 150,000 hogsheads of to- 
bacco, bought and shipped there by independent dealers before 
the trust was formed, to be sold by European buyers as they had 
always done before; but when the trust was formed it took away 
from them their customers and left no one to sell to except the 
trust, who are waiting to dictate arbitrary terms when their con- 
venience suits them to do so. Indeed. it may be said that this to- 
bacco, as well us that of Messrs. Stignet & Co. and all others that 
are in our home warehonses, aro as completely bottled: up by the 
trust as Cervera's fleet was by Commodore Schley's in Santiago 
Bay. E 

Nor is this condition of affairs confined alone to Kentucky and 
Tennessee, but exists wherever tobacco is grown or sold. 

The following clipping from the Washington Post shows that 
the conditions in Virginia and North Carolina are eqnally as bad; 
as the reading of it will show: 

[Special to the Washington Post.] 
` DANVILLE; VA., November 8. 
pts of tobacco last week by wagon. 


There were good regel 

Strictly fine to fancy grades continue very scarce, There has been an ab- 
sence Also of dog-tails in recent offerings. On the whole, however, tho to- 
bacces offered are very serviceable and woll adapted to the noads of the 
manufacturers. Prices show a disposition to harden on good fillers, com- 
mon and modium wrappers. Cottery lugs are ulso stronger. 

The farmers still complain that prices paid are below the cost of. produ- 
tion, nnd are disposed to hold theircrops. Their contention would soem to 
be well taken so long as the general aycrage remains under 7 cents, as it is at 

resent. 
p In the general unrest and current agitation among tobacco growers there 
isabundant evidenco of the fact that the disposition to hold back present 
supplies and curtail production in the future is general and deep seated, and 
these circumstances scam to justify the conclusion that at prevailing prices 
money put into tobacco is well invested. 


TO LIMIT PRODUCTION, 
RICHMOND, VA., November 8. 


The season on the Richmond tobacco markot lias opened, and hoavy breaks 
are expected this week. Up to this time only primings have been sold, and 
very poor primings at that. The prices havo beer correspondingly low, On 
Thursday, however, larger quantities of the new crop beran to appear, 

The weather had been fine, and the farmers had had good opportunity to 
“make good. Shelburne’s warehouse sold seven or sight wagonloads Fri- 
day, nnd somo of the other warchouses mado offerings. Everything is now 
being got ready for next wosk, when the warehousemien expect to get down 
to work in earnest, 

Much dissatisfaction is expressed by farmersatthepricesreceiyed. Many 
of them declare they would stop raising tobacco altogethorif their land were 
good for anything else. 

A prominent momber of the legislatura, who is a large planter. announced 
a fow daysago that he was seriously contemplating offering a bill designed 
to prevent farmers from raising more than a oertain quantity of tobacco. 
Thus the sige of the crap would be reduced, and prices would go up again. 
On the bright belt, in North Carolina, the samo conditions obtain, One of 
the most prominent of the tobacco-raising farmers writes that he has do- 
cided to stop planting tobacco and that he has locked up his present crop 
until prices go up. 

From this you can gather the same idea of the feeling and hard- 
ships which exist in the State of Virginia; and I now ask you what 
are yon going to do for an industrions, honest people, who are 
willing and anxious to work, but tell you their lands Won't bring 
anything but tobacco, and that at the peen price itis selling 


for it does not bring the actual cost of raising it, which means 


that many of them are running in debt and that many of those 


who haye homes will lose them, being forced to encumber them to 
live, while the tenants will be forced into the already crowded 
cities, the mines, or the factories, where they can secure labor at 
wages sufficient to support themselyes and families? 

In North Carolina the situation is still more serious and prom- 
ises to provoke disorder, riot, and maybe bloodshed, for when the 
farmers, who are among our most orderly and law-abiding citi- 
zens, feel that their grievance is so great and that the preserva- 
tion of themselves and families depends upon their deliberately 
destroying the property of their neighbor, as the following spe- 
cial from Raleigh, N. C., to the Washington Post shows: 

Raren, N. O., Vorember 8. 

The focling against the American tobacco trust seoms to increase rather 
than dimimish in this State, and tho presure put upon growers to curtnil 
their crops groeutly next year may be along new lines, For example. in 
Stokes County u nuinber-of farniers have organized thomselyes with the 
avowed purpose of destroying the first tobacco-plaut bod in their section 
next Senson. 

Is it not time that we shonld take up the canse of this suffering 
and complaint. and apply a remedy which will relieve the burden 
of hundreds of thousands of people engaged in this great indus- 
try? There can be but two reasons why yon will not do so: One 
is that you are not willing to give up the small amount of reva- 
nue the Government is now recciving, and the other is that you 
are better friends to the trust than you are to the laboring peo- 
ple. If tho first proposition is trne, your contention is not well 
founded, for the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Hon. John W. 
Yerkes, stated before your Ways and Means Committee that the 
Goyernment did not receive anything from the tax on leaf to- 
bacco, and that he did not think that the tax collected on all 
twisted tobacco would be as much as $2,000,000. 

Then, you are not only taking the risk of losing still greater 
revenues by the curtailment of the crops in Kentucky and Ten- 
nesses, by agreement among the farmers to only put ont a half a 
crop; in Virginia by the farmers being starved off of their farms 
and no longer able to raise it, and this supplemented by the threat 
that the lawmaking power will limit the production in the State; 
and in North Carolina, where it is said the farmers have organ- 
ized to prevent the raising of any crop at all, and will carry that 
programme out by invading the fields of those who will not act 
with theim and destroy their beds. If, upon the other hand, you 
are the friend of the tobacco trust, with its $180,000,000 of capital 
stock, taken from the sweat and suffering of the laboring people 
of this country, for which it has not given them adequate re- 
turns, let me warn yon tliat these same people will be here to 
punish your perfidy when the tobacco trust and linndreds of as- 
sociates in theft and crime are dashed to pieces before the angry 
wave of public sentiment. [Applanse.] 

Mr. Chairman, the tobacco grower is a peculiarly unfortunate 

being in this, that he is sandwiched between the Government tax 
collector on one side and the trust monopoly on the other, and 
that the Government has singled him ont from among all the 
other tillers of the soil and laid tribute upon the fruits of his 
labor both in times of war and peace, which he has borne with 
satience and paid with cheerfulness, while at the same time lie 
75 been made the victim of the greed of his fellow-men, and 
no hand has been raised anywhere to shelter him from wrong, 
although adequate laws exist, which if only enforced for his pro- 
tection as vigorously as they are against him when he is charged 
with their violation his condition would be different and far bet- 
ter than to-day. To illustrate, I havo known one instance of an 
old man being dragged from his home and family hundreds of 
miles away to answer the charge of violation of revenue laws, 
when the facts were that he had only sold a few twists of home- 
made tobacco in exchange for corn upon which to feed his family, 
a transaction that harmed no one nor the Government; and it is 
an everyday occurrence all over this country that plain, common’ 
people are being arrested, tried, and punished for violating the 
revenue laws. 

On the other hand, our laws in the most positive terms de- 
nounce those who enter into unlawful combinations and trusts in 
restraint of trade, declaring that they shall, upon conviction, be 
punished by heavy fines or imprisonment, in the discretion of the 
court. This law was enacted on the 2d day of July, 1890, and 
while its provisions are violatod a thousand tiines every day, Task 
how many of these impudent and barefaced violators have heen 
called to account, although they make no effort to conceal their 
contempt forits provisions and go on disregarding them in the 
very presence of the courts and the officers intrusted with its en- 
forcement, not one of them being subjected to punishment, 
although the last Congress appropriated the magnificent sum of 
$500,000" to be used by the Attorney-General in the more rigid 
enforcement of the law against these offenders? 

Task, and the laborers and farmers all over this country de- 
mand to know, why it is that they are called to account and pun- 
ished for a single and, I may say, ofttimes technical violation of 
the law when it harms no one, while the organizers of these great 
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engines of oppression engaged in wholesale wrong and robbery, 
responsible, as they are, for the large portion of discontent and 
suffering of which I have hardly given a glimpse, go unquestioned 
and nupunished? Although after six months the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, who is intrusted with the enforcement of this law, reports 
that he had only spent $25,985 of the snm set apart to be used in 
their prosecution, and one single instance is given where an effort 
has been made to enforce the penal provisions of the law. 

Does such a record justify the statement of Mr. BOUTELL, of 
Illinois, who said on the 26th day of January last in this House, 
while summing up the reasons why the Republican party should 
be kept in power and President Roosevelt reelected to thé Presi- 
dency: 

Has he forfeited any Democratic esteem because in season and out of sea- 
son he has been zealous in enforcing the laws against illegal combinations? 

Now, let us see what right he had to make this statement. 
Of the nine cases reported by the Attorney-General only three of 
them are among the class of trusts which directly affect the whole 
people, although, according to the speech of Mr. LITTLEFIELD, 
made in this House on the 6th day of February, 1903, there are 
440 different trusts controlling the different articles of prime 
necessity which go into the homes of the people. And at that 
very time Mr. BovuTELL was making that statement thousands of 
helpless people were shivering and freezing all over this country 
because of the high price of coal, made so by the coal trust. I 
want to read from a Lexington paper published the next week 
after he made that speech: 

JUDGE SCORES COAL COMRINE. 
LEXINGTON, Ky., February 3. 

City Judge J, J. Riley delivered a sermon against coal combines in Lexing- 
ton in the pon court this morning. A little colored boy, Jesse Williams, 
charged with stealing coal, said his mother, an invalid, was freezing, and he 
was the only support ot the family, including several smaller children. 
Judge Riley said 15 understood that the coal combine in Lexington has made 
it so that poor people could scarcely secure coal, 

HAD TO STOP WAGON. 

One coal merchant usod to have wagons out selling by the 5 cents’ worth, 
but other deslers complained, and he was forced to take off these wagons. 
Judge Riley anid he would have these cases, which had come to be numerous 
of late. investigated, and if people were really needy he intended turning 
the culprits loose, Numerous complaints have come to local newspapers 
claiming that coal is higher now than before the railroads were built. 

And to further remind him that during that same week I had 
occasion to go out Fifteenth street on my way to the Agricultural 
Department. I met a number of coal wagons heaped up with nice 
coal, and the street being rough an occasional lamp would jostle 
off and it would not more than touch the ground until it would 
be grabbed up by the little half-clad boys and girls who were run- 
ning after the wagons with little boxes and sacks gathering up 
the falling lumps. Among them was an old negro man who 
seemed to have run on this good thing unprepared, for he had 
taken off his old cap and was filling it. When I saw this the 
words of the gentleman from Illinois rung in my ears, and I turned 
and looked over at the W ite House with the wish that the Presi- 
dent of this great Ri pu ‘lic, who has charge of the enforcement 
of the laws, could be there to see if it would not be in season to 
start criminal proceedings against the coal trust; and I ask why 
the Attorney-General should go to California to break up a salt 
trust, or to Florida to dissolve a wholesale grocers’ association, or 
to Minnesota to prevent a railroad combine when right here in 
Washington all manner of trusts exist and daily ply their unlaw- 
ful business without anyone calling them to account. Indeed, 
my friend, Mr. GouTELL, we ought to be consistent. [Applause, ] 

© our demand we will accept but one answer and but one 
promise from those intrusted with the further enforcement of 
these laws, and that will be that they will treat all persons alike; 
„and we believe that if those who violate the trust laws were 
arrested and placed in stripes behind the bars as the common 
criminal is it would do more toward correcting this evil than 
anything else which can be done. 

Í have already said that we do not seek to shirk any obligations 
that we owe to our Government, however hard they may be, but 
we do most earnestly protest against this same Government, to 
the support of which we have so long und so liberally contributed 
our means, standing quietly by and seeing us pillaged, crushed, 
and ruined by these monstersof greed and avarice. Bridle them, 
as you promised to do, and move them, the barrier between us 
and the free and open market, where we will ba allowed to meet 
free and open competition, and we are abundantly able to take 
care of ourselves; but we can not live if we are forced any longer 
to have our crops so heavily taxed by the Government and at the 
same time be forced to pay a still larger tribute to the internal 
enemies of this same Government—the tobacco trusts. 

The different laws and departmental regulations which have 
been made for the sale and handiing of tobacco since 1862 have 
been so ably and completely discussed and their great injustice 


shown by my distinguished friend from Tennessee [Mr. Galxxs! 
that I need not refer to them any further. 

While the tobacco grower very justly thinks the entire revenue 
law relating to its sale and manufacture should be repealed, still 
we do not ask that much. On the contrary, we only ask that the 
laws be so modified that the farmer who raises tobacco shall have 
the right to stem, twist, and sell his own crop in any quantity to 
whomsoever he chooses withont being required to pay any tax or 
license thereon. This we believe will open new fields of the 
trade to the growers and enable them to get much better prices 
for their crops, as they would have an adyantage of 6 cents per 
pound over the trust, and, being less greedy, would be satisfied 
with a smaller profit, while the consumer wonld also be benefited 
in being able to buy the pure article at less than half the price he 
now has to pay the trusts for their doctored product, mixed and 
adulterated with glucose, sea-island sugar, licorice, copperas, 
bean soup, and white clay, all of which go to enormonsly increase 
their pronta, as they add fully one-third to the weight of the leaf. 

Under the law the farmer can sell his tobacco in the leaf with- 
ont paying any tax, but this is the only disposition he is allowed 
to make of it, except to give it away or use it himself, and when 
he sells he must deliver it in person, and is not allowed to do so 
by his servant or agent, and this, Mr. Yerkes says, in so many 
words, is unjust, although it has been the law all these years. 

To show how little we are asking, and for the benefit of those 
who are unfamiliar with this crop and its handling. I have a hand 
of tobacco here, which is the only way the farmer can pnt it up for 
sale, and any other change he wonid make in it would subject 
him to the payment of a tax of 6 cents per pound or to fine and 
imprisonment, Now, all we ask is that we be allowed to take 
the leaf, which you see is bulky and hard to handle, and strip the 
stem out of it in this way [holding up a leaf and taking the stem 
out of it], for the same reason we separate wheat from the straw 
or strip the corn from the stalk, and then twist it in this way, for 
the same reason that the farmer sacks his corn and wheat, that 
they may be more conveniently and cheaply marketed. The 
wheat is not raised for the straw, nor the corn for the stalk, nor 
tobaceo for the stem, all of which are almost without value. It 
would be just as reasonable to say to the farmer he mnst sell his 
wheat in the straw or corn in the shock. 

I hold in my hand a handmade twist of tobacco, which was 
Presented by Mr. Washington, of Tennessee, before the Ways and 
Means Committee at its last hearing, to show what we wanted 
you to allow us to do. I also have here a twist that is not so 
good looking, given me by Mr. Flack, of Hopkinsville, Ky., who 
was also before that committee in the interest of the tobacco 
growers. It was not bronght like the other piece to exhibit be- 
fore the committee, but was the kind he used, and, as you sea, he 
had been cutting off the ends, When he gave it tome he said, 
Here is a twist made by one of my negro laborers.” This gen- 
tleman has been in the tobacco business as dealer, broker, and 
manufacturer for fifty-one years, but, like all the other independ- 
ent tobacco men. he could not stand the pressure of the trusts 
and had to give up his business or join hands with them, which 
his high sense of justice would not allow him to do. Right 
here I want to show you some more of the iniquity of the present 
laws governing tobacco. The negro who made this twist and 
gave it to Mr. Flack violated the law and is liable to a fine and 
imprisonment therefor. When Mr. Flack gave it to me he vio- 
lated the same law, and I can not give it to oneof you gentlemen 
without being subject to the same penalty, 

I ask vou if such a law is based upon the spirit and justice of 
our institutions; if you think it is right that the hundreds of 
thousands of people whose surronndings force them to work in 
the tobacco ficlds and barns, and who are. many of them, to-day 
the poorest paid, the poorest fed, aud the poorest clad of all oar 
people, do not merit better treatmentat your hands? Andin their 
name and the name of those who are dependent upon them let 
me entreat you that you turn not a deaf ear to this their plea 
for justice. But enact this law and you will resnscitate and put 
new life and new energy into a surely dying industry; you will 
send new light and cheer into thousands of homes now clouded 
by the grim visage of want, where the last ray of hope for the 
return of better days is fading; you will replace confidence where 
distrust in the justice of onr institutions is now taking root, and 
you will make patriots and defenders out of the inmates of these 
homes instead of the unwilling victims of unjust oppression 
which they are to-day, [Lond applause.] 

During the delivery of the foregoing, the time of Mr. HOPKINS 
having expired, 

Mr. GILBERT said: Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. GILBERT, Lask unanimous consent that my colleague 
from the State of Kentucky be allowed an extension of fifteen 
minutes in the time allotted to him. 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that the time for general debate was fixed in the House, 
and the committee can not change it, and under that order of the 
House the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Prerce] has charge of 
the time on that side. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I understand that my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. Pierce] has promised all the time at his dis- 
posal. I still have some time that is not required for use on this 
side, and I will yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. [Applause.] P ; 

TheCHA RM Tue gentleman from Kentucky is recognized 
for fifteen minutes more. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr, Chairman, I return my most grateful 
thanks to the gentleman on the other side for this courtesy shown 
me, and I promise you that I will not impose as much upon your 
patience as he has placed it in my power to do, 

Mr. Hopxrms then resumed and completed his remarks as above.] 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. FLOOD]. 

Mr. FLOOD, Mr. Chairman, I shall devote the few minutes 
allotted to me to a discussion of the tobacco question as it affects 
the tobacco-growing counties that I have the honor to represent 
upon this floor. The tobacco growers of those counties are in a 
depressed condition, and I believe it is largely due to the fact that 
the tax still remains upon the product of their soil and their labor, 

The law now, sir, is that the grower of tobacco can sell the 
leaf to anyone; but if the person who buys that leaf undertakes 
to dispose of it, he is deemed a manufacturer of tobacco and 
must pay a tax of 6 cents a pound; and if the farmer desires to 
put the tobacco which he has raised into any other shape than 
that of leaf, if he pulls the stem from it and twists it, he, too, is 
deemed a manufacturer of tobacco, and this imposition of 6 cents 
a pound tax is placed on his product. That is true when it is in 
an absolutely raw state, when he has done cane tin label to take 
the stem from it and twist it into a shape in which it can be kept 
and handled without loss. This is an unjust imposition. 

Various bills have been introduced here looking to the modifi- 
cation to a greater or less extent of this tax. I iutroduced the bill 
which I now read: 

A bill (H. R. 11889) for the relief of the tobacco growers. 
Be it enacted, ete., That it shall be lawful for any person to buy and sell 


tobacco unstemmed and in the leaf without license or the payment of any 


tax of any kind. 

Suc. 2. That it shall be lawful for any person to sell tobacco in the hand or 
in the leaf, or stemmed and hand pressed, or hand twisted or hand pressed, 
Without license and without the payment of any tax of any kind. 

Sec, 3. That this bill shall take effect and be in force mand after its 
passage. 

I want to say that no law that does not go to the extent of per- 
mitting any person to pull the stem from tobacco, twist, and sell 
it in that way without the imposition of this tax will bring any 
substantial relief to the tobacco growers of that portion of Vir- 
ginia which raises export tobacco; and very little to those who 
raise it for home manufacture, cre 

Mr. Chairman, there are twenty-nine States in this Union which 
raise tobacco. Eight of the eleven Republican members of the 
Ways and Means Committee come from tobacco-growing States, 
It is true that some of those States do not raise very large quanti- 
ties of tobacco; but I take it that the Representatives of those 
States will see to it that their constituents, even if they have but 
small numbers who are engaged in this industry, shall haye jus- 
tice and fair treatment at the hands of the Government. 

The internal-revenne tax has enabled the American Tobacco 
Company to a large extent to crush out competition in the pur- 
chase of those classes of tobacco which are used for. domestic 
manufacture. It has enabled the foreign governments which buy 
our export tobaeco to absolutely throttle and destroy competition 
in those classes of tobacco. 

There are in this country now 150 or 160. manufacturers of to- 
bacco independent of the American Tobacco Company. Vhen 
that company was organized there were that many in the State 
of Virginia alone. There was active competition for the product 
of the farmer when he took it to market. Now in that State 
there are but fifteen or sixteen manufacturers independent of 
this great tobacco trust; and so when the farmer who raises to- 
bacco suited to our domestic manufacture takes his product to 
market he finds that the competition for it is greatly lessened 
and the price greatly depressed. 

But as bad as is his condition, it is bright when compared to 
the condition of the farmer who raises tobacco for export. There 
are a number of foreign countries, such as France, Austria, and 
Italy, which exercise an absolute monopoly in the purchase, im- 
portation, manufacture, and sale of tobacco, France does now 
and most of them formerly did their buying throngh the leaf 
dealers in the different States. These dealers make contracts 


with the consuls of the various governments for the quantity of 
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tobacco they wish to buy for the governments with which they 
contracted. Within the past few years a number of these goy- 
ernments haye pooled their interests and formed a governmental 
trust. 

I will illustrate by taking the case of Austria and Italy. The 
buy a large quantity of tobacco that is raised in the district whieh 
I represent, There were formerly in the State of Virginia twenty- 
five or thirty leaf dealers who went upon our markets and bought 
the class of tobacco that those two Governments desired, either 
under contract with those Governments or with the expectation 
of getting contracts from them at the end of the season. With 
twenty-five or thirty of these buyers there was always lively com- 
petition, there was active bidding for the farmer's tobacco, and 

e got a reasonably fair, living price for it. Within the past few 
years those two Governments haye pooled their interests, and one 
man has been engaged by the two to buy all the tobacco they need 
in the State of Virginia; so now, when a farmer takes his tobacco 
tomarket, instead of having twenty or twenty-five men competing 
for it, there is but one man who wants it. 

Instead of having competition for his article he must sell it at 
Whatever price this one man chooses to give him for it. These 
two Governments buy in Virginia about 8,000,000 pounds of to- 
bacco a year. It comes largely from counties which I represent 
here. Since that combination has been formed that class of to- 
bacco has gone down in price about 4 cents a pound, so it will be 
seen that this Government monopoly has taken out of the pockets 
of the farmers of a half dozen or more counties in Virginia 
$300,000 a year, a sum larger than the taxes those counties pay to 
the State, county, and municipal governments. Mr. Chairman, 
the tobacco growers of Virginia believe if this tax is removed the 
condition which enables those Governments to thus oppress them 
will be removed. 

The condition of the tobacco grower who raises export tobacco 
has been deplorable for a number of years. In June, 1897, Con- 
gress passed a resolution calling upon the President to negotiate 
with the countries which engage in the tobacco business, as well 
as with those which impose burdensome restrictions upon its im- 
portation, with a view of ascertaining if some concession could not 
be obtained from those governments. From that time to this 
neither gentleman who has occupied the White House has taken 
a single step to carry that portion of that resolution into effect. I 
have introduced a similar resolution this session. 

The tobacco pranon have come to the conclusion that they can 
expect no relief against the trust as long as the Republican party 
is in power, and, judging by the conduct of the Republican Ex- 
ecutives for the past seven years, they can not even expect aid 
from Republicans as against foreign governments which are op- 
pressing them; and so, Mr, Chairman, they come and ask mod- 
estly for a very moderate relief. 

They have asked for no drastic antitrust legislation. They have 
asked simply for a fair field with no favor. They come here and 
ask that this Government take its oppressive hands from their 
throats and allow them to work out their own salvation. They 
believe that if the Government will do this they can take care of 
themselves, not only against the American trust, but against for- 
eign governmental combinations as well, They believe, sir, if 
this tax is removed there will spring up all over the tobacco- 
growing sections of this country small industries; side lines to 
other interests which the people who start them may have; in- 
dustries which will buy the leaf tobacco from the farmer, pull 
the stem from it and twist it, and in that shape send it out to the 
South and West and build up a trade. And when the farmer 
goes to the market to sell his tobacco the people who have estab- 
lished these little industries will be there to compete with the 
agent of the American Tobacco Company or the agent of this 
combination of foreign governments in the purchase of that to- 
bacco, It will create competition, and competition is what the 
American tobacco grower must have or go out of business. 

Mr, Chairman, we do not believe that the trust could drive this 
class of tobacco dealers out of business. We believe that the 
people who went into this business would do it on a small scale 
and with a small capital and often will haye other business inter- 
ests, and if the trust undertook to destroy them, as they have the 
independent manufacturers generally, they could simply suspend 
business until the trust got tired of using its ordinary methods, 
and then they could begin business again at the same old stand. 
It is the consensus of opinion of the most intelligent growers and 
dealers in tobacco that if this tax is removed to the extent of per- 
mitting any person to stem and twist the raw leaf competition 
will be created and a trade will be built up, and these foreign 
combinations and the home trust will be forced to give the Amer- 
ican tobacco grower a fair price for his product. z 

Mr. Chairman, there can be no doubt that the American to- 
bacco grower is in a depressed condition. He is gloomy: he is 
disheartened, No person can travel through the tobacco belt and 
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not be convinced of this fact. The statements made here before 
the subcommittee of the Ways and Means Committee will con- 
vince anyone who has heard them or who will take the trouble to 
read them. If this condition is admitted, is it not the duty of this 
Congress to give relief to these people if it is in its power? Ihave 
heard the suggestion made that the Government could not stand 
the loss of the revenne, and yet a few days ago I heard the Com- 


missioner of Internal Revenue state that the passage of a measure 
of this character would not reduce the revenues of this Govern- 
ment more than $2,000,000; but even if it did reduce the revenues 
four or five or six or seven millions, when it is reduced to save a 
hundred thousand or more 8 American taxpaying citizens 
17 — ti and ruin, it should be done without hesitation. 
use. 

his House appropriated without question $96,000,000 to main- 
tain a naval establishment, $65,000,000 for the Army, and will 
appropriate hundreds of millions of dollars to build an inter- 
oceanic On all sides appropriations are made witha liberal 
hand, and can you then hesitate to save this agricultural interest 
by refnsing to reduce yonr revenues a few millions? Gentlemen 
on the other side of this House talk glibly about prosperity. 
Such talk sounds strangely to the tobacco growers, who are in a 
worse financial condition than they ever have been, worse than 
they were in the panic of 1873, worse than they were in the ic 
of 1893, worse than ever before; and they come here and for 
some measure of relief and they will not understand, with all the 
money that is being appropriated by this Congress, why that re- 
lief can not be given them. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman permit an in- 
terruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FLOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, The two million reduction was 
upon stemming and twisting. 

Mr. FLOOD. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But on giving the farmers and 
everybody free trade in leaf tobacco it would not interfere with 
the revenue at all. 

Mr, FLOOD. That is what I said. I said the reduction of 
revenue if the tax was taken off hand-twisted tobacco would be 
but a few millions, and I said, further, that no relief would 
amount to anything to the tobacco growers unless the right to 
stem and twist was given to everybody who wants to engage in 
that business. 

In 1882 President Arthur recommended the abolition of this 
tax. In 188t he recommended it again. The Republican party, 
byits platform in 1588, stands committed to an absolute abolition 
of the internal: revenue tax upon tobacco. That pledge is unre- 
deemed to this day, 

This, sir, is a war tax. That war has been over nearly thirty- 
nine years, and still this tax remains upon our statute boo 
to harass and oppress large numbers of our fellow-citizens. It 
found its origin in the necessities of this Government to raise 
revenue during that unhappy period of strife between the differ- 
ent sections. 

Not only, sir, has that war been over for a long period, but 
another war has been fought, in which those who wore the gray 
and those who wore the blue marched side by side under the same 
flag, the ensign of a common and united country. Yet this tax 
oppresses a great section of your country. Not o 1 50 it a war 
tax, but it is class legislation, and simple. y, as the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Horxrys] has just asked, should 
this uct of the soil be taxed when wheat and corn and cotton 
8 other products are not taxed? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I will yield 
twenty minutes to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. WILLIAMSON]. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, will my friend 
from Minnesota, who is so charitable with his time to-day, not 
yield to my friend from Virginia [Mr. FLoon] three minutes more 
in order that he may finish his remarks? 

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. By consent of the gentleman 
from Oregon I will be glad to do so. r 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. I will gladly give way. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield three minutes more to 
the gentleman from Virginia, r, 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman. I thank the gentleman from Min- 
nesota, I Will only take a minute. I ask what better illustration 
could be adduced of class legislation than this unjust and in- 

uitable imposition upon one Poma prodno: of the soil? It is 
without justification or excuse in m or equity. It is an in- 
stance of where might makes right. It is a high-handed Rob 
Roy exercise of despotic power. The time has come for the Re- 
publican party to redeem a pledge upon which it carried the 
country in 1888. The Democrats stand ready to support this 
measure, I call on the Republican party in this House to vote 
for a measure which the trusts of this country do not ask for, 


but which hundreds of thousands of earnest and honest citizens 
do ask for and do serionsly need. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Wm- 
8 recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. WILL SON. Mr. Chairman, it is with no small degree 
of hesitation that I undertake to address the House at this time. 
Especially is this the case from the fact that I am not only a new 
Member of this body, but that the subject I wish to call your 
attention to might, at first thought, be considered lacking in that 
immediate and general interest contained in the discussion of 
party policies that has occupied the attention of this body for 
some time. 

The question to which I refer is whether or not it is fitting and 

er that the Oriental Exposition to beheld in Portland, Oreg., 
in the year 1905 should receive national recognition. It will 
observed that the date mentioned is the centenary of the first 
regularly equipped and duly authorized movement by this Gov- 
ernment looking toward the acquirement of a foothold on the 
shores of the Pacific Ocean, for whatever we now have in the 
way of wealth and power by our Pacific had its begin- 
ning in the Lewis and Clark expedition. 

Recognizing in this simple beginning a plainly marked mile- 
stone in a t world movement, the citizens of the State of Ore- 

have thought it best that the hundredth anniversary of the 
wis and Clark expedition should be suitably commemorated. 
ee tothe national importance of the occasion, the centenary 
of which is to be celebrated, and to certain objects of national 
interest and concern to be attained by the event, those haying in 
charge the immediate management of the undertaking, and the 
citizens of the entire Northwest as well, have thonght it entirely 
proper that such exposition or fair should have national recog- 
nition. Accordingly, a measure is now pending before this body 
looking to that end, and I now desire, as best I may in the few 
moments at my command, to substantiate that claim. 

Differ, as did those upon whom rested the responsibility of 
shaping and the affairs of this conntry one hundred, 
seventy-five, or even sixty years ago, as to the importance of the 
North Pacific country, there now remains but one opinion, On 
that subject demonstration has long since misplaced speculation. 
The free use of eight figures necessarily required in expressing 
the value of its annual products, leaving out of the calculation the 
prospective altogether, leaves but one result, hence but one opinion. 

A region enjoying as yet only the initial stages of development 
that yields annually $70,000,000 of the precious metals, 40,000,000 
bushels of wheat, and lumber, live stock, wool, salmon, and nu- 
merous other products in proportion, and has yielded to the Gov- 
ernment in custom receipts and sale of public lands alone an 
average of one and one-tenth million dollars annually for the past 
half century, and u which the Government has expended less 
than 35 per cent of this amount, can not be considered in any 
other light than a region of immense profit. 

Nor is the Northwest, or original Oregon Country, to be rated 
solely from a commercial standpoint. Its present commercial 
worth is not by any means its only claim to greatness. The 
fact of its thousands of schoolhouses and its equal number of 
churches, surrounded by its 2.000,000 of as well-housed, well-fed, 
well-clothed, wrest rous American citizens as are to be found 
anywhere on 's 3 now the occupants of this once 
unknown region, with plenty of room for thrice as many more, 
speak an argument at once convincing. z 

These facts, taken together with the prominence given to our 
Pacific frontage by recent events, serve in a striking manner to 
recall our attention to the wise statesmanship of Thomas Jeffer- 
son and his associates, as well as to the daring deeds of Cupts. 
Meriwether Lewis and William Clark when they, working to- 

ther, planned and executed the movement that extended our 
Poundaries to the Pacific Ocean. n g 

Mr. Henry E. Reed, of Portland, Oreg., in avery able article 
recently contributed to one of our western es, insumming 
up the importance of the exploration of the Oregon country and 
its consequent settlement by American citizens, said: 

thorn Senator asked, in 1 was Oregon for cultural 

matters reas gene none moh Bros pin ai sit oy cea tar 
5 * 

and part of its territory — . to Sorta two other Staten, aes 

Its ovcupation by Americans was a direct cause of tho annexation of Cali. 
fornia. It has, in the Columbia River and the t Sound, two important 
bases for the military and nival operations, Far from boin inhospitable to 
tho honest farmer of the Atlantic seaboard or the Ohio Vally, it 100,000 
farms, valued at about 3600,000,000, 

Speaking farther of Alaska as a resultant of the acquisition of 
the Oregon country, this student writer says: 

Alaska was denonnced asa barren waste that would never add one dollar 
to our wealth or furnish homes to our people. Yet in leas than fort 

has supplied gold, fish, and furs worth »,000,000, and has 
nues to the Government exceeding by one m and s half dollars th 
Russia got for it in 1867. 

Mr. H. W. Scott, editor of the Portland Oregonian, than whom 

there is no more able writer on current thought in America, in a 


1904. 
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recent contribution on the momentous results growing out of the 
Lewis and Clark expedition, penned the following terse and ex- 
pressive lines: 

Thus was completed the extonsion of the United States across the continent 
and gave us our outlook toward the Orient. The basis of our Pacific empire 
was thus acquired, and the great accretions to it from Mexico and from Rus- 
sia have been logical consequences. 

It laid the basis for movement of one of the great dramas of history. To 
the migration of the races of the north, to their conquests as they haye ad- 
yanced, and to the introduction of the ideas of government with liberty, ef- 
focted by their progress in so many parts of the World the growth of modern 
civilization is chieflydue. Of this movement the United States is the greatest 
single product or result, and a part of this movement is epitomized in the ex- 
pedition of Lowis and Clark across the continent of America to the Pacific 
Ocean. This expedition was a beginning which, though made less than one 
hundred years ago, now has given us a shore line on the Pacific much longer 
than that on the Atlantic. It has led to the occupation and development of 
the vast western region of the American continent. It has faced the United 
States toward the west, over the Pacific, as hitherto we have faced only 
toward tho east, over the Atlantic. It has given the Pacific Northwest a po- 
sition whence we shall take leading place in the commerce of the Orient, now 
on the eve of great development. F 

Though it was not among the events that led up directly to the a 
of the Philippine Islands, it secures the position we have gained there through 
another course of events, Thus the expedition of Lewis and Clark, though 
us humble un undertaking as the settlement at Plymouth or Jamestown, was 
the prologue to the theme of our later national expansion. 

In his message to the Fifty-eighth Congress, President Roose- 
yelt. after making reference to the Louisiana purchase, said: 

The expedition of Lewis and Clark across the continent followed thereon 
and marked the beginning of the process of exploration and colonization 
which thrust our national boundary to the Pacific. The acquisition of the 
Oregon country, including the present States of Oregon and Washington, was 
a fact of immense importance in our history, first giving us our place on the 
Pacific seaboard and making ready the way for our ascendency in the com- 
merce of the greatest of the oceans, The centennial of our establishment 
upon the western coast by the expedition of Lewis and Clark is to be cele- 
brated at Portland, Oreg.. by an exposition in the summer of 1905, and this 
event should receive recognition and support from the National Government. 


This much, on the importance of the occasion, may be borrowed 
from the sayings of others without engaging at this time either 
in tedious compilations of statistics or the prosy details of history. 

It is not my purpose in the brief time allotted me to go into 
detailed account of either the Lewis and Clark expedition and 
the consequent acquirement of the north Pacific country or the 
causes that led up to it. I leave that to the statistician and the 
historian. History is one thing, and the propriety of Congress 
making an appropriation of a considerable sum of money for an 
exposition is quite another, To the latter proposition I beg your 
attention for a few moments, for this is directly the whole ques- 
tion now pending. 

Our first claim for national recognition is the association had 
in the event with the lives and deeds of our illustrious dead. 

Our second claim is the fact that the great Pacific coast region has 
never yet been recognized in a national appropriation of like nature. 

Onr third claim is the immediate necessity of practical educa- 
tion in the needs and wants of that half of the human race who 
live in the islands and on the borders of the Pacific Ocean. 

Of other reasons there are many, but these three will answer 
my purpose at this time. So far as I am concerned, I am willing 
to forego putting forward as immediate the first two allegations. 


An exposition will neither add to nor detract from the real bene- | 


fit to the nation and to humanity wrought by the heroes of one 
hundred years ago. Their deeds are indelibly written sf the 
pages of our history, and no demonstration of ours will add to or 
take from theirfame. It needs neither exposition nor fair nor de- 
monstration of any kind toimmortalize the name of Thomas Jeffer- 
son. His fame rests upon what he did, not upon what we may do. 

The same may be said, in a somewhat lesser way, of a number 
of his compeers, among whom the names of “apta Meriwether 
Lewis and William Clark were not the least to shed luster upon 
their time and sphere of action. For present purposes it is suffi- 
cient to note that it was not within their sphere to spend their 
nights and days in that memorable journey from the Mississippi 
River to the mouth of the Columbia in vestibuled palaces. It was 
not their fortune to make the round trip” in a limited number 
of honrs in almost perfect safety. But-theirs was a work of 
weary months and years, among strange and warlike tribes of 
men, not knowing but that each day might bring the final sum- 
mons. At times half starving, half naked, but at all times dis- 
playing that devotion to duty, that determination to accomplish 
the task assigned to them in the face of what seemed certain 
death, considered essential in the minds of all mankind in the 
make-up of real heroes. 

It was within their sphere to blaze the way for civilization to 
follow from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, and they 
did it, and every lightning-express train and every loaded freight 
train that pulls ont from St. Louis, Omaha, or St. Paul for Port- 


land, Seattle, or San Francisco, and every American flag that | 


floats over the Pacific Northwest in onr time bears witness to the 
fact that they performed their part well. These are their monu- 


ments, and they need no exposition or other demonstration from | 


us to 1 their names. 
And yet, such is our custom, and I need not explain why, that 


our National Treasury to specifically commemorate the deeds of 
our illustrious citizens, both living and dead. And I consider the 
the fact that the names and deeds of Thomas Jefferson and Cap- 
tains Lewis and Clark are inseparably connected with the ac- 
quisition of the Pacific Northwest, and scarcely less directly con- 
nected with the acquirement of California, as one good reason 
why the exposition to be held during the coming year at Portland, 
Oreg., should be given national recognition. 

My second reason, that the Pacific coast has never been recog- 
nized in this class of appropriations, needs merely the bare men- 
tion, This might be classed as a geographical or proportional, 
rather than an essential, reason; and yet it is a reason neither to 
be overlooked nor despised, 

In making mention of this fact it must not be understood that 
we make it in a spirit of complaint. We of the Northwest are 
not a sectional people and have no complaint to make on this or 
any other score against our fellow-countrymen, let them hail 
from the North, the East, the South. or any other portion of our 
common country. Sniveling complaint is not indigenous to our 
soil. We have neither the time nor the inclination to indulge in 
that particular form of human weakness. The opening of our 
mines, the clearing of our farms, the felling of our forests, the 
construction of our transportation lines—in short, the“ winning 
of the West,” has not been accomplished, thus far, by cavil and 
complaint, We of the Northwest have sprung from an ancestry 
possessed of unusual hardihood, It was their chosen sphere to 
travel the plains across. With slow, toiling ox teams and nerves of 
iron they overcame those immense distances and unseen dangers. 
And when once in the land of their choice, with one hand they still 
retained their grasp on the trusty rifle, with which to defend their 
lives from tribes of sayage Indians, while with the other they laid 
the foundation for the manifold advantages that we now enjoy. 

With here and there an exception, those pioneers haye gone to 
their reward. We are proud of that ancestry, and we will com- 
memorate the work of their hands in any event, God willing. 
Already the State of Oregon, assisted by a number of States of 
the West and Northwest, has contributed over one and one-half 
million dollars for this purpose, and we will continue to increase 
that amount sufficiently to demonstrate to the world our just 
pride in the discovery and exploitation of our portion of this 
Union without appearing before this Congress either in the rôle of 
beggars or in the spirit of cavil or complaint. 

And yet facts are stubborn things, and it is a fact that our 
Members of Congress, both of the House and of the Senate, with 
their influence and their votes, have favored every exposition held 
in this nationin the past, and not one word of -criticism has ever 
been hurled at them by their constituents for such action. It is a 
further fact. as I haye stated, that the Pacific coast has never been 
the recipient of a dollar thus far for exposition purposes. And I 
must contend that snch a condition is another reason why it is 
just and proper that the exposition to be held in Portland, Oreg., 
next year is of right entitled to national recognition. 

My third reason, the commercial education needed by our peo- 
ple, particularly our manufacturing people, in the needs of those 
who inhabit the islands of the Pacific Ocean and the nations of 
the Far East, I consider a most eminently important one. 

It is the purpose of the management to make this the chief fea- 
ture of the Portland exposition. The word oriental is incor- 
porated into the very name of the exposition, and especial effort 
is being made to secure exhibits of modes of living, of customs, 
and all else required for a thorough understanding of the needs of 
the different people who inhabit southern and eastern Asia and 
the bordering islands. 

In my opinion this is the most important question of all to con- 
sider in deciding whether or not such an appropriation of the pub- 
lic money is justifiable. I realize that this is a purely commer- 
cial view point, but that is none the less against it, for we are 
largely a commercial people, and as such are pure to look closely 
into the question of profit and loss when making an investment, 

Leaving entirely out of consideration the question of commem- 
orating the deeds of the illustrious; saying nothing about the 
equal or unequal distribution of funds for exposition purposes in 
the past; passing in its entirety the question of whether or not the 
Pacific coast is entitled to recognition in this connection, and con- 
sidering this question altogether from a commercial standpointand 
putting it on the ground of whether or not an oriental exposition 
on our own soil, having for its chief object an enlightenment of our 
people on the commercial needs of the oriental people, hence the ac- 
quirement of knowledge of the means of catering to those needs, 
makes of it, in my opinion, an investment of very great profit and 
a case with the preponderance of evidence in the affirmative. 

If for no other reason, this enterprise should be recognized by 
the Government on the ground of the practical education to be 
derived thereby in oriental trade matters, The exigencies of the 
times demand that we acquire such information. We are com- 
pelled to look to the inhabitants of the Pacific shores for a market 


we, at stated periods and by certain means, do appropriate from for a very great portion of our surplus products in the immediate 
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future. Compulsion and desire working along the same lines and 
in the same direction lead us naturally enough to understand that 
the time is now here when our men of commerce are compelled to 
study the needs of their future customers, 

Survey the entire field of human necessity, and out of what line 

of commercial education can come more immediate profit than a 
moderate investment of time and money in ascertaining the wants 
of thoseabout whose wants we know comparatively little and are 
soon to depend so largely upon for a market for the products of 
our farms and factories. 

While I am not, as a rule, partial to statistics, I feel constrained 
to call your attention to a few figures bearing upon this feature 
of the question. 

And while it is not necessary to consume the time of the House 
with the proof, I will state the fact that, on the whole, our expor- 
tation of raw cotton, cotton manufactured goods, and wheat flour 
have not perceptibly increased during the past three years in the 
European and South American markets, On the other hand, 
competition from European countries in manufactured cotton 
goods has been sharp and well defined. 

T use these two commodities because in the final analysis upon 
the welfare of those who produce cotton, wheat, and corn, and 
the products thereof, is based our national prosperity or adversity. 

Political parties may contend as to their ways, the means, and 


the details of government, but, when all is summed up, our na- | 


tional prosperity or adversity is bound up in the prosperity or 
adversity of those who till the soil. Competition from across the 
Atlantic in cotton manufactured goods has been so keen during 
the past three years that, notwithstanding the restraining power 
of what many consider a very high tariff duty, the importation 
of cottons has increased from $10,246,935 in the year 1901 to 
$52,463,684 in the year 1903, 

How has it been during the same period from across the Pacific 
Ocean? In the year 1901 we exported $4,086,317 worth of raw 
cotton to the principal oriental countries. In the year 1903 to 
those same countries we sold $8,864,625 worth, an increase in the 
short period of three years of more than 100 per cent of raw cotton. 

In the matter of the export of cotton manufactures still greater 
results have happened, In the year 1001 we sold to the principal 
oriental countries $5,508,008 worth of cotton goods. In the year 
160% we sold them $15,017,783 worth. an increase in the brief period 
of three years of nearly 300 per cent. 
that the greater part of these sales were made to the Chinese Em- 
pire—a people five times more numerous than the whole popula- 
tion of the United States—whose citizens are just learning towear 
ourcotton garments,the boundless possibilities, or, rather, probabil- 
itics, or our trade in the Orient in this one line is plainly apparent. 


In the matter of wheat flour, in the year 1901, we sold to the | 


principal oriental countries $5,132,763 worth. Some of those peo- 
ple are evidently coming to the conclusion that bread is good to 
ent, for last year they increased their orders nearly 100 per cent 
and bought $10,273.571 worth of our wheat flour. The two ports 
of Puget Sound and Columbia River alone shipped 2,650,600 bar- 
rels of flour to the Orient last year, and were only limited to that 
ainount by the full capacity of their mills, 

It appears from reliable data that in less than ten years, at the 
present rate of increase, not a single grain of wheat from the en- 
tire north Pacific country can bespared for the Liverpool market, 


but the entire product will be needed to furnish flour for the ori- | 


ental market, and with every appearance that within another ten 
years the entire surplus wheat product of the Northwest will be 
needed for the same purpose. 

Lean not resist the temptation to step aside from my purpose long 
enough at this time to assure the distinguished gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Lixp], who, a few days ago on the floor of this 
House so ably presented the cause of freer trade relations with 
Canada, particularly in the matter of wheat, of the very fair pros- 

ect that our rapidly growing oriental flour market will soon 

orce this Congress to do with Canada that which neither the 
logic of Sir John Carlton nor the earnest eloquence of the distin- 
guished gentleman from Minnesota can now persuade it to do. 
The resistless march of events will force the products of the Ca- 
nadian wheat field onto our elevators before very many years de- 
spite the resistance of what now appears as majorities. 

That we are now the largest producing nation is easy of domon- 
stration; that our power of production over our power of con- 
sumption, owing to our almost unlimited natural resources, is 
bound to increase is also clear. What is to become of our in- 
creased surplus of products is not at this momont quite so clear. 
We look to the United Kingdom of Great Britain and behold onr 
greatest customer for our agricultural products threatening our 
national protective policy With retaliation. We turn to France, 
Germany, and the Netherlands, and we find them filled with dark 
forebodings of fear lest the utilization of our boundless resources 
should overcome their productive power and cause them to de- 
pend upon us for food and raiment. To the north of us our third 
greatest consumer is clamoring for a just opportunity to sell to 


And when it is considered | 


RECORD—HOUSE. Manon 1, 


us her products in exchange for the enormous amount of our 
products we now sell to her. We look to the sonth, and we find 
rebellion, lack of stability, and chaos, hence weakness and lack of 
consumptive power. 

With our inyentive genius, our stability of government, our 
boundless native resources, our power of production is far from 
the maximum. What is to be done with our increase of surplus 
products is the overtowering question of our time. The relation 
of capital to labor or labor to capital is but an incident that time 
and experience will solve and settle. A satisfactory market for 
our ever-increasing products is the great, growing question, Not 
on the shores of the Atlantic’can this be found. In the markets 
of Europe and the British Isles we meet competition very similar 
toour own. Under the lash of necessity they can and will so 
frame their laws as to supply their own markets largely with 
their own products. Self-preservation will compel them to do it, 
and we can not complain. 

Faced by these conditions, he who would overlook that half of 
the human race living in the islands and on the borders of the 
Pacific Ocean is not a philosopher. 

These people are just learning the use of our flour and cotton 
goods, Trade with these people is true reciprocity and not the 
myth we frequently inject in our political platforms. The ori- 
ental people are producers, but they have their line. Only last 
month the Indrasamha arrived in Portland, Oreg., direct from 
the Orient, with a $1,000,000 cargo aboard, principally silk. This 
is one of the largest cargoes of such goods to arrive from the 
Orient thus far, and it illustrates the reciprocal feature of our 
oriental trade. Flour and cotton goods for silk—two to one—and 
the balance safely housed in the pockets of our farmers and manu- 
facturers is a genuine article of reciprocity, because it leaves the 
balance on the right side of the ledger, 

The launching of that monster steamship which many of the 
Members of this House attended downat New London last Saturday 
meant something. That the Dakofaand the Minnesota, two of the 
largest ocean carriers afloat, are already required for the oriental 
carrying trade, k an argument to which I only need to refer 
to prove the trend of commercial events on the Pacific Ocean. 

Isubmit that a trade already assuming such proportions and with 
such boundless possibilities, almost eutirely reciprocal in nature, 
is worthy of constant national attention and encouragement. 

I have only touched upon a few of the thonghts suggested by 
this third reason—a reason that surely appeals to all sections of 
the United States alike. I have referred to cotton and wheat 
only, not because these are our only exports to the Orient, but 
because prosperity in all other lines of business is made possible 
only by the prosperity of those engaged in producing these coin- 
modities and the manufactured products thereof. 

If it is of national concern, the exposition to be held at Port- 
land, Oreg., next year, to borrow the language of President 
Roosevelt, should receive recognition and support from the Na- 
tional Government,” k 

From reasons both sentimental and commercial, we believe our 
cause is just. [Lond applause. ] 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, I yicld to the gentleman from 
Illinois 7 FULLER). 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire, very briefly, to submit 
at this time a few remarks upon what I consider to be the impera- 
tive duty of this Congress to provide for the payment of suitable 
pensions to the survivors of the great civil war for the preserva- 
tion of the Union. The Government has been very liberal in pro- 
| viding such pensions in thousands and hundreds of thousands of 
individual cases, and no one recognizes more fully the liberality 
of the Government in that respect than the old soldiers them- 
selves, whether beneficiaries or not; but there are many thousands 
of deserving cases, some of which we are all familiar with, which 
no general law yet enacted reaches or can reach. Many, while 
youth and a fair degree of health lasted, neglected or refused to 
apply for or accept the nation’s bounty, 

Now. when old age has come upon them, when health and 
strength are gone, and want, perhaps, stares them in the face they 
are unable to make the necessary proofs, witnesses are dead or far 
away, and for one reason or another they are shut out from the 
benefits of the general law, and if, perchance, they are able to 
establish a case under the act of June 27, 1890, it takes months or 
| years to get the case allowed through the Pension Office, and then 

for a mere pittance only, not sufficient to provide the commonest 
necessaries of life, Many cases. it is true, have been liberally dealt 
| with, and as to them there is no canse for complaint. The Gov 
ernment has paid, on account of the war of the rebellion alone 
for pensions since the close of that war nearly three thonsana 
millions of dollars. There are on the pension roll the namos of 
a large majority of the survivors of that great war, and to pay 
their pensions for tho next fiscal year we have appropriated mora 

| than a hundred and thirty-eight millions of dollars. 
What contend for is that now, nearly forty years after the close 
| of that great struggle, we should, as nearly as possible, treat all 
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alike, and npon proof of service only, which can always be shown 
by the records, place upon the rolls the name of every survivor 
who makes application, without requiring either proof of poverty 
or disability to earn a livelihood. For myself, if Icould have the 
sole say in the matter, I would make no limit as to age, but 
would treat all alike; neither would I make any distinction as to 
length of service, but would adopt the scriptural parable of the 
laborers in the vineyard. I have obtained from the Pension Of- 
fice the following estimate of what it would cost to pension all at 
the rate of $12 per month, in addition to what it now costs, and 
ask to here insert the figures as a part of my remarks, as follows: 


Number of invalid pensioners on the rolls receiving leas than $12 per month and 
the amount that would be required to pay them a uniform rate of $12 per 
month, 

GENERAL LAW. 


Monthly Annual 
Number. 8 be No) amount ad- | amount ad- 
od 7 ditional. ditional. 

$6.00 $6.00 | $224, 460.00 | $2, 693, 520. 00 
6, 25 5.75 80, 50 966.00 
6.37) 5.62 n.235 185. 00 
6.7 5.25 5.25 63.00 
7.00 5.00 185. 00 2,220.00 
7.50 4.50 1, 062, 00 12, 744.00 
7. 5 4.25 17.00 SH, 00 
8.00 4.00 36,624.00 | 1,689, 488.00 
8.25 3.75 30.00 380.00 
8.5) 3.50 1,071.00 12,842. 00 
8.82} 3.871 3.371 40,00 
8.75 8.25 16,25 196, 00 
9.00 3.00 . 00 1,632.00 
9,25 2.7 13.75 165.00 
9.50 2.50 40,00 480,00 
9.75 2.25 11. 145.00 
10.00 2.00 47,478.00 500, U. 00 
10.20 1.80 1.80 21.00 
10.25 1.75 19.25 231.00 
10, 50 1,50 21.00 2532.00 
10, 623 1.374 1.374 16.00 
10.7 1.25 2.50 $0.00 
11.00 1,00 51.00 602.00 
11.2 75 123.75 1,485.00 
11. Bay 654 2.00 24.00 
11.50 50 7.00 84.00 
11.75 2 2.75 30.00 
4,937,701. 00 


I 


ACT OF JUNE 27, 1890, 


$527,014.00 | $6,834, 848. 00 

10.00 120.00 

18.00 216.00 

564,812.00 6, 777, 744.00 

2. 5 30.00 

107,488.00 | 1,289, 856.00 

5 6,00 

„ATT CEE, ye pe 14, 402, 820. 00 

23 00 $6.00 $138.00 1, 656,00 
7.50 4.50 4.50 s 54.00 

8.00 4.00 354.00 4, 388, 00 

10.00 2.00 76.00 912,00 
rr ESAO E ENTE 6, 900, 00 

| 
SUMMARY. 

Annual ~ 

Number. | amount ad- 

ditional, 

Sn S A L ERIEN T EE, 90. 490 „ e 
Act June 27, 1890, invalids . 232, 90 4, 402, R20 
Special acts, invalid qꝶꝑhp:. 158 6, 980 
TORR Se anee eawac A OE TNN EN S 89,522 19,347,511 

Estimated number of soldiers who have never filed 
claims and those still living whose claims have been 

rejected, at $12 per month enen 25,00 15, 000, 000 
r ˙ AAA 504,522 57,817,511 


The bill asked by the Grand Army of the Republic, and in favor 
of which petitions have been received from almost every townand 
village in the United States, asks that the age at which such pen- 
gions should commence be fixed at 62 years. That, of course, 
would somewhat reduce the estimate of cost as above given. I 
will here insert the estimate as to the number of survivors of tho 
Union Army, as given out by the Pension Office, and their ages 
at this time, as follows: 


Table showing the estimated number of soldiers of the civil war surviving July 1, 1905, and the length of service at cach age. 


[Compiled from records in Pension Office.] 


| Years of service. 


T 1 One and One to Teivors, | death, | Deaths 
Three woand |Twototwo Onean ne ta one One-half | Onc-half vivors, en first yoar 
Age. one-half | and one- | ono-balf | and one- each age. | rate, year, 
ge and up. | d ren, at | roa sears half. toone. | and less. | 
6,500 8,200 8,200 25, 000 1.80 450 
5, 800 2,900 2,800 , 800 2.02 444 
8,800 |. 4,400 4,500 24,000 2.16 T34 
12, 700 6,400 6,400 49,000 2.31 1.1 
15,300 7, 100 7,700 59,000 2.47 1,457 
17,200 8. 600 8,600 66,000 2.65 1,749 
16,100 8,100 8,100 62,000 2.85 1,767 
15, 600 7) 800 7,800 60,000 8.07 1,543 
15,100 7.500 7,000 x 3.31 a0 
„ 7,100 7,200 55, 000 3.57 1. U 
13, 500 6,800 6,800 000 8.86 2,007 
12,800 6. 400 6,400 49,000 4.18 2,048 
12,000 6, 000 6,000 46,000 4.53 2, 084 
11,000 5,400 5,500 42,000 4.90 2,058 
, 900 4,900 5,000 88,000 5.32 2,022 
600 4,200 4,900 83. 6.78 1,007 
7,800 8,700 3,600 28, 6.28 1,758 
5,700 2,900 2,900 22, 000 6.82 50 
7 4,200 2,100 2,100 16,000 7.41 186 
7 14, 000 7,000 7,000 54,000 11.50 6,210 
Potal <0s.4 A ELR L LAE 226,400 | 113. 200 113, 600 | 870,000 | 4.17 | 35,239 


I am told that should the age limit be fixed at 65 years instead 
of 62 years the total additional cost to the Government would not 
exceed from eighteen to twenty millions of dollars for any year, 
and probably not to exceed fifteen millions. It seems to me that 
would be as little as we could do at this time in justice to these 
survivors of the nation’s defenders. I desire here to incorporate 
as a part of my remarks, with my full approval of every word 
thereof, an editorial which I find in the National Tribune of 
January 14, 1904, as follows: 

wur LONGER DELAY? 

A thousand times more impressive than any speeches made in Congress, 
any arguments, any editorials, is the simple fact that over 50,000 veterans 
are dying every year. 

That is, the setting of cyery Saturday's sun is noted by the eyes of fully 
1,000 fewor veterans than greeted his rising the previous Sunday morning. 
Every churchyard in the loyal part of the country receives weekly additions 
to thé new-made mounds which dot its surface, nnd these rise above gallant 
— that once stood in the front of battle when the nation's life was as- 


Every day in the week hundreds of church bells somewhere in the land 
toll out the sad announcement of the passing of one of the nation's heroes. 

The wail of the bereft widow rises hourly somewhere, The tears of the 
ad a fall in perpetual rain. 

his, above all other reasons, is why Congress should waste no time in 
passing a service-pension bill to give to these dying men, and to those on 
ye rte has set his fatal seal, somo measure of tho nation's gratitude 

Every week sees a full regiment of men that were once the pride and hope 
of their country mustered out by the fell sergeant, ; 

Every month the country loses a full, strong brigade of men whoin thoir 
prime were ungualed soldiers. Every year secs pass away a stronger army 
than that with which Rosecrans breasted the rebel hordes on the sanguinary 
hills of —— n larger army than that with which Grant attack 
Vicksburg, or Sheridan cleaned up the valley. Nearly twice the army that 
Grant commanded at Shiloh, or Rosecrans at Stone River, yearly passes into 

Those low, green tents, whose curtains never outward swing.” 

„Tbat between 50,000 and 60,000 veterans die every year isthe best pos- 
sible index of the physical condition of those who survive. The living are 
physically but little better off than those who die. From the living ranks 
must be every year drawn the immense levy of from 50,000 to 60,000 more to 
die the next year. 

Therefore, to reach these men, to do them the justice for which they have 
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long waited, Congressional action can not be too speedy. Its tardiness has 
left 55,000 to die the past year, going to their graves bereft of that which was 
vightfully theirs, In their windowless palaces of rest, under the sighing 
pines, under the tearful willows, they lie far beyond the nation’s justice or 
the nation's gratitude, With the green sod above them, they reck nothing 
whatever of the progress of legislation,“ or the fervid appeals of their 
friends to the dullear of the 8 age, 

In the sickness of heart they have died the death of despair, and Congress 
ean do as little for them as for the dry bones rotting in the Valley of Gol- 

otha. 
8 Now it is for the Congress to determine how many more myriads of such 
men—of the mon who in the very flower of their young manhood gave every- 
thing to the rescue of the conntry—shall be allowed to perish before it comes 
to their relief in the fulfillment of promises made in the extremity of the 
nation’s danger. Congress can not give ponsions to the more than 50,000 who 
died last year, to the hundreds of thonsands who died in the years immedi- 
ately preceding last year; it can not give them the food, medicine, shelter, 
and support which would have in some degree solaced their dreary passage 
to the grave, but it can do this for the hundreds of thousands who are follow- 
ing = comrades the selfsame way down the valley which leads to the 

evond. 

Tt can not diminish the sin of its forgetfulness to those who have already 
fone, but it can prevent an exaggeration and aggravation of that sin by im- 
mediate provision for those who remain. 

There are hundreds of thousands of veterans and their widows who sce be- 
fore them only the dark prospect which has closed the career of their prede- 
cessors, Every one of them needs the food, medicine, fire, and shelter which 
their little pensions will proyide. To them this recognition of the valne of 
their services by the Government will bring more cheer and comfort than 
anything else possibly can, They are oid, needy, prematurely broken by 
reason of what they did for the Government. In their day of strength they 
supported its weakness and made it the strongest of the powers of the earth, 
believing that in the days of their weakness, out of its abundant riches and 
strength, it would care a little for them. 

Will the Congress yet do it? It should hasten to perform a gracious act ot 
justice for which there is now the opportunity, but opportunity will quickly 
pass. Let us haye, then, a service-pension bill passed at the earliest possible 
moment. 

For myself I want to vote to pension them all, If that cannot 
be done, then, next, I want to vote for the Grand Army bill, If it 
is thought that the expense of such a law would be too great, 
then I will yote for the best compromise that can be agreed upon, 
but I do insist that some action should be taken. The nation is 
great and rich and powerful; it can afford a great navy for de- 
fense and protection. I voted for that bill, and am glad I did so, 
but I want to see this great nation care liberally for those who 
went gut in the strength and vigor of their young manhood and 
risked all for the preservation of this Union. What this country 
is to-day we owe to them. While a survivor remains on earth 
let us not shirk the payment of the obligation. 

If we must economize, let it be in some other direction, but not 
here. All that it costs we shall receive adequate consideration 
for in establishing forever in the minds of all citizens of the Re- 
public the proposition that this Government will always stand by 
and protect and care for those who volunteer for its defense in time 
of need. What a volunteer army we could raise in this country 
at a moment's notice! And because we could raise such an army 
we probably shall not need it. You provide a great navy to in- 
sure peace. On the same principle so treat your soldiers that you 
can have the greatest army on earth whenever it may be needed, 

These old soldiers of the civil war will soon all be gone. The 
pension roll will not continue to grow larger, but very soon it will 
decrease more rapidly than it grew. Let us not delay, but do 
now that which we should do for the nation’s defenders, [Loud 
applause. | : r 

Mr. PIERCE. I desire to ask my colleague on the committee 
if he will kindly yield me fifteen minutes. There are two gentle- 
men on this side who would like a few moments’ time, and I 
would appreciate it if the gentleman will kindly yield it to me. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. How much time have I re- 
maining, Mr. Chairman? ; 3 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has thirty minutes remain- 


ing. 

Fir. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield fifteen minutes to my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. PIERCE]. 

Mr. PIERCE. I thank the gentleman, I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from New Jersey Mr. McDermorr}. 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Chairman, I expect to yield back 
about one-half of my time in order that it may be given to the 
gentleman from Indiana, who desires to address the House on the 
8 of contemporaneous interest. I have listened with a great 
deal of attention to the addresses of to-day, particularly the one 
last delivered in fayor of a Government appropriation in order 
that we may hold an exposition on the six thonsandth anniversary 
of the departure of Adam and Eve from the Garden of Eden or 
something later, and I can not expect that anything not including 
an appropriation can gain the attention of this deserted Hall. 

In the hurry call which summoned us together last November, 
we were told that the necessity for the extra meeting of Congress 
was found in the bosom of charity, and the bosom of charity was 
extended toward Cuba. We were told that a revision of the tariff 


duties between this country and Cuba was absolutely necessary in 
order that that suffering Republic might continue to expand and 
grow under the flag of liberty. I took occasion to differ from my 
colleagues at the time that the Cuban reciprocity bill was under | 


consideration. My insistment at that time was that the bill was 
not called for by any emergency in Cuba; that it was a bill that 
would directly benefit what is known as the ‘sugar trust, and 
the moment or two that I have I shall use to offer evidence of the 
fact that I was right. 

Two days ago, the question being before the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries whether or not the trade between 
this country and the Philippine Islands should be confined to 
American bottoms, testimony was given by William G. Smith, 
secretary of the Hawaiian Sugar Planters’ Association. He said: 

The effect of taking 20 per cent off of the Cuban tariff brought the raw 
sugur down that full amount. 

Mr. Forpnxey, of the committee, asked him: 


That is free on board ship at Hawaii? 

1 Mr. a ITH, Yes, sir; $16.75a ton, showing that the price for sugar fell more 
an tha 

Mr. FORDNEY. On the gross ton of 2,240 pounds it would be $7.55? 

Mr. Surrn. We have only the 2,000-pound tons. 

Mr, FORDNEY. Then if that is true and the consumers in the United States 
are not getting their sugar any cheaper, where docs the difference go? Your 
price has gone down and the price to the consumer bas not gone down. 

Mr. Smrru. The inference is that it goes to the refining company. 

Mr. Chairman, in practical economics no reduction on raw ma- 
terial used by any trust in the United States will, within the 
domain in which that trust is controlling, inure to the benefit of 
the consumer. You can take all the tariff off sugar imported 
from Cuba, the raw material, and it will not reduce the price of 
the Havemeyer product to the consumer of this country onè shade. 

I contended that when the bill was before the House, and I neg- 
lected to vote for the bill because I believed that was going to 
be the result. In my judgment the time has come in this conn- 
try for the Federal control of aggregated capital. No movement 
in political economy can have any good effect so long as from the 
sides of the States in this Union are sent piratical ships known as 
corporations“ to feast and fatten upon neighboring States. In 
my judgment this practice of creating State corporations for the 
transaction of interstate business must stop. I believe in a cen- 
tralized power for the creation of corporations. I want a hand 
strong enough to reach a monopoly in Maine or a monopoly in 
California. I want the power to take life from the corporation, 
and, so wanting, in the Fifty-sixth, the Fifty-seventh, and in this 
Congress, I introduced an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ARTICLE XVI. 

SECTION 1. That no State shall create or authorize the creation or exist- 
ence of any corporation or incorporated association engaged, or to engage, 
outside of the territorial jurisdiction of such State. for profit, in trade, com- 
merce, manufacture, or other business, except banking and insurance, Con- 
gress shall pass general laws under which such corporations may be organized 
to engage, for profit, in trade, commerce, manufacture, or other business in 
two or more States or in any State or States and any foreign country or 
countries, and under which all corporate powers conferred may be regu- 
lated, controlled, and forfeited. 

Provision shall be made by Congress for the reorganization, in accordance 
with such laws, of all corporations now existing under the laws of any State 
or States, and authorized to carry on, for profit, beyond the territorial pos 
diction of a single State, trade, commerce, manufacture, or other business, 
and for the continuance for a period not exceeding one year, of all powers 
heretofore granted by any State or States to such corporations. Congress 
shall general laws for the government and regulation‘of corporations 


orga i in any foreign country and carrying on business within the 
United States. Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appro- 
priate legislation. 


Mr. McDERMOTT. In afew daysIshall speak in extenso to the 
adoption of this amendment to the Constitution, believing, as I 
do, that the Constitution as now framed does not allow scope 
enough for Federal legislation to restrain the wrongdoing of cor- 
porations organized by individual States, corporators that are not 
subject to visitation by any power sufficient to prevent wrong- 
doing. Ishall then review the attempts that have been made in 
this Hall to suppress monopoly, and I take the opportunity of the 
time now 1 me merely that the resolution calling for an 
amendment to the Constitution may be printed in the RECORD 
and the attention of Members of the House thus called to it, 
3 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MIERS]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana is recognized 
for fourteen minutes. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr, Chairman, the friends of ship 
subsidy have been bringing in their bills for many Congressés, 
after each rebuff or defeat altering the measures in some way to 
make them, if possible, more acceptable to the representatives of 
| the people; and now, apparently weary of trying to force their 
| project through Congress in any shape wherein it can be recog- 
| nized for what it really is, they have brought it in with a mask 

on—the mask of a commission to consider and recommend leg- 

islation for the development of the American merchant marine.” 

Mr. Chairman, this title is altogether too long; besides, it is in- 
| correct. It would be much easier and much better to call it the 
* ship-subsidy commission,“ for that is precisely what it is. 
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The majority of the Merchant Marine Committee have made a 
report in favor of the bill, in which they pretend to argue in be- 
half of a.commission, but, as the minority report points ont, they 
are arguing solely for a subsidy, and the commission, if appointed, 
would go into its deliberations with the mind of its majority made 
up. beforehand in favor of a subsidy. Weall know that. The 
House knows it, and the whole country knows it. The disguise 
is too transparent. The hands are the hands of Esau, but the 
voice is the voice of Jacob. 

Ido not propose to waste time or strength in arguing against 
the proposed commission as a commission. I protest against this 
bill and against the formation of this commission because I dis- 
approve of the principle of ship subsidization. If the commission 
is constituted it is absolutely sure to report back a recommenda- 
tion for ship subsidization, and those who oppose that pes ge i 
might as well fight and kill it here and now by knocking out this 
ship subsidy. It is better to do our duty than to be deluded into 
enacting ship-subsidy legislation. It is better in the present case 
to do our duty promptly. Why should we authorize this commis- 
sion? The majority report practically confesses that itis after 
subsidy and subsidy alone, That being the case, we know all we 
need to know about subsidy already and are fully Een to 
vote on the subject at once. Let us do so and put the subsidy 
scheme to sleep for the Fifty-eighth Congress by defeating this 
commission bill, Otherwise we shall have to go all over the sub- 
ject again in the short session of next. winter. The subsidy 
scheme. has been killed frequently heretofore, but it will not stay 
killed. The ** subsidy hunters” are not afflicted with bashfulness. 
Time and again they have been turned away from the doors of 
the Treasury, but still they rally for another raid, and again they 
must be beaten off. 

The proposed ship subsidization is class legislation in its worst 
form. Subsidizing the shipping interest would enable the leading 
persons and firms in that interest to put a large amount of public 
money in their pockets, which money would be contributed by 
the community at large. And all for what? Ostensibly to de- 
velop the merchant marine,” carry the mails,” encourage 
American seamanship,” and ' strengthen the Navy,” but in re- 
ality to enable a few steamship companies to make more money 
and to increase the wealth of a few men already wealthy by do- 
nations from the public Treasury, 

But itis said that we must develop the merchant marine and 
that this is the only way to doit. I am in favor of the deyelop- 
ment of the merchant marine, but not by unconstitutional, unjust, 
and unfair methods, and I haye no manner of donbt that there 
are more ways than one for securing such development justly, 
fairly, constitutionally. 

But the subsidy proposition, to quote the words of the present 
honored Speaker of the House in a report made by him against a 
similar scheme years ago, is, “in effect, to give a bonus to assist 
certain persons to make a sale of steamships ata price greater 
than their value,“ and its passage “ would encourage individuals 
to knock at the doors of Congress for profit at the general ex- 
pense. There it is in a nutshell. A subsidy is a grant of public 
money—a bonus from the Treasury—given to certain persons 
to enhance the market value of their goods or productions and 
to enable them to supplement their own rightful earnings by do- 
nations at the general expense of the public. There may be 
more positively vicious and harmful, but there are not, and can 
not be, more selfish forms of legislation than this. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not see how any Representative can vote in 
favor of such a subsidy proposition, unless there may be, perhaps, 
a few Representatives whose constituencies are mainly made up 
of rich tariff magnates, managers of shipbuilding trusts, and the 
like. But the great majority of citizens in almost every district 
are laboring people—Lincoln’s *‘ plain people.“ It has become a 
trite proverb to call them the salt of the earth” and! the bone 
and sinew of the community.“ This is trite, but true. That is 
precisely what they are. They have as much as they can do to 
get along in the world—to make both ends meet.” Tliex are 
the great producers of this country—the ones who produce all the 
manifold things which haye served to make this country great, 
famous, rich, and prosperous. They are also the taxpayers of 
this country—the ones upon whom the heavy tariff burdens fall, 
and who fill up the Treasury with the millions which we vote 
away so lightly and lavishly, and sometimes so unjustly: 

My constituents are true American citizens, imbued with the 
same spirit which actuated the free men of the Revolutionary 
period. They are not rich as a class far from it. Most of them 
depend for their daily living upon the labor of their hands and the 
sweat of their brows. Thousunds of them belong to that sturdy 
order of mechanics or artisans in whose hall in Philadelphia the 
Congress of 1776 did its great work of laying deep and firm the 
foundations of American independence. Many of them are coal 
miners and quarrymen, serving the public well in a vocation among 
the very hardest and.most dangerous known to mankind. Many 
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are farmers, pursuing their arduons and confining, but noble, 
calling with the fidelity and patience for which farmers have ever 
been noted. 

Many others besides are railway engineers and firemen, black- 
smiths, foundry men, and members of a score of other industrial 
vocations, and all doing a man's honest daily work, and doing it 
well and faithfully, They are plain but solid citizens. They un- 
derstand the principles and methodsof government. They know 
their rights, and, knowing, dare maintain.” They are well 
grounded in the history and theory of this Republic, and a ma- 
jority of them are Democrats, very naturally and properly. They 
understand all about this subsidy idea. Why should I vote for 
this or any other measure which would enrich the few at the ex- 
pense of the many and pick the pockets of my hard-working con- 
stituents to bolster up.the shipbuilding trust? 

Taxes, properly so called, are imposts levied and collected solel 
for the support of the Government in the interests of all the citi- 
zens alike. But it is a wrong use of words, in fact, to call a sub- 
sidy of this sort something derived from taxation.“ It is sup- 
plied not by taxation, but by spoliation. It is not an‘‘appropria- 
tion,” it is a robbery in the form of law. [Applause.] 

Pay Rg appear to be getting along very well without any 
subsidy. Where is the right or justice in granting subsidies to 
shipbuilders and make the people pay? If the shipbuilders can 
not make their business pay by the application of common busi- 
ness rules and laws, why should the taxpayers of this country be 
asked to put their hands in their pockets so as to guarantee the 
profits of the enterprise? 

Meanwhile the talk abont the shipbuilding interest being the 
only interest in the United States that is not protected“ is all 
rubbish. Our laws permit the importation of all materials for 
use in shipbuilding in this country free of duty; in addition to 
which there is the consideration that the price of iron, steel, lum- 
ber, and most other shipbuilding materials is now practically as 
low here as abroad. Besides, all foreign vessels are rigorously 
excluded from our coasting trade, all our naval vessels are by 
law compelled to be built in United States yards, and our mail 
subsidies are twice or three times as large as those paid by any 
other nation to its vessels for carrying its ocean mails. If all 
27 75 considerations do not constitute protection,“ hat do they 
do? 

The deyelopment of our merchant marine can be stimulated by 
equitable methods, no doubt; if not, that offers no justification 
for resorting to inequitable methods. Better haye no merchant 
marine in the foreign carrying trade at all than to have one that 
has been built up and sustained by the enforced contributions of 
the taxpayers of this country. The only proper thing todo with 
a rattlesnake is to kill it at sight. The only proper way to treat 
a subsidy proposition in Congress is to jump on it with both feet 
as soon as it puts in an appearance, and that, too, whether it ap- 
pears in its own proper person or in the thin disguise of a “ mer- 
chant marine commission.“ [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, does the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Garves] want five minutes? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I should like a minute or two to 
read a few lines of the evidence educed before the Ways and 
Means subeommittee on the tobacco growers’ question. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
from Tennessee yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Connecticut. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I woul like to ask 
the gentleman a question. I recognize the fact that the gentle- 
man is either the father of this movement or has given as much 
study to it as anybody, and I would like to ask him this question: 
We haye two sources of revenue—internal revenue and tariff. 
Now, there are pending in the Ways and Means Committee 
bills providing for endangering or losing at least fifty or sixty 
millions of dollars of internal reyenue. In this proposition: has 
the gentleman given any iden or consideration to any method of 
provan an equivalent revenue for what this bill will take off? 

he has will he not tell us about it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Well, the gentleman’s figures as 
to what it will take off are away over the mark. 

„Mr. HILL of Connecticut. T refer to all of the propositions on 
different subjects. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, 
all internal-revenne taxes. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. 


I yield to the gentleman from 


Oh, the gentleman means to repeal 


Oh, no; but in this particular case 


| has any consideration been given to making up the revenue that 


this bill would take away? 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have not 


given any — 5 to putting a tax on something else so as to make 
reduction“ that may be caused by passing any 


up the so-call 
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one of these bills that the friends of the tobacco growers have in- 
troduced, including the one which I haye introduced, for these 
reasons: 

1. No reyenne is derived from leaf tobacco, Mr. Yerkes testified. 

2. The reyenne derived from hand twist is about $700,000 to 

750,000, Mr. Yerkes says—an insignificant sum, you see. 

Before we knew these facts—before Mr. Yerkes testified before 
the committee last week—at our first hearing before the commit- 
tee, February 4, I stated that we could not tax export tobacco, 
except possibly a stamp police tax to police the export tobacco 
out of the United States; that we had such a tax from 1868 to 
1883, and the Supreme Court of the United States held it valid as 
a police charge, or so-called tax, and cited the cases. 

After the hearing I talked with the tobacco growers who were 
here, and they said they would rather tax the export manufac- 
tured tobacco as we did under this law of 1868 to 1883 rather than 
have no legislation on the subject; that the growers could not 
be put in any worse fix than they are under existing laws. 

But this was on the supposition that to give the growers the re- 
lief they wanted and heeded to continue to raise tobacco could 
not be granted without transferring the tax from the natural leaf 
and hand twist to the export tobacco manufactured. 

But we now have the facts showing no revenue will be disturbed 
to give free trade in leaf tobacco to everybody, and but a small 
amount will be diverted from the Treasury to repeal the tax on 
twist. The farmers see they may not get any relief if they insist 
on the stemming and twist propositions, so in my country they 
have about agreed to put up with free trade in natural leaf. 

Mr, CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK, Andalso the gentleman from Connecticut. That 
question is this: Whether, under the guise of this police-stamp 
tax, you can really levy a revenue export tax in vidlation of the 
Constitution? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The Supreme Court, through Mr. 
Justice Bradley. speaking for the whole court, in both of the 
cases to which I refer held that the police-stamp tax law was 
valid as a charge,“ not as a tax, for policing the export or to be 
exported tobacco out of the United States and prevent frauds by 
the exporter. For example: Where a man said he was going to 
export tobacco, and therefore it was not taxable, that we simply 
took his word for it, and that a tax levied on it—in that case, 30 
cents 

Mr. CLARK. Thirty cents a pound? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Thirty-two cents for a long time, 
and 10 cents part of the time, on the tobacco, not per pound, I 
think, but on the bundle or hogshead, not according to value. 
The facts are all set out in the cases to which I have referred, one 
of which is to be found in 92 United States Reports, page 317, 
Burgess v, Pace, the other in 117 United States Reports, Turpin 
against Burgess, page 504. These suits were entered for an enor- 
mous amount of tax paid under protest. The court held that the 
30-cent tax! and the 10-cent tax“ were both valid as police 
charges to pay the cost of separating the export tobacco from the 
domestic or nonexport tobacco. The stamp placed on the export 
identified the export from the other, and thus secured its ship- 
ment abroad. eet if not, its ultimate taxation, if not, in fact, ex- 
ported. Thus fraud on the Government was prevented and the 
proceeds were used for revenue, I presunie. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I will state to these gentlemen 
that I am with the tobacco crusaders, but the gentleman from 
Connecticut asked this question asto whether or not you had any 
substitution for this revenue that you are going to lose. The 
question I ask is this: Can you, under the guise of this police- 
stainp tax, levy such a tax as to bring revenue into the Treasury 
on exports in violation of the constitutional provision which says 
that you shall not have an export tax at all? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, That direct question was raised in 
both of these cases that I have referred to, and the court squarely 
met the question and said this particular charge or tax so 
ealled was a valid police stamp tax, whether it was 30 cents or 
whether it was 10 cents; the amount of the tax made no differ- 
ence. It was valid because it was a police tax, as I have explained. 
When Congress repealed it the title of the act repealing it read 
something like this: ‘An act to repeal the export tax on tobacco” 
(using the word“ tax"); and counsel 5 8 80 that Congress had 
declared this a ‘tax*’—an export tax.“ But the court said, 
“Weare not bound by what Congress says.’’ Simply because 
Congress said it was a tax does not make it a tax. It was 
no more a tax, Mr. Justice Bradley said, than taxing the ship 
that carries it away from the United States toa foreign 8 855 
But I did not expect to discuss these questions, Mr. Chairman. 
The revenue over and above the enforcement of this law was of 
course used as revenue.“ 


| and we received about 87.000 revenne in sixteen months. 


Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit me to 
make a suggestion 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will not my great benefactor, the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY], yield me two or 
three minutes or five minutes more? I have not really stated 
what I started to say; I have been so diverted. I desired to talk 
on another branch of this subject just a minute or two. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. I could not forbear tò yield to 
the gentleman, I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. GALNES of Tennessee. I thank my friend. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to make this sug- 
gestion, that so far as the revenue from this particular tax is con- 
cerned, could we not economize a little bit and save it altogether— 
get along without it? x ; 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, yes; my friend is exactly right, 
as usual. Recent light on the subject shows the shifting of this 
fax to exports is unnecessary. Mr. Yerkes sent out recently a 
request to his collectors all over the United States to find out how 
much tax would be diverted from the Treasury of the United 
States in the event we take the 6-cent tax off all hand-twist to- 
bacco—stemmed and leaf tobacco—and after he had gotten in all 
of the returns and searched all the books at his hands, he said it 
would not amount (o more than seven hundred thousand to seven 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars a year, 

Here is his language, on page 51 of the hearings last week: 

It is very dificult, Mr. Chairman, for me to say exactly what amount of tax 
the Government would lose by the enactment of the second section, even 
after as thorough examination as T could make by correspondence with the 
collectors throughout the United States and by examining all the records to 
which we have access and trying to reach an acourate statement as to the 
amount of tax annually secured by the Government through the 6 cents per 
pound levied on the twisted tobacco as distinguished from other forms of 
manufactured tobacco. But I do not believe the Government receives to- 
day more than $700,000 or $750,000 per year as the result of the tax upon twisted 
manufactured tobacco. 

Then again, on page 53, I asked him the question: 

Then I understand you, Mr. Commissioner, that you approve of that soc- 
tion of my bill? N 

Mr. YERKES. I do not think that it wonld materially injure the revenue 
of the Government. I do not think it would materially affect the proper en- 
forcement of the revenue law, and I believe it would give large relief to the 


| tobacco grower, 


The section I referred to is the first section of my bill, which 
gives free trade to everyone in the natural leaf, just like corn and 
wheat. 

We had a tax of 30 cents on hand-twist tobacco from March 3, 
1865, to July 18, 1866, which I alluded to in my former speech, 
We had 
a tax on the! fine- cut tobacco, hand twist,” etc., making three 
kinds, taxed as one or together, and the aggregate of the tax was 
so small as to be practically not worth collecting. For twenty 
months the amount, at 30 centsa pound, was only $520,000. Think 
of that! That was in 1866 to 1868, The rate was 24 cents under 
this law. 

Here we are relieving the hand-twist tobacco of the United 
States, asking that 6 cents per pound be taken off that class of 
tobacco, and also that it be taken off stem tobacco. 

Mr. Yerkes says that giving us free trade in leaf tobaccos, 
which, I believe, all these bilis call for—I am sure mine does— 
will not reduve the revenues of the Government at all. And yet 
the marvelous fact is that to-day upon the statute books of our 
country there is a tax of 6 cents a pound ou leaf tobacco when 
sold by anybody but the grower himself toa consumer. Think 
of that—a tax of 6 cents a pound on natural-leaf tobacco—a tax 
placed there by the Congress of the United States, and in such a 
vexatious way that nobody in the United States is now engaged 
in the business of selling the natural leaf to“ the consumers" of 
the United States. Yet that tax and restriction are there; and it 
is such a restraint, such a restriction upon the action of the non- 
producer who undertakes to sell leaf tobacco to consumers or 
other people, that no one is engaged in that business—not one. 
Why is it there but to hobble the grower and control his tobacco, 
as it does? 

The consumer buys no natural leaf unless he buys it from the 
producer, and they live so far apart that the consumer is forced 
to buy his tobacco, which you have seen exhibited here to-day by 
my friend from Kentucky—the ‘* manufactured product—from 
the tobacco trust. We are not asking to invade the revenues of 
the Governinent on that proposition, Weare asking simply that 
you take away a restraint now placed npon the article by an in- 
iquitous provision of the law, for which both parties, Democrats 
and Republicans, must be held responsible. 

By a later act, the act of April 12, 1902, Congress said that when 
tobacco was subjected to any change except curing it became 
manufactured tobacco, so that the farmer if he makes the least 
change in the natural leaf of his own growth (except for his per- 
sonal consumption) he becomes a manufacturer, and must pay a 
manufacturer's tax of 6 cents a pound, and must box up the 
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topacco he manufactures, which is an outrageous inhibition in 
itself. 

Now, Mr. Yerkes, the Commissioner, did not approve the re- 
moval of the tax on hand-twist tobacco, but he approved free 
trade in leaf tobacco. He disapproves of the proposition with 
reference to hand-twist tobacco, not because it will reduce the 
revenue of the Government to the extent of $750,000, but because 
this class of tobacco, if freed from taxation, will take the place of 
the manufactured tobacco, 

Now. Jean not believe that. Manufactured tobaccoisconsumed 
by those whom you may call the aristocrats of the country. The 
laboring class—the laborers in the mine and in the cornfield and 
cottonfield and out in the camps—use the old country tobacco, 
the real, genuine tobacco which you have seen here to-day. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, reserving the 
balance of my time, I ask that the bill be now read for amend- 
ment and debate under the five-minute rule. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Mc- 
CLEARY] haying reserved the remainder of his time, the Chair 
will assume that general debate is now closed, and directs the 
reading of the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read as follows: 

For office of sealer of weights and measures: For sealer of weights and 
measures, 2.50) assistant sealer of weights nnd measures, $1,200; second as- 
sistant sealer of weights aril measures, $00; clerk, $1,000; laborer, $480; in 
all, $6,080. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I rise for the purpose of mak- 
ing some inquiry of the chairman of this committee [Mr. Mc- 
CLEARY] relative tosome of these appropriations. I find that this 
year we are appropriating a million and a half of dollars more 
than we did last year, and that last year we th gorge about 
$100,000 more than we did the year before. Thus the annual ap- 
propriations for the District are increasing year by year, and this 
year especially, to an alarming amount. 

I notice here in this department of the sealer of weights and 
measures that you have a salary for the chief of that office of 
$2,500, and you have an assistant sealer of weights and measures 
at $1,200, and you have a second assistant sealer of weights and 
measures at $900, then a clerk at $1,000, and then a laborer at 
$180; in all, $6,080. 

These amounts and number of salaried positions in this office 
are noticeably in contrast with what is done in my own city of 
Worcester, Mass., where we have 125,000 people, and all that is 
paid out in the department of the sealer of weights is $800, and 
for only one person, I do not know for certain, but I am inclined 
to think that yon haye appropriated here for the office of sealer of 
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weights and measures twice what is appropriated in the great | 


city of Boston. I should like toknow whether this appropriation 
runs in the same channel with what it has been heretofore, be- 
cause we all know that one to be competent to perform the duties 
of sealer of weights and measures is not required to have a very 
skilled knowledge of mechanics or to beaan expert. You can take 
aman out of any machine shop who will bea fit person for sealer 
of weights and measures. It isnot necessary that he should have 
any special education to prepare himself for that work. I ask 
why it is necessary then that we should appropriate here 86.080 
for three sealers of weights and measures, a clerk, and a laborer? 
It seems to me it is altogether disproportionate to the amount of 
service that economically can be rendered in that department. 

I do not know but this is the rule; I do not know but you have 
had these same salaries and the same number of employees here- 
tofore, and I ask for information on the subjcct. I understand 
that here in other departments you appropriate with a very lavish 
hand. Here is the office of the corporation counsel, appropriated 
for on the sixth page of the bill. We have passed over that. It 
runs through several offices. My attention was called particu- 
larly to this office of the sealer of weights and measures, because 
of what I knew existed in my own city, and I am inclined to think 
that very nearly as much service is rendered in Worcester, 
althongh it is a smaller city than this. At least more than half 
the service is rendered there that is rendered here, and we pay, 
if I mistake not, about $800 there, while here you pay $6,080. I 
rose more particularly for the matter of information. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, by way of 
answer to the gentleman from Massachusetts. I would say that 
until a few years ago the office of sealer of weights and measures 
was a feo office. paid according to the service, the incumbents 
making ont of it what they could. Some five or six years ago, 
after dne deliberation by the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia—the legislative committee—it was concluded that this should 
be a salaried office. 

I will say to the gentleman that the fees of the office more than 
pay the salaries that are herein provided for, and in the appro- 
priation for these salaries we have followed the recommendations 
of the Commissioners, who have this matter in charge and who 
know of the needs to be met. 
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I would like to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts whether 
he has heard any complaint from any of the business men of the 
District that their weights or measures are examined too fre- 
quently? 

Mr. THAYER. I have not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Has anyone complaineil that 
the weights and measures used in this District are too nearly cor- 
rect? 

Mr. THAYER. I haye not heard anybody complaining, be- 
cause they all seem to have a piece of the pork, and all mouths are 
closed, All through this bill, from beginning to end, it looks 
as if nobody objected or complained. I am simply comparing 
what you are paying here with what they are paying in other 
cities, and I think itis an exorbitant sum and that some one ought 
to investigate the matter. Because the taxpayers here do not 
have to pay the entire expense, but only pay half of it, is no rea- 
son why we should pay each department twice as much as is re- 
quired for a proper conduct of the business. I do not understand 
from the gentleman now whether he has ascertained that itis 
necessary to have as many officials at as high prices as are here 
provided for. He simply says that a few years ago the fee sys- 
tem was in operation. That has been done away with in thiscity. 
I am very glad of it. 

It has been done away with generally throughout the country; 
but that does not prove that there is not too much appropriated 
for this department. It seems that no one has investigated it. 
I suppose it has been recommended by some one. The sealer of 
weights and measures may be an ordinary person, taken out of 
any manufacturing establishment—an ordinary mechanic. I sup- 
pose if some one had recommended that he be alowed $5,000 a 
year no one would have questioned it. The question in my mind 
is, Has thiscommittee investigated this matter, so that they know 
that it is requisite to have as many assistant sealers of weights 
and measures as are provided for, and whether the price paid is 
a fair price? That was what I rose to ask. Ido not know but 
it is proper, I do not know but they work dayand night; I do not 
know as they are paid enough, and it seems nobody else knows. 
We are simply passing this provision and others in this bill with- 
out knowing anything about them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Special assessment office: For special assessment clerk, $1,700; seven clerks, 
at 31.200 each; two clerks, at $900 each; in all, $11,900, 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill abont this item. It occurs to me that it is 
a very large item for clerk hire for the special-assessment work. 
I notice there is an appropriation of $160,000 for the assessment 
and permit work. - I take it that this is work that is done under 
what is known as special assessments, so in appropriating $160,000 
you are paying $11,900 for clerks. Now, if I rightly understand 
the bill, the business of these clerks is to keep track of these spe- 
cial assessments—that is, making up the tax bills. Am I right? 
Is the business of these special-assessment clerks to make up the 
tax bill and bookkeeping part of what is known as the“ special- 
assesstnent work ` for which you appropriate $160,000. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. COWHERD, Then I ask the gentleman if he does not 
think it is a pretty large item of bookkeeping expense for what is 
known as the ‘‘special-assessment work of the District, where 
there is very little work of that character done? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. There has been the same ap- 
propriation for a series of years, and it is the sum recommended 
by the Commissioners for this work. The question has not been 
raised before. 

Mr. COWHERD. Well, I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that 
this shows ten clerks, as I understand it, in this item, to do the 
bookkeeping of the sial-assessment work of the District of Co- 
lumbia. Now, the House knows that there is very little special- 
assessment work done in the District of Columbia. In many 
cities paving is done by special assessments, and grading is done 
by special assessments, and there are special assessments for side- 
walks and for sewers. But in the District of Columbia there is 
practically none of that work. We have a sidewalk tax as a 
5 tax, and probably some sewer and water-main 

ax. 

That is practically all there is, and yet here is a force of nine 
clerks provided for taking care of the bookkeeping end of that 
small business., I submit to the House and to the gentleman in 
charge of the bill that this is not economical legislation, and that 
we are entitled to more information than the gentleman has giyen 
us to Warrant an appropriation of that kind. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Street-sweeping office: Forsuperintendent, $2,500; assistent superintendent 
and clerk, $1,400; clerk, $1,000; four inspectora, at $1,200 each; ten 8 


at $1,100 each; three assistant inspectors, at $900 each; foreman of public 
dumps, $900; messenger and driver, $800; in all, $25,100, 


Mr. THAYER. Here we are again, Mr. Chairman, this tirao 
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providing for a superintendent of the street-sweeping force. I 
suppose it is for the superintendence of the street sweeping, if it 
is street sweeping, of these white-winged angels, who scatter 
the filth over the surface instead of letting it stay in one place. 
Twenty-five thousand one hundred dollars for superintending 
these white-winged messengers, as I understand it, in sweeping 
the streets. Now, what I wish to find out is whether there is any 
need of paying $25,000 and making an appropriation of such a size 
as that for superintending sweeping the streets. I think it is an 
outrage upon the taxpayers of the country and upon the taxpay- 
ers of Washington to appropriate any such amount for that pur- 
pose. I do not know whether the same amount has been appro- 
priated heretofore or whether the number of persons: provided for 
is the same. I am entirely ignorant on the subject, and I should 
like to get some information from the committee who sit here and 
appropriate $25,000 for superintending the street-sweeping force. 

That may be a matter of very little importance to them, but 
when a rural free-delivery carrier in my district, that can not live 
on the pay he is receiving, asks. that you allow an increase, they 
will talk you to death before it will be granted. I think we had 
better look at the bunghole as well as the spigot and see where 
the Treasury issuffering. I would like to have some information 
on the subject. If it is proper and right I have no objection to 
it, but we should not let this measure go through without some 
reliable information in this matter. Ishouldlike to know whether 
provisions are made for the same number as there were last year, 
and whether they are to receive the same salary that was appro- 

riated last year, and whether it is or is not necessary we should 
ve this amonnt appropriated. In short, let us know something 
what we are legislating about. 

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, it costs some- 
thing short of $300,000 to keep the streets of Washington clean. 
And I think that those who are familiar with cities all over the 
country will say that they are kept comparatively clean. To keep 
them ph Ra requires the services of several hundred men, includ- 
ing the white wings“ referred to by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. The men thus employed need supervision. That su- 
pervision is provided in the zraph now under consideration. 

My friend will note that at the head of this supervisory force 
isa superintendent. He has one assistant and one clerk. Then 
there are seventeen inspectors who immediately supervise the 
work. 

The streets are divided into districts, to the end that the men 
engaged in the work shall haye competent supervision during its 
progress. The seventeen inspectors are assigned to that duty and 
there are none too many. 

The salaries are not high. The salary of the superintendent, 
82.500, is regarded as by no means high. Indeed, thesuperintend- 
ent himself thinks it should be increased. 

Mr. THAYER. I notice that the gentleman said there had 
been a recommendation made that the salary be increased. Is 
there any salary here where there has been a recommendation 
for a decrease, or any recommendation of that kind with refer- 
ence to the whole appropriation? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Nobody is especially urging 
decreases, but 

Mr. THAYER. Whois urging the increases except the men 
who are receiving the salaries? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This is precisely what you 
have the committee for—to take into consideration the merits of 
the requests for increases. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

That overseers, inspectors, and other employees temporarily required in 
connection with sewer, street, or road work, or the construction and repair 
of buildings and bri or any general or special work authorized by appro- 

riations, including all necessary clerical and other services and all nocessary 
38 harness, nud wagons, when aa and in writing ordered by the 
Commissioners of the District, and all ex 
the proper execution of said work, shall id from and equitably charged 
against the sums appropriated for said work: and the Commissioners of the 


District, in their annual report to Congress, shall report the number of such 


overseers, inspectors, and other employees performing clerical or other sory- 
ices, and their work, and the sums paid to each, and out of what appropria- 


tion, together with the sums expended for horses, harness. and wagons; and 
all. horses, buggies, or carriages owned or maintained by the District of 
Columbia shall, so far as may be practicable, be provided for in stables 
owned or operated by said District. 

Mr.COWHERD. Mr, Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill how many District officers are provided with 
horses and carriages at the expense of the District government? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
is a member of the legislative committee of the District of Colum- 
bia.. A report was recently made on that subject and referred 
to his committee. Being well informed as tothe work of his com- 
mittee, my friend probably knows the answer to his own ques- 


mses incidental to or necessary for 


tion. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, to my knowledge no report 
has been made on this subject to the District Committee of the 
House since I have been a member of it. Therefore I have no in- 


formation whatever on the subject. And I ask the gentleman if 
he has the information to give it to the House. If he has not, I 
submit the House is entitled to some information. We have had 
a good deal of talk around here about various Government officials 
having horses and carriages, and I think we are entitled to know 
how many the District officials have. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Speaking from recollection 
and not being sure of being absolutely correct, I should say that 
no one, except possibly the three Commissioners, has a carriage 
which is used for personal purposes. 

Mr. COWHERD. And they are the only officers for whom free 
carriages are furnished? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. As far as I can now recollect, 
There are other men, of course, in the District service who neces- 
esses y have conveyances to be used in the discharge of their official 

uties. 

Mr. COWHERD. Of course I understand that. Tunderstand 
that inspectors perhaps sometimes have to have carriages, and 
certain officers of the fire department have to have them. But I 
referred to official carriages, such as I have heard discussed on 
the other bill. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. The three Commissioners, Mr. 
Chairman, are the only ones of which I know, and even in the 
case of the Commissioners the carriages are used chiefly for offi- 
cial purposes, I understand. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 

Department of insurance: For superintendent of insurance, $2,500; exam- 


25 1,500; clerk, $1,000; statistician, $1,400; temporary clerk hire, $000; in all, 
7,000, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of asking a question. I would like to ask 
the gentleman in charge of the bill what is this department of 
insurance that requires, I think, $7,000? What have they to do? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, This department, Mr, Chair- 
man, is to this District precisely what the department of insur- 
ance is to a State. Iam confident that the gentleman understands 
what such a department is for. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes: but I do not know why they require a 
department costing $7,000 to look over insurance policies. That 


is all they have to do. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The District of Columbia is 
an entity apart from any State or Territorial organization, and 
this District has precisely the same needs for an insurance de- 
partment that any State has. 

Mr. PERKINS. Are the insurance companies incorporated in 
this District? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 

Mr. PERKINS. How many? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And there are many foreign 
companies doing business in this city. The insurance commis- 
sioner of the State of Maryland has no authority in the premises 
nor the insurance commissioner of the Stateof Virginia, and there 
is no other way to protect the citizens of this District except by 
having just such an organization as is required in the several 
States, and which is provided in this paragraph. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, as follows: 


For purchase of hooks, $5,000; 

For binding, $3,000; : 

For fuel, lighting, fitt tag up building, and other contingent expenses, 96,000; 
In all, $14,000, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would move, in line 15, to 
strike ont the word “five” and insert the word “ ten;“ and I 
would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill something 
abont the provision in reference to the library. Now, the gen- 
tleman is also on the committee having charge of the Congres- 
sional Library, is he not? 3 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, Iam, sir. 

Mr, PERKINS. I know, of course, Mr. Chairman, that the 
expense of running a library is large in proportion to the amount 
that is expended on books, but it does seem to me that in this re- 
port made by the committee the amount expended for sack is out 
of proportion to the amount expended for bread. Here is an cx- 
penditure of 835,000, of which only one-seventh, 14 per cent of the 
entire amount expended on the library. goes for the purchase of 
books. Now, I think, Mr. Chairman, that in the Congressional 
Library, where there was some criticism recently as to the pro- 
portion of operating expenses in proportion to the amount ex- 
pended for books, the amount spent for the purchase of books 
was very large, some 14 per cent. And it does seem to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that to expend $35,000 for a library where there was 
only $5,000 worth of books for the benefit of readers of the Dis- 
trict is unusual, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman per- 
mit a question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 


Certainly, 


ae 
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Mr. PERKINS. Les. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Do J understand the gentleman to state 
that there are only $5,000 worth of books? 

Mr. PERKINS. The appropriation this year. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But the gentleman remembers there are 
many thousand dollars’ worth of books already there. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, yes; books that have been bought; but 
for this year there is an appropriation of $35,000 for the library, 
and only 14 per cent of that goes for books. That certainly is 
unusual, I think. The gentleman in charge of the bill is familiar 
with these questions of libraries and can tell me if that is not a 
much smaller percentage than is expended for books in the Con- 
gressional Library. I may be wrong, but I do not think I am. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In answer to the inquiry of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS], which is a per- 
fectly proper and pertinent one, I direct his attention to the fact 
that in the appropriation bill for 1903 there was an appropriation 
of $40,000 for the purchase of books. Of that money quite a 
considerable sum remains unexpended. That is the reason why 
the appropriation was made relatively small this year. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I understand there is a balance of how 
much unexpended? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I have not in mind the exact 
amount. But the committee thought that the une ded bal- 
ance and this $5,000 would buy all that could be catalogued and 
got into working order for the library this coming year, 

Mr. PERKINS. What does the gentleman think should be the 
proper proportion of money expended for books in proportion to 
the running expenses of the library? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That question can not be an- 
swered definitely. It depends on circumstances. The gentleman 
understands, of course, that this library has a great many dona- 
tions of books. The library has now some 70,000 volumes. It is 
expected that when it is at its normal working power, it will 
have about 100,000 volumes. Weare adding to that number as 
rapidly as the committee thinks the books can be catalogued and 
put into use. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, does not the gentleman think that the 
appropriation of $20,000 for salaries is a pretty liberal one for a 
library of this size? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. If it were the initial appro- 
priation—if this appropriation of $5,000 were the initial appropria- 
tion for the purchase of books and that for handling the books 
were $20,000, it would, of course, be out of all proportion. 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to ask the gentleman whether he does 
not think that for a library of 70,000 volumes $20,000 is a pretty 
large pay roll? That is not a great library like the Congressional 
Library, which requires a large number of highly skilled people 
to pop catalogue and arrange the books. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman will recall two 
facts to begin with, and I need only remind him of them. 

In the first place, the building in which this library is located 
was donated to the District of Columbia by Mr. Carnegie. His 
usual rule in making such donations is to require that the com- 
munity to be benefited by the donation shall bind itself to appro- 
priate annually for maintenance a sum equal to 10 per cent of the 
money which he gives for the building. e cost of this building 
has been $375,000. Ten per cent of that is $37,500. We do not ap- 

ropriate in toto that amount. We are within that 10 per cent. 

n this case Mr. Carnegie did not make the usual requirement. 
In the second place, the building is quite large, and is intended for 
a larger library than is there now, It has not simply one but 
several rooms. These rooms must be practically all in use, each 
being partly supplied with its equipment. Hence the amount of 
money required to handle the books is larger thanif this were a 
completed library in a smaller building. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then the gentleman does not himself think 
that this allowance for clerk hire is too large? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Why, they ask for fifty-odd 
people, and we have given them only thirty-seven. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask what the gentleman thinks himself. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And they made a good argu- 
ment, as the gentleman can see by reading the hearings. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, they will ask for anything; I know that. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. No. Iwant to say, in justice 
to the gentlemen composing the board haying charge of this 
library, that they are among the best citizens of this District. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not question their citizenship. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They are doing the work as a 
labor of love, and they gave the committee the benefit of their 
best judgment. Speaking for the library board, its president, Mr. 


Theodore W. Noyes, of the Evening Star, said to the subcommittee 
on this point: 

We suggest that the question of the creation of an adequate, original, nor- 
mal library force has not yet been determined, and that until the teachings 
of at leist ono year's experience were available it could not be wisely and 
to the working-force estimates in general, I will 


finally sottled. In regar 


say there is not an item that is urged without careful consideration and with- 
out the conviction that it is necessary for the library’s maintenance. 
It is far from our purpose to swell the total of the library appropriation. 
We do not think that it needs to be or ous to be largely increased. We 
pronose a cut of $3,009 in the contingent fund appropriation of last year, and 
f a further reduction of the aggregate of library estimates is necessary, we 
suggest that you look for cutting purposes, first to our estimates for books; 
and we ask that you giye careful consideration on its merits to each item 
that is 8 as required to provide additional needed force and the very 
few and slight increases propesed in salaries. 


And to show that the salaries recommended by the library 
board were very moderate, Mr. Noyes gave the following figures, 
showing salaries paid in the public libraries of cities of approxi- 
mately the same size as Washington: 


Provi- Minneap- | San Fran- 

Newark. | Gence. olis, cisco. 
Ar $4,200 $4,000 $3,000 , 000 
Assistant librarian -- 1,000 1,500 1, 800 1.900 
Reference Übrarian 1,000 795 840 840 
Assistant reference libraria 420 C 


In making up the salary list in this bill the committee tried to 
be prudent without being parsimonious. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York insist 
on his amendment? 

a PERKINS. No, sir; I withdraw it, in view of the expla- 
nation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used for the pay- 
ment of premiums or other cost of fire insurance. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I move to amend the pacager just read by 
adding at the end of line 3, page 18, the following: 

Nor shall any part of the money ap 5 by this act be used for the 
payment for the use or hire of any telephones, or to pay for any telephone 
service ata rate greater than $ per month for each telephone; and no con 
tract shall be made in excess of said sum of $5 per month for each telephone 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, I reserve a point of order on 
the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Perhaps it would be just as well to have the 
point of order stated and decided now. I do not think my amend- 
ment is subject to a point of order. Does the gentleman make a 
point of order? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I simply reserve it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, adressing myself first to the 
point of order, I will say thatif the paragraph just read is proper 
on this bill—and I haye no question that it is—then this is in 
order as an amendment to that particular section. What is the 
section which I propose to amend? It reads: 

No part of the money appropriated by this act shall be used for the pay- 
ment of premiums or other cost of fire insurance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would prefer that the gentle- 
man from Minnesota should state his point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; I should like to know what it is, I 
was just trying to anticipate what it might be. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not ask the gentleman to 
discuss the point of order now, but simply to state what it is. 

Mr, MCCLEARY of Minnesota. It struck me when the amend- 
ment ven stated that it was legislation; that is the thought I had 
in mind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota makes the 
pont that the amendment is out of order because it proposes 


egislation on an oF ke ee bill, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ido not think the amendment is subject to 
the point of order. It is simply a limitation upon the expenditure 
of the money proposed to be appropriated by this bill. The par- 
ticular paragraph now under consideration declares that— 

No part of the 8 appropriated by this act shall be used for the pay- 
ment of premiums or other cost of fire insurance, 

Now, the amendment which I offer undertakes to relieve the 
District government, if not the people of the District, from one 
of the most oppressive monopolies, one of the most extortionate 
corporations in reference to its charges that I know of in any part 
of the United States. à 

I apprehend that there is not a city in the United States where 
the charge for telephone service is as high as that imposed in this 
city. Congress has the power, and it should, whenever it has the 
opportunity, exercise the power, to reach this corporation or these 
corporations which impose upon the people by the extortionate 
charges they make for the extremely inefficient service which 
they render to the public. 

Mr. BOWIE. What do they charge? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know, except from some personal 
experience. I believe it is about $10 a month and 5 cents for each 
message exceeding three sent from a particular place. At our 
hotels we are charged 5 cents for each message. 

Mr. LACEY, Would it not be well for the gentleman from 
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Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] to modify his amendment so as to make 
the limitation conform exactly to the statnte, so that while the 
legislation applying to private individuals is being contested in 
the courts this company shall not draw out of the Treasury any 
charge in excess of that fixed in the statute regulating the rates 
of toll? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I did not have that statute before me. 

- a LACEY. Isupposed the gentleman had those figures be- 
ore him. 

Mr. BARTLETT. No, sir. Yesterday and to-day I have 
undertaken to find some place in this bill where appropriations 
are made specifically for telephone service; but as happens in 
some other appropriation bills—not wrongfully, of course, but 
necessarily—that particular matter seems to be covered up in 
such a way that the uninitiated can not find it. I undertook to 
ascertain from my friend the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MoCLEARY], member of the committee having this bill in charge, 
where the appropriation for telephone service was provided for 
in this bill, so that I might introduce an amendment to limit the 
price, and thus protect the Government, if we can not protect all 
of the people of the District, from the extortion of this most ex- 
tortionate monopoly. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that is all I desire to say with 
reference to the merits of the amendment. As to the point of 
order, it occurs to me that no one in this House onght torun away 
from an opportunity, but that everyone here ought to be glad of 
the opportunity to pass an amendment like this. We haye been 
struggling with it for some time, and while this is a mere feeble 
effort in the direction of reaching this abuse, it is certainly a step 
in the right direction to reach it. I do not think this is subject 
to the point of order, Mr. Chairman, and I have but one author- 
ity, although I think there are quite a number to which the atten- 
tion of the Chair might be called. The one I refer to is found on 
page 845 of the Digest and Manual: 

To a paragraph 0 for armor and armament of naval vessels a pro. 
viso that the total cost of armor should not exceed a certain amonnt, and 
that no contract should be made in excess of a certain price per ton was held 
to be a limitation merely. 

I ͤ might read numbers of decisions made by chairmen of the 
Committee of the Whole in various Congresses. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. McCLEARY of. Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I am sure my 
friend will permit a suggestion. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. On page 29, line 13, of the bill 
isa zee where the gentleman’s amendment would certainly be 
in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Where is that? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Page 29, line 13. 
suggestion to the gentleman is this—— 

Mr. BARTLETT, Will the gentleman permit me to say that 
I went to him this morning and asked him to point out a place 
where the amendment would be in order? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, In the hurry of the moment 
I could not find it; but I have found it now. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iknewif the gentleman could not find it 
that I could not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I suggest to my friend from 
Georgia whether it would not be wise—I will ask him, in the first 
place, whether he knows what rates are actually being charged? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; Ido not know, except as to the rates 
charged to individuals. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Might it not be true that the 
rates now being charged are really less than those suggested by 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In view of the statement just 
made by my friend, Iam sure he will consent to withdraw his 
amendment for the present, until he has time to ascertain exactly 
what the rates are, and then, if he feels that there should be an 
amendment, he can offer it on page 29, line 13. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iam perfectly willing to take that course. 
I stated to my friend that I wanted to offer an amendment. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman is entirely cor- 
rect, but I conld not at the moment find the place for him, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the 
amendment at this place; that is, I am willing to withdraw it, if 
it is the will of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks nnani- 
mons consent to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I will offer it at the place suggested by the 
gentleman from Minnesota. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The C The amendment will be withdrawn. The 


Now, my 


— — 


Chair understands the gentleman wishes to be recognized to offer 
his amendment when page 29 is reached. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 7 55 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingent expenses of stables of the en 
forage, livery of horses, shoeing, purchase and repair of vehicles, purchase 
and repair of harness, blankets, p Tobes, purchase of horses, whips, oils, 
brushes, combs, sponges, chamois skins, buckets, halters, jacks, rubber boots 
and coats, medicines, and other necessary articles and expenses, $5,000; and 
no expenditure on account of the engineer department for the items named 
in this paragraph shall be made from any other fund, 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I movo that 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman withhold his motion until 
we dispose of this paragraph? Weare right in the middle of it, 
ae have some suggestions to make when the paragraph is com- 
pleted. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This paragraph can be con- 
sidered as pending. Let us rise with the understanding that this 
paragraph is to be considered as pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 
the committee do now rise. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Lawrence, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12833, the 
District appropriation bill,and had come tonoresolution thereon, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Sn R. 6089. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma L, 
Nagie; 

H. R. 8227. An act granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; 

H. R. 10145. An act to provide for appeals, writs of error, and 
other appellate proceedings from the circuit and district courts of 
Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas; 

H. R. 865. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 


neer department, including 


hase; 

H. R. 6352. An act granting a pension to Mary Huff; 

H. R. 2019. An act granting a pension to Mallie Gwynn; 

H. R. 11021. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Weems; 
H. R. 8850. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Joyce; 

iL. R. 9308. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River between the counties of Wrightand Sherburne, 
in the State of Minnesota; 

H. R. 19. An act establishing a United States court at Marietta, 
Ind. T.; and 

H. R. 4045. An act granting a pension to Minnie Gusler. 

Mr. WACHTER also, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 7620. An act defining the limit of navigation of the 
Osage River in the State of Missouri; 

H. R. 8485. An act to amend the act of Congress of March 11, 
1902, relating to homesteads; and 

H. R. 6345. An act for the relief of the State of Iowa. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 4503. An act to provide for sittings of the circuit and district 
courts of the southern district of Florida in the city of Fernan- 
dina, in said district—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 752. An act providing for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Bluefield, W. Va.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. g 

8. 3218. An act for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. Asserson, 
retired—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 4079. An act for the relief of James Denton—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

S. 4165. An act to provide that a term of the circuit and dis- 
trict court of the United States for the district of Vermont may 
be held at Newport—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following concurrent 

resolution: 
Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
March 1, 1904, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
President be requested to return tothe Senate the bill of the Senate (S. 2323) 
— to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation, to correct a 

è error, 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the concurrent resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to, 

CHOCTAW INDIANS, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous con- 
sent to have printed as a House document a memorial of the 
Choctaw Nation or tribe of Indians in the Indian Territory pro- 
testing against the passage of the bill H. R. 12764. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 


consent to have printed as a House document the memorial to | 


which he refers. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
JULIETTE WESTBROOKE, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I presented to the House this 
morning a resolution authorizing the Speaker and the President of 


the Senate to cancel their signatures to a bill, the beneficiary of | 


the bill being dead, I find since that neither the Speaker of the 
House nor the President of the Senate has signed the bill, and the 
last action on the bill was in the Senate, where they agree in our 
action here. I therefore ask unanimons consent to rescind the 
action of the House adopting the resolution this morning. 

The SPEAKER. The order of the House adopting the resolu- 
tion will be vacated, if there is no objection, 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Imove that the Housedo now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
11 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: z 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for barracks and quarters for troops on 
the Isthmus of Panama—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were seyerally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the severul Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. CURRIER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 6487) to amend chapter 4952 


of the Revised Statutes, reported the same with amendment, ac- | 


companied by a report (No. 1287); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. CURTIS. from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred House joint resolution (H.J. Res. 118) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to use $5,000 of the amount appropriated 
by the act approved February 18. 1994 Public No, 22), for clerical 
work and labor connected with the sale and leasing of Creek lands 
and the leasing of Cherokee landsin the Indian Territory, reported 
the same withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1288); which said joint resolution and report were referred to the 
Committee of the whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11815) to limit the time within which prosecutions may be insti- 
tuted against officers, agents; or employees of the United States, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. l 289); which said bill and report were referredto the House 
Calendar, 

Mr. LEGARE, from the Committee on Patents’ to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11582) authorizing the issu- 
ance of letters rogatory by the Commissioner of Patents, and 
providing for the execution of letters rogatory issued from for- 
eign patent offices, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1200); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12235) to provide | 


for the opening of the remaining portion of the Colville Reserva- 
tion, in the State of Washington, aud for other purposes, sub- 
mitted the views of the minority thereon, to accompany report 


(No. 1070, part 2); which said bill and views were referred to the | 


ommittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8121) granting 
an increase of pension to J. M. Ellis, reported the same with 
amendment, accoinpanied by a report (No. 1247); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5855) granting 
an increase of pension to Nancy A. King, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1248); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7986) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stephen Bricker, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1249); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 8149) 
granting an increase of pension to J. S. Mavity, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1250); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 2041) granting 
an increase of pension to James W. Adams, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1251); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1877) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Snits, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by à report (No. 1252); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
| Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12134) granting an increase of pension to Albert Haldeman. 
reported the same with amendment. accompanied by a report 
(No. 1253); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
| vate Calendar. 
| Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12439) granting 

a pension to Lydia Gavitt, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1254); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4980 
| granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. Connor. reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1255); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6365) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hay, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1256); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1905) granting 
an increase of pension to Elias Holliday, reported the same with- 
ont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1257); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12363), granting 
an increase of pension to Charles H. Barnard, reported the same 
with amendment. accompanied by a report (No. 1258); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2832) granting an increase of pension to Eli T. Hoyt, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1259); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Culendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5958) granting 
an increase of pension to Marcel Gagnon, reported the sume with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1280); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12226) granting 
an increase of pension to Matthew Curran, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1261); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


bill of the House (H. R. 5203) granting a pension to William E. 
Coffin, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
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report (No. 1262); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12434) granting an increase of pension 
to Rebecca McKinney, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1263); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12436) granting a pension to Ida E. Ner- 
ber, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 1264); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ivate Calendar, 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12099) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin M. Slayton, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1265); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11610) 
granting an increase of pension to Alexander S. Hill, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1266); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11011) granting 
an increase of pension to John Linn, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1267); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10924) granting an increase of pension to 
Cline Morris, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1268); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9796) granting 
an increase of pension to William 1 reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1269); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9738) granting a 
pension to Rebecca Simpson, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1270); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11629) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nannie J. McDowell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1271); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12342) for the re- 
lief of Lawrence H. Rousseau, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a 7 . (No. 1272); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1861) 
granting an increase of pension to James Wilkinson, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1273); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 


dar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7772) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert Leach, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1274); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8120) granting an 
increase of pension to Delzon Allen, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1275); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

, GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 8479) granting a pension 
to J H. E. Guest, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No, 1276); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8715) granting a 
pension to Alice A. Siverd, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1277); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9079) granting an 
increase of pension to Elizabeth Davison, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1278); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5330) 
88 an increase of pension to Robert D. Gardner, of Queen 

ity, Mo., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 


report (No. 1279); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2959) granting an 
increase of pension to Ada Johnson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1280); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred tho bill of the House (H. R. 13042) granting 
a pension to Esther J. Lee, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1281); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 12474) 
granting a pension to George Preston Reeves, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1282); which 
said bill and 1 0 were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H, R. 12557) granting 
an increase of poom to George W. Gardiner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1283); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12628) granting 
an increase of pension to Andrew P, McConkey, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1284); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7792) 
granting an increase of pension to Lazarus Minnich, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1285); 
whieh said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 8109) for the relief of Noah 
Dillard, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1286); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Priyate Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12581) for the relief of the Pullman Company— 
Committee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 11877) granting an increase of pension to Minnie 
O. Wilkins—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 11177) granting an increase of pension to George 
Manypenny—Comuittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12451) granting a pension to Joseph A. Cox—Com- 
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13291) for 
the protection of game animals, birds, and fishes in the Olympic 
Forest Reserve of the United States, in the State of Washington— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13292) to extend the lines of 
the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Colambia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18293) to extend the lines of the Anacostia 
and Potomac River Railroad Company—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. . 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18294) to provide 
for the establishment and appointment of an additional United 
States commissioner for the twenty-third registration district, 
Atoka division of the central district, Indian Territory, to be lo- 
cated at Coalgate, Ind, T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 13295) to promote, foster, 
and encourage the fine and industrial arts by an exhibit of early 
American prints and engravings at the World’s Fair, St. Louis, 
Mos 1904—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 
sitions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 18296) to amend section 
2305 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mitte on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK (by request): A bill (H. R. 18297) to 
provide for the registration and protection of trade-marks—to tho 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BROOKS; A bill (H. R. 18298) to amend section 2327 
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of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to lands— 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 122) per- 
mitting Maj. Thomas W. Symons, Corps of Engineers, to assist 
the State of New York by acting as a member of an advisory 
board—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 123) pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 47) to 
increase the number of bound Congressional Directories—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A resolution (H. Res. 236) to investigate 
the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 237) to investigate action of railroads 
in shipments of live stock—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Memorial of the general assembly of the State 
of Ohio, approving of the provisions of H. R. 6475—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 13299) granting a pension to 
Edah A. Kittridge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 13300) granting certain rights 
and privileges to the commissioners of waterworks in the city of 
Erie, Pa.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13301) granting a pension to 
Hattie L. Chittenden—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 18302) for the relief of 
Boone Chandler and others—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 13308) for the relief of the 
estate of W. A. Rawlings, deceased, late of Fayette County, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN; A bill (H. R. 13804) granting an increase 
of pension to Arbana Wade—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-. 
sions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 18305) granting an increase 
= pension to Amos L. Griffith—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. CROFT: A bill (H. R. 13306) for the relief of the heirs 
of Richard Reynolds, deceased—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 133807) granting an increase of 
posso to George W. Chidester—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 13308) to pay certain claims 
of G. W. Howland—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18309) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur H. Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13310) granting an increase of pension to | 


Samuel A. Smith, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13311) granting an increase of 
pension to Bolivar Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 18312) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey Stearns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 13313) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas J. Spencer—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13314) for the relief of F. A. R. 
Scott, of Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13315) nting an increase of pension to 
Adrian Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 18316) granting a pension 
to Phebe Damoth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13317) granting a pension to Mary J. Quirk— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13318) granting a pension to Ellen W. Gal- 
lea—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 13319) granting an increase 
of pension to Amos Wheeler—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
gions. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 13820) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Walden—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13321) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R. 13322) for the relief of Ben- 
jamin F. King—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18323) for the relief of Thomas Lookebill— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13324) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kesler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13325) for the relief of Harry 
Stanard—to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13326) for the relief of Harry Stanard—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 13327) for the relief of 
Big Bethel African Methodist Episcopal Church, of Atlanta, Ga.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13328) granting a pension to Martin R. Gen- 
try—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13329) granting 
an increase of pension to Henry Wagner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 18330) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael Kelly, alias Patrick Kelly—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MUDD (by request): A bill (H. R. 13331) for the relief 
of the estate of Cyrus Martin, deceased, late of Washington, D. C.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13332) granting a pension to Honora Sulli- 
van—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MURDOCK: A bill (H. R. 18333) granting a pension to 
Lucy Ann Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18884) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Hair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18335) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben F. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18336) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Schroyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also a bill (H. R. 13337) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Tripp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18338) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin J. Heltzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13339) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert H. Browne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13340) granting a pension to 
Henry J. Richardson—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 13341) for the relief of the 
heirs of George W. Coombs—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN; A bill (H. R. 13342) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Gardner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 18348) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Whipple—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A bill (H. R. 18344) for the relief of Lieut. 
James M. Pickrell. United States Navy, retired—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 18845) granting an increase 
of pension to Jeremiah Gill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 13346) for the relief of 
Maria J. Blaisdell, widow of William Blaisdell, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 13847) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. Crumbangh—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 13348) to release Henry 
Smith & Sons, of Baltimore, Md., from a portion of their liability 
as contractors for the new custom-honse in the city of Baltimore, 
Md.—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Rev. Carl Jordan, of Lawrence, 
Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the North Side Board of Trade of New York 
City, in favor of bill H. R. 10871, providing for clean money— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolution of the North Side Board of Trade of New York 
City, in opposition to the bill H. R. 7033, relative to small pleas- 
ure craft—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
cries. 

Also, memorial of the Citizens’ Trade Association of Cambridge, 
Mass., in favor of increasing the powers of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

e? Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the T Square 
Club, relative to any improvement of the efficiency of the custom- 
house—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Gronnds. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany claim of William Sum. 
mers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. AMES: Petition of W. B. Taylor and 122 others, of 
Methuen; H. E. Hinkley and 21 others, of Everett; N. T. Whit- 
taker and 35 others, of South Framingham; Hamlet A. Howarth 
and 10 others, of Lawrence; George E. Rackliffe and 28 others. of 
Danvers; L. O. r and $0 others, of Ashland; Thomas E. 


Stott and 12 others, of Ballardvale; John D. Cameron and 50 
others. of Somerville; Herbert Judson White and 37 others, of 
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Beverly; Rev. Henry D. Stevens and 85 others, of Reading; 
Eugene Grady and 25 others, of Middleton, and John A. Bowler 
ms d 19 others, of Framingham, all in Massachusetts, in favor of 
the Hogni Donte bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ve 


By AKER: Memorial of the Boiler Makers and Iron-ship 
Builders of America, in fayor of bills S. 2259 and 2263 and H. R. 
12222, 16139, and 7056—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the New York Produce Exchange, in favor 
of making Point Judith a harbor of refuge—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Supervisors’ Highway Convention of the 
State of New York, in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BEDE: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11596, granting 
a pension to L. P. Storms—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the farmers of Douglas 
County, Kans., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Colony, Kans., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

resolution of the Kansas Federation of Commercial Inter- 
a in favor of the good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, resolution of the Kansas Federation of Commercial Inter- 
ests, relative to increasing the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Petition of Mayor Lenhard Engel and 35 
others, of Kimball, Minn..in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bil— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 13228, granting a pension 
to Caroline Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 11898, granting a pension 
to Barley D. Judkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petitions of Joseph M. Blute and 22 others. 
and C, H. Anderson and 71 others, of Pierre, S. Dak., in favor o 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the J auey 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petitions of citizens of Nebraska; Wo- 
man's Christian Tem 1 e 
Friends, of Lincoln, Nebr., and Lincoln Executive Meeting of 
Friends, Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Deborah Avery Chapter, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, of Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of bill to pro- 
tect the American flag, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of New England Postmasters’ As- 
sociation, in favor of bill providing for stamp certificates—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union and 43 others, E. Wooley and 22 others, and Rey. 


. B. Hope and 25 others, of Guntersville, Ala., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of M. L. Ross and 


44 others, of Birmingham, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of Brandywine Grange, No. 60, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, in favor of bill H. R, 8678—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Petition of members and adherents of 
the Presbyterian Church of Keene, Ohio, for the passage of the 
Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolutions of the Massachu- 
setts State Board of Trade, in favor of passage of legislation fur- 
ther to define duties and powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolution of the Milwaukee Chamber of Commerce, in 
favor of legislation to further define the duties and powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of Las Vegas, N. 
Mex., in favor of legislation to increase the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Grain Dealers’ National Association, against 
supervision of inspection of grain by National Government at 
terminal markets and in favor of inspection under control of 
local exchanges—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


erce. : 

Also, resolutions of the National Hardware Association of the 
United States, in favor of legislation to further define the duties 
and powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign g. 

Also, resolutions of the National Association of Commission 
Merchants of the United States, in favor of the passage of legis- 
lation to further define the duties and powers of the Interstate 


rance Union of Ord, Nebr.; Society of 


Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 
at Minneapolis, in favor of passage of legislation to further define 
the duties and powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Western Pine Shippers’ Association, in 
favor of the passage of the bills H. R. 6273 and S. 2439—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Delayan, Wis.. in favor of the 
5 bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. COWHERD: Petition of Hereford stock breeders of 
Kansas City, for investigation of interstate traffic as it affects the 
transportation of liye stock—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

B . CURRIER: Petitions of Hinsdale Grange and 17 others, 
of Hinsdale, N. H.; Ira A. Hamsey and 45 others, and F. H. Ab- 
bott and 8 others, of Colbrook, N. H., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of R.J. Carter and others, of Seneca, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of James Shields Post, No. 57, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Wellington, Kans., in fayor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Rev. G. W. Montgomery and 
Rey. G. W. Taft. of Oakmont, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolutions of Cornman Post, No. 57, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of California and Nevada, 
relative to bill H. R.5756—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, Lig ae to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Calvin N. Swineford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Resolutions of wagon masters and teamsters 
of Taylor and adjoining counties, W. Va., for the enactment of a 
law granting a pension to all teamsters of the war of 1861-1865 
who rendered service to the Government—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of F. M. Reynolds, L. L. Friend, and 53 other 
voters of Keyser, W. Va., for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Paper to 3 bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James A. Cogle—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of patrons and residents of rural 
route No.3, of Troy, N. Y., in favor of increasing the salaries of 
a e the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. FOSS: Petitions of Rey. Frank L. Hart and 22 others, of 
Chicago, III.; William Kennedy, M. D., and 17 others; Mrs. 
Emma S. 85 55 president of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, and L. D. Wakefield, president Prohibition Alliance, of 
Ravenswood, Chicago, III., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petitions of C. H. Richardson and 32 others. 
and Harvey G. Geer and 52 others, of Rockford, III., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Emmerson Manufacturing Company, of 
Rockford, III., in favor of improving Kaw Valley, Kansas—to tho 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron- 
ship Builders, in favor of bills S. 2259 and 2263 and H. R. 12222 
and 7056—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Paper to accompany Dill to 
pension Thomas J, Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petition of Warham Easley, praying refer- 
encé of claim to Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT: Petition of citizens of Shelby County, Ky., 
praying for the removal of the tax on tobacco—to the Committes 
on Ways and Means. = 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of Arthur Given and 79 others, 
of Cranston; Rey. Edward B. Shaw and 27 others, of Pawtucket; 
John H. Buckey and 20 others, of Central Falls; R. N. Wyatt and 
16 others, of Tiverton; Orrin Kent and 10 others, of Cumberland, 
and Charles L. Brown and 88 others, of Providence, all in Rhodo 
Island, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, GRI H: Petition of B. M. Evans and 81 others, of 
Cold Springs, Ind., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: Petitions of P. C. Lisman and 28 others. 
and O. M. Stone and 37 others, of Oakland City, Ind., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of L. W. Wilson and 
others, of Wilson, Conn., in fayor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


| 
| 
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By Mr. HITT: Petition of residents of Lindenwood, III., against 
sale of liquors in Government buildings and Soldiers’ Homes—to 
the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of D. D. Emery and others, of Byron, III., in favor 
of bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of C. L. Miller, of Rockford, III., relative to rural 
carriers acting as agents—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also. petition of Rev. Henry Mason Baum, protesting against 
the Cullom bill, relative to preservation of aboriginal monuments, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of H. L. Barber, D. F. Cox, S. S. File, G. P. 
Dentley, and J. D. Ford, of Davis Junction, III., against sale of 
liquors in Government buildings and Soldiers’ Homes—to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petitions of residents of Davis Junction and Whiteside 
County, III., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Corm- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of patrons of rural-delivery route of Stephenson 
County, III., relative to increasing the salary of rural carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Rochelle Woman's Club, favoring forest 
reserve in White Mountains, New Hampshire—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JENKINS: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Harry Stanard—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resolutions of Merchants and Manufac- 
turers’ Association of Baltimore, recommending improvement of 
main ship channel giving access to the port of Baltimore—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Coal Club of Boston and vicinity, recom- 
mending arbitration treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Merchants’ Association, recom- 
mending the placing of coal permanently on the free list—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Philadelphia Marine Exchange, recom- 
mending arbitration treaties with all foreign countries as a means 
of adjusting international controversy and preventing war—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, recom- 
mending a continuance of the rebate of all coal duties—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Citizens’ Trade Association of Cam- 
bridge, Mass., recommending a treaty of arbitration between 
United States and Great Britain and Ireland—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Gloncester Board of Trade, indorsing 
the Lodge bill for perfecting the consular service—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition to the President of the United States, to aid in 
preserving the Calaveras big-tree groves—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

Also, resolution of the general court of the State of Massachu- 
setts, recommending a special mail rate for books sent to and from 
libraries—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, resolution of the National Grain Dealers’ Association and 
the State Board of Trade of Massachusetts, recommending legis- 
lation to regulate interstate commerce—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 5 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade, on the sub- 
jects of irrigation and forestry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, approv- 
ing bills S. 2259 and 2268, confining trade between the United 
States and the Philippine Islands exclusively to vessels of Ameri- 
can registry—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, resolutions of the Drysalters’ Club of New England, rec- 
ommending an arbitration treaty between United States and 
Great Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LANNING: Petitions of Joseph Howell and others, of 
Hamilton Square; the Presbyterian Church of Basking Ridge, 
Somerset County; the Baptist Church of Baptistown, and the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Hamilton Square, Mercer County, 
N. J., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. p : 

‘Also. petition of the Roman Catholic Church, Thomas Rud- 
den and 23 others, of Flemington, N. J., for the passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Resolution of the New York Produce Ex- 
change. favoring improvement of Point Judith harbor of refuge— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. s 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitions of Grace Baptist Church 
and the Eighth Street Church, of Camden, N. J., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. McCALL: Petitions of Rev. Wilbur N. Mason and 80 
other voters and S. N. Waters and 23 other voters of Cambridge, 
Mass., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Minne- 
sota State Association of Builders’ Exchanges and the Builders’ 
Exchange of St. Paul, in opposition to bill H. R. 89—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of St. Paul, Minn., 
favoring the improvement of the upper Mississippi River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, at 
Minneapolis, Minn., in opposition to national inspection of grain 
at terminal points—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Minnesota State Association of Build- 
ers’ Exchanges, opposing the eight-hour bill—to the Committee 
on Labor. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petitions of Hiram B. Crook and 45 others, 
of Boston, Mass.,and Edward W. Frye and 16 others, of Jamaica 
Plain, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petitions of T. R. Jones and others, of 
Steele, N. Dak., and citizens of Mayville and Portland, N. Dak., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of M. S. Topping and 23 others, 
of Claremont, Va.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. MURDOCK: Petition of G. W. Young and 28 other 
voters, and the United Presbyterian Church members, of New- 
ton, Kans., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Byron L. Glenn and 12 other voters of Witt- 
rup, Kans., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. W. McIrvine and congregation, and 
Mrs. S. J. Rudd and others, of Belpre, Kans., for the passage of 
the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of the Kansas Federation of Commercial Inter- 
ests, praying for a redress of wrongs practiced on them by rail- 
roads—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Kansas Federation of Commercial Inter- 
ests, praying for the passage of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of Cornman Post, No. 57, 
Grand Army of the Repnblic. Department of California and Ne- 
vada, against passage of bill H. R. 5756—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of E. B. Griswold and 18 others, and W. H. 
Brown and 17 others, of Hanford, Cal., and Thomas F. Williams 
and 10 others, of Armons, Cal., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of Baxter Byerly and 11 others, of 
Advance, N. C., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany bill (H. R. 18260) grant- 
ing increase of pension to William Starks—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship 
Builders of America, in favor of bill S. 2259 and sundry other 
bills—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. REEDER: Petitions of Mrs. Lizzie Granger and 40 
others, of Phillipsburg, Kans., and William F. Cook and 18 others, 
of Jewell, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBB: Petition of H, D. Benedict and 46 others, of 
Fredericktown, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. Philip M. Grogg and 20 others, of Lithium, 
Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Jndiciary. : 

By Mr. ROBINSON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James A, Lowe—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Petition of the Northern California Indian 
Association, praying for relief of the landless Indians of northern 
California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

_ By Mr. SHERLEY: Petition of the West End Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, of Louisville, Ky., in favor of a bill to 
prevent nullification of the State liquor laws—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. z 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of residents of Indian Territory, 
8 against absorption by legislation of the Territory into 

klahoma as a State to the Committee on the Territories. 
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Also, petition of residents of Little Falls, N. Y., in favor of a 
bill to regulate immigration of aliens into the United States—to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of ministers of Ionia, 
Mich., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Hial P. Clark Post, No. 153,Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Michigan, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petitions of George W. Cranston 
and 23 others, and Nathan Van Wagener and 13 others, of New 
Paltz, N. V., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of Edward Rowe and 
187 others, of Indiana County, Pa., in faror of the Brownlow 
good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petition of John F. Edgar and 190 
others, of El Paso, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Resolution of citizens of Tampa, Fla., 
in mass meeting, relative to improving the harbor at Tampa—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ` 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petitions of U. C. Hawkins and 
84 others, J. C. Smith and 25 others, and D. P. Smith and 81 
others, of Vernon, Tex.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 707, for the relief of W. R. 
McGnuire—to the Committes on War Claims, 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Citi- 
zens’ Trade Association of Cambridge, Mass., relative to interstate 
commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Resolution of Enterprise Grange, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Salem, N. H., in favor of a good-roads 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Charles E. Randall and 17 others, of Rochester, 
N. II., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petitions of A. N. Decker and 39 others, 
B. H. Campbell and 41 others, and C. D. Belden and 37 others, of 
Austin, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. awe ; 

Also, petition of the Minnesota State Association of Builders’ 
Exchanges, in opposition to bill H. R, 89, the anti-injunction 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Minnesota State Association of Builders’ 
Exchanges, in opposition to the passage of an eight-hour law—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Arthur B. Burrows and 33 
others, of Andover, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petitions of J. S. Penpoint and 37 
others, and Rev, S. C. Jones and 27 others, of Harrisville; W, H, 
Layfield and 39 others, of Coakleys; C. E. Walters and 22 others, 
of Washburn, and C. E. Hatfield and 77 others, of Fonzo, all in 
West Virginia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Commiites on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WYNN: Resolution of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association and other commercial organizations of Cali- 
fornia, against the passage of bill H. R. 4072—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. \ 
WEDNESDAY, March 2, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. LODGE, and by unanimons con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the Journal will stand approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWSING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Sonate: 

A bill (H. R. 9891) giving the consent of Congress to the re- 
moval of the restrictions on the sale of the Puyallup allotted 
lands, = confirming and legalizing sales thereof since March 8, 
1903; an 

A bill (H. R. 18290) making appropriation for clearing the Po- 
tomac River of ice. 

The message also announced that the House had to the 
resolution of the Senate 8 tho President to return to the 
Senate the bill (S. 2323) ting to ceded lands on the Fort Hall 
Indian Reservation. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further annotinced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were theretpon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 


A bill (H. R. 19) establishing a United States court at Marietta, 
Ind. T.; 
8 2 bill (H. R. 865) granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 

ase; 

A bill (H. R. 2019) granting a pension to Mallie Gwynn; 

A bill (H. R. 4045) granting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 

A bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
L. Nagle; 

A bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Mary Huff; 

A bill (H. 2 8227) granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; 


A bill (H. 


Joyce; 

A bill (H. R. 9308) permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River between the counties of Wright and Sherburne, 
in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for appeals, writs of error, and 
other appellate proceedings from the circuit and district courts 
of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas; and 
5 bill (H. R. 11021) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

ems. 


8850) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presonted memorials of the 
Schwaben Verein, of St. Joseph, Mo.; of the Schleswig-Holstein 
Veterans, of Davenport, Iowa; of Germania Lodge, No. 3158, of 
Denver, Colo.; of the Luxemburger Independent Club, of St. Paul, 
Minn.: of the Germania Lodge, of Boston, Mass.; of the Gesang 
Frohsinn Verein, of Cleveland, and of the German Pioneer So- 
ciety of Cleveland, in the State of Ohio; of Venus Lodge, No, 
2209, of Buffalo, and of the Continental Bowling Club, of Brook- 
lyn, in the State of New York; of Local Lodge No. 60, of Chi- 
cago; of the German Guild Schleswig-Holstein, No. 39, of Chicago; 
of the Plattdeutsche Gilde Uhland, No. 170, of Chicago; of the 
Plattdeutsche Gilde, No. 70, of Chicago, and of Teutonia Lodge, 
of Chicago, all in the State of Illinois; of the German Hungarian 
Benefit Association, of Pittsburg; of the Society of Men, of Sharps- 
burg: of the St. Michael's Benefit Society, of Shenandoah; of the 
St. Michael's Society, of Fryburg; of the St. Joseph’s Relief So- 
ciety, of Erie; of the St. Joseph Beneficial Association, of Altoona; 
of the St. Anthony’s Musical and Beneficial Society, of Millvale, 
and of the St. Joseph’s Society, of Pittston, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Lagrange, of the congregation of the Bap- 
tist Church of Lagrange, in the State of Kentucky; of the con- 
gregation of the North Presbyterian Church, of St. Louis, Mo. 
and of the congregation of the German Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Lawrence, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors: which wero referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the North Capitol 
and Eckington Citizens’ Association, of Washington. D. C., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation providing for the extension 
of the lines of the Capital Traction Railway Company; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Tuesday Club, of Dover; of 
the Woman’s Club of Meredith; of the Fortnightly Club, of 
West Lebanon; of the Woman's Study Club, of Whitefield; of 
the Historic Art Club, of Manchester; of the Froetel Club, of 
Keene: of the Natural Science Club, of Manchester; of the Pro- 
eressive Study Club, of Manchester; of Presling Beck Grange, of 
East Washington; of Brookline Grange, of Brookline; of Lyman 
Grange, No. 237, of Lyman; of Wiewas Lake Grange, No. 292, 
of Meredith: of Lincoln Grange, of West Swanzy; of Aurora 
Grange, of Pittsburg; of Crown Point Grange, No. 65; of Peter- 
boro Grange, No. 35, of Peterboro; of Liverdale Grange, No. 293, 
ot Riverdale; of Miller Grange, No. 34, of Temple; of Forest 
Grange, of Stoddard; of Piscataqua Grange, No. 176, of Newing- 
ton; of Northwood Grange, No. 209, of Nogthwood; of Silver 
Mountain Grange, of Lempster; of Haverhill Grange, No. 212, of 
Haverhill, and of Riverside Grange, of Dalton, all of the Patrons of 
Husbandry, in the State of New Hampshire, praying that an ap- 

ropriation be made to purchase a national forest reserve in the 
White Mountains of New Hampshire; which were referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Nor- 
man, of the Woman's Missionary Society of Wellington, and of 


the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Lawrenceville, 
all in the State of Ilinois, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liq- 
uors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Mr. ALLEE presented a petition of the New Century Club, of 
Georgetown, Del,, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Martha Washington Circle, 
No. 5, Department of Massachusetts, Ladies of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Lynn, Mass., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts State Pharma- 
ceutical Association, praying for a reduction of the tax on alco- 
hol; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Methodist 
seta ae Church, the Christian Church, and the Presbyterian 
Church of Tower Hill, II.; of the Free Methodist Church of Jack- 
son, Mich.; of the Presbyterian Church of Mars, Pa.; of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Rushville, III.; of the Patterson Pres- 
byterian Church of Philadelphia, Ta.; of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of North Prairie, Wis.; of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Salem, Pa., and of the Baptist Church of Willow, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Jangar: 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Con 
Club, of Kings County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing for the carrying of all men and supplies in 
Government transports instead of by contract with foreign ves- 
sels; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented memorials of the Firth Carpet Company, of 
Firthcliffe; of the Frank A. Munsey Company, of New York 
City, and of sundry citizens of New York City, all in the State of 
New York, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
* eight-hour bill;’’ which were referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Genesee County board of 
supervisors, of Batavia, N. Y., praying for the passage of the 
so-called ‘‘ Brownlow good-roads bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fenner, Wirt, 
Brookfield, Portage, Culver, Perrysburg, Jasper, Jamestown, 
Marion, Rushford, Blodgett Mills, Cortland, and Potsdam; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Walworth; 
of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Marion; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Scipio; of the congre- 
gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Port Jefferson; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Bingham- 
ton: and of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Nelson, allin the State of New York, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. N 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Club of Seymour; 
of the Unity Club, of Jamaica; of the Board of Education of 
Rochester; of the New Century Club, of Utica; of the Woman's 
Club of Schenectady, and of the Civitas Club, of Brooklyn, all in 
the State of New York, praying that an 75 ropriation be made to 

urchase a national forest reserve in the ite Mountains of New 

ampshire; which were referred to the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 93, International 
Association of Machinists, of Rochester; of Yonkers Lodge, No. 
60, International Association of Machinists, of Yonkers; of the 
Central Trades and Labor Council of Rochester; of the Pattern 
Makers’ Association of Schenectady; of Iron Molders’ Local Union, 
No. 107, of Auburn, and of Stove Plate Molders’ Union. No. 13,” 
of Buffalo, all of the American Federation of Labor, in the State 
of New York, praying that an appropriation be made to increase 
the capacity of the Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New Brighton, 
Brooklyn, and New York City, all in the State of New York, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the so-called “‘ anti-injunction 
bill; ” which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOPKINS presented a memorial of the Rockport Manu- 
facturers and Shippers’ Association, of Rockport, III., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called eight-hour bill;”’ 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lewiston and 
Chicago, in the State of Illinois, praying that an appropriation be 
made providing for the construction and maintenance of public 
highways; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of John A. Logan Circle, No. 39, 
Department of Ilinois, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Chicago; of Local Post No. 215, Department of Illinois, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Marengo; of Abraham Lincoln 


Circle, No. 2, Department of Illinois, Ladies of the Grand Arm 
of the Republic, of Aurora, and of sundry citizens of Chicago, all 
in thb State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a poon of sundry citizens of Mount Ver- 
non, III., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the establishment of the United States court at Marietta, Ind. T.; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ravenswood, 
Manhattan, Elgin,Odell, Morgan Park, Chicago, Bruceville, Proph- 
etstown, Astoria, Avingdon, Tiskilwa, and ISarengo, and of thecon- 
gregation of the Monroe Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Chicago, all in the State of Ilinois, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
sas ea which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

6 also presented petitions of the Milton Friday Club, of Mil- 
ton; of the Milton Columbian Club, of Aledo; of the congrega- 
tions of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Millersburg and the 
Methodist 1 i oon Church of Joy, and of Zion Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Wauponsie, and of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Verona, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon, Resp Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

Mr. BALL presented a petition of the New Century Club, of 
Milford, Del., praying for an investigation of the charges made 
and filed against Hon. RERED Smoor, a Senator from the State of 
Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

Mr. SCOTT presented porion of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Weston; of the congregation of 
the First Baptist Church of Weston; of the congregation of the 
United Presbyterian Church of Roneys Point, and of Martin 
Chapter, No, 5678, of the Epworth League of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church South, of Academy, all in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which-were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
‘eight-hour bill;’’ which was referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 474, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Kaukauna, Wis., praying that 
an gf oh ken be made to increase the capacity of the Naval 
Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Ancient Order of Hiber- 
nians of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the ratification 
of a treaty of arbitration between the United States and Great 
3 which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ripon, Wis., 
and a petition of sundry citizens of Kenosha County, Wis., pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called“ Brownlow good-roads bill; ” 
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Milwaukee, 
Wis., and a petition of the Foundrymen's Association of Milwau- 
kee, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
“ anti-injunction bill;’’ which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Appleton Council, No. 155, 
United Commercial Travelers, of Appleton, Wis., praying for the 
adoption of an amendment to the present bankruptcy law; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fort Atkinson; 
of the Shakespeare Club, of Cambria; of the Woman’s Club of 
Reedsburg; of the Literary Club of Morrisonville; of the congre- 
sation of the Church of the Good Shepherd of Racine, and of the 

Missionary Society of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Madison, all in the State of Wisconsin, praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Martin Watson Post, No. 172, of 
Barron; of Posts Nos. 19, 241, 161, and 141, of Milwaukee; of 
I. N. Earl Post, No. 112, of Colby; of McPherson Post, No. 2, of 
Antig; of H. A, Jatar Post, No. 18, of Reedsburg; of O. D. Pease 
Post, No, 94, of Watertown; of General Lytle Post, No. 190, of 
Kiel; of Veteran Post, No. 8, of National Home; of H. 8. Swift 
Post, No, 187, of Edgerton; of Erastus Hoyt Post, No. 69, of Wis- 
consin; of Alex. Rickey Post. No. 200, of Hersey; of Post No. 208, 
of Sun Prairie; of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 76, of Elkhorn; of 
Philip Davenport Post, No. 152, of Wisconsin; of Robert Chivas 
Post, No. 2, of Milwaukee; of Old Guard Post, No, 211, of Wis- 
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consin; of Custer Post, No. 72, of Rock Elm; of Hans C. Heg 
Post, No. 114, of Waupun; of George W. Bell Post, No. 63, of 


Wisconsin; of Frank H. Potter Post, No. 229, of Cambridge: of 
J. B. Reynolds Post, No, 205, of Chilton; of Badgero Post, No. 
122, of Friendship; of Post No. 204, of Argyle; of F. S. D. Crane 
Post, No. 54, of Beloit; of Andrew J. Fullerton Post, No. 193, of 
Wisconsin; of Post No. 141, of Wisconsin; of Ellsworth Post, No. 
118, of Wisconsin; of Henry Bertram Post, No. 194, of Wisconsin; 
of August Roemhild Post, No. 237, of Wisconsin; of Colonel John 
H. Knight Post, No.5, of Wisconsin; of Post No. 212, of Plymouth; 
of Sam Montieth Post, No. 173, of Fennimore; of H. S. Schuyler 
Post, No. 226, of Wisconsin; of Ben Sheldon Post, No. 136, of 
Wisconsin; of Philo C. Buckman Post, No. 158, of Stoughton, 
and of George C. Ginty Post, No. 188, of Cadott, all of the De- 

artment of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, in the 
State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Milwaukee, 
Berlin, Horicon, Fort Atkinson, Tomahawk, Madison, Blooming- 
ton} and Omro; of Glendale Lodge, No. 163, Independent Order 
of Good Templars, of Glendale; of Norden Lodge, No. 60, Inde- 

ndent Order of Good Templars, of Ashland; of Star of Hope 

odge, No, 172, Independent Order of Good Templars, of Edgerton; 
of the Independent Order of Good Templars of Black Creek; of the 
congregation of the Memorial Baptist Church, of. Verona; of 
Callwell Lodge, No. 146, Independent Order of Good Templars, of 
Wukwanago; of the Veterans’ Home Lodge, No. 472, Independent 
Order of Good Templars, of Waupaca; of the quarterly meeting 
of Free Will Baptists of Waupun; of the congregation of the 
Mount Hope Baptist Church, of Edmund; of the Independent 
Order of Good Templars of Withee; of Evening Star Lodge, No. 
294, Independent Order of Good Templars, of Pardeeville; of Cas- 
cade Lodge, Independent Order of Good Templars, of River Falls; 
of Marshfield Lodge, No. 257, Independent Order of Good Tem- 
plars, of Marshfield; of the Templars’ Society, of Wild Rose, and 
of M. H. Power, of Superior, all in the State of Wisconsin, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to reguiate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquork; which were referred tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE tamisen f petitions of the Anti-Saloon League 
of Derry; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Derry; of sundry citizens of Monessen; of the congregation of 
the Bethany Baptist Church and the First Presbyterian Church, 
of Monessen; of sundry citizens of Bethlehem, and of the Legis- 
lative Board of the Friends in America, of Harrisburg, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ANKENY presented a petition of Martha Washington 
Circle, Department of Washington and Alaska, Ladies of tha 
Frand Army of the Republic, of Anacortes, Wash., praying for 
the enactment of a service-pension law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Plaza, Wash., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KEAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fleming- 
ton, Burlington County, Pemberton, Camden, Newton, and Seull- 
ville; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Jacobstown; 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Hamilton 
Square; of the congregation of the German Reformed Church of 
Jamesburg; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Baptist- 
town; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Hope; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Dover; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Westfield; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Barnegat: of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Newport; of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Oceanport; of the congregation of the Eighth 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Camden; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Reformed Church of Pottersville; of the congre- 
gation of the Grace Baptist Church, of Camden; of the congrega- 
tion of the Emanuel Baptist Church, of Newark; of the Christian 
Endeavor Society of the Methodist Protestant Church of Scull- 
ville of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Newton; 
of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Pemberton; of the 
congregationof the Hamilton Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Trenton, and of the congregation of the Moorestown Methodist 
Protestant Church, of Burlington County, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judi 5 

Mr. HALE presented petitions of citizens of Windham, 
Lisbon, Cherryfield, Parkman, Old Orchard, Tremont, Otisfield, 
Casco, Dexter, Eustis, Freeport, Skowhegan, Monroe, and San- 


ford, all in the State of Maine, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

r. COCKRELL presented a petition of Wabash Lodge, No. 
267, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Mo- 
berly, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to develop the 
American merchant marine; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of St. Louis, Mo., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon: REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

Mr. CULBERSON, I present a short petition signed by nine 
citizens of the State of Texas, Paving for the passage of House 
bill No, 4072 and Senate bill No. 1390, known as the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill, relative to the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors. I ask that the petition be printed in the RECORD, 
together with tha signatures, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the J: = 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
together with the signatures, as follows: 


To the United States Senate; 


We, the undersigned yotors of Travis County, State of Texas, believing in 
the right of every State to control the liquor traffic untrammelod by illegal 
venders from the outside under the guise of interstate commerce, harub 
Taa 89 * honorable body to pass the Hepburn-Dolliver bill (H. R. 4072; C. 

800) at tho earliest possible dito, 
F. R. LUBBOCK, ex-Governor. 
A. W. TERRELI„ ex-Minisler to Turkey. 
Jonx M. Roparns, State Treasurer. 

J. W. Srxrunxs., State Comptroller. 
JOSEPA D. SAYERS, ex-Governor, 
WILIA H. Stacy. 

R. M. GASrLRUuAN. 
E. T. Moons, 
J. S. JACKSON, 


Mr. CARMAOK presented petitions of sundry citizens of New 
Providence and Wartrace, in the State of Tennesses, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit- 
tes on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PETTUS presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 4012) for the relief of the trustees of the Missionary Baptist 
Church at Gravelly Springs, Ala.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 
2552) for the relief of Amos Woodruff; which was referred to the 
Committea on Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of the Island Literary Club, 
of Wheeling, W. Va., praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the 
State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

He also presented the petition of A. G. Williams and sundry 
other citizens of Duo, W. Va., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which was referred to the Committeo on the Judiciary. 

6 also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 8730) 
for the relief of F, J, Coagar; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of the First Free Baptist Church of Laconia, N. H.; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Tpisdopal Church of Brighton, 
Mich.; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Free- 
port, Pa.; of the congregation of tho Danish Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Dwight, III.; of the congregation of the Lutheran 
Church of Sidney; of the Epworth League of Sidney; of the con- 

egation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Sidney, and of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Sidney, all in the 
State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1700) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Warren Mitchell, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 7402) for the relief of the Indiana State board of 
agriculture; and 

A bill (8. 747) for the relief of Ramon O. Williams and Joseph 
A. Springer. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 46) for the relief of Anna M. Colman, widow 
and sole legatee of Charles D. Colman, deceased, submitted an 


—— 
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adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was in- 
definitely postponed. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 143) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Skeridan, in the State of Wyoming, reported it withont amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEW ART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bil (S. 3622) for the relief of Lincoln W. Tibbetts, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3814) to regulate consular invoice 
fees, reported it withont amendment, 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8160) to authorize the construction of 
bridges across a portion of the Minnesota River, in the State of 
Minnesota, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committée, to whom was referred the 
Till (H. R. 6780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and 
Trading Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Catalla Creek, in the district of Alaska, reported it with an 
amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4124) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between Wanbliska, in Burleigh County, and 
Morton County, in the State of North Dakota, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. : 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2814) to amend an act entitled An act 
to extend the coal-land laws to the district of Alaska," approved 
June 6, 1900, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port theroon. 


Mr. BARD, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was | 


referred the bill (H. R. 6493) to ratify and confirm act No. 47 of 


the legislativo assembly of the Territory of Arizona, reported it | 


without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2514) to amend the act of March 
2, 1895, entitled “An act for the suppression of lottery traffic 
through national and interstate com) aerce and the postal service, 
subject to the jurisdiction and laws of the United States,“ re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

MAP OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Iam directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom the subject was referred, to report a joint 
resolution anthorizing the Secretary of the Interior to print an 
extra edition of the map of the United States for 1903, and mak- 
ing previous appropriations available for that purpose, I ask 
unenimous consent for the present consideration of the joint 
reso ion., 

The joint resolution (S. R. 55) to authorize the Secret of 
the Interior to print an extra edition of the map of the United 
States for 1908, and making the appropriation for maps made in 
the acts of April 17, 1900, and of March 8, 1901, available for that 


at length, as follows: 


2esulred, ete., a unexpended balance of the appropriations made 
tho United other maps in the ects of April 17, 1900, and March 
8, In, respecti h were made ovailnble for expenditure during the 


ency act of July 1.1902, be, and the same is hereby, 
iditure during the fiscal years 1904 and 1, ond the 
or is authorized to use the samo in the printing of a 
r dition of the map of the United States, 100, for delivery to tha Sen- 
tives. 
% made in the deficiency act approved February 
1004, for mounting with rallors the United States mapsof the consolidates 
s of 1001 and 1&8 be. aud the samo is hereby, made available for the 
with rollers of the maps of the United States of IXS hereinbefore 
1 


further g vf 
ate and House ot Repres 
The sppropriation of 8. 


18. 
35 


ent consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have information that the Secretary of 
Commerce and Labor has a completed map hanging in his office 
which is much more comprehensive, giving a great deal more 
geographical information and showing in a much clearer and 
more satisfactory manner the relation of the United States to 
other countries, and especially to our outlying possessions. I 
simply wish to suggest whether the Senator from New York 
might not make some investigation with reference to that map 
and provide for its publication instead of the map of 1903. - 

Mr. PLATT of New York. If the Senator from Colorado will 
submit an amendment, I will consider it and defer action on the 
joint resolution. 7 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then I suggest that the joint resolution 
be printed and lie over until to-morrow morning. t 

Mr, PLATT of New York. Very well; let it lie over until to- 
Morrow morning. 8 x 

The PRESIDËNT pro tempore. The joint resolution will go 
to the Calendar, 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGES. 


Mr. BERRY. There are two bridge bills which were reported 
to the Senate some time ago from the Committee on Commerce, 
providing for bridges across the Monongahela River, in Pennsyl- 
vania. It was thought afterwards that the bills conflicted with 
each other, and they were referred again to the committee. The 
Senator from Pennsylyania [Mr. PENROSE], however, upon an ex- 
amination finds that there is no conflict, and I desire to report 
the bills again favorably from the committee, In view of the 
fact that there has been delay and the Senator from Pennsylvania 
thinks it important that they should be passed at once, I shallask 
for their present consideration, 

Mr. PENROSE. I hope the request will be granted. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. 5761) to authorize the 
Charleroi and Monessen Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
over the Monongahela River, to report if favorably without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. 3578) to authorize the 
Mercantile Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Mo- 
nongahela River, Pennsylvania, from a point in the borough of 
North Charleroi, Washington County, to a point in Rostraver 
Township, Westmoreland County, to report it favorably withont 
amendment, and I make the same request I did in the case of the 
other bill, š 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimons consent the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD P. BLACKISTONE, 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, reported the 
following order; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Ordered, That the Scoretary of the Senate be diroctod to return to tho 
Court of Clnims the certified copy of the findings of fact in the case of Rich- 
ard P. Blackistone v. The United States, in compliance with the said court's 
reoqucst, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4601) granting an incrensa 
of pension to Leonard L. Lancaster; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4092) granting a pension to 
William ©. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4693) granting a pension to Phillip 


eh. | L. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and. with the ac- 
: f erel] ; ; 
purpose. was read the first time by its title, and the second time 

| 


companying papers. referred to the Commities on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4094) to provide for the 
settlement of certain outstanding checks drawn hy disbursing 
officers of the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4093) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Horatio P. Abbott; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4696) to increase the rank and 
pay of James Wilson King, United States Navy, retired; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4697) conferring jurisdiction upon 
United States commissioners over offenses committed in a por- 
tion of the permanent Hot Springs Mountain Reservation, Arkan- 
sas; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 4698) to anthor- 
ize the detailof a retired officer of the Navy in behalf o American 
seamen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr, MALLORY introduced a bill (S. 4699) to relinquish and 

uitclaim to Jacob Lipps, of Pensacola, Fla., his heirs and as- 
signs, all the right, title, interest, and claim of the United States 
in, to, and on certain property in the city of Pensacola, Escambia 
County, Fla.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ae read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 4700) for the relief of the trustees of the Missionary 
Baptist Cheech, of Waterloo, Ala, (with an accompanying paper); 
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A bill (S. 4701) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. Sanders; 

A bill (S. 4702) for the relief of Dr, Ira G. Wood; 

A bill (S. 4708) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Logan, de- 
ceased; 

A bill (S. 4704) for the relief of the estate of Joseph M. Witt, 


A bill (S. 4705) for the relief of the estate of Solomon Smith, 


Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4707) for the relief of the 
Baptist Church at Williamsburg, Va.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARMACK (for Mr. Barn) introduced a bill (S. 4708) grant- 
ing anincrease of pension to Samuel Bailey; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4709) for the relief of the 
estate of James Jones, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on ms, 

Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill (S, 4710) authorizing certain 
extensions to be made in the lines of the Anacostia and Potomac 
River Railroad Company, of the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4711) authorizing certain exten- 
sions to be made in the lines of the Anacostia and Potomac River 
Railroad Company, of the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4712) to confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear and determine claim for dam- 
ages arising from the death of Carl Zabel; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4713) to authorize the Spuyten 
Duyvil and Port Morris Railroad Company and its lessee, the New 
York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company, to build and 
maintain bridges or other structures for their railroad across the 
Spuyten Duyyil Creek and the Harlem River north of the Har- 
lem River pier and bulkhead lines as now established in the city 
of New York; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 4714) granting a pension to 
Comfort A. King; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4715) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Jacob Metzinger; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4716) granting a pension to John F, Turner; 

A bill (S. 4717) granting a pension to Edward R. Girault; 

A bill (S. 4718) granting a pension to E. G. Welch; 

A bill (S. 4719) granting a pension to John Nay; 

A bill (S. 4720) granting a pension to William Hall; 

A bill (S. 4721) granting an increase of pension to John A. Stu- 
art, alias John Vanderpool; 

A bill (S. 4722) granting a pension to M. V. Trough; and 

A bill (8. 4723) granting a pension to John Frederick. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 4724) for the relief of Wildey 
Lodge. No. 27, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Charles- 
town, W. Va.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4725) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mary A. Vennum; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 4726) granting an increase of | 


pension to adis A. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 4727) granting an increase 
of pension to W. M. Tanner; which was read twice by its title, 
ant referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4728) for the relief of the estate of 
Jacob Cook, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committes on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4729) for the relief of the estate of 
David Heller, deceased, and Mrs, E. Mary Heller; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4780) for the relief of the estate of 
Abraham Hisey, deceased; which was read twice by itst itle, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4731) granting an increase of 
pension to John A, Brown; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 5 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4732) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to add to the segregation of coal and as- 


phalt lands in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, Indian Terri- 
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tory, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4733) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. Sanders; 

A bill (S. 4784) for the relief of the estate of Thomas V. Prov- 
ence, deceased (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4785) for the relief of the heirs of William J. Bailey, 
deceased (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4786) for the relief of the estate of John Black, de- 
ceased (with an accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 4737) for the relief of the estate of J. C. West, deceased. 

Mr. FULTON introdnced a bill (S. 4788) amending an act en- 
titled “An act to define and punish crimes in the district of 
Alaska and to provide a code of criminal procedure for said dis- 
trict; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries, 

Mr. DIETRICH introtinced a bill (S. 4789) to regulate the 
granting of homesteads in the State of Nebraska and to author- 
ize the leasing of grazing lands therein; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 4740) for the relief of 
the heirs of Mrs. C. M. J. Williamson, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4741) for the relief of Mrs. Mercy 
C. Harvey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
ropriate $7,500 for grading and improving Seventh street NE, 
rom Bunker Hill road to Rhode Island avenue, and Cincinnati 

street from Seventh street to Fourth street NE., intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed, 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$24,000 for paving with asphalt Seventh street NW. from D street 
to E street and from G street to north side of New York avenue, 
intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $1,250,000 to enable the Secretary of War to con- 
tract for or purchase not exceeding five submarine mining and 
countermining torpedo boats, at a cost not to exceed $250,000 each, 
intended to be is da by him to the fortifications appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


JULIETTE WESTBROOK. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Ropro- 
sentatives to return to the Sonate the bill (H. R. 6611) granting u pension to 
Juliette Westbrook. 


HENRIETTA SHERMAN, 


Mr, PLATT of New York submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be roturned to Henrietta Sherman, claimant under 
Senate bill 2988, granting an increase of pension to Henrietta Sherman, all 
papors filed with said bill, there having been no adverse report made thercon. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS UNDER ACT OF 1833. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Txoanury be, and hereby is, directed 
to make a report to the Senate giving a list of the public buildings for which 
he obtained plans, drawings, and spocifications under the authority of the act 
of Congress 8 February 20, 1804, and the conditions which he pre- 
scribed in inviting architects to compete, the number of architects compet- 
ing in each case, and the total amount paid and to be paid to architects in 
each case, and his opinion as to the advantagos or disadvantages of said act. 


THE MALTBY BUILDING. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
Was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Superintendent of the 85 is hereby directed to 
make a thorough examination of the Maltby Building (Senate Annex), with 
a view of detormining whether or not the structure is entirely safe for occu- 
pancy, report to be made to the Senate at the earliest practicable day, with 
such suggestions as the circumstances may seem to require. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9891) giving the consent of Congress to the re- 
moval of the restrictions on the sale of the Puyallup allotted 
lands and confirming and legalizing sales thereof since March 3, 
1903, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, 


1904. 
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CLEARING POTOMAC RIVER FROM ICH. 

The bill (H. R. 12209) making an appropriation for clearing 
the Potomac River of ice was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
that has come here from the other House, and I ask for its imme- 
dinte consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. HALE. I can yield for nothing except morning business. 

Mr. PETTUS. I was proposing to ask for the consideration of 
a bill. It is a very short one. It will not take more than two 
minutes or one minute to read it. 

Mr. HALE. I can not yield for that purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. The milk bill is the regular order. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator from Nevada to wait until I 
make a statement. x 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. It was my p to call up the naval approprin- 
tion bill this morning and push it to a passage, because I know 
the feeling generally of Senators is that the bill should be disposed 
of as soon as possible, The senior Senator from South Carolina 

Mr. Tirana who is an old, active, and valned member of the 
mmittee on Naval Affairs, was confined to his house yesterday 
by a bad cold. I have not heard from him this morning, but I 
suppose he will be here a little later. I would not like to go on 
with the appropriation bill if he is to be here without his being 
pet because I know he desires to take part in the debate and 
the consideration of the bill. 

I do not say that I will not at a later part of the day, if the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina comes in, but for the present I will not 
ask the Senate to take up the measure. I think there is an order 
this morning for some other business, and I shall not at present 
antagonize if, 

SAFETY APPLIANCES ON RAILROADS, 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the bill (S. 2402) to secure sanitary dairy products for the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I desire to call up and have disposed of 
this morning Senate resolution 86, directing the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission to send to the Senate copies of all petitions, 
etc., relative to relieving common carriers by railroads from the 
provisions of or tie acts, etc. 

Mr, STEWART. ave unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill which has been laid before the Senate, everything 
to give way except appropriation bills, , 

Mr. PATTERSON. That will come up after the morning hour. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I have unanimous consent for its consid- 
eration after the routine morning business. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will make an inquiry about it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There was unanimous consent 

iven that immediately after the routine morning business the 
ill which has just been laid before the Senate should be taken 
up for consideration. 

Mr, PATTERSON. Of course, under that order that measure 
has precedence, and I would not ask the Senate to violate it at all. 
I will state tothe Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELIN S], who 
is interested in the resolution Ihave reference to, that I shall call 
it up immediately after the measure the Senator from Nevada has 
in charge is disposed of. 

Mr. ELKINS. All right. é 

Mr. KEAN. I have entered a motion to refer the resolution to 
the Committes on Interstate Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is pending. 

THE RED CROSS SOCIETY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read: 

To the Senate: 
I transmit herowith a report by the Sccretary of State furnishing the in- 


formation concerning the Red Cross Society in foreign countries roquested by 
tho Senate resolution of January 19, 1904. 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Warret HoUsE, March 2. 1904. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message will be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the message and accompanying report re- 
lating to the Red Cross Society go properly to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations or to the Committee on Military Affairs? 


Mr. President, this is an emergency bill | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair thinks generally 
those communications haye been referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. a 

Mr. HOAR. I understood that the Committe: on Military Af- 
| fairs has some examinations now going on in rogurd to that asso- 
| ciation. ° 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
| chusetts think the message and accompanying report Had better 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. HOAR, I suggest that it go to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and printed. 

ANN A. DEVORE. 
Mr. SCOTT submitted the following report: 


Tho committec of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honseson 
theamendment of the House to the bill (5.1760) gruntlug u pension to Ann A. 
Dorvore, having met, after full aud froe conference haveagreod to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

House, and agree to the sume. 
| W. B. Scort, 
Lex S. OVERMAN, 
Mahagers on the part of the Sonate, 
H. O. Lov DESSLAGER, 
W. RICHARDSON 
Managers on the purt of the House, 


The report was agreed to. 

SANITARY DAIRY PRODUCTS. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 2402) to secure sanitary dairy products for the 
District of Columbia, which had been reported from the Commit- 
tee on the District of Coluinbia with an amendment in the nature 


of a substitute. 
pro tempore. The bill will be read. 


The PRESIDENT 
Mr. STEWART. Let the substitute beread. It has been read, 


but it had better be re-read. 
Mr, COCKRELL. Only a part of it was read, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute only will be 


read, 
The SECRETARY. The committee report to strike out all after 


the enacting clause and to insert: 


That there sball be appointed by the Commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia, within thirty duys after the passage of this act, a superintendent of 
dairies for the District of Columbia, who shall be familiar with tho dairy 
busin: and who shall possew a knowledge of analytical chemistry, and 
who shall be cha’ with the enforcement of all laws relating to the pro- 
duction and sale of milk and cream in the District of Columbia, There shall 
also be appointed by the said Commissionors, on the recommendation of tha 
superintendent of dairies, one analytical chomist, who shall assist the super- 
intendent of datries and shall, under his direction, perform such other duties 
2 to his proſesston as may be required by the health officar of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, one clerk, and one skilled laborer. And there shall also 
be appointed by the sald Commissioners, on the recommendation of the su- 
yerintendont, si tors, who shall be qualified veterinary surgeons, who 
av m un after n proper period of study by a shool of veterinary 
modicine authorized by Jaw to confer the degree of doctor of veterinary 
medicine or some similar d ee, whose duty it shall be to inspect. all places 
and dairy farms where milk is produced for sale in the District of Columbia. 
No person, firm, or corporation refusing to such inspectors free access fo 

| the premises to be inspected shall bring any milk or cream into the District 
of Columbia, And there shall also be appointed by the said Commissioners, 
on the recommendation of the superintendent, cight inspectors, who shali be 
experienced in the dairy business and whose duty it shall be to inspect all 
milk and cream brought into the District of Columbia for salo, and also to 
inspect all places within the District from which milk or cream issold. The 
superintendent of dairies shall receive a salary of $3,000 per annum; the 
analytical chemist, $2,400 per annum; the veterinary inspoctors of farms and 
places where milk is produced, $1,000 per annum each; the inspectors and tho 


clerk, $1,000 per annum each; aud the skilled laborer, $800 per annum; in all, 
$24,000, which sum is hereby appropriated, one-half out of the revenues of 


the District of Columbia and ons out of noy money in the Treasury nót 
otherwise Le Ligh pg in and from and after the appointment by the said 
Commissionurs of the inspectors hereinauthorized the terms of such inspoct- 
ors as are now provided for by law for the enforeementof the laws relating 
to the production and sale of milk in the District of Columbia shall cease aud 
dotermine. It shall be the duty of the officcrs herein provided for to execuio 
the provisions of this act and all laws and rerulations relating to the produc- 
tion and salo of milk and cream in the District of Columbia, and for that pur- 
pose shall at all times bavo access to farms and other places where milk or 
ercam is produced, to dairies from Which milk or cream is sold, and to wagons 
or other vehicles used in the business of distributing milk ur cream. And the 
superintendent of dairies may suspend the permit or any person who ob- 
structs free access to the officers herein named at aay. hour of the day or 
u ght to his premises or property used in the business of producing milk or 
cream to be sold in the District of Colambia or of selling milk or cream in 
sid District. 

Sno, 2. That eve 


1 place in the District of Columbia where milk or cream 
is sold is a et G All doors, windows, or other openings to any dairy shall be 
at least 15 feet from an opening of a stablo, soap factory, or other building 
wherein any business injurious to milk or cream is conducted, and no open- 
ing to such stablo or building shall hereafter bo made within 25 feet of an 
opening in a dairy. Euch di shall have house room sufticient for cooling, 
preserving, and bottling milk, and also. conveniences for the cleansing of bot- 
tles, cans, aud all utensils of every kind used in the business. 

SEG. 3, That no milk or cream shall be brought into or sold in the District 
of Columbia which contains any forcign substance used as n preservative, as 
coloring matter, or for any other purpose whatever. Any 223 offering 
for sale ony milk or cream containing any such foroigu substance or sub- 
stances shall be guilty of a misdemenner, and shall be punished by a fine of 
not more than $1) or imprisonment for not more than sixty days. Any per- 
son sending any milk or cream into the District of Columbia for sale which 
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contains such foreign substance or substances shall be fined not more than 

$100 or imprisoned for not more than sixty days, or both such fino and im- 

risonment, and shall be subject to indictment by the grand jury and trial 
the District of Columbia. 

Seo. 4. That all milk and cream retailed in the District of Columbia shall 
come from # regularly established dairy or dairy farm licensed to sell milk 
in the Districtof Columbia. All bottles used in handling milk or cream must 
be cleansed in such dairy or dairy farm before being used a second time. No 
bottles used in handling milk or cream shall be filled outside of a ee 
established dairy or licensed dairy farm. Any person filling a bottle with 
milk or cream outside of a dairy or licensed dairy farm for CATAT in the 
District of Columbia shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be fined not 
more than $30 or imprisoned for not more than thirty days. Any person who 
shall procure bottles to be filled with milk or cream outside of an established 
dairy or licensed dairy farm for sale or delivery in the District of Columbia 
shall be fined not more than $100 or imprisoned for not more than three 


onths, 

SEC. 5, That no dealer in milk or cream shall use bottles or other vessels 
for handling milk or cream belonging to any other person, firm, or compan 
without the written consent of the owner thereof first had and obtained. 
any stich dealer shall use, appropriate, or have in his possession for use or ap- 
propriation, bottles or other vessels belonging to any other person, firm, or 
company without the written consent of the owner thereof, le shall be fined 
in a sum not more than $5), or be imprisoned for not more thirty days, 
or both such fine and imprisonment. 

rd. 6. That no permit to bring milk or cream into said District, or to sell 
milk or cream in said District, shall be granted to any person who is not pre- 
pared to conform to the provisions of this act and all other laws now in force 
regulating the production and sale of milk and cream in the District of Co- 
lumbia before making ee for such permit, and no person now hold - 
ing a permit to bring milk or cream into the said District, or to sell milk or 
cream in said District, shall continue in the business more than sixty days 
after the passage of this act without complying with the provisions of this 
act and obtaining a renewal of his permit for that purpose. 

Sud. 7. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, on the recom- 
mendation of the superintendent of dairies, shall have power to make all 
rules and regulations necessary to carry this act and all other laws and regu- 
lations respecting dairies or dairy farms into full force and effect, and such 
rules and regulations shall have the force and effect of law. 

batt 4 That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not care to occupy the 
time of the Senate in the discussion of this bill unless Senators 


desire some explanation of it. Perhaps they do. I will ask first, 


however, that the report of the committee, which is very short, 
occupying but a few pages, bo read. It will explain the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. STEWART Feb- 
ruary 12, 1904, as follows: 

The Committee on the District of Colambia, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2402) to secure sanitary dairy products for the District of Columbia, bav- 
ing considered the same, beg to reporta substitute for said bill and recom 
mend its pasenge. . 

Your committee believe that under present laws and the organization of 
the health . e there is inadequate protection for the people of the 
District of Columbia against insani milkand cream. A reorganization 
of the working foree and additional logislative moar Pegi are necessary. 
The subject of guarding the public from insanitary milk is receiving goneral 
attention throughout this country and in Europe. Persons familiar with the 
dairy business, with a sufficient knowledge of chemistry to distinguish be- 
tween poisonous and unhealthy milk and the pure article, are generally se- 
lected to take charge of the administration of laws prohibiting the sale of 
unwholesome milk and cream. This has been accomplished in many of the 
dairy States, such as Nebraska, Iowa, Wisconsin, ois, esota, and 
other States. 

The health of the community, and particularly of the children, is more de- 

ndent upon pure milk than upon any other kind of food, and the people 
Fave less means of protecting themselves against the use of insanitary milk 
bee they have for protecting themselves against any other unwholesome 


‘ood. 
The substitute n by your committee provides for the appaint- 
ment by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of a superintendent 
of dairies, who shall be familiar with the dairy business and have a knowl- 
edge of chemistry. 

"he substitute bill also provides for the appointment of an analytical 
chemist, who shall assist the superintendent of dairies and perform such 
other services in the line of his profession as 5 foes required 7 the health 
officer of tho District. There are also to be appointed six inspectors of dairy 
farms and other places where milk is produced for sale in the District of Co- 
lumbia. These rs must be familiar with the 52 1 business and bo 
veterinary surgeons, There are also to be Rg ac eight nspectors toserve 
in the District to examino the milk brought into the District for sale. The 
are also required to examine each pee Aoin the yehicles and appliances 
in the distribution and handling of milk. 

‘The substitute bill also provides that all the inspectors shall have access to 
all places requiring their inspection, and to milk and cream to be sold in the 
District wherever it may be found, and that any person refusing to allow 
thbir premises, cattle, dairics, milk, vehicles, or anything else Ean arn an 
inspection to be freely inspected shall not be allowed to bring into the 
District of Columbia or sell it when brought into said District. 

The salary of the superintendent is placed at $3,000 per annum, of the ann- 
Tytical chemist at $2,400, of the six vyeterinary-surgeon inspectors at $1100 
each, of the eight cif inspectors at $1,000each, of theclerk at $1,000, and of the 
laborer my! ae making the u edu $24,000. 

Under the present system the duties of the various persons connected with 
the supervision and inspection of milk and cream sold in the District are of a 
mixed character, and the Commissioners of the District of Columbia wore 
unable to state to your committee, as will appear in letters printed in the 
appendix, what part of the expense of salaries of these persons of mixed oo- 
cupations should be charged as a part of the expense of administering the 
laws relating to the sale of milk and cream in the District of Columbia. The 
mixed character of the service required of those engaged in administering 
the milk lnws is one of the objections to the system. The present system 
should be superseded by officers whose sole duty shall be to enforce the laws 
and regulations with regard to milk. The Commissioners recognize this ne- 
ceasity, and ina way propose to provide for it in their bill transmitted to 
your committee, e difficulty about the Commissioners’ bill, however, is 
that it does not provide a qualified and responsible superintendent or chief to 
conduct the business, 


Besides, it includes a bactericlogist at $2,000 and an assistant bacteriologist 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 2, 


at 81.000. If such officers are useful for any purpose, they certainly will not 
aid in securing clean milk, The bill proposed by the Commissioners is 
9 as expensive as the proposed substitute of your committee. The 
officers provided for in the Commissioners’ bill are as follows: 

L CLARE SEB ee E E EAE E I ESAE E easeaneeren 
6 veterinary surgeon inspectors, at $1,000 each 7,800 


7 subordinate inspectors, at $1,000 e.... . 7,000 
1777777 ͤ VTV 1,000 
1 labore ~ * 
1 bactorlologist 2,000 
] assistant bacteriologi 1,000 


Present chemist, with incr 


The hill proposed by the Commissioners is also objectionable in not ade- 
goara providing for manifest defects in the exiating law, among which are 

ò following: 

L The statutes relating to milk and cream refer to dairies as the places 
where milk and cream are sold, and provide for their inspection. The police 
court of the District of Columbia decides that however much milk and cream 
may be sold in a grocery, saloon, store, or other place, if trafie in milk is not 
the principal business it is not a dairy and consequently can not bo inspected. 
The health officer was unable to inform the committee how many stores, 
saloons, and other piacan sell milk in the District of Colambia of which noin- 
spection can be had under the court's interpretation of the present law. He 
was unable to say, but thought the number of such uninspected places would 
range between and 500, 

2. Another very objectionable practice is the filling of bottles by the drivers 
in unclean and aay wagons, where the dust and dirt from the wagons and 
from the drivers mingle with the milk, Besides, the bottles so filled are not 
always taken from the dairy, but are often gathered up from house to house 
where they were left the day before. Such bottles are necessarily in an in- 
sanitary condition, often taken from sick rooms and unclean places and dis- 
tributed at other houses. 

3, Milk and cream are often sent into the District containing poisonous 
matters such as formaldehyde and like substances used for the preservation 
of milk and cream from decay. A more thorough inspection of milk and 
cream brought into the District is therefore nocesmxry. 

Without going further into detail. your committee beliove that the pro- 
pon legislation is indispensablo, if it is the intention of Congress to protect 

he people of the District of Columbia from disease and death resulting from 
impure milk. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the Committee on the District 
of Columbia have called before them and examined the dairymen 
of this District who are in legitimate business and have heard 
them at length. Those dairymen are not opposed to the inspec- 
tion desired, They, howeyer, object to id inspected when 
there is no inspection of the great mass of milk dealers. Those 
who have establishments and are doing a regular business think 
it is pretty rough on them to be annoyed in that way, particularly 
as there is no head to the department now to whom they can ap- 
ply for relief against the unreasonable conduct of the inspectors. 

1 send to the desk a letter from the Milk Dealers’ Association, 
which I ask to have read, i believe they are unanimous in their 
views. They were about three or four weeks considering tho 
matter in various meetings, and they haye sent this letter here as 
an expression of their unanimous desire for the passage of the 
pending bill. I ask the Secretary to read the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. O., February 26, 1904. 
Hon. J. H, GALLINGER, 


Chairman of the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Sin: I have been requested by the Milk Dealers and Producers’ Association 
of the District of Columbia, of which Iam president, to communicate to you 
our hearty U of the recent bill introduced by Mr. STEWART in the 
Senate of the United States relating to the production and milo of milk in tho 
District of Columbia, the same being the lifty-cighth Congress, second ses- 
sion, S. 2402. The association of which I have the honor to be president in- 
cludes in its membership the milk dealers of the District of Columbia and the 
milk producers in the neighboring States of Virginia and Maryland, and rep- 
resents practically the total output of milk, cream, etc., now sold in said Dis- 
trict, of the estimated value of $2,000,000 per annum. 

Tho 5 of the said bill whereby a superintendent of dairies for tho 
District of Columbia is created, who is required to bo familiar with the dairy 
business, and who is charged with the enforcemont of all laws relating to the 

sroduction of milk intended forsale in the District of Columbia, as well as to 

ts sale therein, we believe to be a decided step toward securing a man who 
has practical knowledge of the dairy business, who can give his undivided 
attention to the subject, and will thorefore possess the ability and opportu- 
nity to protect the zublle in a matter Which so forcibly and continuously af- 
fects its health, and at the seme time conserye the interests of the milk deal- 
ers of this city and the producers of the neighboring States against unneces- 
sary and unreasonsble regulations or harmfal enforcement of the same. 

We aro informed that in at least twenty States in the Union the regulation 
of the production and sale of milk is left toa dairy commissioner, or to a State 
dairy bureau, constituted of practical dairymon, and in only one jurisdiction 
outside of the District of Columbia is the matter intrusted to the board of 

eaith, 

Anything that you can do toward having the said bill enacted will be 


reatiy appreciated by our association, 
= Very respectfully J. W. GREGG, President. 


„Fours, 

Mr. STEWART. If any Senator wants a further explanation 
of the bill, Iam 3 to give it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some information re- 
garding it. 

Mr. STEWART, I shall be glad to give it to the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is the substitute which has been reported 
for the bill recommended by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia? 

Mr. STEWART. It is not. 

. Is it recommended by the District health 
office 

Mr. STEWART, It is not. 


1904, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2649 


Mr. COCKRELL, But it is recommended by the milkmen who 
furnish the milk in this District? Do I understand that? 

Mr. STEWART. They recommend it; yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And we are asked upon their recommenda- 
tion to pass the bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Not at all. They approve it; they have been 
called upon for their views, and they have the right to be heard. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly they have the right to be heard, 
but they are interested in the sale of milk, 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not seem to me right that their in- 
riage aes alone should be considered sufficient for the passage of 
this bill. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, I will inform 
him that it is not their indorsementalone. It has the unanimous 
report of the District of Columbia Committee after a careful and 
patient investigation. I have given the subject much considera- 
tion. My attention was particularly called to it when I myself 
was in the milk business. I have no personal interest in it at the 
present time. There are evils which this bill remedies. In the 
first place, there are in the District from two to five hundred 
places where milk is sold and no inspection is made by the health 
office, which is in charge of the execution of the milk laws. The 
excuse for this is the ruling of the police court that the milk laws 
only apply to dairies, and that the grocery, saloon, or other place 
dealing in milk is not subject to inspection unless the dealing in 
milk is the principal business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President 

Mr. STEWART. Hold on until I complete this statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What the Senator has referred to is a defect 
in the law caused by a decision of the court. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; there may be a defect in the law, but 
more probably a defect in the decision of the court; but this 
glaring defect, whether in the decision of the court or the law or 
the administration of the law, should be remedied, and no effort 
has been made to remedy it. The health officer has prepared 
many bills, but none covering this evil. 

Then, again, there are in the suburbs of the city, as variously 
estimated, from 200 to 500 cows, whose milk is gathered up and 
brought into the city without inspection. I have visited some of 
these places, and if my friend from Missouri will go with me I 
will show him where and how sick cows are kept, from which the 
milk is collected and sold without inspection, They are gener- 
ally diseased cows, bought for a very low price by reason of that 
fact, poorly kept—in fact, half starved—and the milk sold to an 
unsuspecting community, Thatis one of the abuses the substi- 
tute bill aims to correct. It provides that all milk shall come 
from an inspected dairy or dairy farm haying a license to sell 
milk. We do not exclude anybody. The provisions of the bill 
are ample for the protection of all who have clean milk to sell. 
They can all get a license without the payment of a dollar. 

Mr. ALLISON. He has to provide the bottles, I suppose, of 


course. 

Mr. STEWART. He has to buy his own bottles; but they are 
not inspected. It would do no good if they were. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Of whom does he get the license? 

Mr. STEWART. The licenses are issued by the authorities of 
the District. We do not interfere with that. 

Mr. COCKRELL, If the Senator will excuse me, how will we 
regulate the licensing of men with dairies in Virginia, Maryland, 
and other outside places? 

Mr. STEWART. I will come to that. 

The bill provides for six inspectors, who shall be veterinary sur- 
geons and familiar with the milk business. They are to be al- 
lowed a salary of $1,300 a year. These inspectors, if they are 
professional men; can do some other business at the same time. 
Some of those now in the field are efficient officers. 

It is the business of these inspectors to visit all places where 
milk is produced. In case a man has cows in the District, if he 
applies for a license, these men will be sent to examine the prem- 
ises to see whether or not he is qntitled to a license. If the dairy- 
men in 5 and Maryland will not allow their places to be 
inspected, they will not be allowed to bring their milk into the 
District. The bill provides for keeping such milk ont. It pro- 
vides that it shall be inspected; and if the inspection is resisted, 
either outside or inside of the District, the milk can not be sold 
here. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator, is it not true that 
under this bill, if we shall pass it, no dai n anywhere in the 
United States can ship milk into the District of Columbia unless 
his dairy has been i by these inspectors? 

Mr. STEWART. Not unless he gots a permit. : 

Mr, COCKRELL. Is the dairy inspected, or is the milk that is 
brought into the District of Columbia to be inspected? : 

Mr. STEWART. The dairy from which the milk comes is to 
be inspected, and also the milk itself when it comes in. 


Mr. CLAY. The inspectors must be veterinary surgeons, and 
they are themselves to go to the places where the milk is produced 


and inspect the farms and the milk. 

Mr. STEWART. The cows and the dairy farms where milk is 

poet are to be inspected whether they are situated in Mary- 

and, Virginia, or anywhere else, and if they will not bear inspec- 
tion the owners are not allowed to bring the milk into the Dis- 
trict. It is true there is some milk shipped a long distance; that 
is, in rare cases. I inquired of the men who import milk 
from a distance if there would be any difficulty in obtaining a 
license for milk shipped from distant States,and eed said there 
is no difficulty in getting permits for them, because the milk that 
comes from distant States generally comes from dairies that are 
inspected where the milk is produced, and as it costs nothing to 
get a license there would be no difficulty in administering the law 
as to them. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator to this 
feature of the bill: 

And there shall also be appointed by the said Commissioners, on the rec- 
ommendation of the superintendent, six inspectors, who shall be qualified 
veterinary surgeons, who have been graduated after a proper period of study 
by a school of veterinary medicine authorized by law to confer the degree of 
doctor of veterinary medicine or some similar degree, whose duty it shall be 
to inspect all places and dairy farms where milk is produced for sale in the 
District of Columbia. 

Why do you want to inspect the farms and places where the 
milk is produced? Why not inspect the milk itself? What is the 
object of inspecting the farms? 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will visit the places where 
milk is produced he will agree with me that they need inspec- 
tion. Many things may render milk unwholesome—disease in the 
District, filthy stables, bad water, bad feeding or care. All these 
things it would be the duty of the inspectors to examine, and if 
the milk comes from a farm or place where it is likely to be con- 
taminated, it will not be allowed to be shipped into the District. 

There is another practice which to me is most objectionable, 
and that is the filling of bottles in milk wagons. Three-fourths 
of the bottles were formerly filled in that way and a great number 
of them still are. A large proportion of the bottles are filled with 
milk in the wagons. This bill provides that the bottles shall be 
filled in the dairies or at licensed dairy farms and that the bottles 
shall be cleansed before they are again used. 

There are many persons who do not haye a place where they 
can clean the bottles. They donot haye the facilities for doing 
so. The milkmen start out in their wagons with the milk and 
some bottles. These wagons have been kept in the stable. Tho 
milkman gets up in the morning at 3 o’clock. He does not take 
the time to wash his own hands, much less for washing bottles. 
He uses up the bottles he has in the wagon, and then he gathers 
up unwashed bottles wherever he can and refills them, 

One of the greatest losses in the business is tho stealing of bot- 
tles. This bill does not allow a person to use the bottles of an- 
other dairyman without the latter's consent, so that if the bottles 
are stolen they can not be used. There isa punishment provided 
for using stolen bottles, and one who is caught delivering milk in 
bottles not belonging to him can not say that he has made a mis- 
take in gathering them up. : 

The filling of bottles from the sick room and putting milk in 
bottles that have not been washed constitute a most serious ob- 
jection. There is no force to look after such matters at present 
eyen in the office of the health officer. That official, with the 
force at his disposal, can not attend to all these matters, and, fur- 
thermore, there is nobody in charge of his office who knows any- 
thing about the milk business. The health officer has assigned 
only two inspectors under the present law to operate regularly in 
the District. These inspectors do not get up at 3 o'clock in the 
morning, as is necessary, to see what is going on, and there are 
not enough of them. $ 

This bill provides for six inspectors of dairy farms. They will 
be sufficient to investigate all places where milk is produced. 
There are to be eight inspectors constantly on duty in the Dis- 
trict, which is none too many. 

The milkmen are not opposed to inspection, but they want to 
have the inspection general, They want all places where milk is 
sold inspected, and they want all places where milk is produced 
inspected, and they want a responsible head of tho dairy bureau 
who understands something about the business to whom they can 
apply, if the inspectors are unreasonable or attempt to levy black- 
mail upon them. They are then willing to cooperate as, shown 
by the letter which has already been read. The two mid-day in- 
spectors under the present administration are sometimes very 
arbitrary and inconsistent in their reports on business men who 
desire to conform to the law, and the milk dealers are entitled to 
have a man who knows something abont the dairy business in 
charge of the administration of the law, so that they can havea 
hearing and have their grievances adjusted, which is not the case 
under the present régime, In short, the present inspection 
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amounts to little or nothing. Not half of the places where milk 
and cream are sold are subject to inspection. The cows about 
the suburbs of the District, however diseased and unfit to pro- 
duce, are not inspected, and there is no effort to inspect them. 

In some twenty States of the Union they have systems of dairy 
inspection with a superintendent at the head who is required to 
be familiar with the dairy business and to have a knowledge of 
chemistry. This bill follows the precedents of all the great dairy 
States. The supply of competent men for this purpose is increas- 
ing very rapidly. The agricultural and other colleges are edn- 
cating young men for the dairy business. They are required to 
be chemists and are required to serve an apprenticeship in dairies, 
where they can get practical experience. After such experience 
they are placed at the head of a commission or bureau, whose duty 
it is to conduct investigations of milk and cream and to prevent 
the sale of unelean or unhealthy cream or milk, 

If there are any other questions Senators desire to ask, Iwill 
answer them; but I do not care about occupying time otherwise. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Iam just as much in favor of legislation 
thnt will securo pure milk as is the Senator from Nevada. The 
Senate will remember that the Senator from Nevada had this 
matter up in the last Congress and proposed certain measures in 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill. While the commit- 
tee could not grant everything that he requested, we went a con- 
siderable distance in the line the Senator then pointed out, and it 
is in the appropriation bill of the last session. 

Mr. STEWART, If the Senator will allow me, I will explain 
that to him. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. You increased the number of inspectors. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. But they were assigned to other duties. You 
did not designate them as milk inspectors to perform that par- 
ticular duty. The health office assigned them to other duties, and 
the milk business was neglected. My efforts in that direction 
utterly failed to secure a reform because no additional inspectors 
were provided for milk i ion. It is true the health officer 
has assigned two inspectors to the District of Columbia who may 
or may not be gentlemen of leisure. They certainly are not up 
in the morning when milk is distributed, and I understand the 
health officer sometimes calls in one of the outside inspectors to 
assist, bmt there is no systematic work being done. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That is defective administration of existing 
law; that is all, : 

Now I want to put this question to the Senator: Cana chemist, 
in analyzing milk by the ordinary process of chemical analysis, 
develop the fact whether there are any bacteriain that milk or not? 

Mr. STEWART. ‘There are bacteria in all milk and in nearly 
all animal and vegetable substances, but injurious bacteria are only 
in unhealthy or unclean animals or substances, I can see no use 
for a bacteriologist. He may theorize for the benefit of science, 
but he can not assist in having healthy cows and clean milk from 
healthy cows brought in and sold in the District. Generally these 
scientiiic theorists are so much devoted to atoms that they can 
not see monntains. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why do vou want the cow inspected, if 
there is no impure milk coming from the cow? 

Mr, GALLINGER. There are diseased cows, 

Mr. COCKRELL, The inspectors are to go all over the coun- 
try and inspect dairies and everything of that kind. 

Mr. STEWART. Suppose a cow is dying of tuberculosis? 

Mr. COCKRELL. You said that nothing but pure milk comes 
from the cow. 

Mr. STEWART. The cow must be healthy and you must keep 
the milk clean, and the stable where the cow is milked and the 
33 where the milk is bottled and every place where the milk 

exposed until it is delivered to the customer must be kept clean. 
Milk absorbs filth from the atmosphere. It absorbs fever in a sick 
room and everything unclean in a stable, and it is necessary that 
all these places shall be inspected and the milk kept from con- 
tamination, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Now, can not an ordinary chemist take the 
milk and examine it and declare it to be pure milk, so far as the 
elements of milk are concerned, and yet the milk be full of bac- 
teria, disease producing? 

Mr. STEWART. I think it very donbtful whether a chemist 
can tell whether the cow is sick or what she is sick of, whether 
tuberculosis or anything of that kind. That creates the necessity 
for examining the cow and where she is, but it does not create 
the necessity for a bacteriologist to examine in his closet tho 
microbes in the milk after the people who have been compelled to 
use it are dead. All scientists agree that bacteriology is a hum- 
bug so far as any practical results in furnishing pure milk to the 
community are concerned, It is a common saying among scien- 
tists that bacteriology is a humbug in this respect. It takes three 
or four days to examine a sample of milk bacteriologically. Itis 
of no use for practical purposes, The milk would be drunk and 


the patient dead before they could discover the germ, if at all. 
The only way that the community can be protected from noxious 
bacteria is to keep them ont of the milk by keeping it clean. 

Formaldehyde and other poisons nsed in milk are for the pur- 

» of preserving it from decay on account of the unclean matter 

it contains. Formaldehyde, which is a rank poison, is more gen- 
erally nsed in food products than is generally supposed. It is the 
1 embalming fluid which you will find in undertakers’ estab- 
ishments. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). 
the Senator from Nevada yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Missonri yield? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I join in yielding. 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, an eminent physician in Wash- 
ington has sent me the objections of the Medical Society of the 
District of Columbia to this bill, and it seems to me those objec- 
tions ought to be brought to the attention of the Senate, I ask 
that they may be read. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have them read. 

Mr. COCKRELE, That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
paper for the information of the Senate. 

he Secretary read as follows: 


The Medical Society of the District of Columbia respectfully invites the at- 
tention of the United States Sonate to Senate Will No. Sin, A bill to sùcnre 
sanitary dairy products for the District of Columbia,” and in doing so ten 
constrained to say that in the judgment of the society the bill is defective in 
so far as it totally ignores the fanctions of the health department. The bill 
seeks to establish an expensive and unnecessary “dairy division” under the 
District Commissioners, but absolutely divorcod from the supervision of the 
health officer. The report of the committoo very proporiy anys: 

“The health of the community, and particularly of the children, is more 
dependent upon pure milk than upon any other kind of food, and the people 
haye less means of protecting themsolves aguinst the use of insanitary milk 
than they have for protecting themselves against any other unwholesoms 


From this quotation it may be fairly conceded that tho committee recog- 
nizes tho bill as a public health measure, and it is our doliborate jJudgmont 
that the execution of all such Jaws should be intrustod to the h oficer, 
the only medical ofticer of the District government. 

The local medical profession has deemed it a privileged duty during the 

st ton years to advocate the enactment. of laws in the interest of public 

oaith, and as a result of their rigid enforcement points with pardunable 
wide to a reduction in the death rate from 20.06 per 1.000 in 1892 to 10.00 per 
„000 in 1008, which is equivalont to a saving of over 1,000 lives a year to this 
community, not to mention the coonomic value and ethical aspect in the 
prevention of human suffering and distress. 

During the tive-year period prior to the enactment of a pure-milk law in 
March, 1835, the number of deaths of children underd years of age was 1AN, as 
compared with 0,336 for the five yoars from 1595 to 1000, n saving of 1,125 lives, 
While tho society fully appreciate the noceasity for oven more stringent inwws 
regulat lug the production aud sale of milk and pair, products, we teol that 
every 3 in sanitary legislation which is devold of medical espartan- 
pervision will prove inimical to the best interests of public health. Tn 
shown by the fact that the pending bill does not provide for theappointment 
of bacteriologists, whose examination into thenumber and character of germs 
aud their disense-producing propertios is far more important in determining 
the purity of the milk than a chemical analysis; indeed, the report of tha 
committee actually questions the utility of a bacteriological examination, al- 
though such examinations are regarded by sanitarians us of the utmost im- 
portance. 

‘The samo reasonable objections may be urged against the passage of House 
bill No, , as reported with amendments in the Senate February 12. ITU, and 
which in its amended form seeks to place thenbatemont of nuisiaces and the 
condemnation of insanitary buildings in the District of Columbian under the 
inspector of buildings, whoss official duties heretofore have been of anentirely 
different charactor. It may bo justly assumed that all such duties require 
expert medical training and a comprehensive knowledge of sanititry sciunce, 
of which the avorage layman is not possessed. 

We therefore pray your honorable body that whatever health legislation 
may in future be enacted the enforcement of such laws should be iutrosted 
to the health officer, who is already charged with the inspostion of food 
products and all measures rolating to public health. If existing laws are 
snfliclently comprehensive, it is clear! e duty of the appointing powar to 
see that the health officer secures their enforcement. If, on the other hand, 
it is found that le is not provided with a sufficient working force or addi- 
tional legisintivre safeguards nro nooded, they should bo provided: but it 
would cluarly boa retrograde step to doprive sanitary legislation of expert 
medical suporvision. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as I shall be compelled to 
leave the Senate Chamber very soon, I wish to make a brief state- 
ment in connection with this bill. TheSenator from Nevada has 
been placed in charge of this matter, and I have no donbt li is 
fully capable of defending the measure in which he las taken so 
much interest. 

Mr. President, I am always vory dosirions of agreeing with the 
medical profession, of which once I was a very humble member, 
and if I have made any record in the Senate it has been in the 
line of securing sanitary and medical legislation, and for which 
work, modestly I may say, I have been thanked many times by 
the medical profession of the District. 

The controversy as between this bill and the bill which the 
medical society wonld favor, and which is favored by the Com- 
missioners of the District, is confined to one or two provisions. 


Does 
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The health officer of the District, who is a very competent man, 
in my opinion is overloaded with work at the present time. Itis 
notorious that the existing law, which is a reasonably stringent 
law, and which was placed in the hands of the health officer for 
enforcement, has been very seriously neglected, and I am very 
clearly of the opinion that, aside from the pride of the profession 
which these gentlemen think is involved in this matter, we will 
be safer if we adopt the plan that has been adopted in most of 
the States of the Union, and have a man at the head of this bu- 
rean, or whatever it may be called, who has practical knowledge 
of the dairy business and who has knowledge likewise of the dis- 
eases of cattle and other matters that are very important in con- 
nection with the milk produet. A 

That, Mr. President, is the chief point in controversy. I ap- 
prehend that if the Senator from Nevada was willing to substi- 
tute the health officer of the District of Columbia for his inspector 
of dairies, the opposition would disappear, 

Mr. President, I notice that the medical society suggests that 
this is an expensive piece of machinery, and yet we have two bills 
before us sent here by the Commissioners, doubtless prepared by 
the health officer, and in those bills they ask for officials who 
would take $1,000 more out of the Treasury than this bill does. 
So the matter of expense is not worth considering. 

I observe that when the health officer was before the committee 
he was interrogated by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], 
and he gave these answers on what I conceive to be a very im- 
portant part of this bill. The health officer said, in response to a 
question: 

We do away with the word “dairy.” 

Senator STEWART. You do away with the word “dairy?” 

Doctor Woopwarp. Les, sir; we make the prohibition on the sale of milk 
or cream without a license and not on the maintenance of the dairy. 

Senator STEWART. How many of the dairies in the city are underground? 

Doctor WOODWARD. A very small percentage of them. There are a few 
which I believe are in that condition. They were licensed in the carly of 
the present milk law, and in that way acquired what we may term rights“ 
which we now feel bound to respect. At the present time such places are 
not. being licensed. 

Senator MALLORY. What. is your definition of a dairy?" What consti- 
tutes a “dairy,” substantially? 

Senator STEWART. The police court has decided that a dairy is a place 
where that business is carried on exclusively. If the proprietor carries on 
other business, it would not be a dairy. 

Doctor WOODWARD. Where the principal business is the sale of milk. 

Senator MALLORY. The selling of milk. * 

Doctor WOODWARD. Or cream. 

Senator MALLORY. In other words, where the sale of milk is not the prin- 
cipal business, but merely incidental to some other business, the proprietor 
is not subject to the laws that are now in force? 

Doctor WOODWARD, Yes. 

Senator MALLORY. It seems to me that is a very thin distinction. 

Senator STEWART. The judge of the police court was all wrong about it, 

The health officer has sent here a bill, with the approval of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the approval, I 
judge, of the Medical Society of the District of Columbia, which 
does not propose to remedy this existing condition. There are þe- 
tween two and five hundred places in the District of Columbia, 
according to the testimony of the health officer, where milk is 
sold—in saloons, grocery stores, sometimes above ground and 
sometimes under ground—but the health officer says in his testi- 
mony here that they have acqnired certain rights with which he 
does not feel like interfering. The Senator from Nevada very 
wisely has defined “a dairy in his bill, and has made provision 
that will rid us of these places where milk is sold in connection 
with decaying turnips and cabbages and potatoes, places with 
which the health officer says in his testimony he does not feel dis- 
posed to interfere because those gentlemen have acquired certain 
rights. ‘ 

Mr. President, it does seem to me if we will follow—and I will 
say at this point that I did not intend to participate in this dis- 
cussion at all—the practices that prevail in the great dairy States 
of the Union, that prevail in my own State and in other States in 
New England, which are giving very careful attention to the 
dairy business and have a practical man who understands his 
business and who has knowledge of analytical chemistry, we will 
be very apt to get purer milk than we will get if we put it in the 
hands of the health officer, who is to-day overloaded with work, 
and in the hands of a bacteriologist who will give us a great many 
theories, which, in my opinion, will have very little to do with 
the purity of the milk. ese 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] raises the question 
whether a bacteriologist is not the 8 person to determine 
Whether or not milk is pure. Mr. President, ninety-nine one- 
hundredths of the bacteria that exist in this country are health- 
8 bacteria. The disease- producing bacteria are due to 
€ ecomposition, or due to filth, or due to some other condition of 
that kind. If we have pure milk, if we safeguard our law so that 


it is impossible to offer for sale to the people of this District milk 
hat contains impurities, there is no danger of bacteria until the 
milk becomes so old that it becomes disorganized. So in m 
en a chemist is better in dealing with the subject of milk 
a bacteriologist. 
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I know I present a view opposed to that of many distinguished 
physicians in this District. Those gentlemen have been to me. 
They are my friends and I am their friends, but I, nevertheless, 
am presenting a view that has very eminent scientific authority 
back of it. No less a man than the celebrated Dr. Lawson Tate, 
who recently died, who was the mest famous oyariotomist of his 
time, who had the greatest success that ever attended a surgeon 
anywhere in the world in great abdominal operations, insisted that 
all that was required was cleanliness, and that when absolute 
cleanliness was secured there was no danger from the so-called 
bacteria, which have been talked about so much that the average 
citizen is afraid to eat, drink, or breathe, lest he be contaminated 
with bacteria. 

Mr. President, I am fully persuaded that the bill to which the 
Senator from Nevada has given so much attention, a practical 
dairyman as he is, is safeguarded in every possible way, and that, 
aside from this little contention as between the medical profes- 
sion and the Senator, it is the best bill which has been presented 
to Congress, and, in my judgment, if it is enacted into law it will 
secure to the people of the District pure milk, which is after all 
what we desire to secure and all that it is necessary for us to 


secure. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I should like to ask the Senator from New 
Hampshire a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I expect to vote for this bill, and I like its 
prachom features; but what is there here that tends to detect the 
vacilli of typhoid fever or tuberculosis? How do you meet that 
difficulty, which is so often encountered? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, Lam not myself a bacteri- 
ologist, but I will say to the Senator that if we get milk from a 
healthy cow and that if it is free from the contamination of filth or 
otherwise, in my opinion there is no danger of bacillior the bacteria 
appearing in the milk. That is my opinion. It may be that it 
might occur in isolated cases. It is very possible that such would 
be the fact, but I do not apprehend that if we have a bacteriolo- 
gist he is going to analyze every quart of milk that is sent into 
the District. I do not see how he could do it, and under any su- 
pervision that we may haye it is barely possible that we would 
get contamination of that kind. The best we can do, it seems to 
me, is to have in the dairies healthy cows, pure milk, and then 
take onr chances. I do not believe we can by any process that 
science has yet discovered guarantee the people of this city or 
any other city against contamination from incidental causes 
which may occur in any food product. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is not this also true, I should like to ask the 
Senator? If there happens to be evidence from these inspectors— 
and I like this bill—that in a certain section the surface water or 
the well water indicates the . of typhoid germs, under the 
existing law knowledge of that matter might be brought to the 
health officer and his force, and they might still look for bacteria 
upon notification from the inspectors? R 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unquestionably. This force, which is a 
very competent force, would doubtless have the power to call in 
a bacteriologist in an emergency of that kind. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Or ask the health officer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Or ask the health officer, The health 
officer himself, I believe, does not claim to be a bacteriologist. 

Mr. McCOMAS, But he has one, 

Mr. GALLINGER. This matter of bacteriology does not ap- 
veal to me as much as it does, possibly, to some other persons who 
iave not given it so much attention as I have tried to do myself. 

There may be defects in this bill. One Senator has raised the 
question about milk being sent from outside of the District and 
how we are going to provide for it. Under the present law there 
is a process for doing it. If we have any proof that impure milk 
comes from Maryland or Virginia—and milk comes into the Dis- 
trict from New York State—that it has been sent from a dairy ora 
farm where contamination occurs, one of these inspectors is sent 
into Maryland, or Virginia, or New York and he makes an official 
inspection of the dairy farm, and if he is refused the privilege of 
doing that, all we have to do is to revoke the permit and let those 
gentlemen sell the milk somewhere else. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish to call his attention to page 7 of this bill, 
section 2: 

k ret place in the District of Columbia where milk or cream is sold 


Under that provision if milk or cream is sold in any place what- 
ever, it would be a dairy? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 1 

Mr. CLAN. Now, let us take the latter provision of that section: 

Each dairy shall have house room sufficient for cooling, preserving, and 


bottling milk, and also conveniences for the cleansing of bottles, cans, and all 
utensils of every kind used in the business. 
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Now, I ask the Senator this question: You take a little place 
where milk and cream are sold in small quantities. It must have 
the room specified in this section? ` 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. Lask the Senator if it is not true that the second 
section of this bill, on page 7, ought to be amended— 
that every place in tho District of Columbia where milk or cream is sold is 
a dairy— 

That is, where it is the principal business? 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. Then you would open up every sa- 
loon and every garbage house in the city for the sale of milk. 
You do not get rid at all of the very thing we are aiming at. 

Mr. CLAY. That would practically prevent parties from deal- 
ing in milk on a small scale. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It would, indeed, unless 

Mr. CLAY. You intend, in other words, if milk is sold in any 
quantity at any place, then that place, within the law, is a dairy, 
and they must have the kind of place described in the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER, They must have facilities for giving us 

ure milk. 
p Mr. CLAY. That would evidently close out all the small con- 


cerns, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should say that would be the natural 

and inevitable effect, which I think it is very desirable to accom- 
lish. 

E Mr. CLAY, I want to ask the Senator this question. Section 

2 prescribes how the dairies shall be built, how they shall be con- 

strncted, how they shall be kept; that is section 2. Does that ap- 

ply simply to dairies in operation in the District of Columbia or 

to dairies which ship milk into the District of Columbia? 

Mr, GALLINGER. I should say it would apply everywhere 
whence milk is sent into the District. 

Mr. CLAY. That is what I thought. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should say so. 

Mr: CLAY. Where a dairy is in operation at this time, and it 
does not comply with this provision of the act, it would havo to 
be rebuilt, 

Mr. GALLINGER, Absolutely so; which I think is a very 
desirable provision. 

Mr. MALLORY. Read that provision. 

Mr. STEWART. It is not a hard provision. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will turn the matter over to the Senator 
from Nevada, 

Mr. CLAY. With the Senator’s permission, as the Senator 
from Florida has asked me to read it, I will read that provision. 
It says: 

All doors, windows, or other openings to any dairy shall be at least 18 feat 
from an opening otnstable, soap factory, or other building wherein any pusi- 

njnrious to miik or cronm is conducted, and no opening to such stable 

f after be made v ni6feet of an opening in a dairy. 

Rach dairy vo house room i snt for cooling, preserving, and bot- 

tling milk, and conventonces for the cleansing of bottles, cans, and all 
utensils of every kind used in the business. 

Mr. MALLORY. What objection does the Senator from Geor- 
gia haye to that? q 

Mr. CLAY. I simply say that in dealing with how dairies 
shall be built we have a perfect right to deal with the District of 
Columbia, but how one shall be built in Georgia or Virginia is 
not a question we ought to deal with in this bill providing for 
pure milk in the District. 

Mr.SPOONER. May Lask the Senator from Georgia a question? 

Mr. CLAY. With pleasuro. 

Mr. SPOONER. Congress, of course, has entire control over 
the admission of milk and cream from outside into the District. 
May not Congress 

Mr. CLAY. Congress can deal with interstate commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER, But it is more than that. Congress hasab- 
solute police power over the District. 

Mr. CLAY. I said that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Congress can prohibit the bringing into this 
District of any cream or milk which has not been produced under 
the circumstances required by this proposed act. 

Mr. CLAY. Ithink that is true, too. 

Mr. SPOONER. It does not provide for executing the criminal 
or police laws of the District beyond the boundaries of the District. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand that. But this bill provides how 
dairies in the different States shall be built, what shall be their 
dimensions, eto., in order to bo permitted to ship milk into the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER, Certainly. 

Mr, CLAY. Under the provisions of this bill, if that construc- 
tion is correct, it will be absolutely essential that every man who 
now has a dairy costing him even hundreds and thousands of dol- 
lars shall tear it down and build another in order to comply with 
the provisions of this act. 

Mr. MALLORY, Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to 
answer the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. STEWART, Certainly. 


Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Georgia has misconstrned 
that section. 

Mr. CLAY. L had a doubt as to whether or not it wasa proper 
construction, and I was taking the construction placed upon it by 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. MALLORY. The Senator from Georgia says that this Lill 
provides how dairies shall be built. I deny that. The bill pro- 
vides how dairies ghall not be built. It does not provide how they 
shall be built. In other words, it says that they shall be a certain 
distance from stalls and stables and things that are noxious in 
their effect upon milk. It does not prescribe at all how the dairy 
shall bo built. If tho Senator will examine that he will find that 
it is merely a limitation upon the location and the openings which 
may beinadairy. There is no hardship in it at all. 

Mr. CLAY. They must comply with section 2. 

Mr. MALLORY. Section 2 merely imposes a restriction. 

Mr. CLAY. And undonbtedly section 2 is intended to close up 
all the small concerns that engage in the dairy business, if you 
will read it carefully. ; 

Mr. McCOMAS, Will the Senator permit mo justa word there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to tho Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. McCOMAS,. I have been listening to the Senator from 
Georgia. I think he does not want us to believe that he wishes 
to insist upon the personal or the constitutional right tohave milk 
within 15 feet of a stable, or within 15 feet of a soap factory, or 
any other place where there is garbage or uncleanliness, I am 
sure he does not. It isa pretty far cry, so far as the babies of 
the District of Columbia are concerned, from the cow in Georgia 
to the cradle in the District of Columbia. I apprehend that milk 
does not come from Georgia to this town, and if it does it would 
not, perhaps, be as good as it was when it left Georgian. This 
measure, as the Senator has said, does not say what shall be done; 
it simply says what shall not be dono. It says it shall not be 
within so many feet of a soap factory, or a stable, or other filthy 
pon and that they shall make provision for preserving and 

jottling and cooling milk. It does seem to me that it conld hardly 
do less if we wanted to do something in behalf of the health of 
children who have to use milk. 

Mr. STEWART. That clause received a good deal of consider- 
ation, All the dairymen were present, and it was thoroughly dis- 
cussed. The original bill provided that a dairy should not be 
within 80 fect of a stable, and soon. It was found upon investi- 
gation that there were some very nice places where thera was s 
stable on the opposite side and a heavy wall between. One duiry- 
man has a place of that kind. He has put in a heavy partition 
wall and the openings are on the outside. e said, “ Do not let 
the openings come together; that is the way to get around it.“ 
But it was provided that they should be at that distance. 

Hore is one man ina building and there is a partition wall. 
Nothing penctrates through and there is no reason why it should 
not be used. You do not want to have the openings come to- 
gether so that the mill will be contaminated, The matter was 
discussed as to what would be entirely reasonable, and all came 
to the conclusion that if you say that hereafter it shall be 15 feet 
apart it would be all right. That was discussed thoroughly. 
Everybody regarded that as a reasonable provision. So für as 
outside of the District of Columbia is conserned, if they will not 
comply with a reasonable condition like that, they noed not bring 
their milk here. That is all there is of it. 

The plea of the doctors, it seams to mo, is not well taken. They 
say that the health officer should have charge of everything con- 
nected with sanitation or health. That would give them charge 
of sewage disposal, cleaning of streets, and a thousand other things 
in the city which have some effect upon health. The health of- 
ficer is ambitious, indeed, if he will take charge of all these mat- 
ters. The doctors go so far as to drang in another bill, the nuisance 
bill, which was prepared by the health officer, creating a vast 
fabric of machinery to condemn and pull-down insanitary build- 
ings and charge the oxpense of it as a tax upon the property. 

The lawyers on the District Committee doubted tho constitu- 


tionality of the bill and framed an amendment wheroby the in- 


spector of buildings shall report all cases to the corporation 
counsel where buildings or their surronndinss are in an insani tary 
condition, and furnishes the inspector of buildings with a force 
for that purpose. He can prosecute for a violation of law in the 
police court, or ina proper case where it will be necessary to tear 
the building down he can apply to a court of equity for an injunc- 
tion, and the law will deal with the subjectin a constitutional 
manner, If need be, ho can have issues of facta triod by a jury. 
In this way the constitutional difficulty is avoided and a cheap 
and effective method adopted. 

It is now said that the health officer ought to attend to the whole 
business with the assistance of the doctors, I think the court is 
a pretty good place to determine whether there is a nuisance, and 
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where the parties ċan be heard and a judgment rendered which | Mr, COCKRELL, Iwish to question the Senator from Nevada 


will be effective. 

That bill is not before the Senate now. The time to discuss it 
is when itis reached. The doctors know as much about that bill 
as they do about keeping the dirt ont of milk, It is worthy of 
remark, however, that the health officer is prolific in the drafting 


of bills, few of which have been passed and none of which have 


ever heen enforced. 

We have followed precedents in the case under consideration. 
We have provided a snperintendent of dairies as they have in all 
the leading States. 
he does not administer the milk laws. 

However, handling milk, seeing that it is kept clean and free 
from dirt requires vigilance, care. and experience to control it. 
The superintendent of dairies should be familiar with the dairy 
business and have a knowledge of chemistry, The chemist may 
detect the bacteria of animals, but how is the bacteriologist going 
to keep dirty milk ont of the District? 

Mr. DANIEL. Lobserve in the report of the committee, made 
by the Senator from Nevada, Report No. 804, in the organization 
of the present health department in the District of Columbia, there 
are eleven different people who baye in charge the matter of milk, 
a depnty health officer, chemist, sanitary.food inspector, veterina- 
rian, inspector of dairy farms, and others—cleven in number. 

They Bes the duty assigned them of inspecting farms in 
Maryland, Virginia, and the District of Columbia, and the vari- 
ons details of the matter in their hands. I see, also, that in this 
bill there is a corps of eighteen persons provided at aggregate sal- 
aries of $23,000. What are we going to do with the old corps of 
officials, eleven in number, in the milk business when we are now 
to have a corps of eighteen? 

Mr. STEWART. They are superseded so far as their duties re- 
late to milk inspection. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does it abolish those offices? 


Mr. STEWART. Yes; it does not abolish the office of health | 


officer, however. 

Mr. DANIEL. There are eleven different persons whose duties 
are get forth in this report who have in charge the matter of milk. 
Are we to keep them in office? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; they have mixed duties. 

17 5 DANIEL. They have enough duty here to perform about 
milk. 

Mr. STEWART. But they do not perform it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Are we going to keep them in office and give 


them something else to do? Or is that system abolished and this | 


system put in its 58 
Mr. STEWART. It is abolished so far as their offices relate to 
milk. 


Mr. DANIEL. What else are they to do that they are now | 


occupied with, and what is the nse o 


keeping them in office if 
we are going to abolish their duties? 


Mr.STEWART. They will undoubtedly be reappointed should | 


this bill become a law. 

Mr. DANIEL. Why not abolish them? There is no use in the 
Government haying two large and elaborate corps of officers un- 
less it is pertinent to their office. This bill creates eighteen new 
ones, as I read it, but it leaves eleven old ones still in office to 
look up something to do. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh,no; provision is made to cover that point, 
Let me read the provision of the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Tain referring to pages 4and 5 of the report. 

Mr. STEWART. The bill reads: ` 

And from and after tho appointmont by tho said Commissioners of the 
inspectors herein authorized the terms of such inspectors as are now pro- 
shod for by law for the onforcement of the laws relating to the production 
and eale of milk in the District of Columbia shall cease and determine. 


Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator refer me to that language? I 
have not seen it. 

Mr. STEWART. 
colon in line 7. 

Mr, DANIEL. May I ask the Senator from Nevada a question? 

Tho terms of such inspectors as are now provided for by law for the an- 
forcement of the laws relating to the production and sale of milk in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia shall cosso and determine. 

How many of those inspectors are there? 

Mr. STEWART. There are eight. 

I think we had better take a vote, Mr. President. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to insert, after the word purpose, 
in the sixteenth line, page 6, the word “they.” It is a mere ver- 
bal amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, on page 6, line 16, after the word 
„purpose,“ insert the word “they; so as to read: 


and for that purpose they shall at all times have access to farms and other 
Places where k or cream is produced. 


Mr. STEWART. That is right. 
The amendment was agreed to, 


It is on page 6, commencing after the semi- 


These States also have a health officer, but | 


some more in regard to this matter. If I am not mistaken, a 
chemist may take milk, chemically analyze it, and pronounce it 
pure, and that milk may be full of bacteria—disease-producing 
germs—and it will not be detected by the chemical analysis. Now, 
that is a defect in this bill. I think that this mattor should be 
continued under the health officer; that he should be given a bac- 
teriologist, and in addition to that be given additional machinery. 
Lam perfectly willing to grant the machinery that is here pro- 
vided, or more, if it is necessary to secure pure milk, but it onght 
to be under the health officer, in my judgment. 

Mr. STEWART. Let me answer the Senator's suggestion. He 
suggests that there may be diseased matter in milk that is past 
detection by the chemist. I admit that that may bə the case. 
There has been a question as to whether consumption or tuber- 
culosis was communicated from milk. There has been discussion 
in Europe and in America among the highest scientists whether 
5 in animals could be transmitted to men and vice 
versa, That is a disputed point and they are examining that 
question. That is too abstract for our purposes. 

We do not want disease in the milk and there is another way 
to preventit. A bacteriologist can not do that; thatis notin his 
line. That must be done by an inspection of the place where milk 
is produced and in dairies where the milk is bottled and sent ont, 
What good would it do to havea report that certain milk was 
fonnd to contain injurious bacteria a week or ten ten days after 
it had been all consumed? 

It can be done by inspectors who are to go into the country and 
examine the cows. They are veterinarians and understand the 
diseases of cows, and if they find diseased cows they will not let 
the milk be brought here. That is the way to prevent it. You 
may have all the bacteriologists in the world here and they would 
not be any use to prevent it, if you allowed filth in the country, 
if you allowed cows to be sick, But that is provided for in the 
bill, Thatis where the health officercan notreachit. Thehealth 
officer himself acknowledged in his testimony before the commit- 
tee that the administration of the dairy laws is all that one man 
can properly do, and with his multifarious duties he certainly can 
not give much personal attention to them. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Now, let me illustrate it to the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. Well. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is all right for these veterinarians to go 
and examine and see. Nobody wants any milk from a diseased 
cow. But the germs can be impregnated in milk after it comes 
from the cow. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL, You may examine the cows and they may 
be in perfect health and the milk may be pure, and it may be kept 
at the dairy before it is brought here until it becomes contami- 
nated with disease-producing germs, and your chemical analysis 
will not disclose it. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; it discloses it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Von must admit it. 

Mr. STEWART, If it is sour or anything of that kind, it will 
be discovered. 

Mr, COCKRELL. You must admit it, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade 
between poris in the United States and pora or places in the 
Philippine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine 


| Archipelago, and for other purposes. 


| an important bill. 


Mr. STEWART. Let us have a vote. Lask that the unfinished 
ae may be temporarily laid aside, so that we may vote on 
the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can not take a vote right now. This is 
I am just as anxious as the Senator is for if, 
but I want some amendments made to it. I want to have it per- 
fected, I do not believe it is a good bill in the form it is in. 

Mr. STEWART. Will not the Senator from Massachusetts 
consent to lay the unfinished business aside for a little while? 

Mr. LODGE. It is a bill which, owing to the existing law 
which applies the navigation laws on the ist of July of this year, 
ought to be disposed of and sent to the House without delay. I 
do not think, in view of that particular feature of this matter, 
I onght to yield unless I can get a time fixed for a vote on the 
shipping bill. I do not want to interfere with the Senator's bill, 
for I favor his bill, but I think we ought to go on with the nn- 
finished business and dispose of it as soon as possible, 


PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LANDS, 
Mr. STEWART submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of tho two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3417) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to grunt right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands, bhay- 
ing mot, after full and free conférence have ag to recommend and do 
recommend to their respoctive Houses as follows: 

That the Sonate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House numbered 2 and 3, and agree to the same, 
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That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered one,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In line 8, after the word * located,” insert “and of all other allottees through 
whose lands said lateral pipe lines may pass; and the House agree to the 
fame. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
House numbered four, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add at the end of said amendment the following: “Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Interior,at the expiration of said twenty years, may ex- 
tend the right to maintain any pipe line constructed under this act for an- 
other period not to exceed twenty years from the expiration of the first right, 
upon such terms and conditions as he may deem proper;“ and the House 
agree to the came. 

Wx. M. STEWART, 


O. H. PLATT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
W. E. Brown, 
JOHN H. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was agreed to. 


SHIPPING BETWEEN UNITED STATES AND THE PHILIPPINES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade between 
ports of the United States and ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer an amendment to the bill, which 
I think is necessary in order to avoid a difficulty which has been 

inted out to me by the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 
think section 6 should be amended by striking out, in line 3, the 
Words so much of; and striking out, in line 6, the words as 
reads” and inserting ‘‘is hereby amended so that it shall read: 
by striking out, in line 7, the word four and inserting the 
word “five;” and then to strike out, in line 13, the words “is 
hereby repealed. This section shall take effect on July 1, 1904.” 

The effect of this amendment is to make the law positive in- 
stead of negative—that is, it affirmatively admits foreign ships, 
Unless that is done, I think a doubt may arise as to the condition 
of the law between the Ist of July, 1904, and the Ist of July, 1905. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, section 6, line 3, before the word 
“section,” strike out the words so much of; and in line 6, 
after the word“ purposes, strike out the words “ as reads and 
insert in lieu is hereby amended so that it shall read,“ and in 
line 7 strike out the word four” and insert fiye.” 

Mr. LODGE. Then begin at the word is, line 18, section 6, 
and strike ont the rest of the section. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘Archipelago,’ line 13, 
strike out the words is hereby repealed. This section shall take 
effect on July 1, 1904.” 

Mr. LODGE. So that the section as amended will read: 

That section 3 of the act approved March &, 1902, entitled “An act tempo- 
rarily to provide revenue for the Philippine Islands, and for other pu “a,” 
is hereby amended so that it shall read: Provided, however, That until July 
1, 1905, the provisions of law, ete.” 

It makes it affirmative instead of negative; that is all. 

Mr.SPOONER. Thatis the provision about the coasting trade? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
if it is a fact that the coastwise laws of the United States are 
now so framed that they would operate on traffic between San 
Francisco, Hawaii, or Manila unless suspended by their operation? 

Mr. LODGE. They would. Under the Porto Rican decisions 
of the Supreme Court they will go into effect on the ist of 
July, 1904, as now framed. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then the result of this bill, if it becomes a law, 
would be to postpone until 1905 the time when it would operate. 

Mr. LODGE. It will defer the time of their application on the 
transoceanic traffic until the ist of July, 1905, and on interisland 
traffic indefinitely, 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] yesterday, where he strikes 
out the word four“ in several places. The amendment was 
agreed to in only one place. 

Mr. LODGE, I renew that amendment. I move that amend- 
ment on page 1, line 8, section 1; page 2, line 8, section 2, and on 
same page, line 25, section 4. The other one has become unnec- 
essary because it was stricken out. 

955 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be 
stated. 

The Secretary, On page 1, line 3, strike out the word “fonr” 
and insert five;“ on page 2, line 8, strike out “four” and in- 
sert five; on page 2, line 25, at the end of the line, strike out 
four and insert five. 

Mr. CARMACK. Is that the amendment of the Senator from 
Towa? : 


Mr. LODGE. It is the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 
In his absence I moved it, as we accepted it yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to move an amendment to the amend- 
ment. I move the amendment to the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Secretary read the amendments, as follows: 

Substitute “1906” for 1005 wherever the latter figures appear in said 
amendment, 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator desires to discuss his amendments 
I will not move to lay them on the table. 

Mr. CARMACK. I wish to make a few remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
will proceed. 

Mr. CARMACK, Mr. President, there seems to be a good deal 
of doubt whether under the act temporarily to provide revenues 
for the Philippine Islands and for other purposes, being the 
Philippine tariff act, this provision extending our coastwise law to 
the Philippines would take effect on July 1, 1904. The language 
of section 8 of that act is as follows: 

That on and after the passage of this act the same tonnage taxes shall be 
levied, collected, and paid upon all foreign vessels coming into the United 
States from the 8 rehipelago which are required 2 8 law to bo 
levied, collected, and paid upon veasels coming into the United States from 
foreign countries: Provided, however, That until July 1,1904, the provisions 
of law restricting to vessels of the United States the transportation of pas- 
re nc and merchandise directly or indirectly from one port of the United 
States to another port of the United States shall not be applicable to foreign 
vessels engaging in trade between the Philippine PPA a and the United 
States, or between ports in the Philippine Archipelago: 

That is a negative provision, declaring that it shall not take 
effect until that time. Whether it would inevitably take effect 
at that time I am not sure. The report of the Commissioner of 
Navigation for 1903 seems to suggest a doubt on that question. I 
will call the attention of the Senator from Virginia 8 85 DANIEL] 
to page 42 of that report, and he can examine it, as he raised the 
question awhile ago. 

Mr. President, yesterday a statement was mado to the effect 
that the Secretary of War is entirely satisfied with this bill as 
modified by the amendment just offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. I have a suspicion that the Secretary’s state of 
mind would haye been more accurately described if it had been 
said that he had reluctantly yielded to the persuasion of Senators 
upon the other side of the Chamber with the hope that the pas- 
sage of this bill at the present session of Congress would be fol- 
lowed at the next session of Congress by such a reduction of duty 
on Philippine products as he believes necessary for the welfare 
and prosperity of the Philippine Islands. 

I know, and we all know, that the Secretary of War has been 
very much opposed to the extension of the coastwise laws to the 
Philippine Islands until after a very large and material reduction 
has been made in the duties on products coming from the Philip- 
pine Islands to the United States. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] said yesterday 
that there ought to be no trouble whatever in passing a satisfac- 
tory Philippine tariff law at the next session of Congress. I do 
not know why the Senator from Rhode Island thinks that that 
will be such an easy matter. If it was in the mind of the Admin- 
istration to promote the passage of such a bill, T should be glad to 
know why it was not urged in a message of the President to Con- 

ss; and I should like to know why a bill has not been intro- 
uced in the House and pressed to consideration for the accom- 
plishment of that object in this long session of Congress, practically 
unlimited in its duration, where we have so little to do that it is 
proposed to adjourn at the unprecedentedly early date of the 
middle of April. I should like to know for what reason the con- 
sideration of such a measure is to be 8 to the short ses- 
sion of Congress, when we will be overwhelmed with the bnsiness 
that might be transacted at this session of Congress, and when 
we know that there will be very great difficulty in procuring the 
passage of any bill that is stubbornly resisted. 

The President overflowed with words of generosity for the peo- 
ple of Cuba, whom we have made free and independent and pros- 
perous, but he had not one word of comfort for the people of the 
Philippine Islands, whose lands we have made desolate with fire, 
and sword, and famine. There has been a great deal more gen- 
erosity exhibited or professed for the free Republic of Cuba than 
has been shown for the Philippines under the flag and protection 
of the United States. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that if the Secre of War is 
under the impression that after the passage of this bill he can se- 
cure a material reduction, or any reduction whatever of the Philip- 
pine tariff at the next session of Congress, he is deceiving himself, 
or he has deceived. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
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Mr. CARMACK. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the statements that were made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] yesterday and the 
senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], as to a conversation 
with the Secretary of War, I gathered—if I am not trespassing 
upon the Senator’s time with a statement—— 

Mr. CARMACK, Not at all. Iam glad to yield to the Sena- 
tor whatever time he wishes to oceupy. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I gathered that his approval of this meas- 
ure was based altogether upon the additional assurance that at 
the next session of Congress a law will be enacted reducing the 
duties on Phili pine products transported from the Philippine 
Islands to the United States; in other words, that were it not 
for his expectation, or the practical assurance of gentlemen to 
him to that effect, he would be opposed to this measure, I think, 
after hearing the statement made by the Senators referred to, I 
am fully justified in reaching and stating that conclusion, 

Therefore it is the equivalent of a notification to the country 
by the Senator from sachusetts that at the next session of 
Congress, which will be during the year for which this bill has 
been extended, a bill will be introduced and pressed to passage 
reducing the tariff duties on Philippine products imported into 
the United States. The only two items of Philippine products in 
neon the United States are particularly interested are sugar and 

acco. 

Mr. DRYDEN. And also hemp. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, but hemp comes in free now. I 
refer to the two items that are affected by tariff duties in which 
this country is interested, and those are sugar and tobacco, 

The sugar industry of the West and the South received a pretty 
good body blow at this session of Congress when the treaty wi 
Cuba reducing the tariff duties upon Cuban sugar was ratified, 
Now, notice is served npon this side of the Chamber, and also 
upon the beet-sugar producers of the West, as well as the cane- 
sugar producers of the South, that at the next session, after the 
Presidential election is over, the raid on sugar and tobacco is to 
be recommenced by a reduction of the tariff duties upon the sugar 
and tobacco of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. President, there is no person who has given the question of 
Philippine sugar production careful consideration but is con- 
vinced that if the tariff on that sugar is further reduced it means 
the annihilation of the beet-sugar industry of the United States. 
The cane-sngar industry of Louisiana is now in such a decrepit 
condition, as the result of prices and the late attack made upon 
it through the Cuban treaty, that it also must go to the wall when 
confronted either with free Philippine sugar or a reduction of the 
Philippine sugar tariff. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Do J understand the Senator from 
Colorado to say that notice of that sort has been given—that that 
matter is to be taken up and pursued at the next session? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Tho equivalent of that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It does not bind all of us, I think, 
even if it has been given. : 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; but it has been pretty clearly demon- 
strated that when the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lopse] presents a measure from the Philippines Committee, es- 
pecially if it is to be regarded as in any sense an Administration 
measure, that side of the Chamber marches up and aligns itself 
alongside of the junior Senator from Massachusetts and presses 
through the measure, no matter what 8 it may affect. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not ne ily. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I do not know how far it may not be nec- 
essarily so in the future, but I have realized during my short time 
here that it has been uniformly so in the past; and we have a right, 
Mr, President, to judge the future, at least for a limited period’ 
by what has transpired in the past. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If Iam not mistaken, the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER], from the Philippines Committee—— 

Mr. CARMACK. He is not on the Philippines Committee. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. At any rate, he offered, some 
time ago, an amendment making sugar free, I think, in the Phil- 
ippine nds, which did not receive the support of all Senators 
on this side. 

Mr. CARMACK. Not to make angar free. . 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, providing for a reduction 
of the duty thereon 25 cent. 

Mr, PATTERSON. I do not pretend to say that whatever a 
Senator upon the other side may offer or ask for all the Senators 
upon that side are ready to grant, but I do say that whatever has 
come from the Philippines Committee, that ever appearsin this 
body as apparently an Administration measure, has received the 
undivided support of the Republican Senators and has become a 
law when concurred in by the body at the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. President, those of us who are interested in the sugar in- 


ustry are as firmly convinced as we are of our very existence that 
a further reduction of the Philippine tariff duties means the de- 
struction of that industry, for Philippine sugar may be placed on 
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shipboard at Manila at less than 1 cent A und, as I under- 
stand it, and it may be transported from the Philippine Islands to 
the United States at from 30 to 35 cents per hundred pounds, So 
the sugar raisers of the United States will be confronted, if sugar 
comes here free from the Philippine Islands, with sugar which 
costs but $1.85 per hundred, and you may add to that whatever 
little modicum of tariff will be left and it will be impossible for 
the United States sugar raisers to continue in business, 

Mr. DIETRICH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, I have yielded to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON], but will not yield for him to 
ae = a regular debate with Senators upon the other side of the 

mber. Š 

Mr. PATTERSON. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will 
kindly yield. It will probably take but a moment, 

Mr. CARMACK., Very well. 

Mr. DIETRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado a question. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Very well. 

Mr. DIETRICH, Does the Senator believe that the passage of 
this bill will increase the rate upon goods transported from the 
dete islands to the United States? 

Mr, PATTERSON. I think so, 

Mr. DIETRICH. Well, will that not be an additional protec- 
tion against the competition of Philippine sugar? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Pro tanto, it will be. As a matter of 
course, that is the purpose of the bill—to increase the rates upon 
everything which comes from tho Philippine Islands, to make 
the consumers of the United States pay t additional price for 
whatever comes here, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Will the Senator from Colorado 
allow me to interrnpt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish to say to the Senator from 
Colorado now that I do not wish, and do not intend to agree, to 
so far reduce the duty on Philippine sugar that it will interfere 
either with the beet-sugar industry or the cane-sugar industry in 
the United States. I do believe that if s were free from the 
Philippines to the United States, and if it were manufactured 
with American capital and according to American methods, it 
would very seriously interfere with the sugar industry in tho 
United States—both the beet and cane sugar industries. I do not 
want to feel that I am committed to any project which, in my 
judgment, will interfere with American industries. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am very glad, Mr. President, that we 
have that frank statement from the Senator from Connecticut. 
I want to say to him that, carrying out his statement to a logical 
conclusion, it means that he will stand with the ple of the 
ae in opposing any further reduction of the tariff upon Philip- 
pine sugar, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iwill if I am convineed that it 
will injure American interests, I do not, however, undertake to 
settle that question now. 

Mr. PATTERSON, The statement of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, then, is accompanied with a reservation that may in the 
end align him with the Republican members of the Committee on 
the Philippines, and for action that will result in the calamity 
which I have suggested. 

I only want tosay, Mr. President—for I have already trespassed 
upon the time of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] too 
long—that if Senators upon the other side depend upon supple- 
menting this bill by legislation at the next session reducing duties 
upon the Philippine product, it will only succeed after those of 
us who are interested in that great industry shall have exhansted 
every constitutional means and parliamentary method that we 
possess as members of this body to defeat the effort, 

Mr. C. CK. Mr. President, what has been said by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] and by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is in line with what I was just saying 
and the warning which I gave to the Secretary of War, that if he 
is basing any hope of securing any material reduction of the tariff 
on Philippine products npon say assurances that have been given 
him that the passage of this bill in its present form will further 
that object, he is building upon a very sandy foundation. 

Mr. President, we know at the last session of Congress, when 
a measure was pending here to reduce the Philippine tariff to 50 
per cent of the Dingley rates, how fiercely and how stubbornly it 
was resisted up to the very last hour, almost to the adjournment 
of Congress, and defeated without being brought to a vote. 

We know how the beet-sngar interest gathered here and re- 
sisted the passage of that bill; how Mr. Oxnard at last served 
notice upon Congress that he would consent to a reduction to the 
extent of 50 per cent of the present rate, but that he would not 
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consent to any further reduction. He consented to that because, 
as the Philippine Commission themselyes had shown to us, a re- 
duction of 50 per cent would be practically no reduction whatever 
and would offer no encouragement to the industries of the Philip- 
pine Islands, Isay that at the next session—at the short session, 
when we shall be crowded with business—they will be here again, 
resisting to the very uttermost any further reduction in the tariff 
on Philippine products, and especially on sugar. > 

We know the long fight we had for reciprocity with Cuba, which 
was finally secured, carrying a reduction of 20 per cent on Cuban 
sugar, only after we had made a SS with the sugar in- 
terests by which we practically defeated all the reciprocity treaties 
pending in this box y and agreed that we would make no other 
reciprocity treaties with any other sugar-growing countries in 
the world. 

I have no desire, Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, to 
protect sugar, no matter whether it comes from tho beet or from 
the cane. Iam willing that the producers of sugar shall be re- 
quired toearn their living just like the producers of cotton, of 
wheat, and of corn, without any largesses from the public Treas- 
ury; but so long as the system of protection prevails, so long as 
we recognize the right of this Government to impose a tariff on 
the products of the Philippine Islands, producers of sugar have 
as much right to demand their full share of protection and to re- 
sist any importation of competing products as have any other 
interests in the country, and we know that they will do it. The 
Senator from Connecticut will be standing with the Senator 
from Colorado resisting any reduction of the Philippine tariff that 
will do the people of the Philippine Islands any good whatever or 
give any encouragement whatever to their industries, because un- 
less you can reduce the tariff snfficiently to bring about competi- 
tion between their products and our own it will be of no benefit 
whatever, and you might just as well not reduce it at all. 

They have, from the standpoint of protection, good grounds for 
resisting the introduction of Philippine sugar. The present gov- 
ernor of the Philippines, testifying before the committee, said 
something to the effect that the Philippines could produce sugar 
enough to supply the world; and when American capital goes 
there, as suggested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], 
and when you have removed all limitations upon the amount of 
land that can be held by these great 8 as you will do, 
and when you give free admission to Chinese labor, as you will 
do, then the competition of Philippine sugar with the sugar of 
the United States will become a very serious question. So far as 
Iam concerned it does not alarm me. Ido not object to bring- 
ing it into competition with sugar from anywhere in the world, so 
far as I am concerned; but they will object to it. They will be 
here at the next session of Congress resisting it to the bitter end, 
and they will defeat the bill. No matter what bill you may 
bring in here to reduce the tariff on sugar and tobacco at the next 
session of Congress it will be defeated, and the Secretary of War 
ought to have known that before he consented to waive his ob- 
jections to the pending bill. : 

Now, I want to call attention to what Governor Taft has said 
officially upon this question. In his report as civil governor of 
the Philippines he said: 

In respect to the trade between these islands and the United States, I con- 
cur fally in the remarks of Collector Shuster in his annual report, in which 
he says: At the present time the greater part of the freight traffic between 
the Philippines and New York is carried on in foreign bottoms. So far as 
indications go, any law which prevented the continuance of that trade in 
foreign bottoms until an agea tonnage of cheaply onaran American 
freighters are actually available to take up that trade and maintain healthy 
Tate competition would result in a decided increase over the present rates of 

eight. This additional burden would fall on the alrendy weakened re- 
sources of these islands, and such a result would be more than lamentable 
from every standpoint. The tonnage plying between these islands and the 
Pacific const is about equal to the present freight supply. and no change in 
the 8 law seems desirable as far as trans-Pacific routes are concerned. 

It is, therefore, earnestly recommended that the present In ws. so fur as 
they permit foreign bottoms to trade between these islands and the main- 
land territory of the United States, be not changed for a period of at least 
five years from July 1, 194, and that positive legislation to that effect be had 
by Congress at an early date.“ 

The report of Mr, Shuster, the collector, to which Governor Taft 
refers, says: 

No course should pe adopted which will place an 
way of freights on Philippine products, sh 
land territory, for some years to come. For a similar reason no law should 
be passed which will appreciably increase the freight rates from the mainland 
to these islands, Cheap and adequate transportation between the mainland 
territory and these islands and between Philippine ports is vitally necessary 
to successful development here. 

In the report of the Philippine Commission I find the following 
statement: 

The operation of the coastwise trade laws of the United States in respect 
to trade between the islands of the Philippine Archipelago and to trade bo- 
tween those islands and the mainland of the United States have been sus- 
pended by act of Congress until July 1, 1904. If Congress were to take no 
action and to allow the constwise navigation laws to become Supine to 
the interisland trade of these islands and to the trade between the islands 


additional burden in the 
ped either locally or to the main- 


and the United States, as they now are, most disastrous results would follow. 
It is earnestly recommended that the regulation of the coastwise trade, so 
far as it relates to the trade between the islands of the Philippine Archipel- 
ago, be left wholly to the discretion of the Philippine Commission, subject 
to the approval of the Secretary of War and the President of the United 
States, änd that the trade between the islands and the mainiand of the 
United States be continued as at present by suspending the application of 
the trading laws of the United States for five years longer, to wit, until July 
„ 

Then again, referring to the very bill that is before the Senate, 
the report says: 

Since the above was written it has come to the knowledge of the Commis- 
sion thata bill has been introduced in Congress a plying the coastwise law 
to trade between the islandsand the mainland of the United States. The 
danger from this of incroasing the freight rates and thus imposing an addi- 
tional burden upon the trade of the isiands must be obvious to anyone who 
has examined the facts with respect to the percentage of the business now 
done between the islandsand the mainland of the United States in American 
hottoms. The Commission of course can not present any objection to legis- 
lation which shall unite more closely the Philippine Islands with the United 
States in honds of amity and mutually 8 — — relations, but it most 
urgently and earnestly invites your attention and that of Congress to the 
great injustice which will be done to the islands ifthe law which limits the 
means of communication to American bottoms between the United States 
and the Philippine Islands does not at the same time, and as a consideration 
for this interference with the natural lawsof trade and the necessary increase 
of freight rates, strike down the tariff wall made by the Dingley tariff in the 
matter of the importation of sugar and tobacco from the islands to the main- 
land. The people of the islands may well ask, What advantage are we to 
get out of association with the United States in a business way if our trade 
is to be used only for the purpose of increasing the business of American 
ships, while the limitation of the coastwise laws by increasing the freight 
rates will reduce the business that we now have with that country!” 


Mr, President. they may indeed well ask what benefit they are 
to get from association with the United States so long as our leg- 
islation proceeds upon such principles as these, when they see us 
legislating in every case with an eye only to conferring a benefit 
upon some class of American citizens, withont any regard what- 
ever for its effect upon the people of the Philippine Islands, 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Drerrici] suggested a moment 
ago that the extension of these laws and the increase of freight 
charges would be equivalent to an increase of protection. Of 
course it would. Of course it would be equivalent to an increase 
in the present tariff rates on Philippine products. Yet you are to 
haye that. Yon are to increase the burden already imposed by 
your tariff law upon the products of the Philippine Islands with- 
ont any assurance whatever, and, I beg leave to say, with very 
little hope, that you will hereafter make any substantial or mate- 
rial reduction in the Philippine tariff rates. 

The Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] said the other day 
that the Philippines were a part of the United States; that they 
are under the protection of the United States. Mr. President. so 
far from that being true, under the operations of onr Philippine 
tariff law, we are protecting ourselves against the Philippine 
Islands, instead of protecting them. <A part of the United States! 
They are regarded as a part of the United States when it comes 
to the extension of our coastwise laws to benefit a few favorites 
of this Government in the United States at the expense of the 
people of the Philippine Islands, and again they are not consid- 
ered as a part of the United States when it comes to the enact- 
ment of tariff laws and the protection of certain interests in the 
United States, again at the expense of the people of the Philippine 
Islands. Their interests are not and have never been considered 
in any-legislation that we have had before Congress. 

How soon we have forgotten the principles upon which we wera 
going to act when we took possession of the Philippine Islands! 
Then it was proclaimed that we were to have the open door. F 
read from annex to protocol No. 15, treaty of peace between tho 
United States and Spain, in which it was said: 

And it boing the policy of the United States to maintain in the Philippines 
an open door to the world’s commerce, the American commissioners are pre- 

meal to insert in the treaty now in contemplation a stipulation to the effect 
Fat, for a term of years, Spanish ships and merchandise shall be admitted 
into the ports of the Philippine Islands on the same terms as American ships 
and merchandise. 

That statement was substantially interpreted by Mr. Day, presi- 
dent of the Peace Commission, and afterwards Secretary of State, 
in response to a question that came from one of the Spanish com- 
missioners. As to the effect of that statement, Mr. Day ssid: 

The declaration that the pouor of the United States in thə Philippines will 
be that of an open door to the world's commerce necessarily implies that tha 
offer to place Spanish vessels and merchandise on the same footing as Ameri- 
can is not intended to be exclusive, ete. 

Here was the statement given out from the Administration that 
the policy of the United States in the Philippine Islands would be 
that of an open door to the commerce of the world; yet we have 
imposed an export duty upon hemp that goes from the Philippines 
to any other country in the world except the United States. We 
are giving a few shipbuilders in the United States an absolute 
monopoly of the carrying trade between this country and the 
Philippine Islands. Whereis the open door to the world's com- 
merce? 

Commerce, Mr. President, includes buying and selling; it in- 
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cludes the carriage of goods; it includes exports as well as im- 
ports; and protests are on file now in the State Department from 
every nation in Europe because of this violation of the solemn 
promise we made of the open door to the commerce of the world 
in the Philippine Islands. The islands are simply held for ex- 
ploitation, Mr. President, and to be exploited for the benefit not 
of the whole people of the United States, but for the greedy and 
rapacious interests that come here and make their demands upon 
this Congress, 

Governor Taft made a speech at Manila just before he left. I 
am sorry I have lost the extract, but he said in that speech that 
if the spirit which prevails among the American merchants and 
residents of the Philippine Islands should continue he would be 
greatly discouraged as to the success of our adventure in that 
country. 

Mr. President, that spirit will continue. The ople who go 
from here to the Philippine Islands will not be knights errant 
seeking to relieve the oppressed; they will not be people who go 
there in the interest of humanity or with unselfish humanitarian 
purposes; but for the most part they will be needy and desperate 
adventurers who go there to make a profit out of the calamities 
of the people and to fill their pockets and come home as soon as 
they can. That is the condition which exists there now, as Gov- 
ernor Taft tells us. Itis a condition which he deplores. I be- 
lieve, and I am glad to say this in behalf of Governor Taft, that 
he is filled with earnest and honest zeal for the welfare of the 
people of the Philippine Islands, a zeal which in these days of 
commercialism is almost quixotic in its obsolete chivalry. He 
despairs, almost, of the success of our venture in the Philippine 
Islands, He sees—he is bound to see—what will be the fruits of 
this narrow and selfish and greedy policy which we have pursued 
in all our legislation with respect to that country, 

What will be the fruits of it? Growing and deepening discon- 
tent, constant irritation, a growing hatred of the American 
people and of American sovereignty, ending sooner or later in 
open and bloody rebellion. The history of our rule in the Phil- 
ippine Islands, if we continue the policy that now prevails, will 
be a story of bloody insurrection, alternating with periods of 
tranquillity produced by ruin and exhaustion, the kind of tran- 
quillity we now have there, 

Mr. President, when we first seized upon the Philippine Islands 
the country seemed to be mad with the idea that we were going 
to develop an immense trade with that country. It was to be an 
Eldorado. It was to increase the wealth and commerce of the 
United States tenfold, and there were people who actually seemed 
to attach more importance to the Philippine Islands as a basis 
for the wealth and prosperity of the United States than they did 
to our own territory. 

Yet to-day, and in fact ever since, we have been legislating in 
mortal terror of the Philippine trade. We have erected a tariff 
wall against the Philippines on the very ground that if we did 
not put up a high tariff it would develop the commerce and the 
industries of the Philippine Islands. The very object for which 
yon seized the islands was to develop their industries and develo 
an immense commerce with that country, and then you proceedec 
to raise a tariff wall on the very ground that if you did not do it 
you would accomplish the very object you professed to desire. 

What is the trade with the Philippine Islands? We sell them 
about $4,000,000 worth of goods a year, upon which we possibly 
make a profit of less than half a million dollars, which you could 
haye had if you never had landed a soldier or a gun in the archi- 
pelago, and for which you have paid not less than $600,000,000 
and are continuing to spend money by the millions, 

I wish to have put into the RECORD, a8 an appendix to my re- 
marks, a statement of a distinguished citizen of Massachusetts, a 
particular friend, I believe, of the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, Mr, Atkinson. (See Appendix.) It shows the cost in 
the mere matter of money in the increase of our expenditures and 
the squandering of the people’s taxes, and for all of that we are 
getting a trade which amounts to the exportation of about 
$4,000,000 worth of goods a year, which you 8 to destroy 
or to decrease by this bill. This measure will lay heavy burdens 
npon the commerce between this country and the Philippine Is- 
lands, because when the peoplo there find that they have to pay 
exorbitant rates for transportation in American vessels from the 
United States they will buy whatever they can from other coun- 
tries and have their goods imported in foreign vessels, l 

I wish to quote from a ch made by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] in the Fifty-sixth Congress as to the effect 
in the matter of expenditures of our policy in the Philippine Is- 

ds. The Senator said: 

Ishrink from the notion that the interests of this country will be subserved 


by making permanently a part of our land territory thousands of miles away, 
inhabited ty people 8 not of our blood, not of our way of thinking, 


foreign to all our associations, living in a tropical climate, where the white 
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man can not work, under labor conditions of necessity which we would not 
permit to exist in the United States. 
* s + * * * 0 

It is insisted that we must havo territorial expansion in order to extend 
our trade. I do not think so. I have been strongly inclined to think that in 
the long run, with all the embarrassments and complications and dangera it 
will bring upon our propie it will retard rather than develop the foreign 

ates. 


trade of the United 8 We have been growing 2 in our trade with- 
outterritorialexpansion. Toacquire distant, nonassimilable peoples in order, 
through permanent dominion, to force our trade upon them seems to me to 
be the poorest imaginable national policy. How far will that be carried? We 
want the trade of the world, and we intend to have onr share of it. Are we 
to Ceaser it by carrying this doctrine of expansion to the uttermost parts of 
the carth? . 

Permanent dominion over the Philippines by the United States means to 
me an endless and vast burden upon the industries of our people. 


Then again the Senator said: 


In the event of war the most distant outpost where our flag could bo 
found would be the point of first attack, and we would be obliged to main- 
tain a navy adequate to protect the millions of people in the Sees pean 
7,000 miles away, Hawaii and our Atlantic and Pacific coasts, If our Navy 
were not adequate to all that, our ships being sent far away, our home 
coast would be unprotected. This would involve an awful increase of tax- 
ation. 


Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin wasa prophet. It 
has involved an awful expenditure of money without any profit 
whatever, and it has involved, as he told us, an immense increase 
in the American Navy; and if we are to keep the Philippine 
Islands, it will be necessary for us to have a navy as great as the 
greatest navy in the world. We shall be compelled to expend 
millions of dollars to fortify the coast of all that archipelago, for 
if we should be engaged in a foreign war and some nation could 
seize and hold one single island of the archipelago and the war 
should end with that island in the possession of the other coun- 
try, it would bea defeat for the United States. No matter how 
worthless it may be, so long as that archipelago remains under 
the fiag of the United States we must be ready and able at all 
times and upon a moment's notice to protect every foot from the 
attack of a foreign enemy; and, as the Senator from Wisconsin 
said, that will involve an awful increase in taxation. 

We are making vast expenditures now for our Navy, A speech 
was made elsewhere a few days ago in which attention was called 
to that fact. It was said: 

In the years 1886 and 1887 there was expended for the Navy, respectively, 
$13,907,000 and $15,141.000, The expenditures for the year 1003 were $32,000,000, 
The present bill carries a total of $95,000,000, almost seven times as great an 
amonnt as that expended in 1886, and more 03 AS great as the 
amount expended in 1887. 

Why do we need such an immense nayy? This country has 
always been able to maintain its dignity and to assert its power 
throughout all its history without attempting to vie with all the 
nations of the earth in immense military expenditures, 

Another gentleman, answering this same statement, said it was 
true that we did not then expend such large sums of money as we 
are now expending, but that we did not then have the Philippine 
Islands to defend. That is the burden you have laid upon your- 
selyes—an immense increase of taxation, an immense navy, all 
the burdens of militarism. Yet here you have to deal with a 
shrinking revenue, with a revenue insufficient to meet tha ex- 
penditures of the Government, You have tostint your appropri- 
ations for rivers and harbors and for all the necessary expenses of 
the Government, while you are squandering money to build the 
greatest navy in the world to defend the most worthless posses- 
sions that ever rotted beneath a tropical sun. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In view of all these terrible things that are 
going to happen, in the opinion of the Senator from Tennessee, in 
the event that we hold on to the Philippines, I take it for granted 
that the Senator, if he had his way, would surrender the Philip- 
pines either back to Spain or to some other country, 

Mr. CARMACK, I have tried very hard in various speeches to 
make my views on the Philippine question plain. If the Senator 
from Oregon does not understand my position now, I have spoken 
in vain so farasheisconcerned. I have said over and over again, 
and I have never changed my views on the question, that I would 
be glad to-day to do for the Philippine Islands practically what 
we have done for Cuba—to make the Philippine Islands free and 
independent. 

Mr. President, I am glad to know that I am not altogether alone 
on that question, and that I have some good Republican company; 
that is, considered good by Republicans. The late Secretary of 
War, Mr. Root, made a speech not long ago in which he suggested 
that it would be the ultimate policy of the Republican party to 
deal with the BEE AF Islands as we have dealt with Cuba. I 
am glad to learn that there are Republicans who have grown 
weary of this burden, and who now, that they find it unprofitable, 
are willing to be righteous. For, Mr. President, I can say for the 
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Republican party that they can be very righteous whenever they 
find unrighteousness unprofitable. 
Some bad things may result from Mr. Root’s statement. Some 
Filipino over there may hear it, and he may be foolish enough to 
et up in the Philippine Islands and say the same thing. But if 
Éa does he will be putin prison. If Mr. Root himself were to go 
over there they would put him in the penitentiary, if they executed 
the law, if he suid the same thing. 
Mr. President, I do not care to continue any further upon this 
uestion. I simply wish to emphasize what I have already said, 
at if this policy is to be continued, and gentlemen upon the 
other side of the Chamber and the leaders of the Republican party 
can continue it if they wish, sooner or later it will have to be 
paid for, not only in treasure but in blood. 
Lask leave to have printed in the Recorp as an appendix to 
my remarks the statement to which I referred. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none, 
The statement referred to is as follows: 


APPENDIX. 


The cost of war and warfare from 1598 to 1904, seven fiscal years ending June 20, 
$1,000,000,000. Acontinuation of the previous computations made in 1903 and 
ues. Statements compiled, computed, and prove: om the official reports of 
the Government, by Edward Atkinson, LL. b: Ph. D., Brookline, Mass., U. 8. 
A., January 26, L. 


SECOND COMPUTATION, TO JUNE . 1903—PUBLISHED OCTOBER 9, 1903, 


(The first computation, to June 30, 1908, printed in that year.] 


The cost of war and warfare from 1898 to 1908, inclusive, has been over 

$900,100.000. The cost of the war with Spain and of the warfare upon the 
people of the Philippine Islands to the end of tho last fiscal year, June 80, 
Ans, had been over $50,000,000. an addition in that fiscal year to the previous 
charge upon the taxpayers of this country of not leas than $150,000.00), This 
charge is increasing rather than diminishing. At the end of the present 
calendar year, December 31, 1903, we shall have expended in war and warfare 
not less than $20,000,000, which sum will be slightly in excess of the outstand- 
ing bonded debt of the United States bearing interest. Of this sum about 
$00,001,000 is commonly assigned to the cost of the war with Spain. There 
are ay Ai data outside the Government accounts by which this can be ap- 
portioned. 

Over 300,000,000 may be charged by taxpayers to the effort to deprive the 
people of the Philippine Islanda ot thair lfberty. Tho excess of the expendi- 
tures of this country, due to the warfare in the Philippine Islands, with the 
cost of the increare {n the Regular Army and other expenditures engendered 
by militarism during the flecal year ending June W, 148, varied but a fraction 
from & per head of the population. 

By dealing with the official Seures for the year ending June 30, 1903, we 
may find the exact direction of the waste of taxpayers’ money in one more 
year of oppression in the Philippines, of the refusal of liberty, and of futile 
efforts to redress wrongs previously committed. 

The canduct of the work of imposing a form of government upon these 
people without their consent has been administered by able and upright men, 
who have used their utmost effort to overcome the evil inherent in the con- 
ditions, The protext of developing commerce by holding dominion over 
these islands has ceased to impose upon intelligent people. All that we tm- 
port from the Philippines we may continue to import, whoever holda them— 
the principal article, hemp, being free of duty, Our insignificant exports 
have fallen off with the withdrawal of a part of the troops and with the in- 
creasing disability on the part of the inhabitants to bay even articles of ne- 
cesaity, such being the poverty and distress which our rule has brought upon 
them. The proof of those statements is submitted in the subsequent form, 
all the figures being derived from the official reports of the Government. 

for twenty years, from June 30, 1478, to June d, 1608, covering the Admin- 
istrations of Hayes, Arthur, Cleveland (first), Harrison, and Cleveland (sec- 
ond), the average annual expenditures on the different branches of the Gov- 
erminent service per capita were as follows: 


Civilsorvice, 8 Indians and postal deficiency y 1.48 
War Department, inclnding fortifications and other rimilar works.. 75 
maty Department, including the construction of what is known as the 
ee 0 
Interest on the public debt 00 
Pensions, including the very heavy increase during the term of Prési- 
dent Harrison —————ͥ(k(—ůk é dͥò—w'•ͤ ! m . 1.52 
L L E I ON N TEN EOR 5.00 


The expenditures in five years of war and warfare under Presidonts Mo- 
Kinley and Roosevelt were as follows (annual average): 


Civil service 
War Departmen 
Navy Departmen 


During the last fiscal year, ending June 80, the expenditures have been as 
follows (during a year of so-called peace): 


Civil Service $1.77 
War Department.. 1.47 
Navy Department. Lis 
Interest 2 
E A SEE U S SA 1.72 

Average SG63635800——V—ꝗ—V—V pavemanenEdsecss Ssesaewese 6. 


An excess over the normal of twenty years of peace, order, and industry 
of £1.45 per head. 

But this does not show the whole ease. During the twenty years prior to 
the Spanish war the cost of pensions and interest was $2.42 per head. Had it 
not been for debta incurred and pensions toso-called “Spanish-war veterans," 
these charges, which had been reduced to $2.08 por head, would not have ex- 
ceedod 31.55 in the last fiscal year, the eet in of pensions through lapse of 
time now moving on with accelerating speed. 

These differences por head may seem to be of trifling importance, but 


| President Cleveland, 1804 to 1807, average.. 


| estimate to December 81. 1004, in which it was proved. 
| and warfare to that date would be over $900,000,000, 


when compnted on the population of June , 1004, the customary factor by 
which expenditures are distributed by the Treasury Department— 
The excess of expenditure in the civil service, at 20 cents per head, 

COMER RA P E EE ES NEE EAE deel t dogee daurekeleudednnulod 
The excess of expenditure on the Army, at T2 cents per head 
The excess of expenditure on the Navy, at 68 cents per hend 


The total of actual excess of expenditure during the warfare in 
the Philippine Islands and the tendency to militarism in the fis- 
cal 1 A T ea 

If to this be added 20 cents per head, by which tho interest and 
pension churge would have been diminished, exoept for war and 
DATING a one wise a cages . E SES E AA 


125,878 


000 


16, 080,000 


We find that the waste in war and warfare in the last fiscal year 
was a fraction less than ---~ 152,000,000 


The present tendency is to increase rather than to diminish, and when tho 
expenditures of the present six months ending December gl, 1044, are audited, 
the proof will be conrplote that the costof the war with Spain, which astrong 
administration would havo avoided, and the “criminalaggression" upon the 
people of the Phitippine Islands, which a weak administration brought npon 
the country, will have cost the taxpayers $120, (00,000, a sum slightly larger 
than the! entire bonded debt of the United States, bearing intercet, now 
outstanding. 

The pretext of expansion of commerce in the East in justification of clos- 
Ing the door to trade in the Philippine Islands to other nations, while stronu- 
ously urging the open door in China und other partsof Asia, has boen exposed 
and now excites only derision. In the computation of the cost of war and 
warfare to June , LX, it proved that we had been paying for five years 
$1.45 per head of our population to secure an export which amounted to 6} 
cents per head, on which there might have beon a profit to como one at the 
rate of l cent per head of the whole population. The figures of the lust year 
are even more groteaqne. ‘The cost of criminal aggression in tho Philippine 
Islands during the fiscal year ending June 9, 1803, was not less than $1.25 per 
hoad, after making any allowances that any reasonable man could mako for 
the alleged necessity of increasing the Army of tho United States and buid- 
ing battle ships to meet other contingencies. The exporta from the United 
States to the Philippine Islands have fallen off to less than 5cents per head of 
our 1 had there been a profit equal to 1 cent on the 5 centa they 
wonld not have fallen off. 

We are still wasting che lives and health of American soldiers and con- 
tinulng to bring 8 and want upon the ople of tho Philippine Islands 
under the pretense ot benevolent assimilation.” 

The effort to supprees tho evidence of torture, devastation, and rnin 
brought upon the poopie of these islands has failed; the facts of “ criminal 
aggression" have been proved. In this statement cho cost in money to the 
taxpayers of the United States is now submitted, 


EDWARD ATKINSON, 
BROOKLINE, MASS., October 2, 1903. 


THIRD COMPUTATION, TO JUNE 29, 1904. 
Extended on Government estimates to Juno 30, 1905.) 


The cost of war and warfare to June , 1904, computed from tho expendi- 
tures for six months, from June 8) to December 81, It, aud completed by 
estimate to the end of the fiscal year, June 30, 1904, for seven years—not less 
than $1,000,000,000, 

3 5 by estimates submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
une , 1905. 

In my first analysis of the cost of war and warfaro, July 4, 1%, it was 
proved that the average expenditures per head of pulation for twenty 
years antecedent to tho Spauish war been $5 per head, as follows: 


President Hayes, 1878 to 1881, average 
President Arthur, 1882 to 1655, average. 
President Cleveland. 18 to 1589, avcrage 
President Harrison, 1590 to 1894, average. 


Average for twenty years of peace..... T 5.00 

In this period and included in this avorage is the coat of what was called 
“the new Navy.“ which destroyed tho Spanish floats, 

In the subsequent five years of war and warfure under McKinley and 
8 it was proved that tho average expenditures per capita hed been 

LiL : 

It was proved that tho cost of war and warfare up to that date had been at 
the excess over 3700.000,00), 

In October, 14, I prepared s second statement, extending the figures by 
that the cost of war 


The estimates usod in that treatise have been more than justified by the 
officlal statemonts of the 3 of the Treasury in his computations of 
the expenditures to June d 1904, by which it appears that the average, per 
head. of the present year will be 28. 0. 

li also appears that the estimates presented by the Departments for the 
fiscal year ending June a), 194, if not exceeded, will be $7.70, 

Tho actual difference etween the normal rate provious to the Spanish 
war and the average of $0.54 for seven years of active and passive war and 
warlare would be, per head, $1.58. 

But during the eight years of Harrison and Cleveland the cost of ponsions 
and Interest was, por head, £2.50. k 

In the fiseal year ending June 3, 1903, pensions and interest were loss, per 
head, than . Reduction, 5) cents. 

Both charges are now rapidly diminishing and the normal cost of govern- 
ment, without war and warfare, in lan aud 194, estimated at $6.20, would 
not have exceeded $1.2) on a basis of peaco, order, industry, and good gov- 
ernmont, economically administered, 

‘The cost of paaaive war ond warfare is now over g per head now bein 
Sen on nearly R200000 poopie, or over $161,000,000, 

On tho #0th of June, WO, the cost of war and warfare, active and passive, 
will have beon $10,000,000, and even if the appropriations for the year J000 
PY ie at the end of that fiscal your it will have boen nearly 


We may take off $100,000.00 for expenditures now being mado of a usoful 


g as- 


| purpose which were not mado before tho Spanish war, such as irrigation, na- 


tional parks, the expansion of the Department of Agriculture, and the possi- 


bility that the consular service may be reorganized, with suitable compensa- 
tion to competont men, 


1904. 


At the lowest and most conservative estimates it is therefore 
proved that we have already spent on the Spanish war, as 
CORR DLO o a D —. N EROE ER 

On criminal aggression and passive warfare in the Philippine 
Islands 


$300, 000, 000 
600, 000, 000 
GN SS —— SPE RN eh EC TIDAL — 900, 000, 000 
And that before Jnne30, 1904, the total will stand at not less than $1,000,000,000. 
It is also proved that unless the spirit of aggressive militarism can be 
roy ai Map now costs $ per head—it will be over $2.50 in the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, with a constant tendency to increase as time goes on. 
In order to fix the relative increase in these charges, we may compare the 
different departments under the Administration of President Harrison and 
those of the last fiscal year under President Roosevelt: 


Harrison. | Roosevelt. 


re the averagein President Cleveland’s first term with 
© present fiscal year ending June 30, 1904. 


We may next com 
the expenditures of 


Cleveland Roosevelt. 


Civil service and Indlans 
War 


Navy 


Werse Üð4— ͤ—udLt 
At the interest and pension rates of 1904, deduct from 
the Cleveland Agores . .... 


AA AAA O EE 


The average expenditures of 1903 and 1904 have been $8.29, The estimates 
for 195 come to $8.76, 

these expenditures.and estimates been frea of the cost of continued 
aggression in the Philippine Islands, of the ones defensive works in the 
harbors of the Pacific, and the waste upon battle ships and other killing in- 
struments which form a necessary part of the policy of imperialism and over- 
sea expansion, the entire cost of the civil, military, and naval establishments, 
interest, pensions, irrigation, forest reservations, and support to agricultural 
science could not exceed $4.30 in the present fiscal year, and might eyen be 
lees in the next. 

At every point and by overs method that these accounts can be analyzed 
and fairly stated itis proved that the cost of war_and warfare has been, is, 
5 —— be over $2 per head on a population now about 82,000,000 and rapidly 

nereasing. : 

The taxpayers of the United States are now paying the penalty for the 
feeble Administration that brought us into this condition and the forcible, 
feeble Administration that as yet fails to get us out, at this rate of per 
head, or $10 per family, or over $160,000,000 per year, tending to increase. 

If it is assumed that the liberation of Cuba from oppression could not have 
been brought about without the Spanish war, commonly computed at 
$200,000,000, then the following estimates may be modified. 

If the Spanish war is proved not to have been n , then it is proved 
thut with this waste of six years of warand criminal aggression, $1,000,000,000, 
the whole bonded debt of the United States might bave been paid, witha 
large premium for the purchase of bonds not yet matured. 

t may be estimated that had this money been spent for any useful purpose, 
many measures now contemplated might have been partially or wholly car- 
ried out, 

Had we expended in the seven years $200,000,000 on the improvement of 
rivers and harbors, how much more would remain to be done? 

Had we expended $200,(40,000 on the irrigation of arid lands, how much 
would remain unproductive? 

Had we made up to the Southern States for pu ses of common education 
a sum a little more than equal to that which the Western States have derived 
from the public landa which Southern States surrrendered to the nation, 
which sum is about $05,000,000, by assigning aid to them of $10,000,000, what 
would be their present condition in the abutement of illiteracy? 

Had weappropriated only so much money as may be necessary toconstruct 
cruisers for the protection of commerce, such cruisers being necessary so long 
as predatory nations threaten it, might we not have saved g, 

What could we have done with the other $400,000,000, which we shall have 
worse than wasted before tho end of the present year, except to have remit- 
ted useless and oppressive, obstructive taxes! 4 

Or if the war with Spain is deomed one that could not have been avoided, 
of which the common estimate of cost is $300,000,900, should we not still have 
had a surplus of $100,000,000 to be applied to the reduction of taxation? 

When the cost of our National Government is again reduced to the nyver- 

of twenty years before the Spanish war—of $ per head, less at least $1 per 
head, or to $i, for falling in of pensions and interest, as it soon may be when 
the waste of militarism is stopped—what nation can compete with us in the 
Erodes pursuits of peace or in the expansion of our commerce with the 
world? 

If such are the proved conditions, then what does it cost each State or Ter- 
ritory at $2 per head on the 8 of the census year 1900, plus $2 per head 
on the subsequent increase—the actual cost being more and increasing? 

The following table will show, the computation being made in round thou- 
Bands, disregarding fractions, at the average rate of it being remarked 
that the richer States pay more, the poorer States less, uso these indirect 
taxes fall wholly on consumers in proportion to their consumption. 

Every family pays its proportion of this tax, which is imposed on beer, 

JACCO, spirits, faei, timber, steel, iron, and other metals, clothing, leather, 
cord w. , mgar, salt, fish, potatoes, and every other article of necessity, 
comfort, or luxury that is now subjected to a tax or duty. 5 

Indirect taxes are tolerated because those who pay them are not conscious 
of the burden. They are the resort of rulers who dare not expozo their pur- 
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The proportion by States and Territories on the census of 1000 is as follows: a 


State or Territory. Population.] Capital. 

1. New York 7, 500, $14, 660,000 
2. 6, 300, 000 12. 00,00% 
è 4,800,000 9,800,000 
4, 200, 000 8, 400, 000 

5, 100,000 6, 200, 000 

3, 000,000 6, 000, 000 

2, 800, 000 5, 800,000 

2,500,000 5,000, 000 

9, Michigan 2, 400, 000 4,800, 000 
10. Kentucky 2, 200, 000 4,400,000 
ll. Georgia 2, 200,000 4, 400, 000 
12. Iowa 2, 200,000 4,400,000 
13. Wisconsin 2,100,000 4. 80,00 
14. Tennessce 2,000,000 4,000,000 
eT Ea a aa al ee 1, 900, 000 8, 800,000 
TTT 1,900,000 3, 800, 000 
17. New Jersey 1, 900,000 3,800,000 
18. Alabama --- 1, 800, 000 8, 600, 000 
19. Minnesota.. 1, 890,000 3, 600,000 
SOR TO Re . 1, 600, 000 3, 200, 000 
SEn TEN A SEOSER 1,500,000 3, 000, 000 
£2 Kansas. 5 . EAA 1,500,000 8,000,000 
23. South Carolina 1, 400,000 2,800,000 
24. Louisiana 1, 400,000 2,800,000 
25. Arkansas. 1, 300, 000 2, 600,000 
26. Maryland. 1,200, 000 2,400, 000 
e e.. 1, 100, 000 2, 200, 000 
EEN LAE r LDS GT EM 7000, 000 2,000, 000 
29. Connecticut ), 000 1,800, 000 
30. Maine 700, 000 1,400,000 
81. Washington 500,000 1,000,000 
32. Florida 500,000 1,000,000 
83. Colorado 500, 000 1,000,000 
34. New Hampshire 400,000 800,000 
. Oregon „000 800,000 
W. Rhode Island. 400,000 800, 000 
N. Oxmhoma 400,000 800,000 
38. Indian Territory. 0,000 800,000 
39. Vermont 850,000 700,000 
40, North Dakota 300, 000 600,000 
41. Utah 800, 000 600,000 
42. Montana. 250, 500,000 
48. Delaware. 200,000 400, 000 
44. Idaho 150, 300,000 
45. Wyoming a 100, 000 200,000 
CB OVO See EA EN E AA ER FEO OA 50, 100, 000 
TOERE Seea aa T A EEA 7, 200,000 150, 400,000 

Taxes free — — SEES 1,100,000 2,200, 00 
..... TEON — — 76, 300, 000 152, 600,000 

TE IO ˙ A—. ⁵ß— 99090900 „000, 


a Increase a bout 7 por cent on each State to bring the figures to the present 
population. 


The increase in population from 1900 to 1004 would be 7 per cent average, 
or from 1 per cent in States from which emigrants pass toi per cent in Okla- 
homa, to which they come. 

Now, if the tax gatherer went to the door of every house or to the dwelling 
Macs of every person demanding $2 per head in cash or pe from each average 
‘amily, how long would this waste of warfare and mili last? 

11 this tax of & per head, or over $160,000,000 a year, were assessed directly 
upon the States according to law, to be collect mEnE hy a direct tax on 
property or by a poll tax, how soon would it be abated? fore a single Con- 
gressional term had ended would not this waste be stopped, or every Member 
who refused to stop it be relegated to a position where he could abuse a pub- 
lic trust no more? 

With these questions soon to be answered at the polls, I submit these com- 
putations to an anxious public, now constantly seeking for solution, and to 
sagacious politicians who are trying to save the nation from further dishonor 
and reckless waste on over-sea expansion and imperialism, 

Respectfully submitted. 


Boston, MASS., January 23, 190%. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no desire to enter into a 
discussion of the economic relations of the Philippines, which I 
think would be more properly discussed on a tariff measure; still 
less in regard to the American Navy, which I think we shall have 
an opportunity to discuss on the appropriation bill. I simply de- 
sire to get this bill through as soon as possible. 

In answer to what the Senator from Colorado said, I think itis 
proper for me to state briefly that neither the Senator from Iowa 
nor I, in anything we said yesterday, went further than to state 
what the wishes and desires of the Secretary of War were as we 
understood them. And of course neither of ns would undertake 
to give assurances to anybody as to the action of Congress. But 
it is also well known that both the Senator from Iowa and I 
strongly supported the bill of last year for a reduction of duties. 
I favor such legislation, and whenever the House sees fit to send 
uss bill of that character I shall certainly do all I can to pro- 
mote it. 

Now, Mr. President, I move to lay on the table the amendments 
offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK]. 

Mr. CARMACK. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to have theamendments stated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. State the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair), Tho 
amendments to the amendments will be stated. 


EDWARD ATKINSON, 


The SECRETARY, It is proposed to amend the amendments by 
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striking out ‘‘ five’ and inserting ‘‘six’’ in line 8, page 1; by 
striking out five“ and inserting six! in line 8, page 2; and 
by striking out five! and inserting ‘‘six*’ in line 25, page 2; so 
as to read "nineteen hundred and six“ in each instance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qnestion is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobo] to 
lay on the table the amendments offered by the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. CARMACK] to the amendments on which the yeas 
and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington (when his mame was called). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
McLaurin], which I transfer to the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Haw Ley], and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Depew], and therefore 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], and there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called), I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry], but by ar- 
rangement I transfer it so that the Senator from Mississippi will 
stand paired with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. BURTON], and I 
will vote. I vote yea.“ 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.SCOTT. Thave a general pair with the junior Senator from 
Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO], which I transfer to the senior Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], and will vote. I vote yea." 

Mr. CLAPP. Iam paired with the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Smmrons]. I transfer it to the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE], and will vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. CARMACK (after having voted in the negative). Idesire 
to inquire if the Senator from Wisconsin Mr. SPOONER] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed he has 
not. 

Mr. CARMACK. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. [havea general pair with the senior Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN}, whois absent, and there- 
fore withhold my vote. I make this statement not only as to this 
vote, but as affecting all votes this afternoon. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have a general pair with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. The Senator from Louisiana 
pe McEnenry] has a general pair with the Senator from New 

ork [Mr. DerEw]. We transfer those pairs, so that we may 
vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. McENERY. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Montana [Mr. CLARK]. The Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Carmack] has a 5 with the senior Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. e mutually transfer those pairs, so 
that the Senator from Montana stands paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin, thus allowing the Senator from Tennessee and 
myself to vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. CARMACK, I vote nay.“ 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to state that the senior Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Morcan] is unable to be present. He is paired 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I havea general pair with the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. MILLARD], who is absent, I transfer 
the pair tothe Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE], and will vote. 
I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 87, nays 15, as follows; 


Rh a 3 
Allce, Dietrich, Hopkins, latt, Conn. 
Allison, Dolliver, Keun, Piatt, N. Y. 
Ankeny, ryden, Kittredge, Scott, 
Ball. Fairbanks, Lodge, Smoot, 
Bard, Foraker, Long, Stewart, 
Boveridge. Foster, W. McComas, Warren, 
Burnham, rye, McCumber, Wetmore, 
Burrows, Fulton, Mitchell, 
Clapp, Heyburn, Neilson, 
Cullom, Hour, Perkins, 
NAYS—15. 

Bacon, Cockrell, McEnery, Patterson, 
Berry. Dubois, Murtin, Pettus, 
Carmack, man, Newlands, Teller. 
Clarke, Ark. timer, Overman, 

NOT VOTINGS. 
Aldrich, Daniel, Hawley, uarlos, 
Alzer, Depew Kearns, may, 
Balley, Dillingham, McCreary, Simmons, 
Bate, Elkins. fclLaurin, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Foster. allory, Stone, 
Burton, Gallinger, Milla: Taliaferro, 
Clark, Mont. amble, Money, Tillman, 
Clark, Wyo Gibson, Morgan, 
(lay, Hale, Penrose, 
Calbarson, Hansbrough, Proctor, 


So Mr. Canuack's amendments to the amendments were laid 
on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
amendments offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

ODGE]. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendments be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘They will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 3, strike out four“ and in- 
sort“ five;** page 2, line 8. strike out four“ and insert five; ” 
page 2, at the end of line 25, strike out four“ and insert five: 
so that in each instance it will read ' nineteen hundred and five.“ 

The amendments were agreed to, 

Mr. MALLORY. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, who, I believe, has charge of the bill, to the 
effect. of this proposed legislation on the legislation we passed 
yesterday. f 

Under the measure we passed yesterday, all Government sup- 
plies transported from this country to any point are to be trans- 
ported in American vessels only, except in one contingency—that 
is, when the President is impressed with the fact that the charges 
for the transportation are excessive or unreasonable. When he 
does reach that conclusion, power is vested in the President to 
make an exception to the law and to employ foreign-owned ves- 
sels, if he can find them, to transport the provisions and supplies. 

It will very probably happen that in transporting coal and sup- 
plies for our armies portions of the coal and the supplies would 
have to go to the Philippine Islands. Under this proposed act we 
positively prohibit any merchandise from being transported ex- 
cept in American bottoms. 

That on and after July 1, 1904, no merchandise shall ba transported by sea. 
under penalty of forfeiture thereof, between ports of the United States and 
ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, directly or via a foreign port, 
o Bat any part of the voyage, in any other vessel than a vessel of the United 

It strikes me that the two pies of legislation are in conflict 
with each other, and that if measure passes and becomes a 
law it will nullify the proviso in the bill passed yesterday. Ido 
not know whether the Senator’s attention has been called to it, 
but it seems to me it will be necessary to amend this bill in some 
Way so as to make it fit into the one passed yesterday. 

Mr. LODGE. My attention was called to it yesterday by the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], but I do not think there 
is any such conflict. However, if there should be, it would affect 
the other act and not this one. 

Mr. MALLORY. Why should it affect the other act and not 


this one? Because this passes more recently than the other act? 
Mr. LODGE. No; Ido not see that it could affect this act at 
all. As I understand it, under the other act Government sup- 


lies to any point in the world are to be carried in vessels of the 
United States sixty days after the passage of that act. 

Mr. MALLORY. Unless the President finds the charges to be 
CXCeSSLVe. 

Mr. LODGE. Unless the President should find it necessary to 
otherwise order. 

Mr. MALLORY. Then he can employ foreign vessels. 

Mr. LODGE. _ Undoubtedly. For the purposes of that act the 
Philippine Islands for a year after this time are foreign territory. 

Mr. MALLORY. But after that? 

Mr. LODGE. You mean after 1905? 

Mr. MALLORY. After 1905. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not see then that they can conflict at all. 

Mr. MALLORY. I may be a little dull, Mr. President, but it 
strikes me that after 1905, or under this act, all vessels to the 
Philippine Islands from ports of the United States must necessa- 
rily be American vessels. Under the act passed yesterday, which 
has no limitation to 1905, there is an exception, and the President 
may, under certain circumstances, employ foreign ships, The 
two acts are conflicting. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand the Senator to mean that a conflict 
will arise after 1905 on the exception which can be made by the 
President. 

Mr. MALLORY, Yes; that is the point I make; and I think 
we ought to attend to it now. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator thinks that the exception made in 
the use of the President’s power would not apply after 1905? 

Mr. MALLORY. Notif this act becomes a Er, because this 
act is positive and general. It distinctly declares that mo mer- 
chandise, which means all coal supplies for the Army or anybody 
else, shall be transported in anything but American ships, and yet 
in the act we passed yesterday we provide that under certain cir- 
curmstances they may be transported by foreign ships. If that is 
not a conflict and if it does not give rise toa serious question as to 
which act shall take precedence, I am very much mistaken. 

I donot raise this point for any captions purpose at all. Iwant 
to have our legislation straight, and t am inclined to think that—— 

Mr. LODGE. I think there is a question that arises there. I 
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supposed when the Senator began he meant that they wonld be in 
conflict before 1905, and I was unable to see how that could hap- 


pen. 

Mr. MALLORY, No; I am speaking of the permanent effect 
of the two acts. 

Mr. LODGE. Lsee the Senator’s point, and I think it could 
be met by an amendment, 

In order to meet the point raised by the Senator from Florida, 
I move to amend, by inserting in section 1, line 4, after the word 
„merchandise,“ the words except as provided in an act entitled 
An act to require the employment ot vessels of the United States 
for public purposes.“ 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator that 
that bill may never become an act. 

Mr. LODGE. L see that difficulty perfeetly well, but I see no 
other way of mecting it. : 

Mr. TELLER. I think if the Senator would reflect for a mo- 
ment he would see that he might except supplies for the Army 
and Navy. 

Mr. LODGE. Putting it in that general way, I think the Sen- 
ator is right and that that would be better. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is what I suggested yesterday, and I 
was trying to get the Senator to see it in that light. I thought 
he would come around to it, and Fam glad he has done so. 

Mr. LODGE. I modify the amendment, then, as suggested by 
the Senator from Colorado, so as to read: 

No merchandise, excep) supplies for the Army or Navy. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will bestated. 

The Stererarny, On page 1, line 4, afterthe word“ merchan- 
dise, insert except supplies for the Army or Navy.” 

Mr. MALLORY. Would not the effect of that be to nullify 
what we did yesterday? Yesterday we provided that they should 
not be transported in anything but American vessels, except un- 
der certain circumstances, This is an exception generally. 

Mr, LODGE. No; it does not say that they shall be trans- 
ported in foreign sape It does not say that supplies for the 
Army and Navy shall be 

Mr. MALLORY. Has the Senator the bill before him? 

Mr, LODGE. Ihave. 

Mr. MALLORY, Will the Senator please read that portion? 

Mr. LODGE. It reads as follows: 

That on and after July 1, 195— 

As amended— 
no merchandise, except supplios for the Army or Navy, shall be transported, 
otc, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON, Has the Senator already offered an amend- 
ment to section 6 this morning? 

Mr. LODGE. I have. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has been agreed to? 

Mr. LODGE. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when the bill which passed yes- 
terday was before the Senate several days ago, I made a state- 
ment that there had been a public hearing before the Secreta: 
of War, and I requested the chairman of the committee who ha 
the bill in charge, the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], to 
call for that hearing, stating that I had been informed by a per- 
son who was present that a stenographer had taken it down in 
the presence of the several gentlemen who were there desirous of 
giving their views on the subject of the bill which was then pend- 
ing, as well as the bill which is now pending. 

Fearing that the Senator who had the bill in charge would not 
do that, and exercising what I thought to be the right of a Sena- 
tor, I addressed a letter to the Secretary of War asking him for a 
copy of the evidence or tho statements so taken before him, I 
hold in my hand his reply, which I will read. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, Marek 1, 1904, 


My DEAR SENATORN: Tam just in receipt of your note of February 29, in 
which you say thut you have seen several newspaper reports of a hearing ha- 
fore me last Thursday upon the Philippine shipping bills, Senate bills 259 
and 224, and that you would like to have a report of that hearing. 

In reply I beg to say that there wns a hearing bofore ment the request of 
crronx intercstod in the passage of the Philippine shipping bill (S. 2200) relat- 
ug to the enastwise-trading Inws and their application to the trans-Pacific 

trade, in which se ferenco was made to the bill now pending before the 
Bennato. Tua ste 3 notes. have not been earefnily correoted, but 
sheonid the Phiifpp mittee or the shipping committee reqnost me to 
transmit the same, [shall be pleased to do 0. The language in the disons- 
sion in the Senate to which I have been referred socmed to hm ve the question 
of sending in the evidence to the action of the chairman of the committoe or 
the Senntor having vuarge of the bill. I havo sent a copy of this letter to 
Senator Hann. = 

War. I. Tarr, 


Very sincerely, yours, 
Secretary of War. 


Hon. Huxny M, TELUR 
United States Sonate. 


Mr. President, I want to say that that is quite a remarkable 
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letter. So far as this bill is concerned, it is not a matter of very 
great consequence, but I wish to enter my protest against that 
rule being applicable. In all the time I have been in the Senate 
I have never known an executive officer to decline to give infor- 
mation of this character to a Senator on his invitation by letter 
or in person. I knowof no rule that will authorize the Secretary 
of War to make such a statement when I write him a letter ask- 
ing him for that which he has, which is a public matter, not to 
be covered by secrecy, as it might be contended certain classes of 
matter before: him may be, but a matter entirely public, com- 
mented on by the newspapers, persons not connected with the 
Government at all being present. There is no rule, and never 
has been, which authorizes any executive officer of this Govern- 
ment to say that he will only give this evidence upon the applica- 
tion of a chairman of a committee or of a Senator in charge of a 
bill, and I do not believe that there ever will be a rule of that 
kind recognized by the members of this body. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TELLER. Lyield. 

Mr. HALE, Ihave just come into the Chamber. Is the Sena- 
tor referring to any letter from the Secretary of War with refer- 
ence to hearings before him in relation to the bill that has just 
passed the Senate? 

Mr. TELLER. Iam; in relation to the bill that is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Ibad a letter from him this morning 

Mr. TELLER. It is a copy of this letter, I understand. 

Mr. HALE, In which he said that he had written to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, but: I did-not understand from the. letter 
which I received that the Secretary of War isin any way seckin 
to withhold information, I think he said init that he jud 
either from the Senator’s letter or from reading the reports in 
the RECORD that it was uncertain whether the information was 
to be called for by the chairman of the committee or the Senator 
in charge of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER, Let me read, if the Senator will permit me, 
what he does say. = 

Mr. HALE. Ishall be very glad to have the Senator read it, 
because my attention has just been called to it. 

Mr. TELLER. After in very polite terms declining to give 
me the information or send me the papers, he says: 

The gtonographio notes have not 


This is his denial— 


The stenographic notes have not been carefully corrected, but should the 
Philippine committee or the shipping committee request me to transmit the 
same I shall bo pleased ta do so. Tae language in tho discussion inthe Senate 
to which [have been referred scemed to leave tho question of sending in the 
evidence to the action of the chairman of the committee, or the Benator 
having charge of the bill. I have sent a copy of this letter to Senator HALE. 


Now, Mr. President, that, in the first place, is a positive denial 
to send the matter on my request; secondly, he lays down the 


rule that he will only send documents of this kind when the 


chairman of a committee or a Senator having the bill in charge 
asks him so to do. The Senator was not here when I commenced 
speaking. I was saying that no such rule has ever existed in my 
experience in public affairs, 

Mr. HALE. No; nor do I think the Secretary of War, who 
has just come into his place atthe head of that Department-and 
who has not had experience in either branch of Congress, means 
to get up a rule. I think he is entirely sincere about it. I do not 
think there is anything sinister about his attitude in this matter 
or that he is attempting in any way to withhold information. 

The facts are about as I supposed when it came the other day, 
that there never had been any regular hearing taken with the 
expectation of reporting it or of having it written ont for any- 
body, but it was only for his own information. 

Mr. LODGE. It was informal. 

Mr. HALE. It was entirely informal; and as will sometimes 
happen to any of us in going to a Department-— 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, Mr: President, that is not the fact. I 
said what I know, that this was a deliberate hearing in which a 
stenographer was employed and gentlemen interested in this 
shipping business appeared before the Secretary, made their 
statements, which were taken down, the Secretary asking some 
qucstions and expressing some opinions. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understand; but I understand that the hear- 
ing or the interview, Whatever it was, was at the instance of par- 
ties who went to the Secretary and wanted to confer with him 
adlont it: that it was not a thing that he had called 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HALE, Or that he had appointed a hearing, but that they 
did, as they do sometimes, take it down, and that is about the 
end of it, more for his information 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no, Mr. President, 
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Mr. HALE. It was not in any way an official or formal mat- 
ter. I do not think, really, there is anything sought to be kept 
back. It did not occur to me from my letter, which was a copy 
of the Senator's letter or the Senator's a copy of mine, that the 
Secretary in any way intended any such thing. He might have 
brought out the point he would send it toa committee or to a 
chairman a little stronger than if he had experience here in the 
Senate or in the House, but that he intended in any way to keep 
back information, suppress it, or be guilty in any way of disre- 

ct, either to this body or to the Senator or to any member of 
the body, I can not in the least believe. I do not think the Sec- 
retary is at fault. š 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I have not concluded what I 
wanted to say. It will be time enough, I think, for the Senator 
from Maine to get in his defense of the Secretary when I make an 
attack on him, 

Mr. HALE. Icame into the Chamber while the Senator was 
on the floor, and I did not know even what the Senator was allud- 


ing to. 

Mr. TELLER. Ihave not made any attack on him. This hear- 
ing was like the hearing before a committee of this body, at the 
request of people who are opposed to the shipping bill. What 
was the purpose of taking it down if it was not to affect the mind 
of the Secretary, who was known to be a pronounced enemy of 
this bill beyond question? 

Mr. HALE, Is the Senator sure that this so-called“ hearing“ 
was of persons opposed to the shipping bill, or was it of those in 
favor of the bill? 

Mr, TELLER. I did not mean to say opposed. I meant to say 
those favoring the bill, 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Senator did. 

n The hearing was of shipping people who favor 
the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. Those who are in favor of the bill. That is 
what I meant to say, but I said ‘‘ opposed.”’ 

Mr. HALE, It was nota hearing of people opposed to the bill. 

Mr. TELLER, There may have been gentlemen opposed to the 
ideas in question. I do not know abont that. I did not ask. 

Mr. HALE. I think not. 

Mr. TELLER. But, Mr. President, it was well known that 
the Secretary of War was opposed to this principle to be applied 
to our shipping. He had expressed himself decidedly as governor 
of the Philippine Islands. He could not have done so more 
strongly. Language could hardly be found, I think, that could 
be more expressive. He comes into the position of Secretary of 
War untried, I will admit, so far as legislative experience is con- 
cerned, and an attempt was made here to make it appear that he 
had changed his views. I did not believe he had. Ido not be- 
lieve he has now. I believed he had made expressions in that 
hearing that would indicate he had not changed his views, and 
that is the reason why I wanted the report of that hearing. 

That is not the question now, Mr. President. The question 
now is whether I transcended my duties or exceeded my rights as 
a Senator when I called upon him fora report of that hearing, 
and if I had the right to call, whether he ought not to have sent it, 

Now, Mr. President, I have an acquaintance with the Secretary 
of War of some years’ standing. I do not desire to say anything 
to reflect at all disagreeably on him, for I regard him as a gentle- 
man, aman of high character, as was his father before him, whom 
I had the pleasure of knowing quite well. But he has probably 
fallen under the influence of some of his clerks or some others 
who surround him, who told him that he was not obliged to do 
this thing. And of course he was not obliged to doit. There is 
no way by which I can enforce my right if he declines it. I sup- 

se the Senate might do it, but I could not as a Senator simply. 

But, Mr. President, this is in keeping somewhat, I will say, 
with the tendency of this age and day. There has been for the 
last several years an effort, it seems to me, on the part of the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government—and it is not confined to the 
present Administration, either—to minimize the rights, duties, 
and powers of this body. Ido not know how far it will go. It 
has practically destroyed, now, our prerogatives, as we consid- 
ered them heretofore, in certain directions, because it seems to 
be sufficient to say in answer to any objection that may be made 
against certain acts, Why, the President has considered this 
matter, and therefore you are excluded from any consideration in 
that particular.” The President has performed the duty the Con- 
stitution puts upon us, 3 

Mr. President, I have called the attention of the Senate to this 
matter because I think it is the right of the Senate and the right 
of a Senator to have information of this kind, and that it can not 
be withheld by any executive officer except upon thestatement that 
it belongs to the secret archives of the Government and can not 
be given to usor to the public compatibly with the public inter- 
est and the welfare of the country. Nobody will ever apply that 


rule to a public hearing in one of the Executive Departments of 
this Government. 

I think I have said all I care to say on the N I do not 
want anyone to go away from here now and say that I am attack- 
ing the Secretary, or that I have given any occasion for anyone 
to think he ought to get up and defend the Secretary. Certainly 
he does not need any defense until I attack him. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ioffer the amendment which I send to the 
desk as a substitute for the pending bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill and insert: 

That upon all articles brought or imported into the United States from 
foreign countries on vessels of the United States upon which import duties 
are required to be paid a rebate of such duties shall be allowed as follows: 
Of 5 per cont where the specific and ad valorem duties together upon such 
articles amount to less than 25 per cent of the value of the articles, and of 10 
par cent where such duties amount to more than 25 per cent of the value of 

he articles. But this section shall not apply to articles that are admitted 
into the United States free of duty. 

Sud. 2. That upon all vessels not of the United States which carry goods, 
wares, merchandise. or passengers from any port of the United States to any 
foreign port there shall be imposed and collected before leaving an American 
port for any foreign port a tax of $? per ton on such vessels’ gross tonnage 
admoeasurement. 

SrO. 3. That it shall be lawful, for the period of three years from tho pas- 
sage of this act, for any bona fide citizen or citizens of the United States, or 
of any corporation organized under the laws of the United States, or of any 
American State, engaged in or 8 to engage in the foreign carryin 
trade of the United States to import and enter at any port of the Unitec 
States, to be used in said foreign trade and not in the coustwise trade of the 
United States, any vessel or vessels suitable for such foreign trade and of a 
sizo not less 1,000 tons gross, and of age not more than five years, and 
have the same duly registered as a vessel or vesscls of the United States, 
That upon all such vessels imported during the first six months of said term 
of three years there shall be paid a duty of $1 per 8 ton; upon all such 
vessels imported during the second six months of said term there shall be 
paid a duty of $3 pa 988 ton; upon all such vessels imported during the 
third six months of said term there shall be paid a nay of $5 per gross ton, 
and upon all such vessels imported during the remainder of said three years’ 
term there shall be paid a duty of $7 per gross ton, and the duties on such 
vossols shall be in addition to the lar registration fees and charges, and 
shall be paid before or at the time of their registration. 

BEC. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall carry this law into effect 
— 5 85 rules and regulations not inconsistent herewith to be promulgated by 

aim. 

Sec. 5. That the President is respectfully requested to secure modification 
of treaties with foreign countries so far as they may conflict with the opora- 
tions of this act, and should such modifications not be secured within on» year 
from the passage of this act then all such treaties shall be considered as so 
modified 2 act. 

Src. 6. This act, except section 6 (which shall go into offect immediately), 
shall not take effect until one year from its passage. 

Sud. 7. That all acts and parts of acts,so far as they are inconsistent with 
this act, are hereby repealed. 


Mr. LODGE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts moves to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I desire to be heard. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not know the Senator desired to speak to 
the amendment. I withhold the motion, of course, if the Senator 
so desires. 

Mr. PATTERSON addressed the Senate. After having spoken 
fifteen minutes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
will please suspend. The hour of 4 o'clock has arrived, at which 
time, by unanimons consent, unobjected pension cases on the Cal- 
endar are to be considered. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Colo- 
rado is not going to speak very long on this matter, I will ask 
unanimous consent that the pension bills may be temporarily laid 
aside until the Senator finishes his address. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should prefer, Mr. President, to allow 
the unfinished business to go over and let the special order take 
its course, 


[Mr. Prrerson’s speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 
GEORGE W. DAY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
first unobjected pension bill on the Calendar, 

The bill (H. R. 1316) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Day was announced as first in order, and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike ont 
“ forty” and insert thirty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, gte. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Day, late of Com- 


pany I, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of S per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. That is a bill which, on a previous day, I 
asked to have go over for the purpose of finding out the condition 
of the pensioner. J ask the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to my statement. 

I received, and have just sent for it, an affidavit which came to 
me, giving a description of the condition of pensioner. He is 
absolutely helpless and requires the constant attendance of some- 
body to dress and undress 
is still in need of constant attendance; and I will ask the 
man of the committee to let the amendment of the committee be 
disagreed to, so that the rate of pension may stand at $40 per 
month as passed 5 House of Representatives. 

Mr. MC UMBE Upon the further evidence that has been 
furnished in this case, the committee instruct me to consent that 
the amendment be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. sage ke make an inquiry in regard 
to the pending pension bill? Is it theincrease of a $12 pension 
under the general act? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Thave not the report with meat the present 
time, and I do not remember very well what it is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I inquire for this reason: There 
are a good many soldiers pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, 
the highest aed under that act being $12, who have ab- 
solutely helpless. If their disabilities arose from seryice ori 


they would be entitled to $72 per month. I had understood that | of 


it was the rule of the committee not to increase a $12 pension 


granted under thé act of June 27, 1890, above $30 per month; and is no 


in a case where a soldier is absolutely helpless and requires the 
constant aid and attendance of another party, I had drawn a bill 
giving that rate, supposing that that was the ‘rule the committee 
had adopted. There is no question in the condition of this soldier 
but that under the general law he would be entitled to $72 per 
month. I had understood, however, that where the disabilities 
can not be traced to'a service origin, the rule was that the pen- 
sion in such cases should only be increased to $30 a month. I 
shall make no objection to this bill, but if in such cases the rate 
is to be $40 month, I want to have the pensioner under my 
bill pensioned at that rate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will state to the Senator that, while there 
are no printed or written rules in reference to the exact amounts 
that will be allowed in cases of this kind, the general rule that 
has been adopted by the committee has been that where the sol- 
dier has received the highest amount that could be allowed under 
the law of 1890, although he may not be entitled to any pension 
under any other law by reason of his inability to show the service 
origin of his complaint, nevertheless, where he is totally unable 
to perform any manual labor whatever the rate allowed shall 

cate from $24 to $30 A 3 month, pera upon the length of 
his service, If, in addition to to this utter inability to perform 
manual labor, his condition is such that he is more or less help- 
less, so as to require the aid and assistance of a third person, we 
then allow a sum aboye $30 a month that will be commensurate 
with his condition, or such as will pay for the necessary outside 
8 that he nrust obtain to take care of himself. 

Mr. PLATT of Connectiout. Under those circumstances, I 
think I will withdraw the bill in the case to which I have re- 
ferred, and introduce ono fixing the rate at $72 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. GREGORY. 


The bill (S. 3690) granting an increase of ion to George W. 
Gregory, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word!“ Company,“ to insert I;“ 
in line 7, after the word “Infantry,” to strike out “ Mexican;” 
and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ war,” to insert “ with 
Mexico; ” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it a perp eto. oS, Shee the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized ce on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and imitations orth . pens 2 onde the name of eof George W. Gregory, late of 
Company I, Third Regim Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, 
and pay hit a pension atte ats $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 


The 3 were agreed to 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
c our a ileal cont. Toa 
e bill was orde ora 
the third time, and passed. 
ANDREW JACKSON POWER. 


The bill (S. 236) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Jackson Power was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the w. „to strike out 
“K” and insert G; 5 in line 7, after the word Infantry,“ to 
strike out Mexican; in the same line, after the word war, 


While he is 5 he | isnow 
chair- 


to insert with Mexico;’’ and in line 9, before the word“ dollars,” 
sate he out ‘‘ forty ’’ and insert twenty;’’ so as to make the pill 


Be it enacted, ete., Tha 
authorized andl dineoted to 
5 
0 m 
— — ang 


t the 5 the Interior be, and he is sao 


lace ject to the 
—— laws, mead name — antes teen late 


Regiment Kentucky Vi war with 
3535. 


estate 5 were agreed to 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered „ for a third reading, read 
the third time, an 

prints 8. CHENEY, 

The bill (S. 3936) granting bps airs! e gcse 
Cheney was considered 

The bill was reported 1 from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the words widow of,” to strike out 
“ Major;” in ‘line 7, before the word “ First,” to strike out “of” 
and insert maj jor; and in line 9, before the word dollars,” to 
strike out thirty hre ” and insert twenty-five;“ so as Pas 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., vis fed of the Interior d he is hi 
3 cus, W 0 rh ine ae er 


pension the 
dint tho onan ine, eau oF iania 8. Cheney, widow 
of John T. 5 major, First Regiment Volunteer Light Ar- 
ery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she 
Ww 


The E were agreed to, 
The bill was she to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
The bill ae dazed bo be engrossed 7 third reading, read 
e was orde ora 
the third time, and passed. 
CLARA d. GARRETSON, 

The bill (S. 2894) granting a pension to Clara G. Garretson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word captain,“ to strike 3 
Lok; in the same line, before the word Indi to insert 
“Regimi ent; and in line 9, before the word dollars,“ to strike 
out Shitty” and insert twenty; 80 as to make the bill read: 

Be it se pee 3 That the Secretary of the — be, and he is hereby, 

authorized 7 on the pension roll. sub; ject to the provisions 
= imitations tn — oe — . —9 ~~ . 5 Clara eee 2 
. — 8 Infantry, and pay her a penal at the arog at 0 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE T, EDWARDS, 

The bill (S. 3833) granting an increase of pension to George 
T. Edwards was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word late,” to strike out of 
and insert “ca tain; and in line 8, before the word dollars,“ 
to strike out 55 and insert “ twenty- four;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 


and riots — of the George late cap- 
in Com Nin th 
— — — Se soning. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ithe bal was eai Die 
e was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. a: 


EPHRAIM L. HERRIOTT, 


The bill (S. 883) granting a pension to E. Laurence Herriott was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the 55 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the 1 su bject tothe provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name a L. Herriott, late g assistant sur- 
— — pay him a pension at the rate of 812 per 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was sporea tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
mn al ee pata to be f third 
was engrossed for a reading, read 
the tills az pod ded to read: “A bill gran -pensio 
Was amen: 80 as tor * a n 
to Ephraim L. Herrio ting 
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JAMES GARRY, 

The bill (S. 2690) granting an increase of pension to James 
Gary was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word late,“ to strike out the 
name *‘ Gary ” and insert Garry; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Garry, late of Com- 
pany O. Ninety-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase. 


of pension to James Garry.“ 
ORRIN L. MANN, 


The bill (S. 3500) granting an increase of pension to Orrin L. 
Mann was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
one hundred” and insert fifty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orrin L. Mann, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 5 — him 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELI HEADLEY. 


The bill (S. 8727) granting an increase of pension to Eli Head- 
ley was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“ twenty-four” and insert ‘‘ twenty; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Eli ey, late of Company 
D, One hundred and eſeventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, an: 1 pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. í : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH HALL. 


The bill (S. 3654) granting a pension to Hannah Hall was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word month,” to insert and $2 

r month additional on account of the minor children of said 
Nobis W. Hall until they reach the age of 16 years; so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | ah Hall, widow of 
Se Sek eta Contes hava iencion cs chara coekeit oor RARA 
her month additional on account of the minor children of said John W. 
until they reach the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES L, ACKLEY. 


The bill (S. 2938) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Ackley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. i 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 6, after the word late, to strike out “of” 
and insert second lieutenant; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed oa on the pension roll, sub to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the nameof James L. 3 second 
Heutenant Compan First ent Wisconsin Volunteer ry, and 
. the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


The amendment was to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JULIUS BODENSTAB. 

The bill (S. 2937) granting an increase of pension to Julius Bo- 
denstab was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word “lieutenant,” to strike out 
of; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed so con on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julius Bodenstab, late first 
lieutenant Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ONNE H. ROPKA, 

The bill (S. 2857) granting an increase of pension to Onne H. 
Ropka was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itpropeses 
to place on the pension roll the name of Onne H. Ropka, late of 
Company M, Fourteenth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RUBY A. STIRDIVANT. œ 

The bill (S. 3519) granting a pension to Ruby A. Stirdivant was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Ruby A. Stirdivant, widow of 
William Stirdivant, late of Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment 
Wiron Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 88 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
. GEORGE W. HOWARD. 

The bill (S. 3978) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Howard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of George W. How- 
ard, late of Company D, Forty-ninth Regiment Ilinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS P. WENTWORTH. 

The bill (S. 1436) granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Wentworth was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas P. 

entworth, late of Company H, Twenty-first Regiment Wiscon- 

sin Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH B. CRAWFORD. 

The bill (S. 3394) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Crawford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
eet to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph B. Craw- 

ord, late of Company A, Seventy-fifth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
aled engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


RINALDO M. GRISWOLD. 


The bill (S. 454) granting an increase of pension to Rinaldo M. 
Griswold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Rinaldo M. Gris- 
wold, late of Company G, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HAMILTON s. GILLESPIE. 

The bill (S. 2348) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 8. 
Gillespie was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 


rected to place on the pension roll, sub to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, S ay — 


the name of Hamilton S. Gillespie, late captain Compan 
B and lieutenant-colonel Fiftieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, nA 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiy- 
ing. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL B. BAILEY. 

The bill (S. 140) granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
Bailey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions withan 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel B. Bailey, late of Com- 
pany E, Sixty-first nt Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

STERLING L. PARKER. 

The bill (S. 3979) granting an increase of pension to Sterling L. 
Parker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word Infantry,” to insert and 
Company B, First Battalion Dakota Volunteer Cavalry;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sterling L. Parker, late of 
Company C, Forty-fifth Re: ent Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and Company 
B, Fist Battalion Dakota Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
the third time, and passed. 7 

LUTHER S. BAKER. 


The bill (S. 3977) granting an increase of pension to Luther S. 
Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars.“ to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert twenty-four;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of Luther S. Baker, late of 


Com H, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay ins & pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is iow re- 


read 


ceiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JUSTIN’ M. COOPER. 

The bill (S. 2871) granting an increase of pension to Justin M. 
Cooper was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“ fifty ” and insert twenty; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Justin M. Cooper, late of 
Company H, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. > 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT SCHERMERHORN. 


The bill (S. 2872) granting an increase of pension to Ruth A. 
Schermerhorn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the 8 laws, the name of Albert Schermerhorn, late of Company C, 


Forty-third iment New York Volunteer Infantry, and him 
at the rate of $A per month in lieu of that he is now receiving, payable to his 
duly constituted guardian. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


| 
H 
f 


The title was amended soas to read: “A bill. granting an in- 

crease of pension to Albert Schermerhorn.” 
RICHARD F. NUGENT. 

The bill (S. 3896) granting an increase of 

gent was considered as in Committee of the 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 

amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


ion to R. F. Nu- 
ole. 


That the Siesia? of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
e pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


rae eal resp ion th f Richard F.N t, late tain Co 
of the pension laws, the name of Ric . Nugen cap mpan 
d pay him a pension a 


Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, an 
te 5 5 of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard F. Nugent.” 


FLORENCE E. FOSTER. 


The bill (S. 8919) granting a pension to Florence E. Foster was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the 5 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Florence E. Foster, widow of David M. Fos- 
ter, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment United States Infantry, and ord- 
nance detachment, 


nited States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 Ber month, and $2 par month additional on account of each of the minor 
children of said David M. Foster until they reuch the age of 16 years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE COFFEE. 


The bill (S. 3878) granting an increase of pension to George 
Coffee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
thirty“ and insert twenty-four;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the rension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Coffee, late of 
Compeny B, Second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry,and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. NESMITH. 


The bill (S. 4829) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Nesmith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word quartermaster,” to in- 
sert first lieutenant and regimental; ” and in line 10, before the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ forty ” and insert “ thirty;” so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 
authorized Ae directed to 8 pe 8 55 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Nesmith, widow 
of Arthur S. Nesmith, late first lieutenant and regimental quartermaster, 
FFF 00 
an + 
tate sf $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. pas ea Pace 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LOUIS GROVERMAN. 


The bill (S. 4246) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Groverman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word Infantry,“ to strike out 
“of” and insert“ United States; ” and in line 8, before the word 
dollars,“ to strike out “‘ twenty-four” and insert twenty;” so 
as to make the bill read: 


and 
Mong re! C, First Regiment United States Infan 


ceiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
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Tie AG See is an T e Sk Dy nee A ae: 
Te e lee tbe. pom i third reading, read 
ə bill was o or a 5 

the third time, and passed. 
CYRUS Q. LEMMOND, 
The bill (S. 8879) grani eee Lem- 
maT —— £ the Whole. Q 
was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
ts. in line 6, after the word of, to strike ont the let- 
insert the name “ Cyrus;” and in line 8, before the 
and insert ‘ ‘sixteen; 


amendmen 
ter O. an 


— . “dollars” to strike out * 80 
as to make the bill read: : tae - 
5 e ie BOST o the or be, and he is hereby, 


. to the provisions 
ae E N a r Ank, 
pey kima $ 2 Dension at the Fate of $10 per mon ean ts hon of tet ne ie ae 

The 3 were agreed to 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were conc 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


bah ele mee atin to read: “A bill granting an in 
tle was 80 as an in- 
gran 


Leer eee 3 
bill gran ee Garrett v. Chamberlin 
Th 8. 841 ting a on to 
Phi Har N) granting i ttee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported a Hock tis Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the word Infantry,” to insert war 
with Spain; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to on the pension ect tothe provisions 
aad limitations of the on laws, the name of rGarrete x. Chamberlin, late 
of Company B, First t Florida Volunteer Infantry, war 
and pa; Phin a pension a the rate of $10 per month. 

The feae ee was agreed to 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM H. COLLINGWOOD, 


The bill (S. 4254) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Collingwood was considered asin Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after 1 to strike out 2 
Com E” and insert “ regimental commissary-sergeant;”’ an 
in Tine © before the word dollars,“ to strike out “ thirty ” and 
ee “ twenty-four; go as to make the bill read: 
it enacted, etc., That the caplet of a ak 3 eons 
authorized and directed to place — 0 bo na tet ta: aH. 885 oot, 


-sergeant, Fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol 
unteer Cavalry, jan pay Miva peso ab the rato of der mou i Hou of 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN C. FELTON. 
The bill (S. 8774 nting an increase of on to John C. 
see aa 5 of . 


TE 
8 „Seventh West y 
a A ETL per MONE 2 


ne amendments were a 
The bill was 8 1 Phy Seq oe amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred 
. 3 for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOSHUA DAY, 


=p an increase of 
consid Sees Cerritos of the 


5 8 


Be it tc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
e ee 


ee eg ot ho pa er ene Ses Dey eet oa? 

en olun a n- 

Be Regiment West Virg rg igi pirar tatiga eon e Ae A 
The amendments were 


agreed to. 
rire DEN lpr tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
The psi lag piia take ngrossed for a third reading, read th 
bill was e ora 0 
third time, and passed. s 
STALNAKER MARTENEY. 
The bill (S. 1687) ting a pension to Stalnaker Marteney was 
considered as in in Committeo of the Whole. x 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
8 to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That 3 the Interior ba therapy hereby, authorized and 
252. a 
ms 0 o name 0 

C, One hundred and Minty third Rogiment West Virginie Militia Infantry, 
and pay hima pension at rate of 8 

The amendment was to. 


The bill 5 to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ISAAO ZELLERS, 


The bill (S. granting an increase of 
C 


amendment, in Ine 3, before the word dollars“ o oe out 


“forty ” and 25 twenty-four;“ so as to make th 

rahe pe p Mae 55 e is hereby, 
authorized directed to place on pensi: the provisions 
— nd imitations of the pension Tawa, tho name of Taaa bioch are, late of Oom- 


t 
fiftieth ent „ 
ar him s pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now L 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


. hundred and 


JACOB HORNING, 
The bill (S. 2960) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Horning was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior 1 and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to placeon the oa roll, subject to the pry pean and limitations 
ə name Jacob Horning, late of Company A, One hun- 
Regiment Pennsylvania Drafted M nfant „and 


Company H, Fi th Regiment New York Volunteer Engineers, an 
him a pension at ine rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 5 and pay 


The amendment was agreed to 
The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
a bill was ord of tobe grossed for a third reading, read 
was order en, ora T 
the third time, and passed. : 
JOSEPH W. BUTZ. 
eee ting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
nsiderod as în Co in Committee of the Whole. R 
from the Committee on Pensions with an 
„In line 8, before the word dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and rage twenty; s0 as to make the. bill read: 


heey rimar eer on roll, subject to the provisions 
tations of the nelon awe, the a name of Joseph W. Butz, late of Com- 
yb, Sixty test Nania Volunteer Infantry, an y 
E pension at o rate o O per mon in lieu of that he is now g 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was con 


curred 
The bill was ordered to be e for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. e A 


SARAH L. AUGUR, 


The bill (S. 4317 granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 
1 was ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
lace on the pension roll the name of Sarah L. ae 

oe William H. Augur, late first lientenant and 
quartermaster Seventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer fantry, 
F per month in lieu of that she is 

now recei 
3 bill was “Pacey to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time e, and passed. 
SAMUEL H. LEGROW. 


The bill (S. 2320) granting an increase of on to Samuel H. 


Legrow was esos as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ion roll the name of Samuel H. Legrow, 
ighth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 


fate of Company B, 


1904. 
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and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. ~ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


VIRGINIA C. SPENCER. 


The bill (S. 8771) ting an increase of pension to Virginia 
C. Spencer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word late, to strike out “of” 
and insert first lieutenant; and in line 9, before the word 
„dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five ” and insert seventeen; 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of V aC. , widow 
of Orrin L. § late first lieutenant Company G, Fifth t Ver- 


pencer, 
mont Volunteer Infantry, and her a pension at the rate of r month 
in lieu of that she ee aa 55 

The amendments were a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ` 

WILLIAM J, P. BUCK. 

The bill (S. 2952) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. P. Buck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word Connecticut,“ to insert 
Volunteer; and in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike 
ont „ and insert “twenty-four; ” so as to make the 
bill read: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of William J. P. Buck, late of 
Company D, Second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and 
Day a, a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, a little while ago, 
on the ground of helplessness, a bill for a soldier in Iowa was 
passed at $40. I wish to call attention to the report of the com- 
mittee in this case: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2952) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William J. P. Buck, have examined the same and 
Te ie 


port 
I introduced the bill at 872 per month. 


This bill as amended proposes to increase from $12 to $24 per month the 
pension of William J. P. Buck, late of Company D, Second ent Con- 
necticut Volunteer Heavy Artillery, who served from January 4, 1864, to 
a 1865, when honorably discharged. 

nt is & helpless cripple, who is now the maximum pension 
of $12 per month provided by the act of June 27, 1890. He is I years of 
and has lost both legs below the knee. They were amputated hospital in 
1896, the cause being senile gangrene. He also suffers from deafness and 
reer infirmities of old age. He has never made claim under the general 


W. 
se — a poor man, without a home, and now lives with a son, who works 
a A 


It seems to me that this case is just as deserving as the first one 
passed this afternoon at $40. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will state to the Senator that the distinc- 
tion between that case and the present one is this, and it is a dis- 
tinction which has been considered in every case: First, the 
length of service in this case, I believe, was about a year or less 
than a year. 

Mr. BLATT of Connecticut. Less than a year. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Second, there is no evidence in the report 
of the committee showing the necessity for pt Lge assistance. 
In other words, while the pensioner is unable to perform any 
manual labor, I believe there is nothing in the report which shows 
that it is necessary to have anyone else to take care of him. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I would ae that it was not 
necessary to have much evidence of that if both legs are off and 
he is 77 years old, and is deaf and has other infirmities. 

Mr. SPOONER. How old is he? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Seventy-seven years. He hashad 
both legs amputated, there is a great degree of deafness, and 
there are other infirmities. In view of that fact, it seems to me 
the committee ought not to have required positive evidence that 
he needed the constant aid and attendance of another person. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator can call to mind many 
persons who, having lost both legs, do not need the constant aid 
and attendance of another person. At least there is nothing in 
the report of the committee which shows that this applicant does 
need such constant aid, and it does not follow as a matter of 
course because of the loss of both legs that he does need such con- 
stant aid and attendance. 

However, if the Senator feels that the rate should be raised 
above $24, I shall not object in this case. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, It should be at least $30. 


Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator will move to make it $30 I 
shall not object. 

eee pri 8 Sool to cry nea the committee 
amendment by striking out ‘‘twenty-four” and inserting “‘ thirty,” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. i 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH SMALL WIGGIN. 


The bill (S. 4237) granting a pension to Martha Small Wiggin 
was considered as in Committe of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of Pes aa ate can aaa RL cet, ae 
teer 8 pay hers pension an the rate of $12 per 3 8 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soas to read: A bill granting a pension 
to Hannah Small Wiggin.” 

MARCELLUS M., PARKER. 

The bill (S. 3457) granting an increase of pension to Marcellus 
M. Parker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, after the word. Cavalry,” to insert and 
Signal Corps, United States Army;” and in line 9, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out fifty and insert twenty;“ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it en etc., That the 
22 a eee as cute cee ate 
and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Marcellus M. Parker, late of 
88 B. First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, and Signal Corps, 

tates Army, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL F, MURRY. 


The bill (S. 1423) granting an increase of pension to Samuel F, 
Murry was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word captain,“ to strike out 
“of; and in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“ fifty and insert ‘“‘ twenty-four; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 


on roll, subject paths provisions 


f à urry, late 
Second Regiment United States Sharpshooters, and 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now Tesetving. 


The amendments were a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
e Mall wan aiea to ho ossed for a third reading 

e bill was o to be engr or a thi ing, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JOHN SHEHAN, 

The bill (H. R. 1764) granting an increase of ion to John 
Shehan was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, tostrike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 


rected to plage on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitati f 
the pension laws, the name of John Shehan, late of Company A. Twenty. 
Regiment, and Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment e Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN WALTON, 


The bill (S. 8535) granting an increase of pension to John Wal- 
ton was consid as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
thirty“ and insert twenty-four;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 22088. to the — — 
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ith eee. t Co — ett t Vol Infantry, 
olunteer 
th $24 per month in lien of that he is now 


and the name of ee ee na 
oo reap les f $24 per — — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed- for a third reading, read 
the third time, an 

NORMAN B, DAVENPORT, 


The bill (S. 8827) 6 of pension to Norman B. 
Daven A in Committee of the Whole. 

The r.... S C PORLA AAN Gh 
amendment, in line 8, before the word“ dollars,“ to strike out 
“fifty” and insert “‘thirty;”’ so as to make the bill read: 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
PS nace pee directed to on the pension SS nate ng the 55 
aorin ana ot te name of Da late 
of Com; G, Ninth Vermont Volunteer teer infantry, and y hima 
at FFF 5 
The amendment was 


The bill was reported to the 8 and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MILDRED S, OGDEN. 


The bill (S. 3651) gran an increase of pension to Mildred S. 
Ogden 3 as in e of the Whole. 

e bill was re the Committee on Pensions with an 

ee arcana ne caning dl geet qa ape neg anger 


The amendment was pene ay 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the anima: 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MARY REMINGTON. 


The bill (S. 1959) granting 
Committee 


8 the Committee on Pensions with an 
JJ. een and insert: 


That thi 9 of the 8 is hereby, aut and di- 
—— subject to the ions and limitations 
ayes mid eb is peoviion of John Reming- 


„ — 
ton, inde of Capt: Br. Gag 15 agoa company, Fist Heginent Mi pil ene 
The amendment was agreed to 
The hill was reported to tho Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ent was concurred 
5 The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the e third time, and passed, 
ORSON H. SAWTELLE, 


The bill (S. 1388) granting an increase of 
Sawtelle was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before „ to strike out 
“forty” and insert “ twenty- -four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
1 . 


ion to Orson H. 


hs pen o ame of Orso 
— 3 — of ere on ia ＋ — of n H. ind e, late = gi2 


G Thirtio 
pozele at th rato of por month ia on of that hs 


—— 
The amendment was agreed to 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PHEBE A. FORD, 


The bill (S. 358) sn eat on to Phebe A. 
Ford 1 consid of the ole, 
The bill V ttee on Pensions with an 


eee in line 6, after the word“ late,“ to strike out off 
and insert ‘captains’ ` so as to make the bill read: 
f the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
PD ahah pony realy 5 on the pension roll, aa Sieh ties . 
and 5 of the he Rein Oe joe, Se meee of Phebe A, ‘A. Ford. — Se of 
Infantry, aud pay her a pension at tho ralo Gena seek ts ew oe 
now 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


to 
be raona, Mary Remington was | Ba 


B, NURSE, 
1 an increase of pension to Jesse B. 
) asin smmittes of the Whole. 
us Ell was mo pinaip rags aiaa haga nae AEA EE 


amendment, in Hos 9, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 


“thirty” and insert twen twenty-four; ” so as to mako the bill read: 
Be it enacted, „ and he is h s 
authorised aad divenied te the pension roll. oll subject tothe ~ — 
anā limitations of the laws, the name of Jozso . —.— 
pop Pee ant an Corps, and mpeg ey ine a 
6 mont Invalid Corps, and pay 


The eee i 

ue VVV and the amend- 
ment was 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMPSON WARREN, 

The bill (S. 1899) granting an increase of on to Thompson 
Warren was considered as in Committee of Ree Whale. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the on roll, sub; to the provisions and limitations 


of the n laws, the name of Thom n Warren, late of Com Fif- 
tieth ment New York Voluxtacn Mnainaeen. 5 B 
Regiment Wisco Cavalry, and pay him pensioaes the rate of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


and | ment was concurred in. 


. be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES BOWRING, 
The bill (S. 8149) grani an increase of 3 
Bowering was eee Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


pensi to limitations 
the — — r of egret ae First 
rate of 
The amendment was agreed to 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
ee eee 


title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles Bowring.” 


MARY E, RILEY. 
The bill (S. 1661 


Se = — to Mary E. 
Riley was ere 


The bill was reported from the Ge Sn on y REE with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word “and,” to strike out Mex- 


ican war” and insert “ war with Mexico;’’ and in line 9, before 
the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out ” and insert “twelve; “ie 
so as to make the bill read: 
Beit Tas 1i Hes of the 
ate ae amene 
ee and a of cl seni pension laws, the meng of Sig Phe 
Volunteer N — Merton aad pay bor irst Hogtsent Antana f 
per month in list of that she is now receiving. s 
The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
mans tall 5 to be engrossed for a third read 
e was ra reading, 

the third time, and passed. 
JAMES HENRY MARTINEAU, 
The bill (S. 3860) eee Martineau 
was considered as cbr gee of the Whole. ne 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “late,” to strike out pri- 
vate” and insert “recruits? and in line 8, before the word dol- 


lars,” to strike out “thirty” and insert“ twelve; so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, terior be, 2 — he is hereby, 
9 to 8 roll. su — — to tho — 
and — the laws, the name u, late 


recruit, general A D knee was with Wowie a y him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per ee sil 


The amendments were 
The bill was reported to 
ments were 


Senate asamended, and the amend- 


concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


1904. 


ALISON CLIFTON. 

The bill (S, 4871) granting a pension to Alison Clifton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
** sixteen’ and insert twelve;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to 5 t to the visions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clifton, late of Com- 

y C, Webster Coun Minsourt Home Guards, and pay him a pension at 
rate of $12 per mon 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA HANKINS. 

The bill (S. 4284) granting an increase of ion to Rebecca 
Hankins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. A 

CARRIE WAGES. 

The bill (S. 1007 pog an increase of ion to Carrie 
W. was consid as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, ect to the provisions and limitations 
-of the ion laws, the nameof Carrie widow of Shadrack R. Wages, 
late of Company N, Second Regiment Mounted Volunteers, war 
with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate ef $12 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELIAS S, GIBSON. 


The bill (S. 827) granting an increase of pension to Elias S. Gib- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert “* twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be 5 etc., That the 9 of = 8 is hereby, 
ae s the pension inwa, the: — 9 of Elias 8. Gi ibeom, late of Came 
Fortieth Minois Veteran Vo! Infantry, a 
. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. PHILLIPS, 


The bill (S. 3544} granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Phillips was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“ fifty” and insert twenty: so as to make the bill read: 


imi of the laws, the name of George W. Phi la — 
. Gas jase ben see fortieth Regiment Illinois 8 — 
rw nata a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
cer > 

The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
The bill was 5 third reading, read 
The bill was o a thi i 
the third time, and passed. g 
PETER P. DOBOZY, 


The bill (S. 2029) granting an increase of pension to Peter P. 
Dobozy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with 


amendments, aio 6, before the word Fourth,” to strike out 
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‘of the; and in line 7, after the word Colored, to insert 
Volunteer; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter P. Do late lieu- 
tenantcolonel Fourth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer vy Ar- 
tilery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
m The bill has ee be engrossed for a third reading 

e was ordered to or a thi ing, read 
the third time, and passed. = 
JAMES I, SHAFER, 

The bill (S. 3201) granting an increase of pension to James I. 
Shafer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word of where it occurs the 
second time, to strike out “a private and insert ‘‘late;” and in 
line 8, before the word Company,” to strike out “a private of; 
so as to make the bill read: 

Bei 8 
22. cee ee ete ey. 
and limitations of the pension laws, name of James I. Shafer, Inte of 
snd Convpany G, Eiehiy-qhieh . E aeons 
an K N z 
8 at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he — — z 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
wits Vill oan acer ta bo aaroo fan's Did roading 

ill was ordered to be engr: or a third ing, read 
the third time, and passed. ; 
ADDISON B. STONE. 

The bill (H. R. 2204) granting an increase of to Addi- 

son B. Stone was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Addison B. Stone, 

te of Company E, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Penn- 

sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM F. BENEFIEL. 

The bill (H. R. 807) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Benefiel was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike ont 
„thirty“ and insert twenty-four;’’ so as to make the bill read: 
sate, it acted, „ of the 8 be, and he is hereby, 
and — — of the pension laws, th e name of Wiliam P. Bereac late 

Ragin ub Idi Arti > 
— . the rate of $% per month in lieu of that 5 

Mr. McCUMBER. From new evidence which has been pre- 
sented, taken in connection with the report already made, I hope 
the amendment will be rejected. : 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PHILLIP DUTTENHAVER. 

The bill (H. R. 3011) granting an increase of pension to Phillip 
Duttenhaver was considered as in Committee on the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,“ to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert “twenty-four; so as to make the bill read: 

Beit ed, etc., That the 
yuthoriend and directed t piace om tha ANSEIO enuieet onthe S TET 
CC TTT 

@ 0 
nois Vi x 
= E apension at the rate of $% par month in 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

PENSION MONEY DUE INMATES OF INSANE ASYLUMS, . 
The bill (S. 8781) relating to the 8 and disposition of 
money due to inmates of the Government Hospital for the 
2 was announced as the next business in order on the Calen-. 


The PRESIDENT tempore. That is not one of the cases. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is general legislation, 
Mr. KEAN. Itis general legislation. 
WILLIAM R. BURTON. 
The bill (H. R. 4466) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam R. Burton was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It 
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proposes to 
ton, late of 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS E. M’INTIRE, 

The bill (H. R. 1317) granting an increaseof pension to Thomas 
E. McIntire was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pre to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas E. 

Aa late of Company E, Seventieth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY KORTH, 

The bill (H. R. 2995) granting a pension to Mary Korth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the 5 1 7555 roll the name of Mary Korth, widow of Frederick 
Korth, late teamster in the United States service, who was per- 
manently disabled by gunshot wounds received at the hands of 
hostile Sioux Indians, at the Lower Sioux agency, during the 
3 3 of 1862 in Minnesota, and to pay her a pension of 

r month. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CLINTON M. CASEY. 

The bill (H. R. 8769) granting an increase of pension to Clinton 

M. Casey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the 1 5 roll the name of Clinton M. Casey, 
Tate of Company G, Twentieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS SCHWEMLER. 

The bill (H. R. 4891) granting an increase of pension to Nich- 

olas Schwemler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


pas on the pension roll the name of William R. Bur- 
'ompany D, Sixtieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
$30 per month in lieu of that 


It proposes to place on the ion roll the name of Nicholas 
Schwemler, late of Company H, Second pe EH Michigan Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay im a pension of $24 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 


8. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and 
CHARLES d. CORR. 
The bill (H. R. 6951) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
G. Corr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pension roll the name of Charles G. Corr, 
te of Seer eet A G, Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
try, war wi exico, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 7436) granting an increase of pension to James 
Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of James Smith, late of 
Company E, Third Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cayalry, and to pay 
hima ion of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA MULLINS. 

The bill (H. R. 10192) granting a pension to Martha Mullins 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to 


pee on the pension roll the name of Martha Mullins, widow of 
‘cab Mullins, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Kentucky 
Volunteer Infantry, and to para a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and ; 
FRANCES C. M’FARLAND., 


The bill (H. R. 10991) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of neces C. 

McFarland, widow of William McFarland, late of Company B, 

Eighteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her 

a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that she is now 5 
- Provided, That in the event of the death of James McFarland, 

helpless and dependent child of said William McFarland, the 

additional pension herein granted shall cease and determine: And 
rovided further, That in the event of the death of Frances C. 
cFarland the name of said James McFarland shall be placed on 


the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
roe laws, at the rate of $12 per month from and after the 
te of death of said Frances C. McFarland. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORY WARRINER. 

The bill (H. R. 1563) granting an increase of 
Warriner was considered as in Committee of the ole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Warriner, Tate 
8 the noe 5 9 noy scorn Chickasaw, and Red 

‘over, Uni avy, an im a pension of 
month in lieu of that he 7 2 5 = wie 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN THOMPSON. 

The bill (H. R. 4674) granting an increase of pension to John 
Thompson was considered as in Committee of the ole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John e 
of Company I, One hundred and sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ISAAC FRAZIER. 

The bill, (H. R. 3936) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Frazier was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac Bracken tats 
of Company B, Tenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $40.per month in lieu of that he is now 
soavi 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN F. HACKETT. . 

The bill (H. R. 6602) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min F. Hackett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Tt 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. 
Hackett, late of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Vermont Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLIS T. PEIRCE. 

The bill (H. R. 1566) granting an increase of pension to Ellis T. 
Peirce was consid asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Ellis T. etree late 
of Company C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL d. WOODS. 


The bill (H. R. 8284) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
G. Woods was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pe to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel G. Woods 

te of Company I, Fifth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
ons: j 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET S. PACKARD, 

The bill (H. R. 2470) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
S. Packard was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Harriet S. Pack- 
ard, widow of Jasper Packard, late captain Company B, Forty- 
eighth Regiment, and colonel One hundred and twenty-eighth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. FOLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 4151) 5 of pension to qohn 
W. Foland was considered as in ittee of the Whole. It 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Foland, late 
of Company E, Thirty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN LAKE. 
The bill (H. R. 4198) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


Lake was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


wore to Ory 
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to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin Lake, late of Com- 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 


pany D, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and to | read a third time. 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now re- The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ceiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ABBIE E. WEBSTER. 
The bill (H. R. 4392) granting a ion to Abbie E. Webster 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
lace on the pension roll the name of Abbie E. Webster, widow of 
n G. Webster, late of Captain Barker's Dragoons, Illinois 
State Militia, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM s. KING. 
The bill (H. R. 9125) ting an increase of pension to William 
. S. King was Saale as. in 8 of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pension roll the name of William S. King, 
te captain Company A, One hundred and fifty-sixth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CYRUS B. DOPP, 
The bill (H. R. 1287) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
B. Dopp was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
— to place on the pension roll the name of Cyrus B. Dopp, 
te of ompany G, Nineteenth Mi Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN T. COLLINS. 


The bill (H. R. 4702) granting an increase of on to John 
T. Collins was considered as in Committee of the ole. It pro- 
place on the pension roll the name of John T. Collins 


pn to , 
te of Company B, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY FRAZIER, 

The bill (H. R. 9710) granting an increase of 
Frazier was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pe 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Henry Frazier, late 
of Company H, Thirty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MARION ARNOLD, 


The bill (H. R. poi granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Arnold was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It ry 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Marion Arnold, late 
of Company H, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

FRANKLIN FERGUSON, 


The bill (H. R. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Ferguson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pension roll the name of Franklin Ferguson, 

Tate of Company C, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM F, THOMPSON, 


The bill (H. R. 2947) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Thompson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was re from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“ twenty-four” and insert twenty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William F. Thom late 
of Company K, Forty-eighth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, an: y 
hima on at the rate of $20 per month in Heu of that he is now recei 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill.was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, ; 


pension to Henry 


ANN M. DRIGGARS, 

The bill (H. R. 877) granting a ion to Ann M. Driggars was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Ann M. Driggars, widow of Dan- 
iel T. Driggars, late of Captain Evans's company, Georgia Vol- 
we Creek Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month. z 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE S. WINN, 

The bill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension roll the name of Caroline S. Winn, widow of 

vid H. Winn, late of Captain Lucas’s company, Georgia Vol- 
ee Creek, Indian war, and to pay her a pension of 88 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THADDEUS S, COLLINS. 

The bill (H. R. 4630) granting anincrease of pension to Thaddeus 
S. Collins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pe to place on the pension roll the name of Thaddeus S. Collins, 

te of Company D, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN F, SLADE. 

The bill (H. R. 4314) granting an increase of ion to John F. 
Slade was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John F. Slade, late of 
Company D, Two hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J, JACKSON, 

The bill (H. R. 4750) granting a pension to William J. Jackson 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of William J. Jackson, late an 
unassigned recruit, United States Army, war with Mexico, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMANDA SKINNER, 

The bill (H. R. 4540) granting a pension to Amanda Skinner 
was considered as in ittee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pae on the pension roll the name of Amanda er, widow of 

ohn Skinner late of Company C, First Regiment Florida Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

* ALBERT S. ELMORE, 

The bill (H. R. 5045) granting an increase of pension to Albert 

S. Elmore was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Albert S. ore, 

ate of Capt. Rush Elmore’s company, Fifth Regim i 

Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. ERWIN. 

The bill (H. R. 5149) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Erwin was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pom to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Erwin, 

te of Company B, First Regiment Vermont Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LAFAYETTE M. GREENE. 

The bill (H. R. 2930) granting an increase of pension to Lafay- 
ette M. Greene was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It 
ee to place on the pension roll the name of Lafayette M. 

reene, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 


- | teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $16 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ozdered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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; JOHN H. WILLEY. 
The bill (H. R. 719) granting an increase of pension to John H. 


Willey was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of John H. Willey, late of 
Company B, Twenty-fourth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $60 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARCELINE P. HAMILTON, 

The bill (H. R. 10968) granting a pension to Marceline P. Ham- 
ilton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Marceline P. Hamilton, 
widow of William H. Hamilton, late captain Company F, Third 
Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and 
to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FREDERICK A. SLOCUM. 


The bill (H. R. 4192) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick A. Slocum was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick A. 
Slocum, late of Company B, Seventh Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and to 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANK L. GRAY. 


The bill (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
L. Gray was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Frank L. Gray, late 
of Company E, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREEMAN YORK. 


The bill (H. R. 910) granting an increase of pension to Free- 
man York was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Freeman York, late 
of Company I, Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DENISON L. BROWN. 
The bill (H. R. 1814) granting a pension to Denison L. Brown 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension roll the name of Denison L. Brown, late of 
8 H, Twenty-first Regiment Connecticut Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a P syan of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM L. WHEELER. 

The bill (H. R. 4642) granting an increase of pension to William 

L. Wheeler was dered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

poses to place on the pension roll the name of William L. 
Wheeler, late of Company D, Twenty-sixth Regiment Maine 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT W. BRADBURY. 

The bill (H. R. 4872) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 

Bradbury was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Albert W. Bradbury, 
fate of First Battery Maine Volunteer Light Artillery, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 
The vill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM CASSIDY, 


The bill (H. R. adh Began an increase of pension to William 

Cassidy was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of William Cassidy, 

ate of Company I, Sixth Regiment United States Infantry, and 

to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 

receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


y him a pension of $17 per month 


meen HENRY H. BARRETT, 
e (H. R. 4589) granting a pension to Henry H. Barrett 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
lace on 5 roll the name of Henry H. Barrett, late of 
t. R. L. Williams’s company, Ninth Regiment Oregon Militia . 
Vo ee Oregon Indian war, and to pay him a pension of $8 
per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ae JOHN I. RUNDBERG, 

e bill (H. R. 8984) granting an increase of pension to John I, 
Rundberg was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
paws to place on the pension roll the name of John I. Rundberg, 

te of Company G, Second Regiment Mississippi Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, : 
LORISTON W. ADKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 9778) granting an increase of pension to Loriston 
W. Adkins was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

sto place on the pension roll the name of Loriston W. A 
ate of Company B, One hundred and twenty-second iment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID T. TOWLES. 

The bill (H. R. 1851) granting an increase of pension to Dayid 
T. Towles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“ thirty-six” and insert ‘‘ thirty;”’ sd as to make the bill read: 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA M. PIERCE. 

The bill (H. R. 4679) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
M. Pierce was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Martha M. Pierce, 
widow of Wilbur F. Pierce, late captain Company K, Eighth Reg- 
iment Okio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E. ARMSTRONG. 

The bill (H. R. 2769) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Armstrong was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William E. 
Armstrong, late of Company M, Second Regiment Mississippi 
Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of 
$50 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM d. CRONKITE, 

The bill (H. R. 2573) ting an increase of pension to William 
G. Cronkite was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Wiliam G. 
Cronkite, late of 1 C, First Regiment United States Vol- 
unteer Sharpshooters, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISABELLA PHELPS. 

The bill (H. R. 4624) granting a pension to Isabella Phelps was 
considered as in ittee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pue roll the name of Isabella Phelps, widow of Willi 
H. Phelps, late of Company G, First Regiment Michigan Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM BROWN, 

The bill (H. R. =) granting an increase of ion to William 

Brown was consi as in Committee of Whole. It pro- 


— 
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to pae on the pension roll the name of William Brown, on the pension roll the name of Sarah Ulshafer, widow of Jacob 
ate first lieutenant Company F, Thirteenth Regiment Michigan | Ulshafer, alias Jacob Banks, late of Company A, Fourth Regi- 


Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

ANNIE d. NORWOOD. 

The bill (H. R. 7368) granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Annie G. Norwood, widow of 
Randolph Norwood, late captain, Second Regiment United States 
Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH ADAMS. 

The bill (H. R. 8870) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Adams was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Adams, late 
of Company I, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lien of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA C. KUHN. 

The bill (H. R. 4179) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
C. Kuhn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Martha C. Kuhn, 
widow of Henry H. Kuhn, late second lieutenant Company H, 
Eighth Regiment United States Veteran Reserve Corps, and to 
pay her a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JOSEPH G. THOMAS. 

The bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Joseph G. 

Thomas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph G. Thomas, 

ate of Company I, Fifty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 

teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NICHOLAS REINHART. 

The bill (H. R.783) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 

inhart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Nicholas Reinhart, 
ate of Company K, Fifty-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NORA J. GLAHN. 

The bill (H. R. 2001) granting an increase of pension to Nora 
J. Glahn was considered as in Committee of the ole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Nora J. Glahn, 
widow of Henry Glahn, late first lieutenant Company A. Second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay 
her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REUBEN A. FINNELL. 


The bill (H. R. 6879) granting a pension to Reuben A. Finnell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Reuben A. Finnell, late of 
Company B, First Regiment Washington Territory Volunteers, 
Oregon and Washington Territory Indian war, and to pay him a 
pension of 88 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH F. CARTER. 

The bill (H. R. 4719) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
F. Carter was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph F. Carter, late 
captain Company D, Third Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH ULSHAFER. 

The bill (H. R. 5006) granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 


XXXVILI——168 


ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension 
of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM MERCER. 

The bill (H. R. 4119) granting an increase of pension to William 
Mercer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Mercer, 
late of Company E, One hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILFRED C. M’CARDELL. 

The bill (H. R. 4826) granting an increase of pension to Wilfred 
C. McCardell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Wilfred C. McCar- 
dell, lateof Company I, First Regiment Maryland Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW BARR. 

The bill (H. R. 859) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Barr was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Andrew Barr, late of 
Company E, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he isnow 
receiving. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE HAYDEN. 

The bill (H. R. 3909) granting an increase of pension to George 
| Hayden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
| poses to place on the pension roll the name of George Hayden, 
| late of Company D, Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Vol- 
| unteer Infantry, and Company B, One hundred and ninetieth 

Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

; ELI LACHMAN. s 

The bill (H. R. 789) granting an increase of pension to Eli Lach- 
| man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Eli Lachman, late of Com- 
pany F, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry. and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. HOFFMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 3910) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Hoffman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
popes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles W. 

offman, late of Company E, One hundred and fourth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay hima pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL NAGLE, JR. 

The bill (H. R. 3402) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Nagle, jr.. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
p to place on the Po roll the name of Daniel Nagle, jr., 

te of Company B, First Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
ae 11 lieu of N is my receiving, 

e bill was repo: to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARAB E. POWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 1005) granting an increase of pension to Marab 
E. Powell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Marab E. Powell, 
widow of William H. Powell, late colonel Ninth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $40 per month in lieu 


of that she is now 5 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
25 ` CHARLES k. MINK. 
e bill (H. R. 4964) granting an increase of sion to Charles 
E. Mink was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 


A 


pre to place on the pension roll the name of Charles E. Mink, 
late captain Company H, First Regiment New York Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lien 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE E. ‘SUTFIN. 


The bill (H. R. 5342) granting a 
considered as in Committee of the 
the pension roll the name of Jane E.'Sutfin, widow of Richard 
Sutfin. late of Company D, One hundred and ninety-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay hera pension of 
$8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN CONNORS. 


The bill (H. R. 9060) granting an increase of 
Connors was considered as in Committee of the 


ion to.Jane E. Sutfin was 
le. It to place on 


nsion to John 
hole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of John Connors, late 
of the United States steamship Vincennes, United States Navy, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN F. LYNCH. 


The bill (H. R.7063) granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Ellen F. Lynch, widow of John 
‘Lynch, late second lieutenant Company 1, One hundred and sixty- 
fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and of the United 
States:ships Tonawanda and Marion, United States Navy, and to 

her a pension of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
‘NETTIE A. BUELL. 


The bill (H. R. 9061) 3 ion to Nettie A. Buell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Nettie A. Buell, helpless and depend- 
ent anger of Bennett H. Buell. late of Company I. One hundred 
and fifty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $83 per month. 

he bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRUDENTIA L. D. NUGENT. 


The bill (H. R. 4910) granting an increase of pension to Prudentia 
L. D. Nugent was con: dered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
poses to place on tko pension roll the name of Prudentia L. D. 
ugent, widow of Robert Nugent, late cólonel Sixty-ninth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier-general 
United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELLA D. MADDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 10700) granting a pension to Ella D. Madden was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Ella D. Madden, helpless and de- 
pendent daughter of Hosea F. Madden, late first lieutenant Com- 
pany B, Tenth Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

‘RICHARD C. IVORY. 

The bill (H. R. 2116) granting an increase of pension to Richard 

O. Ivory was considered as in of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the ion roll the name of Richard C. Ivory, 

te first lieutenant pany G, Twenty-second Regiment, and 

Company E, Two hundred and seventh Regiment Pennsylvania 

Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in-lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM p. TAYLOR. 

The bill (H. R. 941) granting an increase of paon to William 

D. Taylor was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of William D. Taylor, 

ate second lieutenant Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth 

Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension 
of 880 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


‘MOSES HURLBUT. 

The bill (H. R.10794) granting an increase of pension to Moses 

Hurlbut was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Moses Hurlbut, 

ate of Company G, One hundred and ninth Regiment New York 

Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

snu WILLIAM H, MOUNT. 

The bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pension to William H. Mount 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of William H. Mount, late of 
Company F, Two hundred and second Regiment New York Vol- 
unteer Infantry, war with Spain. : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will inquire of the chairman of 
the committee whether the bill carries any pension? There is no 
rate mentioned. I do not know what the effect of the bill 
would be. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The only effect would be to place Mr. Mount 
upon the pension roll. As I understand the bill as it was drawn 
(I did not have my attention called to it before) it gives him sim- 
ply a pensionable status, and the Department then will grant such 
pension as it may see fit under the circumstances. 

Mr. CO L. Let the bill be read again. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE ‘SESSION. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from North Dakota ‘kindly 
yield to me for a moment? I should like to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business, simply in order 
that I may make a report. I am not well, and I Goal be glad to 
do it now. 

Mr. McCUMBER,. I am very glad to yield tothe Senator from 
Wisconsin for that purpose, under the ci ces, 

Mr..SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 

WILLIAM HERLINGER. 

The bill (H. R. 4605) granting an increase of ponnien to William 
Herlinger was considered ‘in ‘Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the ion roll the name of William Herlinger, 
late of Company L, Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militia Vol- 
unteer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA E. NOLEN. 

The bill (H. R. 8922) granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to 
lace on the pension roll the name of Martha E. Nolen, widow of 
mnis Nolen, late Captain Gibbon's company, Alabama Volun- 
teers, Creek Indian war, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGIA A, WHITEHEAD. 

The bill (H. R.8924) granting a pension to Georgia A. White- 
head was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to placo on the pension roll the name of Georgia A. Whitehead, 
widow of Calvin Whitehead, late of Steele's detachment, Second 
Regiment Mississippi Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay 
her a pension of 88 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. REED. 


The bill (H. R. 1623) granting a ion to John H. Reed was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It Ser to place 
on the pension roll the name of John H. Reed, late captain - 

y G, First Regiment Alabama Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 

a pension of $30 per month in lien of that he isnow receiving, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

<- “WILLIAM H. ANDERSON, 

The bill (H. R. 5479) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Anderson was considered as in Comision: of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William H, 


Anderson, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 830 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving, ` 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM O. SMITH. 
The bill (H. R. 2192) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam O. Smith was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


roposes to place on the pension roll the name of William O. 
ith, late of Company D, Second Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 


that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ENOS D. HOGE. 


The bill (H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos 

D. Hoge was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pe 

to place on the pension roll the name of Enos D. Hoge, late 

b lieutenant Company H, One hundred and tenth Regiment 

Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. z 

JOSEPH BRANEN. 

The bill (H. R. 9035) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Branen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It po- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Joseph Branen, late 
of Company A, Sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay him a penslon of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bili was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM LECHLEIDNER. 

The bill (S. 836) granting an increase of pension to William 
Lechleidner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word“ late,” to strike out of 
and insert captain; and in line 7, after the word Volunteer,“ 
to strike out Infantry“ and insert Cavalry; so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed 8 on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ion laws, the name of William Lechleidner, late 
captain Company K, Third ment New Jersey Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 1 : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ANSEL J. BUSBY. 

The bill (S. 4455) granting an increase of pension to Ancil J. 
Busby was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word of,“ to strike out the e 
“ Ancil” and insert Ansel; and in line S. before the word ‘* dol- 
lars,” to strike out thirty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ” so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
Sa iatna ot pets ie y ces Ate ey ne 2 COR 
Ber aoa ae the reas of A per month in lieu of that he is now e 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. i $ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 5 3 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ansel J. Busby.” z 

SARAH A, GILLHAM. 

The bill (S. 885) granting a pension to Sarah A. Gillham was 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 9, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty” and insert twenty;’’ and in the same line, after the word 
„month,“ to insert and 82 per month additional on account of 
the minor child of said John D. Gillham until he reaches the age 
of 16 years;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ney ae to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Gillham, widow of 
John D. Gillham, late chaplain One hundred and seventeenth Regiment Ili- 
nois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of month 
and $2 per month additional on account of the minor child o d John D. 
Gillham until he reaches the age of 16 years. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. l 
ANDREW J. HOWE. 


The bill (S. 3491) an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Howe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert twenty-four;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
ig eet ft renin A se milfs ph oon 
owe les the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is nowr ring. 5 1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

4 DAVID H. GEORGE. 


The bill (S. 447) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
George was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“fifty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David H. George, late of 
Company F, Sixteenth — Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, aud vay him 
a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE H. SUTHERLAND. 


The bill (S. 450) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Sutherland was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
thirty“ and insert “twenty-four; ” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., Tha i y 
epee ery a 
of. abone „„ olan ne * ad mae 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL E. LOOKINGBILL. z 


The bill (S. 3499) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Lookingbill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
ae and insert twenty-four;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Beit cted, etc., That the Secreta: f the Interi 
authorised and directed to place on Si Donal payin Berea bing 3 
.. ane te 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is aier 5 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
site bill was ordarod bo Te 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. e 
JOHN WEAVER. 


The bill (H. R. 8925) granting an increase of pension to John 
Weaver was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“ forty ” and insert thirty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
authorized and directed to ice on the p 8 roll: sui — the, 3 
J rt Taea ee eae 

* ma owa un 7 i 
Hon at the rats of $90 per month in Leu of that he is tow receiving. 8 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
me vis concurred in. 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. g 
WILLIAM STALL, 

The bill (S. add panting an increase of pension to William 
Stall was considered as in Committee of the ole. It pro 
to place on the pension roll the name of William Stall, late of - 
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pany F, First Regiment United States Cavalry, and to hima 
pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now e 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN SEILER. 

The bill (S. 4454) granting an increase of ion to John Seiler 
was considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to 
2 on the pension roll the name of John Seiler, late of Company 

Third iment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him 
a pension of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed forathird reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY C. COFFIN, 


The bill (H. R. 6618) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Coffin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Henry C. Coffin, late of 
Company H, Ninety-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANNIE DORFNER. 


The bill (H. R. 5610) granting a 2 ng to Annie Dorfner was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Annie Dorfner, widow of Jacob Dorf- 
ner, late of Company D, Fifty-first Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was repo to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN JENNETT WHITNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5999) granting an increase of pension to Ann 
Jennett Whitney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ann Jennett 
Whitney, widow of Leonard Whitney, late chaplain Eleventh 
Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARION LONG. 


The bill (H. R. 10194) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Long was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Marion Long, late of 
Company B, Fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. ; ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT H. COOKE. 

The bill (H. R. 7248) granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

on the pension roll the name of Robert H. Cooke, late act- 
ing assistant surgeon, United States Army, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $20 per month. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELVIRA MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 11076) granting an increase of pension to Elvira 
Miller aa considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Elvira Miller, widow 
of George V. Miller, late of Company F, One hundred and forty- 
first iment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HORACE E. WOOD. 

The bill (H. R, 10640) granting an increase of pension to Horace 

E. Wood was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Horace E. Wood, 
fate of Company H, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. À 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWIN TIDD. T 

The bill (H. R. 9064) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Tidd was — 2 in Committee of the Whole. It 
to place on the pension roll the name of Edwin Tidd, late of - 
pany C, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy Artillery, 


and to pay hima pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


HIRAM B, COZINE. 

The bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 

B. Cozine was considered as D of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the ion roll the name of Hiram B. Cozine, 
Tate of pene ang Regiment New York Volunteer Cay- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN A. HARMON, 

The bill (H. R. 7382) granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Ellen A. Harmon, widow of 
George W. on, late of Company M, Second Regiment Wis- 
saa Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EMMA M. ELLIOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 7659) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
M. Elliott was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Emma M. Elliott, 
widow of David B. Elliott, late captain Company D, Seventy- 
ninth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES G. ANDREWS. 

The bill (H. R. 7814) granting an increase of pension to James 
G. Andrews was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pro to place on the pension roll the name of James G. 
Andrews, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment IIlinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT P, JACKSON. 

The bill (H. R. 7083) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
P. Jackson, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Albert P. Jack- 
son, late of Company G, Ninth Regiment Vermont Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

f LIZZIE M. WORSTER, 

The bill (H. R. 9739) ting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster 
was considered as in Comitia of the whole. It proposes to 
place on the e roll the name of Lizzie M. Worster, widow 
of Isaac H. Worster, late of Company H, Sixteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELWOOD FINLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 2692) granting an increase of on to Elwood 
Finley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Elwood Finley, late of 
Company E, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and to 
pay him a pension of $24 per month in lien of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. HEMPHILL, 


The bill (H. R. 8203) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Hemphill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of James M. Hemp- 
ill, late of Company F, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
STEPHEN ELLIOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 8272) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Elliott was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move the indefinite postponement of the 
bill, as I have information from the House committee that the 
claimant has died since the bill was reported. 

The motion was agreed to, 

ABRAM CLAYPOOL. 

The bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Abram Claypool 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
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place on the pension roll the name of Abram Gaypool, late ca; 
tain Company D, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Ilinois 
Volunteer ntry, and to pay him a pension of 1257 se 1 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM EDGAR, 

The bill (H. R. 9999) granting an increase of pension to William 
Edgar was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pos to place on the pension roll the name of William Edgar, 

of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 
of that heis now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

18 M. SPEARS, 

ee eee an increase of pension to Frank 

M. Spears was ee mmittee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pe 2 100 the name of Frank M. 

ee of Company C, Eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 

and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is 

now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C. M’CORMICK. 

The bill (H. R. 5603) granting an increase of pension to William 

C. e was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
on the pension roll the name of William C. 
Mobormick hee of Company A, One hundred and thirty-second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and Company C, 
2 Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay 
5 of 830 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

kre endian tant the thi Gok ant pane y 


T 


The bill (H. R. 5879) 
Putnam was consid 


of that he is now receiving 

The bill 77% ( 8 ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BENJAMIN GEORGE. 

The bill (H. R. 6038) 56 Benja- 
Py earl gh coarse in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes fo place on the pension rall the name of Benjamin 

of Company F, First Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
apes and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI REMICK, 
The bill (H. R. 6703) granting an 3 of on to Levi 
Remick was considered as in Committee of he Whole ‘it Aha 
poses to . the name of Levi Remick, te 
Bf Co oE Gopas Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer In- 
CCC 
bel is pe receiving. 

The bill was 4 to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DE WITT c. FOLSOM, 

The bill’ R. 7680) an increase of pension to De 

donda Folsom was was ee in Committee of the Whole. 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of De Witt C. 
Fo som, late of Company D, Fourth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IRA B. WAMBAUGH. 

The bill (H. R. 8879) granting an increase of on to Ira B. 

Wambaugh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Ira B, Wam- 
5 late captain Company B. One hundred and seventy- sixth 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to ae be him a pension of 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receivin 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 8 ordered 
e read the third time, and passed. 

CASWELL P. FORD, 
an increase of 
ittee of 


ion to Caswell 


The bill (H. R. 8718) 
Whole. It pro- 


P. Ford was consi as in 


a Sr me 
15 fate ait Tees 


ion roll the name of Caswell P. Ford, 


1 Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
of 


and 5 per month in lien of that he is 
now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY L. BEACH. 

The bill (H. R. 8998) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
L. Beach was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pore io place on the pension roll the name of Henry L. Beach, 
ate of Company M, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. AMES: DOUGHERTY, 


88 ny b. Fer B, ¢ 


receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


MARY TATE. 


the pension roll the name of Mary Tate, wi Se 
late of Company I, Third Regiment United States Caloved Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay hera pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH H. HUIE. 

The bill (H. R. nuy granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension roll the name of Joseph H. Huie, late of 

pany H, Fifth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, 
war with Spain, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

BENJAMIN F, M’GRAW. 

The bill” (H. R. 8733) granting an increase of pension to Benia- 
min F. McGraw was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. 
McGraw, late captain Company A, First Regiment District of 
Columbia Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS M. WEBSTER. 

The bill (S. 1394) granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. 
Webster was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word“ late,“ to insert *‘ first;” 
and in the same line, after the word “lieutenant, ” to strike out 
of; so as to make the bill read: 


and — of Bho PE AA . the name Fes Lewis 
Volunteer Ing Infantry, and 
in lieu of that he is now 


aka amendments were to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ABRAHAM W. COCHRAN, 


The bill (H. R. 6455) granting F5 increase of pension to Abraham 
W. Cochran was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
8 to place on the pension roll the name of Abraham W. 

hran, late of Company B, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EVA A. BURGESS. 

The bill (H. R. 7096 fee Semen eee 
Burgess was consid as in Committee of the Whole. It — 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Eva A. Burgess 
widow of William H. late of Company F, Twelfth 
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iment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
JAMES M. FINK, 


The bill (H. R. 8966) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Fink was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It po 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of James M. Fink, late 
of posed wand H, Sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CAROLINE HURLEY, 

The bill (H. R. 7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hurley 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension roll the name of Caroline Hurley, widow of 
Milton Hurley, late of Company F, Thirteenth Regiment United 
States Colored Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of 88 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH HATFIELD. 

The bill (H. R. 8124) ting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Hatfield was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
pro to place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth Hatfield, 
widow of Capt. George W. Hatfield, late captain Company A, 
Eleventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WASHINGTON J. DUTCHER.. 
The bill (H. R. 7444) granting an increase of pension to 1 2 
ton J. Dutcher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Washington J. 
Poher. late of Company A, Twenty-ninth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTIN RENTHLER, 


The bill (H. R. ee) aes an increase of pension to Martin 
Renthler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the penson roll the name of Martin Renthler, 
te of Company G, Forty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET E, KELLER. 


The bill (H. R. 10268) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet E. Keller was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

ro to place on the pension roll the name of Margaret E. 
ke er, widow of Augustus R. Keller, late captain and assistant 

uartermaster, United States Volunteers, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $17 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MATTHEW S. PRIEST, 


The bill (H. R. 11343) granting an increase sol re to Mat- 
thew S. Priest was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Matthew S. Priest, 
tus of Company G, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. > 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BARTLETT 8. HAGGARD, 

The bill (H. R. 9587) granting an increase of pension to Bart- 
lett S. Haggard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Bartlett S. 
Haggard, late of Captain Williams’s independent company Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of 
$16 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH J. LOOMIS. 

The bill (H. R. 9758) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
J. Loomis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Sarah J. mis, 
widow of Charles G. Loomis, late of Company C, Twenty-first 


Re nt Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 


of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving: Provided, 
That in the event of the death of Austin J. Loomis, helpless and 
dependent child of said Charles G. Loomis, the additional pension 


herein granted shall cease and determine, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HOWARD M’GUIRE. 

The bill (H. R. 7737) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
McGuire was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
po to place on the pension roll the name of Howard McGuire, 

te of Company A, Seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. SACKETT, 
The bill (H. R. 9273) granting an increase of pension to James 
H. Sackett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itpro- 
to place on the pension roll the name of James H. Sackett, 
fate of Company I, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALICE W, CLARKE. 

The bill (H. R. 9037) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Alice W. Clarke, widow of Sey- 
mour T. Montgomery, subsequently known as Wright E. Clarke, 
late hospital steward, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADALINE L. POWER. 

The bill (H. R. 10850) granting an increase of pension to Ada- 
line L. Power was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Adaline L. Power, 
widow of John M. Power, late of Companies F and I, Fourteenth 
pee eee Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALFRED J. WEST. 

The bill (H. R. 10706) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
J. West was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Alfred J. West, lato 
of l Thirty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALDERSON T. KEEN. 

The bill (H. R. e pn um increase of pension to Alderson 
T. Keen was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

ses to place on the pension roll the name of Alderson T. Keen, 
ate first lieutenant and captain Company I, First Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Cayalry, and to-pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


im a pension of $40 per month in lieu of that he 


KATE RIDGWAY. 45 
The bill (H. R. 10748) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Ridgway was considered as in Committee of the ole. It pro- 


poses to place on the pension roll the name of Kate Ridgway, 
widow of John W. Ridgway, late first lieutenant Company E, 
Fifty-fourth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JASPER F. MORTON. 

The bill (H. R. 11418) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 

F. Morton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pension roll the name of 92 5 F. Morton, 

te captain Company F, Twenty-first Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

MARY C. ARNOLD. 

The bill (H. R. 11319) granting an increase of 


msion to Mary 
C. Arnold was considered as in Committee of the 


ole. It pro- 
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poses to place on the pension roll the name of C. Arnold, 
widow of William E. Arnold, late first lieutenant pany F, 
Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her 
a eg dies per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
ane was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RACHEL LARGE. 
The bill (H. R. 7311) granting an increase o ion to Rachel 
3 considered as in Committee of tte Whole: It proposes 
ee on the pension roll the name of Rachel Large, widow 
of William Large, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Ten- 
nessee Volunteer Ca , and to pay her a wona of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now e tee tales vided, That in 
the event of the death of Thomas pless and peg a Fe 
son of said William Large, the TER pension herein granted 
shall cease and determine, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES G. SAMIS, 


The bill (H. R. 10068) granting an increaseof pension to James 
G. Saims was considered as in Committee of the Wh Whole. It pro- 
pee to place on the 55 roll the name of James G. Saims, 

assistant surgeo th Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cav- 
alry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS P, MARSHALL, 
Seidl aries 9421) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
5 Mann was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to place on the pension roll the name of Thomas P. Mar- 
Wall. la late captain 3 Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CALVIN E. MYERS. 

The bill (S. 8578) granting an increase of pension to Calvin E. 
Myers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

e bill was reported from the Committee on „Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word war,“ to strike out 
**Mexican;’’ in the same line, before the word and, to insert 
„with Mexico,“ and in line 8. before the word dollars, ” to strike 
out “twenty” and insert sixteen;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension yall subject to the provisions 
and ng ip men) of the pe e laws, the name of Calvin Se bp lateof een 


E, ent Tennessee Infantry, W. ar wi 
fd pay hima n at the rate of S58 pew montir in TL ot Shek he ts now 
receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | Lyman was 


ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

AMELIA WALSH. 

The bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Amelia Walsh was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was re ed from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word Regiment, to insert 
5 so as to make the bill read: 


authorized and 
Patrick F. Walsh. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JOHN R. EVANS, 
The bill (S. 305) granting an increase of sion to John R. 
Evans was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word “Company,” to strike out 
“who served asa corporal in’ and insert late of;’’ and in line 
8, before the word dollars,“ to e out “thirty ” and insert 
“ 3 so as to 2855 the bill read: 


a pension 
The amendments were srk to, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JESSE BRIGHT. 

‘The bill (8. 8946) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Bright was considered as in Committee of the V Whole. It 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jesse Bright, Tato 
of Company K, Fourteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving 

The bill was 5 to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fer a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JOHN J, TOMPKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 5155) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Tompkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
Ie to place on the ion roll the name of John J. Tompkins, 

of Troop E, Regiment United States Cavalry, and to 
y him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
8 

The $m wasreported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WALTER F, HORNER. 

The bill (H. R. 8771) granting an increase of pension to Walter 
F. Horner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pra to place on the pension roll the name of Walter F. Horner, 

of Company F, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS J. CAMPTON. 

The bill (H. R. 10046) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Campton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the 1 re the name of Thomas J. 
Campton, late of 5 th Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

CHARLES B, HART. 

The bill (H. R. 8970) granting an increase of pensi 
B. Hart was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
poses to place gpk gen roll the name of Charles B. Hart, 
of Copper: G, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer in. 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA H. LYMAN, 

The bill (S. 8825) Spang an increase of pension to Anna H, 

was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions withan 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That ee be the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, ae to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Anna Lyman, widow of Wyllys Lxma 
oo — nited States Infantry. and major, United 1 
that Ay is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
. 5 5 ; ai 
e was ordered engrossed for a third reading, r 
the third time, and passed. 
FRANK S. NICKERSON, 


The bill (H. R. 11194) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
S. Nickerson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frank S. Nicker- 
son, late brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and to pay 
him a pension of §40 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without eee ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, an 

LORENZO D, ELMER. 


The bil\(H. R. 6869) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Elmer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pension roll the name of Lorenzo D. Elmer, 
te of Company F, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY EATON LIVINGSTON. 
The bill (H. R. 11052) gran an increase of pension to Mary 
Eaton Livingston was cheer sce 2 as in Committee of the Whole, 


ion to Charles , 
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It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Eaton 
Livingston, eA ppa of La Rhett L. Livingston, late lieutenant- 
colonel Third Regiment United States Artillery, and to pay her a 
pension of $40 per month in lien of that she is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
SILAS SOULES, 


The bill (H. R. 11118) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Soules was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro 
to place on 1 penson roll the name of Silas Soules, late of Com- 
pany A, Twe Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. TYREE, 


The bill (S. n Seay an increase of pension to John M. 
Tyree was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word late,“ to strike out of 
and insert second lieutenant; in line 7, before the word 
„Mounted,“ to insert Volunteer,“ and in line 8, before the 
word “dollars,” to strike out fifty and insert twenty-four;”’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Tyree, late second 
lieutenant Company E, Fortieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted 
fantry, and pay hima pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concu in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M’GEE. 

The bill (S. 783) granting an increase of pension to William 
McGee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secre 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS B. STEELE. 

The bill (S. 4078) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B, 
Steele was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


3 limitations 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : f 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EMILY CHAPMAN, 

The bill (H. R. 5568) ting an increase of pension to Emily 
Chapman was euit epl ws: in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the 8 roll the name of Emily Chapman, 
widow of Martin V. pman, late of Company G, d Regi- 
ment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and to her a pension 
of $20 per month in lien of that she is now receiving; but in the 
event of the death of Mary M. Chapman, blind and dependent 
child of said Martin V. Chapman, the additional pension herein 
granted shall cease and determine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES B, COMBS. 

The bill (H. R. 5749) granting a pension to James B. Combs 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of James B. Combs, late of 
Company D, Twenty-third Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay kim a pension of $12 per month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. GRAVES. 


The bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Graves was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pace on the pension roll the name of Mary A. Graves, widow 
of is Graves, late of Company H, Second Regiment Potomac 
Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a 
pension of $16 per month in lieu of ' that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH J. SHELL, 

The bill (H. R. 10378) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Shell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to mee on the pension roll the name of Sarah J. Shell, widow 
of Henry B. Shell, late of Capt. James F. Preston’s company, 
First Regiment Virginia Volunteers, war with Mexico, and to 
pay her a pension of $12 a month in lieu of that she is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. HARLAN, 

The bill (H. R. 9903) granting an increase of on to Geor 
W. Harlan was considered as in Committee 2 855 Whole. tt 
proponse to 2 on the ion roll the name of George W. Har- 

late of Independent Battery E, Pennsylvania Volunteer Light 
Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lien of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. SWISHER. 


The bill (H. R. 11810) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Swisher was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
propone to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Swisher, 

te of ounan A, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB LAIRD. 


The bill (H. R. 9024) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Laird was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Jacob Laird, late 
of Company D, 9 Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay a pension of 830 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM s. CAMPBELL. 

The bill (H. R. 9426) granting an increase of pension to William 

S. Campbell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 

roposes to place on the pension roll the name of William $S. 
Cam pbell, late of Company E, Eighty-eighth Regiment Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 

ISIDORE F, CHAMBERLAIN. 


The bill (H. R. 7992) granting an increase of pension to Isidore 
F. Chamberlain was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It pro to place on the pension roll the name of Isidore F, 
Chamberlain, late second lieutenant Company E, Sixteenth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Ca , and to pay him a pension 
of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amen 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN GANGWISCH. 


The bill (H. R. 8281) granting an increase of pension to John 
Gangwisc msidered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


ent, ordered 


h was co 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of John h, 
Tate of Company C, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cav- 
„and to pay him apension of $30 per month in lieu of that 

he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MAGGIE FITZPATRICK. 

The bill (H. R. 9835) granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. At proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Maggie Fi trick, widow 
of John Fitzpatrick, late of Company E, Eleventh Regiment Ken- 


tucky Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay hera pension of $8 per month, 
S 


1904. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID W. WILLIAMSON. 

The bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increase of pension to David 
W. Williamson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of David W. 
Williamson, late of Company A, Thirtieth Regiment New J 152 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 830 per mon 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN H. SHANDS, 


The bill (S. 4285) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Shands was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“ twenty-four ” and insert twenty;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on a pees roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the ion laws, the name of John H. Shands, late of 
Company G, Third ent United States D war with Mexico, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. a 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LAURA ANN SEATON, 

The bill (S, 4849) granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann 
Seaton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“ thirty ” and insert twelve;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Laura Ann Seaton, widow 
EO ie eee ee rs 
month in Beu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JACOB A. ROOF. 


The bill (S. 2058) granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Roof was considered as in Committee of the ole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 


amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out, 


„thirty and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob A. Roof, late of Com- 
pany F, Twelfth ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CELIA C. OWEN. 

The bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Celia C. Owen was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Celia C. Owen, widow of William 
W. Owen, late of Company M, Third Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Cavalry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | H, Fourth R 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT W. JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 6999) granting an increase of pension to Albert 

W. Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Albert W. Jones, 

ate second lieutenant Company B, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois 

Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

WILLIAM E. M’DOWELL. 

The bill (H. R. 10180) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. McDowell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of William E. 
McDowell, late of Company G, First Regiment Arkansas Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LEVI VASSAR. 

The bill (H. R. 5532) granting an increase of pension to Levi 

Vassar was considered as in Committee of the ole. It pro- 
to place on the ion roll the name of Levi Vassar, late of 

pany H, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted Volunteer In- 
fantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pension of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now eee 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA WATERS. 

The bill (H. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Waters was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to 8 on the pension roll the name of Anna Waters, 
widow of George Waters, late of Captain William's company of 
Tennessee Militia, war of 1812, and to pay her a pension of $24 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SHADRACH D. BARDIN. 


The bill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pue on the pension roll the name of Shadrach D. Bardin, late of 

aptain Roberts’s company, Texas Mounted Volunteers, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM R. M’CULLOUGH, 


The bill (H. R. 7236) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. McCullough was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It 
propane to p on the pension roll the name of William R. Mc- 

ough, late of Company F, One hundred and seventy-second 
Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
$30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
WILLIAM ELLIS. 

The bill (H. R. 9988) granting an increase of pension to William 
Ellis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of William Ellis, late of 
Company K, Twenty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infan- 
try, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JAMES S. LAUDERDALE, 


The bill (H. R. 8849) granting a pension to James S. Lauder- 
dale was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of James S. Lauderdale, late 
ensign, Captain Carver’s company, Mississippi Mounted Volun- 
teers, pence Indian disturbances, and to pay him a pension of 88 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

JOHN H. KLINGLER. 


The bill (S. 2661) granting an increase of ion to John H. 
Klingler was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert twenty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hs 1s hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and nea ae of Sore 8 ob Rondon ot a Joni H- Kingler, late of Com- 
the rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiv ne ares 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

VIRGINIA B. MULLAN. 


The bill (S. 3810) ting an increase of pension to Virginia 
B. Mullan was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the on roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Virginia B. Mullan, widow of Horaco E. 
Mullan, late acting master and commander, United States Navy, and pay her 
por mo at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving, and 
per 
un 


ting 
month additional on account of the minor child of said Horace E. Mul- 
til she reaches the age of 16 years. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
CATHARINE R. BROWN, 
The bill (H. R. 5849) granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine R. Brown was conside as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM N, HALL, 
The bill (H. R. 7805) granting an increase of ion to Wil- 
liam N. Hall was i ped anin Cominittes ofthe Whoa. It 
to place on the ion roll the name of William N. Hall, 
te captain Company H, Seventy-eighth Regiment New York 


It proposes to place on the pene roll the name of Catharine R. | Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month 


Brown, widow of Joseph 
United States Army, and to pay her a pension of $40 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK RATZEL. 

The bill (H. R. 6816) granting an increase of sion to Fred- 

erick Ratzel was considered as in Committee 


Brown, late colonel and surgeon, | in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading; read the third time, and passed. 
PETER MINKLER. 
The bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Minkler was considered as in Committee of the ole. It 1 
to place on the pension roll the name of Peter Minkler, late 


poses 
the Whole. It | of Company M, Second Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, 


to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick Rat- | and to pay him a pension of $30 month in lieu of that he is now 
— ate of Company C. First Regiment Missouri Volunteer Light | receiving. * 


Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
ROSA GLASS, 
The bill (H. R. 6817) granting a i 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


the pension roll the name of Rosa Glass, helpless and depəndent 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HERMAN LEMMERMAN, 
The bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to Herman Lemmer- 
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


on to Rosa Glass wascon- | to place on the pension roll the name of Herman Lemmerman, late 
It proposes to place on | coal passer, United States Navy. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


daughter of Peter Glass, late of Company I, First Regiment New | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


York Volunteer Light Artillery, and to pay her a pension of $12 
r month, 
P The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES A, BARNES, 


The bill (H. R. 6335) granting an increase of pension to James | Uni 
Tt pro- | month. 


A. Barnes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
to place on the pension roll the name of James A. Barnes, 


ANNIE P. ERVING. 

The bill (H. R, 8343) granting a pension to Annie P. Erving, for- 
merly Cilla Zerbe, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Annie P, 
Erving, formerly Cilla Zerbe, late nurse, Medical Department, 
States Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


te of Company F, Forty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer | to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lien of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD W. MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 6814) granting an increase of ion to Edward 

W. Miller considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
to place on the pension roll the name of Edward W. Miller, 

— of Company K, Qis hundredth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $40 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MOSES SCHUMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 9127) granting a pension to Moses Schuman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Moses Schuman, late of Company 
H, Sixth 


WILLIAM E. MATTISON. 

The bill (H. R. 8991) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Mattison was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It 
proposen to place on the pension roll the name of William E. 

attison, late assistant surgeon Third Regiment New Jersey Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

WILLIAM C, DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 8992) granting an increase of pension to William 

C. Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of William C. Davis, 
ate of Company H, Twenty-first Regiment New Jersey Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 824 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


Regiment New York National Guard Volunteer Infan- | to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


, and to pay him a ion of $12 per month. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third réading, read the third time, and passed, 

EDWARD M. TAPPEN. 
The bill (H. R. 11556) granting an increase of ion to Edward 
M. Tappen was considered as in Committeeof the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the pension roll the name of Edward M. Tappen, 
fate of Company C, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infan- 
try, and ard im a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now ving. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AGNES SHEARER. 

The bill (H. R. 10648) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 

Shearer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

s to place on the pension roll the name of Agnes Shearer, widow 
of John Shearer, late of Company I, Seventy-ninth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $16 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA CROSIER. 

The bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Emma Crosier was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to poe 
on the pension roll the name of Emma Crosier, widow of Willi 
H. H eter: late of Company G, One hundred and forty-ninth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pen- 
sion of $8 per month. 


CHARLES LA FOREST. 

The bill (H. R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
La Forest was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pe to place on the pension roll the name of Charles La Forest, 

ate of Company G, Seventy-first Regiment New York Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 824 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD O'MALLEY, 

The bill (H. R. 8863) granting an increase of or to Edward 
O'Malley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
posos to place on the pension roll the name of Edward O'Malley, 

te of Company E, One hundred and thirty-sixth Regiment New 
York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, : 

FREDERICK HALLING. 

The bill (H. R. 9610) ting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Halling was e ee as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Frederick Hall- 
ing, late of Company A, One hundred and twenty-first Regiment 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and Third Company, Second Bat- 
talion Veteran Reserve Corps, and to pay him a pension of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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VIRGINIA BOYD. 

The bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to Virginia Boyd was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Virginia Boyd, widow of John 
or, late of Company A, Fourth Battalion District of Columbia 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY AUSTIN. 

The bill (H. R. 9683) granting a pension to Henry Austin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Henry Austin, late of Battery F, 
First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Light Artillery, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM SIMMONS. 

The bill (H. R. 5868) granting an increase of 
Simmons was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Simmons, 
late of Company A, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu 


ion to William 


of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EDSON H. CRAWFORD. 
The bill (H. R. 10904) granting an increase of poem to Edson 
H. Crawford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
TO to place on the pension roll the name of Edson H. Craw- 
for , late of Company C, Sixty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and Company L, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Cavalry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES H. JACKSON. 
The bill (H. R. 8835) ting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 


pro to pan on the ion roll the name of Charles H. Jack- 
son, late of Battery E, New Jersey Volunteer Light Artillery, and 


to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AGREEMENT WITH TURTLE MOUNTAIN AND CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask unanimous consent that on 
Friday, after the routine morning business, the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Calendar No. 464. It isa bill to which I 
understand there is no objection whatever. 

Mr, KEAN. What is the bill? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It isa bill confirming an agreement with 
me Turtle Mountain and Chippewa Indians. I ask that it be 
jaken up on Friday after the routine morning business. 

Mr. KEAN. I know nothing about the bill, but I hope the 
Senator will not make that request in so thin a Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I would not make the request if I thought 
there was any objection to it, but the bill has been reported sev- 
eral times to the Senate, and there are reasons why it should be 


promptly A : 
Mr.C OM. Does the Senator mean that it isan appropria- 
tion bill? 
Mr. McCUMBER. No; it is a bill to open up an Indian reser- 
vation. 


Mr. KEAN. Does the Senator not think it would be better to 
make that request to-morrow morning? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should be willing to do that, but Ido not 
think there will be any objection to it in the morning or at any 
other time. f 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not objecting. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the request of the 
Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That on Friday morning, after the routine 
morning business, the Senate ol to the consideration of the 
Calendar No. 464, being Senate bill 196. I will say that, if it 
leads to any discussion, I will allow the bill to be displaced by 
any other business. A 

Mr. TELLER. What is the bill? A 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is the bill (S. 196) to ratify and confirm 
an agreement with the Turtle Mountainand Chippewa Indiansin 
the State of North Dakota, and to make appropriations for carry- 


ne same into effect. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 


the request is that the bill shall be made the special order for the 
time named, not to interfere with appropriation bills? 


Mr. McCUMBER. Not to interfere with appropriation bills, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none, 
and that order is made. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, let us adjourn. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is only for a very few moments. 

Mr. CARMACK, How far have we gone on the Calendar of 
pension bills? 

; erai and Mr. MITCHELL. We have finished the pen- 

sion 5 


The PRESIDENT pon re. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from ois [Mr. CuLLom]. 
The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 


sideration of executive business. r five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 28 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
March 3, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn March 2, 1904. 


William A. Coble to be postmaster at Delphos, Allen County, 
in the State of Ohio, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 2, 1904, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Commander Walter 8. Hughes to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Commander 
James R. Selfridge, promoted. 

Lieut. Walter O. Hulme to be a lientenant-commander in the 
Navy from the i7th day of February, 1904, vice Lieut. Com- 
mander Fidelio 8. Carter, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Oscar D. Duncan to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy from the ist day of January, 1904, vice Lieut. William 
C. Herbert, promoted. 

_ Ensign Alexander F, H. Yates to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, having com- 
pleted three years’ service in his present grade, 
POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

Louise C. Tyler to be postmaster at Mill Valley, late Eastland, 
in the county of Marin and State of California, in place of Louise 
C. Tyler, to change name of office. 

MAINE. 

Eldridge H. Bryant to be postmaster at Machias, in the county 
of Washington and State of Maine, in place of Eldridge H. Bry- 
ant. Incumbent's commission expired January 17, 1904. 

MISSOURI. 

George H. Kunkel to be postmaster at Mexico. in the county of 
Audrain and State of Missouri, in place of William M. Treloar, 
removed. 

NEW YORK. 


William E. Clark to be ter at Fredonia, in the coun’ 
of Chautauqua and State of New York, in place of Melvin 
Taylor, removed. 

Arthur Hartt to be postmaster at Ravena, in the county of 
1 and State of New York. Office became Presidential April 
45 i 

Wesley Mulford to be postmaster at Unadilla, in the county of 
Otsego and State of New York, in place of Wesley Mulford. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1904. 

OHIO. 

William A. Coble to be postmaster at Delphos, in the county of 
Allen and State of Ohio, in place of William A. Coble. Incum- 
bent’s commission expires March 20, 1904. 

Wilson A. Korns to be tmaster at New Philadelphia, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in place of Eugene A, 
Deardorff, deceased. 

Charles B. Morris to be postmaster at Columbus Grove, in the 
county of Putnam and State of Ohio, in place of Edmund L, 
eg. Nod ick to be postmaste 

J. eri 
of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, in place of 


deceased. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Julia M. Merrick to be ter at Walhalla, in the county 
of Oconee and State of South Carolina. Office became Presidential 
October 1, 1903. 


rat Canal Dover, in the county 
William W. Scott, 
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WEST VIRGINIA. 


Samuel B. Montgomery to be postmaster at Tunnelton, in the 
county of Preston and State of West Virginia. Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 2, 1904. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
Lauren S. Willis, a citizen of Vermont, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the Marine Corps from the 22d day of February, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich to be a rear-admiral in the Navy from 
the 17th day of February, 1904. 
Commander James R. Selfridge to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 4th day of February, 1904. 
Lieut. Commander Charles Laird to be a commander in the 
Navy from the 4th i See February, 1904. 
Ensign Charles H. Fisher to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904. 
Navy from the 31st day of December, 1903. 
Lieut. Commander William G. Cutler to bea commander in the 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


Joseph T. Bridges, of Oregon, to be register of the land office at 
Roseburg, Oreg. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
James H. Booth, of Oregon, to be receiver of public moneys at 
Roseburg, Oreg. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALASKA. 
Gustav Spongberg to be postmaster at Valdez, Alaska. 
ARIZONA, 
William M. Newell to be postmaster at Mesa, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona. 
ARKANSAS, 
Omar N. Hawkins to be postmaster at Morrillton, in the county 
of Conway and State of Arkansas. 
Charles L. Jones to be postmaster at Junction, in the county of 
Union and State of Arkansas. 
COLORADO. 
Preston Holbrook to be postmaster at Blackhawk, in the county 
of Gilpin and State of Colorado. 
FLORIDA. 
George Glass to be postmaster at High Springs, in the county 
of Alachua and State of Florida., 
William A. Murat to be postmaster at Apalachicola, in the 
county of Franklin and State of Florida. 
George B. Patterson to be postmaster at Key West, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Florida. 
ILLINOIS. 
Daniel McArthur to be postmaster at Glencoe, in the county of 
Cook and State of Ilinois. 
Robert B. Thomas to be postmaster at Lacon, in the county of 
Marshall and State of Ilinois. 
KENTUCKY, 
Thomas B. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Hodgenville, late 
Hodgensville, in the county of Larue and State of Kentucky, 
MASSACHUSETTS, 
John F. Mitchell to be postmaster at North Grafton, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
Lyman D. Thurston to be postmaster at Leicester, in the county 
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
MICHIGAN, 
Zebedee G. Culver to be postmaster at Reading, in the county 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan. 
Charles Quick to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county of 
Kent and State of Michigan. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
John S. Hasty to be postmaster at Monroe, in the county of 
Union and State of North Carolina. 
OHIO. 
Charles H. Clark to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the 
county of Madison and State of Ohio. 
OKLAHOMA, 
G. A. Hall to be postmaster at Okarche, in the county of Cana- 
dian and Territory of Oklahoma. 


TEXAS. 
William Reese to be postmaster at Floresville, in the county of 
Wilson and State of Texas. 
WASHINGTON. 
James Lane to be postmaster at Roslyn, in the county of Kit- 
titas and State of Washington. r 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 2, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
12833, being the appropriation bill for the District of Columbia 
for the ensuing year. 

The ee was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
belo Howes on the state of the Union, with Mr. Lawrence in 

e chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 12833, and the Clerk will resume the reading of 


i hs. 
TRAVERS ir, Chairman, when the committee rose last 


night we had just read the second section on the thirteenth page, 
and I rose for the purpose of making some inquiries at that time, 
but the matter went over with the understanding that the inquiry 
might be made this morning. Now, I should like to ask the com- 
mittee how many horses are provided for in this section. It seems 
that there is an expense of $5,000. I would like to inquire whether 
it is for the purchase of horses other than those that may be re- 
ga to replenish those that may die or be worn out e year. 

notice here is a charge of $5,000 for the keep of horses. I would 
like to inquire whether the city keeps its own stables for its own 
horses or whether they are farmed out, or whether they are hired 


t. 
nat McCLEARY of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I can not off- 
hand answer as to the exact number of horses that are kept. I 
can say, however, that the District has its own stables and cares 
for its own horses. 

Mr. THAYER. Can the gentleman give me any idea of how 
many horses? Here is $5,000. If the city owns its stable and pur- 
chases its own provender, this amount wonld pay fora great deal 
of care in keeping the horses. I should naturally presume there 
must be a very large number of horses, otherwise the appropria- 
tion seems to be out of ion. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Has the gentleman read the 
paragraph? 

Mr. THAYER. I surely read the paragraph, and I heard it 
read by the Clerk. Here itis. I know what the paragraph con- 
tains. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman will note that 


this $5,000 is to cover all the contingent e 


xpenses. 

Mr. THAYER. Oh, well, horse blankets, repair of harness, 
whips, oil, brushes; these must amount to very little. It must 
be for the purchase of horses and caring for horses. Five thou- 
sand dollars for chamois skins, buckets, halters, rubber boots, 
coats and medicines, brushes and combs, would buy a whole barn 


full. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It also provides for shoein, 
the horses, the purchase of all horses connected with the sewer an 
other engineering work of the city. 

Mr. THAYER. Well, how many does it provide for? Can not 
you give us some estimate, can you not give us any idea whether 
it is 20 or 100? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Why, there are hundreds of 
these horses. I do not know the exact number. 

Mr. THAYER. You do not know the number? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I can not give the exact fig- 
ures; there are hundreds. 

Mr. THAYER. Can you not tell whether there is 100 or 500? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I can not answer definitely. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For livery of horse or horse hire for coroner's office, jurors’ fees, removal 
of deceased persons, making autopsies, ice, disinfectants, and other necessary 
TTT 
unidentified bodies, $2,000. 5 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, on page 
14, in line 3. the words for livery of horse or horse hire.“ 

The - The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 14. in line 3, strike out for livery of horse or horse hire.” 


Mr. COWHERD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say just a 
word on that,if the House will hear me. I venture to say there 
is no man in this Committee of the Whole—unless it be the chair- 
man of the subcommittee—who has any idea, and certainly I 
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SOOT ee ee ee the subcommittee, after the re- 
sponse to estion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, him- 
elf ha has no idea how many horses are provided for in this bill. 
Now, why should we provide a horse and carriage for the coroner 
of the ae of Columbia? Here is a provision for the removal 


of bodies. Here gird pes rovision under which expenses can be au- 
dited for anything of that kind. Where, then, is the necessity for 
a horse and carriage for the coroner of the District except that 
he may use it in his private business or in the practice of his pro- 
fession? The coroner of your cities at home is not furnished 
with a horse and carriage. He is usually some physician elected 
to the position, and if he maintains a horse at all he maintains it 
at his Own expense. There is a salary provided for this office that 
is amply sufficient for the gentleman who occupies it to maintain 
anything of the kind he needs, and if one is maintained I venture 
vd say eg used ten times more in professional business than any- 
ang 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman that item last 
N for all needs was $300, and it was for removal of bodies. 

at is What it is for. 

Mr. COWHERD. I beg the gentleman's pardon. The gentle- 
man from Nebraska says this item for livery of horse and horse 
hire is for removal of bodies, but there is another item in that 
very F e which reads for the removal of deceased per- 
sons,” and under that item the Auditor would pay for any ex- 
pense covered by the removal of bodies. This is “livery of horse 
and horse hire for coroner's office, and if the gentleman has any 
explanation to make, I would like to hear it; if not, it seems to 
Dea ht to strike out that line. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I have no ob- 
jection to striking it out. I simply desire to say the business of 
that office is quite considerable, and it may be important for that 
gentleman to ride to places where the inquest is to be held. It 
may not be on a street-car line. There were thirty-six inquests 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903. The number of bodies 
at the morgue during that year was 326 the number of autopsies 
held was 30; the number of inquests, 36. There were 154 deaths 
from accidental injuries. 19 accidental poisonings, 54 suicides, 18 
homicides and 1 homicide not in the District, and 1 legal hang- 


in 
i Nr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman tell me how the coroner 
of the District is paid, whether by salary or by fees? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. He is paid a salary of $1,800 


a 
se COWHERD. I think the gentleman will with me 
that this is ee to pay for the removal of dead bodies or 


vag gt 

MOCLEARY of ra Minnesota. Bap stented iri peers 
purposes in going to these places where inqu are held, and in 
the 1 sae the committee that provision ought to remain 


er a COWHERD. I understood the gentleman to say yester- 
in response to a ion thst, as be understood it, the only 
be i cial carriages and ies provided were those for the Com- 
missioners of the District. So this is another official conveyance 
rovided. 
: Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. No, sir; this is not. It comes 
right within the line of the gentleman’s own statement, horses 
and carriages provided for necessary official duty, just as ‘the fire 
chief has a horse, and just as other men connected with the Dis- 
trict have horses and carriages for the purpose of carrying on 
their official work. 

Mr. COWHERD. The coroner of the District is a practicing 
8 is he not? 

McCLEARY of 3 The law does not prescribe 
whether he shall or shall n 
Mr. COWHERD. I asked Whether he is not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am not sure. 

Mr. COWHERD. Well, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that coro- 
ners are not allowed a horse or buggy or official carriages in other 
cities of the United States and I do not believe they need them in 
as District of Columbia. 

estion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Gler k read as follows: 


S continuing wor the munici 
not be available le exoept for 55 Said eid bulding o a a that ms that wil pro: 


vide for a buildin erage Set with 
therein for recorder of He accomm and tho polie 
court, in addition to th now to be accom- 
ing to af a saita bies with a aimee og — es sufficient height dont 
0 ord § accomm: ting and lighting plant 
a repair shop for the District of Columbia. 
3 Mr. Chairman. I make the 
of order, 3 with the want “which,” in line 23, ana end- 
1 the last line, in line 6 on the next page, that it is new 
gislation. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on 
the point of order? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, that is clearly 
a 3 on the expenditure of the money provided, which 
sum shall not be available except for expenditures under certain 
conditions. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, even if it be a limitation on the 
appropriation, it is a change of existing law, because there is no 
law for this building except the law which provides for a build - 
ing to be otherwise constructed. And if this is a law authorizing 
a new building, itis subject to a point of order because there is no 
existing law on the subject. You can put a limitation on an ap- 
propriation, but yon can not change the law. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
8 8 a ee 


Very well. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman where 
his authority is for saying that the law that was Pager author- 
izing this building prescribed for the particular offices that shall 
be placed in it? If the gentleman has a law to carry out his state- 
ment, I would like to hear it. «My understanding of the law is that 
it merely provides for a new District building, and this question 
of what offices shall be placed in the is merely a matter 
District Commissioners and the architect in the 
e plans. If the gentleman has the law, I would like 


Mr. MANN. I may be incorrect, Mr. Chairman, in the state- 
ie of law covering the eS I supposed it did provide what 
offices the building should contain. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the gentleman from Ilinois is 
mistaken. I do not think it provides for any particular offices. 
Mr. MANN. Undoubtedly the gentleman in charge of the bill 
can give the information on that question. But if there is no law 
on the subject, then this is creating or defining what the building 
shall be and is enacting new law upon that point. If it werea 
mere limitation on the appropriation, very well. But I do not 
iation you can pass laws 
saril 1 large rer ints — oe 
y involves a very appropriation inc 
the amount of the appropriation — — provided. I pcs 
eee is a fixed 5 be the 
expenditure for nilding eman in char 
of the eee 5 amount to be ap- 
propr on the cost o; under existing law? 
McCLEARY of Minnesota. The building is to cost, in- 


cluding the site, $2.0 $2, ees 
Mr t is the building as it stands. Here is an ap- 
propriation Which ch changes the law and will very much increase 
the amount of its cost. 

Mr. MORRELL. May Lask the eiaa a question? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRELL. Iwould like toask the chairmanof the com- 
1 been made of the cost of the building 
if it should built according to the limitation provided in this 
section? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes; the Commissioners esti- 
mate that it will cost $133,000 more if it is built in this way, pro- 
vided they do not change the character of material they now have 
in view for the construction of the building. 

Regie MORRELL. That will make an increase in the cost over 

the original amount provided. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Not necessarily. It is ‘wholly 
within the control of the Commissioners to determine the charac 
ter of the materials to be used, and by changing the quality of 
= materials the: 55 Within the er 5 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. think there is a misap- 
prehension by > gentleman 3 S the clause, as to its be- 
ing a change of existing law. I feel confident, although I have 
not read the act providing for the building for some time, that I 
can assure the committee that there is no provision in the origi- 
nal act creating this building that provides what offices shall be 
located in it. It merely provides for 85 building of a District 
building, the cost not to exceed $2,000. 

Where 0 It seems that the 
District Commissioners have had plans drawn to carry out the 
act of Congress for this building, and in those plans they have 
left out the police court, the registry of wills, the registry of 
deeds, and certain other offices. When this matter came to the 
attention of the Appropriation Committee there was some divi- 
sion as to whether we should include these offices in this one 
building or not, and it was finally decided by a vote of the com- 


the ap 


t | mittee that all of these offices should be located under one roof in 


ae erat ig 
ow, Mr. Chairman, in that out, if we 
propriate this money, Prete se appropria 2 600 605 8 this 
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work, saying nothing about what the building shall contain, the 
District Commissioners will go on and carry out their plans, The 
building will be constructed according totheir order. There will 
be certain District offices left out of the building, which will ulti- 
mately require the building of another building costing a million 
or more dollars. The committee think it is in the interest of 
economy, as well as good business discretion, to house the entire 
District offices under one roof, as can be done without increasing 
the cost of the original appropriation. Í 
This amendment does not contemplate any increase of cost. 
The appropriation here is only a small portion of the contemplated 
cost, but it is merely directory to the Commissioners as to how 
they shall prepare this building, as to how the plans shall be 
drawn. It is a limitation on the power of the Commissioners in 
expending this money. Mr. Chairman, it is not necessary to 
argue with the Chair that Congress has the power to limit the ex- 
penditure of money that we provide for in general appropriations. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LAWRENCE). e Chair is ready to 
rule. The pending paragraph appropriates $300,000 for continu- 
ing work on the municipal building. It specifies that that sum 
shall not be available except for constructing said building on 
plans that will provide for a building six stories high on all sides, 
with suitable accommodations therein for the offices of the register 
of wills, register of deeds, and the police court, in addition to 
the offices and departments now designed to be accommodated 
therein, and with a sub-basement story of sufficient height of 
ceiling to afford suitable accommodations for heating and light- 
ing plant and for a repair shop for the District of Columbia. To 
that provision the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SAMUEL W. 
Surf] raises the point of order that it is new legislation; that it 
isin violation of Rule XXI, which is very familiar to the mem- 
bers of the committee, and especially to that clause of the rule 
which says: 
ovision existing law be in order in any general 
eee e or in . thereto. 5 * 


While the committee has no power to adopt a provision which 
changes existing law, it has been many times held that it has a 
right to limit an appropriation. It can withhold it altogether or 
it can make it subject to certain conditions. This paragraph pro- 
vides that the appropriation of $300,000 shall not be available ex- 
cept under certain conditions which are named. It seems to the 
Chair that it is a distinct limitation on this appropriation. The 
Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I will send to the desk and ask to haye read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out in line 23, page 14, after the word dollars,“ all down to and 
including line 6, page 15. g 


Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, in reading the report of the 
hearings of the committee I was very much struck with the rea- 
sons assigned by the Commissioners for not desiring this change 
in the construction of the building. The building as originally 
designed was in the shape of a U, and was so designed so as to give 
the possible ventilation and light to those occupying the 
building. As I understand the provision in the bill, as it has been 
read, this will build up the open portion of the U and prevent the 
light and ventilation which was originally designed for that part 
of the building. The U is so small, according to the plans, that 
the interior court will not be sufficient to give the proper amount 
of light and ventilation, according to the ideas of the Commission- 
ers, if the open portion is built up. On page 54 Major Biddle, the 
Engineer Commissioner, speaks of this fact in the following 
language: 


On account of making the other rooms lighter and with more air,in my 
opinion, in a block of this size, an interior court of this size in this climate 
would make all of the interior rooms unsatisfactory; anda special point Imade 
with the architect was, that he should make the building d shape it he could 
poby doitand not destroy the architectural effect. That is one of the 

‘ew conditions that I personally laid down to him. In my opinion it would 
make a much more satisfactory building for offices, to be used here through- 
out the year, if we could have it U ape. instead of having an interior 
court. the architect could not do that with reference to the two lower floors, 
built up almost solid, but he did it with reference to the floors above. 


So much, Mr. Chairman, for the alteration in the construction 
of the building. It is proposed under this paragraph to move 
the police courts from the situation which they now occupy to 
this new building. In relation to this matter the president of the 
commission, Mr. Macfarland, speaking, on page 57 of the hearings, 
of the location of the proposed new building, says: 


It is an entirely different neighborhood and vicinity. It might as well be 
8 or 10 miles away for p ical 8 A building can be built for the 

lice court on the present site for less than it would take to add to the Dis- 
Pict building or readapt the District building for that purpose. The space 
by the 28 court—and we are asking an enlargement - would 


now occupi 1 p 
e District building, and this certainly isa very impor- 


take a whole floor of 
tant consideration, 


If it can be built for AAE, Hey the same amount of money, it ought to 


be built where itis. There is an argument, which is a very strong - 
ment, that it is very undesirable to bring to the offices of the 5 
the District of Columbia the many objectionable people who are brought 
into ce courts or who follow the police courts. It would be obnoxious to 
the citizens, to public men, and others dealing with the District government, 
ve oar an o e dase Th wast eater of angen oe 
Tye had no ether place, if we had no site, or for any peanon it was 5 7 
necessary to put the police court in the District building, it would bea dil- 
ferent matter, but there is no such necessity. You would have to strain 
everything to do it, and probably the expense would be greater than it would 
be to build on the present site. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the experience in my own city of Phila- 
delphia of having a police court located in a public building has 
proven it to be a source of great annoyance, and it is practically 
decided to have been a mistake to locate it there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MAHON, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the time of his colleague may be extended 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, this has proved to be the case, 
even though the public buildings in Philad elphia are, I should 
say, at least three times the size of the proposed building here. 

here is another provision in this paragraph in regard to the 
subbasement, where it is proposed to locate the heating and light- 
ing plant and a repair shop for the District of Columbia. As I 
understand it, the bill provides that the height of the ceiling 
shall be greater than the original plans called for. Where the 
building is to be located I also understand there is ground of a 
marshy character which requires piling. If that isso, to increase 
the depth of the cellar would make a very expensive item in the 
construction of the building. Another matter in relation to that 
is that it is proposed to locate in this cellar the repair shop of thé 
District. Everybody knows whata repair shopmeans. It means 
continual hammering and pounding, and would absolutely destroy 
the quiet which is necessary for the proper carrying on of the 
business which is to be transacted in the public building. I there- 
fore trust, Mr. Chairman, that my amendment will prevail. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, does the amendment only have 
the effect of striking out the repair shop? 

Mr. MORRELL. It strikes out the whole of it. It strikes out 
the location of the repair shop in that building. 

Mr. MUDD. Does not this amendment strike out the whole 
limitation? 

Mr. MORRELL. The whole limitation? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the 
amendmentoffered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it would 
strike out all of this provision, which includes transferring to 
this building the office of the recorder of deeds. It seems to me 
the records of deeds ought to be transferred to this building; that 
those records have sy roe in the court building. 

Mr. MORRELL. low me to ask the gentleman whether the 
office of the recorder of deeds is not now very much more used 
by those who have business in the courts than it would be if trans- 
ferred to the new location? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I think not. I see no reason why the 
office of the recorder of deeds should not be in this building. I 
am of opinion that the police court ought not to be there. I there- 
fore desire to offer an amendment, which, as I understand, will 
take precedence of the amendment now pending, to perfect this 
section according to my own idea. My amendment is to strike 
out, in line 1, page 15, the words“ register of wills, and to strike 
out, in line 2 of the same page, the words and the police court.“ 

The amendment of Mr. SMITH of Iowa was read. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. If the prevision in regard to the 
recorder of deeds should remain in the bill, why not that in re- 
gard to the register of wills? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Iam glad the gentleman has asked me 
that question; I take e in answering him. Under the 
judicial system of this District the judges of the district court are 
also judges in probate. The judge of the district court has to 
transact the probate business; and he is obliged to transact most 
of his business at the ordinary court building. Now, it seems to 
me it would be unwise to require this same judge to transact his 
ordinary judicial business in the court-house and then come down 
to this other building to transact the probate business. It seems 
to me that all of his business ought to be conducted in one build- 
ing. Iam therefore of opinion that the office of register of wills 
ought not to be transferred to the District building. 

Mr. MORRELL. May I ask the gentleman Whether he is in 
sympathy with the project of absolutely altering the character of 
the construction of this building? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am in sympathy with the plan that 
provides for raising the basement of this building. 
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Mr. MORRELL. Is the gentleman also in sympathy with the 
project of shutting out light and ventilation which will follow 
this pro change in the construction of the building? 

Mr. S H of Iowa. The light and ventilation will be but 
slightly affected, because while they will be slightly impaired asto 
some rooms on the north side, there will be a newset of roomson 
the south side that will have identically the amount of light and 
ventilation taken away from the north rooms. 

Mr. MORRELL. But that would manifestly defeat largely the 
very purposes of the new building. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. No; I think not. This building is sur- 
rounded by streets on four sides, and the means of ventilation and 
light will be ample. 

Mr. MORRELL. This building will have corridors with rooms 
on both sides. Now, the rooms on the corridors which face the 
interior of the building will be, if the project proposed be carried 
out, absolutely excluded from a propersupply of air and ventila- 
tion, and the gentleman must realize that during the summer 
months that is a very serious thing in Washington. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. This building, if constructed as pro 
in this amendment, will be constructed exactly like the te, 
War, and Navy Department building in this regard, and exactly 
like the Treasury building in this regard. 

Mr. MORRELL. Ishould like to call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion tothe fact that the area included in this new District build- 
ing is very much less than that of the State, War, and Navy De- 
partment building. 

455 SMITH of Iowa. I grant that the area will be somewhat 
smaller, 

Mr. MORRELL. And there are already complaints upon com- 
8 in regard to the want of proper ventilation in the two 

uildings which the gentleman has named. Iam glad he has men- 
tioned them, for they afford striking examples of what might oc- 
cur in this new building under the plan which the gentleman 


ro > 
j Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman this question: Inasmuch as in every State of the Union 
judges have to go from one city to another to hold court, why is 
it any great hardship to require a judge in the city of Washington 
to go from one building to another in the same city? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am not claiming that it is a hardship 
upon the judge. I claim that it will be an inconvenience to the 
public to have the offices of the judge in two places. It would be 
a great inconvenience for a man wanting to transact probate 
business to be required to go to the judge holding district court 
in another building. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. He will not hold the two 
courts at the same time. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. In my State we have identically the same 
system in this respect that prevails in the District of Columbia. 
Anyone may go to the district court there at any time and obtain 
orders in n because the judge is there, the records are 
there; so that there is no difficulty in getting an order any day of 
the week or any hour of the day. 

But if we provided that he had to find that judge at some other 
building than the district court building, he would only have a 
very limited opportunity to transact his probate business, as com- 
pared with that now enjoyed by him. 

Mr. MAHON. Why don’t you put all these judges in that 
building, the judge who probates the wills as well aś the others? 
Why don’t you put all the court business in this building? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Because the judge who probates the wills 
is a judge of the District court, which isa general law and equity 
court, as I understand it. 

Mr. MAHON. Why not put all the courts, except the police 
court, and all the records into that building, so that they will be 


all in one place? 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. There is no pretense that this building is 
or can, without extending it unreasonably, be made large eee 
for that. If the gentleman is familiar with the size of the build- 
ing as it is planned at present and with the proposed extension, 
he will understand that. It would mean a considerable increase 
in the cost. 

Mr. MAHON. I do not think that is any objection, consider- 
ing the benefits to be gained. 

. SMITH of Iowa. It would mean an addition of millions 
and the doubling of the size of the building to put all the courts 
in that one building. 

Mr. MAHON. We ought to do just as any large municipality 
does—that is, to put all the courts in one building regardless of 
cost. That old building ought to be torn down anyway. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word in be- 
half of this section as it is in the bill. I do not know whether I 
can talk very loud to-day, but I want the Members to hear what 
I have to say. e 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must insist on the committee 


being in order. 

Mr. BURKETT. This is an important matter in dollars and 
cents to this District and to the Government. What we do here 
to-day we can not undo in any succeeding bills. In my judgment, 
the action that we take here to-day means a million do or 
more to the Government. 

The House is familiar with the legislation that we have had 
with reference to this building. It started out withan appropria- 
tion. in the first place, to buy a site. Then the limit of cost was a 
million five hundred thousand dollars; afterwards it was in- 
creased to $2,000,000. Of that $2,000,000 there was appropriated 
in 1902 the sum of $600,000, and in 1903 the sum of $250,000. 

There is nothing in the law concerning this building that says 
what it shall contain, except that it shall be for municipal pur- 
poses—a municipal building for the District of Columbia. I take 
it when this law was originally nobody had any otheridea 
than thatit was to house everything belonging to the District that 
it was possible to put in the building. For years the District 
had been asking for a municipal building. The District authori- 
ties had been applying to Congress for it, the papers had taken 
the matter up, delegations of citizens had come before the com- 
mittee, and Congress finally acted and provided for the building, 
and limited the cost to $2,000,000 for a District building. Now, 
the plans haye been prepared, or partially prepared, and I have 
them here. A few weeks ago the subcommittee having this bill 
in charge addressed a letter to the Commissioners, and in that let- 
ter they asked about seven or eight questions. In short, they 
asked for a copy of the plans; they asked for the total floor space 
that all the departments of this District are occupying now, to- 
gether with the number of clerks in each and every department, 
and also the total floor space of the new building, together with 
the assignment of the rooms ascontemplated in the new building, 
the number of clerks who would be in that new building. and the 
number of square feet of floor space that it was proposed to give 
every department. 

When we received the reply we found there were several things 
that were not provided for at all in this new building. For in- 
stance, there was the harbor master’s office, the superintendent 
of repairs, coroner, and several other things. Among the list not 
pinoa for was the police court of the District, the register of 

eeds, the register of wills, and the probate court. The committee 
went over the 3 plans thoroughly and carefully, and as a 
committee decided that when we built this building it should in- 
clude all the officials of the District except some, perhaps, that 
could not goin. For example, the harbor master’s office, which 
would have to be down on the river front; the coroner's office, who 
has to be in the morgue, and one or two things like that; but we 
decided that all the rest should be gathered together under thisone 
roof. Sothenext proposition was, Isthereroomenough? Now,I 
want to show you how much room they have in that building: and 
in reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania let me say we have 
not contemplated a single change in this building except raising 
it 18 inches from the ground and building in or filling up the- 
open prongs of the U“ on the south side of the building. 

The building, as these plans show it, will be six stories high. 
The lower floor is about 18 inches above the ground. That will 
make a cellar 7 feet, as now proposed, underneath the first floor. 
If they raise that building so that the first floor shall be 3 feet or 
34 feet above the ground, they can build a cellar there 84 feet or 
9 feet high, which will give an abundance of ceiling height for 
storeroom, heating plant, and a repair shop, such as is contem- 
plated and such as it is to put into that cellar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SM May Task the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Where is the repair shop of the 
District of Columbia now? 

Mr. BURKETT. They have got them everywhere. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. What does this include? 

Mr. BURKETT. It would include in this building, of course, 
only such light repair work as could be done there properly. It 
will be the same sort of repair shop that they have under the 
date? pert Pepsi under all of sc pond gees the 
same air shop as is in every other ic ding in 
the District of Columbian. og 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. There is to be such a repair shop 
under this building? s 

Mr. BURKETT. This is to get such a repair shop there. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. How, under this provision, do yon 
know that these om shops of the District of Eclumbia will be 
put under that building? 

Mr. BURKETT. We are trying to get all of the forces of the 
District of Columbia into this building. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It does not say that all the repairs of the 
District shall be done in this shop? 
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Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. That is what the clause in the bill 
indicates. 

Mr. BURKETT. It does not contemplate running a blacksmith 
shop in the cellar, or a wagon shop. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I ask you, under this provision, 
how are you going 5 revent it? 


Mr. BURKET they choose to put it there, let them put 
it there. I wish they would put it there if they want it. Iam 
not afraid about that. We will not have any trouble about get- 
ting the things we do not want there. The trouble is to make 
them put all the things that ought to gointo that building, That 
if where our trouble is, I would say to the gentleman. 

I want to compare a little as to the room which they are going 
to have when this building is completed. All the departments of 
the District of Columbia occupy to-day 66,011 square feet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, this is a matter of some im- 
portance, and I should like to have about ten minutes longer. 

Mr. BENTON. I hope the gentleman will have ten minutes 


longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman's time may be extended ten minutes. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now they occupy a total floor space of 66,011 
feet. In the new building as now p ed they will haye 165,215 
square feet. In short, they will have almost three times as much 
space in this new building as the present District government 
occupies. That is all right. We want it to be too large. We 
want to have an outlet for the growth of the city. It is shown 
by the plans that there are 25,000 square feet of floor space in this 
new building that they have not been able themselves to find any- 
thing to occupy, and they have labeled it “‘ unassigned,” and there 
is 25,000 square feet of it. 

Now, another thing. When the Commissioners were before us 
we asked whether this building was large enough, and they in- 
formed us that there was planned 25 per cent outlet. Now, let 
me compare to you the room as now occupied and to be occupied 
in the new building. For instance, the sealer of weights and 
measures, against which somebody raised a question yesterday, 
has 11 employees. They oceupy one room now with an area 
of 1,216 square feet; when they get down to the new building 
they will occupy 3,553 square feet. They are going to have a 

ublic hall in the new building with a floor space of 2,550 square 
Feet, The Commissioner has a room which now gives him 885 
square feet; in the new building he will have an area of 2,073 
square feet. The auditor now occupies 2,244 square feet; when 
he gets in the new building he will get an area of 5,472 square 
fest. The property clerk now oe 620 square feet; when 
he gets into the new building he will occupy 2,666 square feet. 
So you find we have abundance of room, and we have provided for 
them about two and a half or three times as much floor eas 
they now have. Our question was, Can you have enough room 
with that for the recorder of deeds, the register of wills, the pro- 
bate court, and your police court? 

Now, when we got the plans of the building—the building is 
going to be located, I take it gentlemen of the House understand, 
on Fourteenth street, right below the Avenue, right south below 
the Willard Hotel, where the Mount Vernon street-car line comes 
when it jogs west on a short street and turns south. It is the 
block around which the Mount Vernon street-car line turns—the 
old power-house block. In addition to that block Congress va- 
cated the street north of the block, so it gets that block and the 
street north of the block clear up to the little triangular piece of 
ground next to the Avenue. The plans contemplate covering only 
that block south of the street and do not include ore the 
street. Now, the plans as we found them provided for a 
U-shaped building, a building facing on Pennsylvania ayenue, 
with two prongs running to the south. It is six stories high; the 
first two 5 are built up solid all around. After it gets to the 
second floor, the third, fourth, fifth, and sixth will be U-shaped. 
J trust gentlemen will understand this. r 

Now, it occurred to the committee that it would make a prettier 
building if they would fill up that southern side, two-tailed prop- 
osition, and make a square building, facing all the points of the 
compass, and make it as good to the south as to the west or the 
- east or to the north—make a completed building, as it ought to 
be. So when we had the Commissioners before us we asked them 
to figure out and add the amount of space that would be required 
for the police court, because the very next item in the bill, I think 
it was, appropriated $38,000 to buy a site for a new police-court 
building. The very next item after this $300,000 or $400,000 mu- 
nicipal building was to appropriate $38,000 to buy additional land 
for a site for a police court building. So we said to the Commis- 
sioners, Figare up how much floor space it will take for the po- 


lice court building; figure up all about it and let us know; figure 


up how much additional space will be in the municipal building 
if it is built up on the south the remaining stories.“ Peculiar] 
enough, it required 15,000 square feet for the police court; “A 
iarly enough, there were just 15,000 square feet gained by build. 
1 es this building. 

ey argued that we could build a new police-court building as 
cheaply as we could put that addition up. They figured it up and 
there was about $20,000 difference in the cost of the two, and then 
we would have them all together—housed together. And their 
figures, mind you, was to build a police-court building out of 
brick at a cost not to exceed 875,000, and you and I know that 
while that will do to estimate for and to put in the bill as a be- 
ginning, you and I know that when we once commence a build- 
ing like that it will cost half a million dollars and it will not be 
built out of bricks, because we are not building any buildings in- 
side the District of Columbia out of bricks. Last year when the 
Commissioners were before the committee the matter was dis- 
cussed somewhat, and it was intimated to them at that time that 
in the judgment of some of us it was better to have all the Dis- 
trict offices housed in one building, and that Congress preferred 
that it should be that way. That was before the plans were out. 
Ignoring, apparently, that suggestion, they have come in this ses- 
sion in this way, with these particular departments left out. Now, 
the question is up to Congress to say to these le before we 
have gone any further: We want you to balda. nilding that 
will house all the departments of the District of Columbia.” 

Now, I want to get to the proposition that my friend from 
Pennsylvania is very anxious about. He fears there will not bé 
light and air in some of these rooms. Let me tell the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania he onght to have looked at the plans. He 
spoke about the light and air being shut out of the rooms on the 
north side of the court. Well, there are no rooms on that north 
side of the court. Itisall taken up by stairways and toilet rooms— 
not a single office room is contemplated. Let me tell the gentle- 
man something else—there is but one floor, just one floor, on 
which it is contemplated to occupy these inside rooms next to the 
court as office rooms. The rest are to be occupied by dark rooms 
for the photographic department of the police officers and by rec- 
ords of the surveyor’s office and various offices. There is just one 
floor, as I recall it now going over these plans, above the second, 
and of course that is dark under their plans, as the gentleman 
says, that is contemplated being occupied. ; 

ow, here [polning up a plan] is the shape of the building. I 
wish you could all see it. It faces north. It is open to the south. 
Now, it is proposed by this section to build across the south end 
the same as across the north end, making the front the same as 
the north, and build that up four stories above where they have 
left it off. They complain that that will leave a closed court in 
here about 100 feet square, and that it will be dark in the inside 
rooms. There is the north side. as you see designated. A stair- 
way and a toilet room extend clear across the north side of the 
court. On the east and west sides of this court there are store- 
rooms, etc., in the main. That is the fifth floor. 

Now, here on this other plan is the fourth floor. You see the 
stairway and the elevator goes clear up. Here we have a large 
room on this floor for the engineer department’s records. That 
takes up practically all of it. There is only one other small room 
there. It is all occupied by the engineer department’s records. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has again expired. 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Nebraska be ex- 
tended for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks that 

the time of the gentleman from Nebraska be extended ten min- 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 
Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I will not take the time to go 
over each of these floors. I went over them all the other day, and 
there is just one, as I found, that is contemplated being occupied 
by a force of clerks, as I now recall it. The first and second floors 
are filled up across there, and it will be a closed court below the 
third floor. They propose in their plans to put in this court the 
heating plant on the first floor, so that will fill the whole interior 
court up as far as the first story is concerned, The rear part is 
built up two stories, as the roof shows on the second-floor plan, 
which is really the third fioor, for they count the basement floor 
as the first floor. ` 

Now, I want to say just one more word in response to tho sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it would strain 
everything in this building to doit. That was the statement of 
5 Engineer Commissioner—at the hearings; 
but he has a good deal of pride in his plans. But when you get 
the plansand figure them over you will find that they only contem- 
plate using the outside, a row of offices around here for an office 


1904. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2689 


force; that the inner side is used for the elevator and stairway 
and the record offices and that sort of a thing. In spite of the 
extravagant use of the increased floor space they still have 25 per 
cent outlet, and I can not see how you are going to strain any- 
thing very much when they have got 166,000 square feet and 25 
per cent outlet. They only need 15,000 square feet for a police 
court. If anybody will tell me how that is going to strain any- 
thing very much, I would like to know it. Iam willing to putin 
some concession. : 

Mr. PALMER. What does he mean by straining? 

Mr. BURKETT. I suppose he means to crowd—to jam some 
department up and put it in a less than it ought to be 
put in. We do not propose to crowd If we build up the 
south end, it will probably cost $130,000—to build it clear up and 
make it a complete building. The architect ea it out, and I 
think he said it would cost $130,000 more. We believe the $2,000,- 
000 appropriated for it is enough to do it; if it is not, we would 
rather increase it $130,000 than tostart out with this building and 
know that we have got these three departments to put into some 
building hereafter. 

Now, there is one other proposition. In my judgment and 
everybody’s judgment there is no 8 but that the register 
of deeds ought to go down there. ere ought to be no question 
but what the register of wills and the probate court ought to go 
there. It pertains distinctly to this District. It is true that one 
of the District judges up here one day in the week, under the 
law, goes into the probate end of the building and sits as a pro- 
bate judge. Now, in my judgment, that probate court and its 
records ought to be down there in a municipal building, where 
its clerk would be and where all the business pertaining to the 
probate court and the regi of wills will be performed, and 
when that day of the week comes that the judge shall preside 
over the probate court he ought to go down there and sit in the 
N building. All the affairs of this District ought to be 
housed in one building. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that the pro- 
bate judge, or the judge who sits as probate judge, sits only one 
day in the week. 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN, Do J understand from the gentleman that a man 
who wants to probate a will can probate it on only one day in the 
week; that a man who wants to produce witnesses can produce 
them only on one day in the week, and that a man who wants to 
take out letters can take them out on only one day in the week in 
the city of Washington? 

Mr. BENTON. Oh, no, no. 

Mr. BURKETT. It is suggested to me that their practice here 
is to take the evidence before the clerk. I do not know what the 
practice is, but the testimony was that he sat as a probate judge 
one day in the week. 

Mr. . Is it not the practice that a man can probate a 
will any day in the week, and he can obtain letters of adminis- 
tration any day in the week as a matter of formality, but that it 
requires the presence of the judge to permit this? 

Mr. BURKETT. Ido not know what the fact isas to the prac- 
tice in this District. I do not know whether the gentleman does 
or not. I have not practiced any law in this District. I know 
what the practice is in my own probate court, and I presume the 
gentleman does in his own, and unless he has practiced here he 
probably does not know what it is here. They told us in the 
hearings that he acted as probate judge only one day in the week. 

Mr. MANN, I haye no doubt, if the gentleman will pardon 
me, that he is required only one ip By the week to sit hearing 
matters relating to probate business, but that so far as the issuing 
of letters of administration is concerned, so far as the probating 
of wills is concerned, that he is sitting all the time, and under 
the change proposed by the gentleman that could not be done, and 
a man who came here from a distance, for instance, could be 
heard on only one day in the week. 

Mr. BURKETT. It could be done just as well as it can be 
done now. He is sitting as the judge of a regular court here all 
of the time, when he is on the bench of the probate court. 
If he has the authority to make orders outside of his own probate 
court room, he could make them just as well down there four 
blocks away as he could in another room in the same building. 

Mr. MANN. Very likely, but the people would be required to 
trot down there to see him. 

Mr. BURKETT. There would not be any people about it. 
Attorneys would get these orders as they do now, I presume. 

Mr. MANN. Nobody would know where the judge was to be 
found. 


Mr. BURKETT. They would know when he was to be down 
in the probate court. 
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Mr. MANN. They might, after they came to town. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, the only serious objection that has been 
raised to this whole 9 of course, has been to putting the police 
court down there. ey want a new police court building here. 
They have been talkin g pretty loud about it and a good ary bate 
about it, and with a good deal of difficulty have we insisted y 
on their fixing up the present headquarters to make it habitable. 
They have complained of Con or not furnishing the money 
to make that building habitable, and yet, if I remember rightly, 
for several years we have appropriated the money and it has been 
unused. ey have had the money available to make those cells 
ag conditions oror there 1 itable. 5 1 05 

e are simply up against this proposition now: ngress 

to make them put the city government in that municipal 
g when we know they have the room, and every showing 
is that they have abundance of room, or are we going to let them 
have control of the purse strings and dictate another new build- 
ing in this District? That is the Whole question. They argue that 
the police court would not be å very suitable and desirable thing 
down there in the municipal building. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MORRELL] says they have the police court in 
that magnificent municipal building over there in Philadelphia, 
and he at is not a satisfactory arrangement over there. But 
Philadelphia thought it was all right to put it in its municipal 
building, and I dare say if we were to take acensus of this House 
that out of the 386 Members five-sixths of them would testify 
that the pae courts in their respective cities are in the munici- 
255 buildings. Now, they say it will be prominent. Everyone 

ows where the police court here is—— 

Mr. No; we do not know. 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, the way the gentleman was talking 
about the courts I thought he understood all about it. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman’s acquaintance with the probate 
court and the acquaintance of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BuRKETT] with the police courts are reversed. The gentleman 
from Nebraska may know where the police court is. I know 
where the probate court is. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURKETT. The police court is over there on Louisiana 
avenue, just below Judiciary Square, where the car line turns 
east after coming south from the Pension Office. It is one of the 
most sightly places in this city. More people go right through 
that section of the city than any other, it occurs to me. Let 
gentlemen say they do not want to remove the police court 
: The CEAL MAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 

as expired. 

Mr. BURKETT. I should like to have three minutes more. 

Mr. MANN. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
permitted to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. BURKETT. I shall not want more than three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to granting the gentle- 
man from Nebraska five minutes more? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURKETT. Gentlemen object to transferring the police 
court, because they say in the proposed new location it will be un- 
sightly; but, sir, the south side of that block, down next to the 
electric power house, is farther away from Pennsylvania avenue, 
farther out of town, more hidden from the sight of the people, 
than the present location of the police court. 

Now, what is the condition of the finances of this District? 
This District owes about $20,000.000. We can not put this bill 
through without increasing that indebtedness probably $2,000,000 
more the present year, because we are doing some enormous work 
in the way of extending public improvements—in providing for 
the sewage-disposal system, in providing for the filtration plant, 
in building up the approaches to the new terminal station. All 
these things are going to involve an expense of two or three mil- 
lions more than the present indebtedness. 

Now, it occurs to me that the thing for us to do is to protect the 
District in this respect; and the people of the District want to be 
protected. Let me say that the persons who are clamoring for 
this thing are not all of the taxpayers. Since this bill has been 
reported I have been approached by many more of the stron 
business men and taxpayers of this District who want to be sav 
from the unnecessary extravagance of additional buildings than 
by people who have criticised the position that I take in this 
matter 


Mr. Chairman, we must meet this proposition. If we do not it 
simply means the addition of another million dollars to the in- 
debtedness of this District. We have got to provide for the police 
court. If we do not provide for it by placing it in this building 
we shall be obliged to buy a site for the erection a new police 
court and erect another building. 

Mr. MAHON, Mr. Chairman, I fully concur in the remarks of 
the gentleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. BURKETT]. We 
are putting up in this city a great municipal building, and why 


— 


goin 
buildi 
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should we have a part of the judges sitting in the city court build- 


ing and a part of them m the new municipal building? There is 
no qnestion to my mind that the probate jndge and every 8 
of this District should go into this new building and also all the 
records of these courts. There will be plenty of room there for 
the records to accumulate. 

Now, in regard to the police court. That court is now located 
about a short square from where the other courts are held. What 
are you going to do with that building if the police court should 
be transferred? That building is in fair repair, and it 
might be kept for the use of twoor t of the jndges of our 
courts, and for the register of wills and his records. But why 
not transfer all the courts down to this new building, and if we 
must have a police court in that part of the city where it now is 
take the present court building for a police court and such other 
offices as you may need in that locali 

The gentleman from Philadelphia (Mr. MORRELL} has spoken 
of the great public building in Philadelphia, costing about 
824.000.000. In that building there are all of the courts of the 
city. There is an archway cut through, as there ought to be in 
this new building. Hundreds of thousands of people pass through 
that archway every day. The people passing through there do 
not see anything of the criminals. The prison vans come there 
and back np to elevators which are used only by prisoners and 
the police officers, When the court is over those prisoners come 
down and are taken away. 

Gentlemen know that where the police court of this District is 
now situated the prisoners, no matter how desperate or how 
dirty, pass to and fro in the presence of the passers-by. 

Mr. MANN. Is it possible in Philadelphia to always tell crim- 
inals by looking at them? {Laughter. | 

Mr. HON. In Chicago you can not tell them; but we can 
in Sagres ae 

Mr. MANN. There is no tronble, then, in Philadelphia; you 
know them whenever you see themi. 

Mr. MAHON. Because we have but few in Philadelphia: but 
in Chicago the criminals are far more numerous. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman takes my idea, but reverses it. 

Mr. MAHON. I agree with the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat. that there is no reason why this new building should not 
be made large enough to inclnde accommodation for the police 
court. It can be done by spending a little more money. You 
already have your pr son vans; should hav- in the new build- 
ing elevators on which to take the | prisoners up to the court room 
and down again: and in that way they will probably be more re- 
moved from contact with the citizens than they are at present. 

I have gone past the police court often during the last ten years. 
It looks more like an army hospital than a court building. In 
passing you see men bandaged and bloody handed. standing on the 
pavement. Yon see gathered every morning around that police 
court a crowd of desperate people— le who are to be tried and 
their friends. Now. why not removeall that? These judges need 
not be so delicate. They are judges of the United States. They 
hold their police court and their criminal courts in these great 
buildings. If you are going to finish this building and have a police- 
court building besides. then there will be another and another 
building. You have room here to enlarge it. Now. I am in favor 
of putting the offices of all the courts, criminal and all, in that 
building. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, what is the present parliamen- 
tary situation? 


The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committee is the | 


amendment offered by the gentleman from iowa to the amend- 
ment offered by the 8 trom Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BENTON. hat was the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
both amendments. 
e Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Strike out. on page l4. after the word “dollars,” in line 23, all of the para- 
graph down to and including line 6. on page 15. 


And the amendment to the amendment, as follows: 


On 15, strike in line 1, the words “ register of wills:” and in line 2 
the words “and — — * : 

Mr. BENTON. 
enlighten the committee any more than they have een enlight- 
ened by what has b-en said. I shall address myse f first to the 


proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr. Manon}, 
who has just taken his seat. 

The probate court ought to be there. As to the other courts, 
they are Federal courts: there is a building aiready in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. paid for. fo~ their ose. I do not see any rea- 
son why the other courts of law a d 
municipal building. 


It might be all ri 


Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether I can | 


nity should be in the | officers of the District o? 
t if we had the room, | building; and if tne commitwe is sustained by the Committee of 


but there are a large number of offices that have to be housed in 
this building. 

Now, as to the main proposition. I have been on this commit- 
tee some The people of this District, or those who are in 
control, Board of District Commissioners, have insisted, year 
after year, that the District of Columbia should be housed in a 
building of its own, complaining that the offices were scattered 
about all over this city and District; that the District ought to 
have a home. Finally we bought a very desirable piece of prop- 
erty down here on Pennsylvania avenue, running south to and 
across what is known as D street. We then appropriated. as you 
have been told, money to build a $1,500,000 building, making it 
cost altogether $2,000,000. 

Without consulting the committee or the Congress the Com- 
missioners prepared elaborate proe: and these plans show a very 
handsome building, but one which does not come anywhere near 
utilizing all the goma: 

Mr. s ill the gentleman on me, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Ilinois? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. We have not heard stated on the floor of the 
House yet. and I know it would be a matter of information if the 
gentleman would tell us, what offices are to go into the building 
according to the Commissioners’ plan. in addition to the ones that 
are enumerated now in the limitation proposed by the committee? 

Mr. BENTON. If I do not come to that in a moment I hope 
the gentleman will rise and call my attention to it. I think that 
is an appropriate inquiry, and I try to meet it. 

It was the opinion of the committee (I am frank to say there 
was some division in it, however) that the ground which we had 
purchased at an enormous cost had not been properly utilized. A 
suggestion was made that we buy a piece of ground at a cost of— 
I do not remember how much money—$30.000,1 believe. on which 
to erect a repair shop for the District. That was for the ground. 
The repair shop was to come later. A suggestion was made to 

urchase some property for the erection of a police court, and 

ter would come the police-court building. There have been 
frequent suggestions for a building of records, to house the re- 
coruer of deeds and the register of wills. 

Your committee thought that in the interest of economy, 
and in the interest of the ple who trausact business with 
the District, the offices onght all to be put into one building. 
The Commissioners proposed—if I am mistaken I hope some one 
who knows better will correct me: | am talking from memo 
now—the Commissioners to house first the superintend- 
ent of police. together with his office force and the officials of the 
fire department. Each of the Commissioners was well provided 
with a large amount of room. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request for an ex- 
tension of ten minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BENTON. They proposed also to honse in this buildin 

| the assessor of the District and all his clerks and assistants—an 
he has a large number of men: the collector of the revenues of 
the District and all his officials, and the water department; the 
sealer of weights and measures—and. in fact. all of the officials 
except the harbor and wharf master and the police court. the re- 
corder of deeds, the register of wills, and the probate court—are 
| about all that were left out. 


Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to a qnestion? The 
recorder of deeds and e eee the probate court 
| are ordinary county officers. | suppose. Iwill ask the gentleman 
| to kindly inform me whether the plan contemplated putting into 
: the new building all the general officers usnally relating to the 
| city offices in the ordinary city except the harbor master? Is not 
that the case? 
Mr. BENTON. Yesand no, both. The District government 
is 1 like a county and city government. 
. MANN. Well. Í understand that: bat I say we distinguish 
between the city and county governments possibly the same as in 
| other places. Now, here the plan contemplates putting in this 
building. as I understand it. the general offices that in other 
nsually relate to the city government. 
Mr. BENTON. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. And the offices left out were those offices usually 
r county offices. 
Mr. BENTON. With the exception of the police. All the 
police officials we provide tor in tue plan of this new building. 
Now, Mr. i . yonr committee is of the opinion that the 
nlumyia ought all to be soused in one 
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the Whole Honse, I shall offer an amendment that the probate 
court shall be put in there. Now, just a word on the general 
subject, gentlemen. Those of you who have been in Congress 
here a number of years know that there is a disposition among a 
class of very nice gentlemen to make a lot of splendid buildings 
in this city and District at the expense of the people of the United 
States. This committee has not y with the people 
of the District of Columbia. We have given to it here the 
bill by $1,300,000 that we ever made for this District. If we 
followed the suggestions of those whose duty it is to make sug- 
gestions to us, we would haye made the bill very much larger 
than we have. 

The Committee on Appropriations, as I understand it, in obedi- 


ence to the voice of tila House: haa sen undertaking to gare exh: 


down wherever it could and keep the expenses within bounds, 
This is a campaign year, and it is not a political secret to say that 
it is the desire of the Administration this year, and it ought to be 
always the desire of Democrats, to be economical. These people 
have asked us and we have generously granted them $2,000,000, 
and with the addition of $133,000 for a municipal building the 
Commissioners say we can put every official connected with the 
District of Columbia into the municipal building. 

Mr. MORRELL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BENTON. Certainly. t 

Mr. MORRELL. The gentleman has 5 it would cost 


Mr. BENTON. I think it could be without any question. But 
J am telling you what the suggestions of the Commissioners were. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Will my colleague on the 
committee yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BENTON. inly. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. What J meant to say was that 
it would all be included in the $2,000,000 if changes were made in 
the material. 

Mr. MORRELL. Then that alters the situation. 

Mr. BENTON. Oh, no. 

Mr. MORRELL. Because if this is to be an additional appro- 
priation for building this wing part, I may say that this part of 
this clause is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. All that you would have to 
do would be to change the material and bring it within the 

-amount. The quality and character of the material has not been 
fixed yet; it is simply in contemplation; and by changing the 
material it could be brought within the amount. 

Mr. MORRELL. I just wanted to be informed whether it 
would be included in the $2,000,000. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman that we do not 
know how much it is going to cost yet. They have got no bids 
onit. They might have $500,000 of the amount left, 

Mr. MORRELL, I was just taking the words of the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, we do not know what it will cost. 
They may be able to make this within the bound, and they may 
submit the bids so that it will not exceed $2,000,000. But the 
whole cost, according to the figures, would not be more than 
$120,000 additional for the present plan of the building. 

Mr. MORRELL. That was certainly not the impression the 
chairman of the committee made on me when I asked the question. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. i , of course the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania did not l misunderstand me. I just want 
to make myself clear. I intended tosay the suggestion was made 
to us that it would cost $183,000 more than the present appropri- 
ation. Iam of opinion that it allcan be built with the $2,000,000, 
and I think that is the opinion of your committee as well. Now, 
if we follow the suggestions of the Commissioners—— 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if my friend 
will just allow one word of interruption. Of course that does 
not provide for the raising of the building so as to give a higher 
ceiling to the subbasement. That would cost $50,000 more, but 
we think it can be all included within the $2,000,000. 

Mr. BENTON. If wep this piece of ground for the 
erection of the repair rp tae is going to cost $30,000, to say 
nothing of the erection of therepair shop. We will make money 
by putting the repair shop in this building. We know it is going 
to cost at least $38,000 to buy the ee for the police court 
building. Then it is the intention rwards to build a records 
building, and we do not know how much these buildings are going 
to cost, but from the experience this committee has had in the 
= in paying for these buildings I venture the opinion that 

ere can not be erected a repair shop and police court building 


at of record and probate court short of a million and a half 
0 

This committee in the interest of economy insisted upon putting 
the Whole District of Columbia in this one municipal building. 


Now, Ithink, perhaps, with what we have alreadystated to the com- 
mittee, that you understand the position of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. We are erecting a magnificent building here for 
the use of the District. We are proposing to have it cost $2,000,- 
000, one-half of which comes from the pockets of the taxpayers 
and all the people. We believe it is enough, and therefore I hope 
that this committee will sustain the committee in its conclusion, 
Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Lacey). Debate on this amendment is 
austed. 
Mr. MORRELL. Just one word 
Mr. MANN r. Chairma: 


oo ae n—— 
The CHAIRMAN, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? 
Mr. MANN. The Chair states that debate on this amendment 
is exhausted. That was true more tha 


MANN. But it has been forty-five minutes on one side. 
While the present occupant of the chair has not been in the chair. 
it has been forty-five minutes on one side of this discussion, an 
now I think the other side should be recognized. 

Th . It rests wholly with the committee. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say to the 
gentleman that I did not intentionally misunderstand him, as he 
seems to think. 

Mr. BENTON. No; I said I did not think you did. 

Mr. MORRELL. The gentleman has stated that the cost of 
the new police court and the ground which he claims is to be pur- 
chased would probably be altogether, with other buildings, a mil- 
lion and a dollars, if the change is not made as provided for 
in this bill. Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to the price for this 
ground, it must be remembered that the District already owns 
the 1 upon which the present police court stands, and this 
$38,000 was only to purchase a additional piece of ground 
and to prepare plans. The issioners say that an adequate 
building can be erected for $75,000. My experience with the 
Commissioners, Mr. Chairman, is that their estimates do not run 
so very much behind what the building would eventually cost 
S the difference between $133,000 and a million and a half of 

ollars. 

Now, the gentleman has claimed that the fact of raising this 
fourth side will not shut out the light and air, because there is a 
corridor and no rooms on the side of the . the 
court. Ido not believe that that is the case. I think the build- 
ing will suffer from lack of ventilation and lack of light just the 
same by having this proposed building erected on the open part 
of the U. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has made the re- 
mark also in re to its not being at all disagreeabie or injuri- 
ous to the building to have the character of people that frequent 
the police court come to this new building. To this I disagree. 

The gentleman from Ne described the site of this build- 
ing, and described the character of the building. He said thatit 
was to be a monumental piece of architecture, located near the 
New Willard Hotel, and yet for the paltry sum of $183,000 we 
are going to run the chance of destroying that neighborhood, to 
run a chance of having the character of the people around this 
new building such as he must see if he ever goes near the police 
court where it is situated to-day. I therefore trust, Mr. Chair. 
— that the House will give some consideration to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if debate is exhausted on this 
amendment, I ask unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ilinois asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee in charge of the bill whether the police cells are to be in this 

2 


Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. Of course, there would be no 
cells for permanent incarceration. There would be a few cells 
for temporary detention pending trial. 

Mr. MANN. Where are the permanent cells to be? 

. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In the jail. 
Mr. MANN. I am still at sea. Ido not know where the jail is. 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. In the eastern part of the city. 
r. MANN. Where is it expected that the drunks and disor- 
derlies will be taken when arrested? Where are they now taken? 


Mr. McCLEAY of Minnesota. There are a number of police 
stations around the city, and they will be taken to those stations. 
Mr. MANN. At the different stations, and then brought tothe 
police court here in the morning. Are they always brought in 
covered vans? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes, 
Mr. MANN. From each station? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman is sure of that? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes; no question about that. 
Mr. SMITH of Iowa. But let me suggest to the gentleman that 
it is understood that there are to be certain police cells in this 
building, if this provision goes through as it is contained in this 
bill. They will be cells for the temporary detention of persons 
awaiting trial. 8 
Mr. MANN. Iam very glad to hear the explanation given by 
the gentleman in charge of the bill, because it 5 removes 
the objections to putting the police court in this buildi We 
have had the experience of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
where they erected a building Cag: Reig sng al Pal ea by 
criminals, two-thirdsof whom ought to have been put in the cells, 
because that building never cost $24,000,000 except by 5 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania is not responsible for that 
condition, because he would never allow anybody to steal if he 
could prevent it. The drunks and disorderlies are to be gathered 
here in the same building. And here isa proposition to construct 
a moderate-sized building, in which it is proposed the drunks and 
disorderlies necessarily shall come in contact with the gentlemen 
who perform business at the city hall in the District building. 
Because the gentleman from Pennsylvania has given his experi- 
ence with his building, I feel constrained to give mine, having 
been connected with the city government of Chicago, where there 
are ee courts and plenty of criminals, and I say it would be a 
distinct outrage to put the police court of any 8 the 
same building with the ordinary city offices, where ladies and 
gentlemen gnght to be permitted to go without fear of coming in 
contact with the drunks and disorderlies and disreputables, and 
there are as many of them here in the city of Washington prob- 
ably, in proportion to the population, as there are in any other 
place except Chicago and Philadelphia, (Laughter. ] 

There is no reason for it. Seving $133,000! Saving $1,000,000! 
Mr. Chairman, we are legislating for the capital of the country. 
The cheese paring in reference to this ought not to be permitted. 
We can afford to give to the capital of the country not only a 

roper District building, but, if necessary, a proper police court. 
The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Burkert] yesterday or the 
day before delivered a very learned discourse upon the proper re- 
lations between the District and the General Government. I am 
` not in favor, any more than he, of unnecessary appropriations in 
behalf of the District, but I do not believe that we ought, in jus- 
tice to ourselves or to our constituents, in this, the capital of the 
country, to do what they would not do in an ble town of 
large in the country, put the recorder of d and the regis- 
ter of wills and the probate court and the drunks and the dis- 
orderlies together in the same building with the usual city officers. 


[Applause. 

Mr. B IN. Mr. Chairman, the tleman from Illinois 
DE Manx] has found a mare’s nest. © plans, as mapped out 

y the committee, separate the police court entirely from all the 
balance of the building. The south side is more than 100 yards 
away from the north side of the building, on Pennsylvania ave- 
nue. Thedrunks and the bad people—and we have them in all 
cities—come in on that side of the building. They do not come 
through the building; they come in on the south side—on the D 
street side. The register of wills, and the recorder of deeds, and 
the probate court, and the Commissioners are not in any sense 
connected with the police court. We looked after that perfectly, 
so the gentleman is mistaken, 

Mr. CLARK. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. BENTON. Go ahead. 

Mr. CLARK. If you build the new building you are talking 
about, what is to become of this old building over here? 

Mr. BENTON. That belongs to the United States Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CLARK. The whole thing belongs to the Government, 
does it not? 

Mr. BENTON. No. 

Mr. CLARK. I beget fd somebody said here yesterday, a mem- 


ber of this committee, t the District of Columbia belonged to 
the Government. 

Mr. BENTON. I would like to state to ay co. e, on the 
suggestion made by the gentleman from New Jersey, that it does 


not take the place of the court-house where the Federal judges 

who are appointed by the President try the general cases. It is 

just the probate court and the police court that we want to put 
to that building. 

Mr. CLARK. Are they going to build this great building for 
the benefit of a probate court? 
igs ao Oh, = 2 build it for the whole District 

e water department, epartment—— 

Mr. CLARK. Oh. 


Mr. BENTON. The police department and the collection de- 
pene the assessment department; in fact, the whole District 
0 umbia. 

Mr. CLARK. And now they are objecting to the police court 
going in there? 

Mr. BENTON, Yes. 

Mr. CLARK. On the ground of the social status of the fellows 
that attend the police court? 

Mr. BENTON. Les; that is the idea. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. It is a fact, is it not, that the probate 
court and the registry of wills are now in the court building on 
Judiciary Square and are costing the Government of the United 
States nothing and the District nothing to house them? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes; but it is the intention to have another 


building. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman if he has ever 
heard from anyone a suggestion that we build a separate build - 
ing for the probate court? 

BEN Oh, yes; I have more than ten times since I 
have been on this committee. Not specially the probate court, 
put for various city offices. It is to be called a record building.’ 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. The gentleman does not claim that the 
contemplated hall of records is intended as a court room? 

Mr. BENTON. No; not the hall of records the gentleman is 
thinking about, but the building that they will try to get is for 
the housing of the registry of wills and the registry of deeds and 
the probate court, a separate buildi m the police court. and 
a separate building from the repair , and a separate building 
from the municipal paia- 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. tever may be the fact as to that, 
these offices are now conducted in the*ordi court building 
without any expense to the Government of the United States or 
to the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BENTON. Yes; but we have no reason to believe that that 
is going to continue. 

. SMITH of Iowa. Is there any reason to think that we can 
not continue it, under the law? 

Mr. BENTON. Yes; I know the persistence of certain men in 
the District of Columbia and that they will never let up; that 
ead will keep after us until they get a big Pasay court, and they 

ill get a building to put the registry of deeds and the probate 
court in, and they will have a repair shop, unless we now house 
them in the municipal building. Unless we locate them in this 
. will be pore pane in the next five years to pay for 
these other buildings, and when the gentleman has been on this 
committee as long as I have he will get just as bored as I am with 
meeting these gentlemen who constantly ask us to pay ont money. 

Mr. of Iowa. If these gentlemen are determined to 
have a separate building for the probate court and the registry of 
wills, what reason has the gentleman to think that that idea will 
opari from their minds by his putting them in this building? 

BENTON. We want to fix it so that there will be no ex- 
cuse for them. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Does the gentleman say there is an ex- 
cuse for moving them now? 

Mr. BENTON. There is, because the whole District ought to 
be in one 1 y 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I am talking about whether there is 
any excuse for removing them from where they are now to the 
municipal bnilding. 

Mr. BENTON. Absolutely there is, and for this reason, that 
they are insisting and insisting on building other buildings. That 
is the excuse for it—to stop the clamor and make it unnecessary 
for them to say that they want some other building. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. I want to know why it is any more neo- 
essary to have a se te building now than it will be when you 
get them into the District building? 

Mr. BENTON. There would not be any more necessity, except 
the excuse for it would be removed because we will have gotten 
them in quarters erected for the District of Columbia. 

Ms, SMITH of Iowa. I can not see where the excuse will be re- 
mo 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the tle- 
man if it is contemplated to house the supreme judges of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the judges of the court of appeals in the 
new building? 
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Mr. BENTON. No; it is not. 
Mr. HENRY of Texas. That is not contemplated? 
Mr. BENTON. Not at all. 
Mr. McDERMOTT. I do not understand that the courts are 
to bein the District building. 
Mr. BENTON. They are not. 
Mr. McDERMOTT. The Distriet of Columbia will eventually 
a court house. The present court-house is not a conven- 
ient one. It is not conveniently arranged. It does seem to me 
that there ought to be a line drawn between those officers who are, 
strictly speaking, the officers of the courts of record, as distin- 
guished from the police court, and that the papers which may be 
used in those courts should be in the building where the courts 
are held. In other words, I think that the committee is 
a mistake in putting part ‘of the judicial system in a Dene eas 
which we find now and which will be replaced by a bung 
and another part in the municipal government buil 
th puil building should be for the municipal government as: dis- 
tinguished from the judicial department of the District of Colum- 
bia. It would not matter if there were two or three stories less, but 
vou are separating the offices related to the judicial government of 
the District of Columbia so that when you come to the trial of a 
cause in the supreme court of the District, if you desire an exhibit 
concerning a will ora record of title in connection with real estate in 
the District, yon must send out of the court-house building to get 
it. In my judgment that is not a good arrangement. All ree- 
ords that are ordinarily used in the trial of causes, in the probate 
of wills, in decisions concerning titles to real estate, belong nor- 
mally in the building where the courts. are held. In that view of 
the case, it appears to be a mistake to put these c of 
youl records, requiring frequent inspection in the course of jn- 
s ATT business, into a rs separated from where the court is 
e 


against sameng the police court to occupy any 
hall, That is what it ite becalled. Youmay 
ment building’ of the District of Columbia, but itt is to be in fact 
what is ordinarily called in a city the “city hall,” and itis very sel- 
dom that police courts are held in the city hall of any city. 

It does not matter Where you may put = lice court of the 
District; it does not matter in what part of the building it may 
be placed—it is going to be a nuisance. It is a nuisance to-day in 
its present location. On any day when there is a trial of any im- 
portance, when the committing magistrate is called to have 
preliminary hearings; for instance, in a case of burg or the 
commission of any misdemeanor, the vicinity of the police courtis: 
crowded; the streets are crowded with characters more or less 
offensive. And so it will be in this new eine which should 
be an ornament as well as a convenience 


police court of the Dee l Watch the £ on the ad- 
acent streets, he will feel the full force, an ati Saree 
District, of the objectionable features that will necessaril 


sent themselves if you put the police court of the District Khe 
city h 

If in N three million dollars, as seems to have 
been determined by the committee, in pro for this new 
building you are going to provide thata part of the i 
tem shall be put under the same roof as the municipal 
will, in my judgment, be wrong. That is a matter to nich, h, of 
course, the committee has given more calculation, more scrutin 
than Loodi give; bat ebould like. to soetlie jndicin! AYELE ENA 
all its environments in the court-house and the municipal system 
in the city hall. But, above all things, let us not put the police 
court down there adjacent to Pennsylvania avenue. you 
should do so, you will simply provide for the congregation there 
of people who will be objectionable to everybody—men, women, 
and children—who are called upon to have dealings with the mu- 


Mr. N. . . from Missouri 
seems to be worked up a trifle because ht I did not know 
that the entrance to the police court will erent from the 


entrance to the main abt e the building. Mr. Chairman, in 
connection with this Capitol there is an entrance on the House 
side as well as an entrance on the Senate side, but it is not to be 
supposed that all the Senators go in on the Senate side and all the 


Members of the House on the House side. Yetitis just aslikely 
that all the Members of the House enter the Capitol from the 
House side as it is that all the vagrants, all the drunk, disorderly, 
and disreputable characters frequenting the police court will tale 
the trouble to go around to the rear of the building in order to 
enter it. Such a supposition is absurd 9 5 its face. Those peo 


ple will congregate anywhere they ma: pen to be near the 
police court, those who are out on ball a those who make a 
business of hanging around the police court. 

The gentleman knows—or probably he does not know, because 
he has not had the same opportunities that some others of us have 
had to cds + ray ingsi ina ae ey ee the poa oma ris 
everywhere is gathering point of a large proportion o 
disreputable element of the dy. Here in the national capital 
porosa out of sa ot Las as well as the disreputable element 
generally will probably frequent the police court, just as some of 
them come here to Iak on durin, = proceedings. Now, the 
location where those people na gate is not the place 
to put the water office and all alien’ of ces where ladies and 

shane have to go to transact necessary business with the 

et offices. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me say to the gentleman that the police 
court is closer now to the door of these general offices than it will 
be in the new building under this ee It is closer to- 
day and has been ever since the gentleman and myself have been 
VVT 

Mr. MANN. Very well, we are changing it because the pres- 
ent arrangement i is not satisfactory. The gentleman proposes to 


make it worse. 

The C . The question is upon the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Iowa to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. COWHERD. Can we have the amendment reported? 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will report 
both amendments. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

o out all after the “ s 
— —— word “dollars,” in line 23, page 14, down to and in- 
And the amendment to the amendment: 
in. Tine the “ » 
sant b page 15, words register of wills” and in line 2 the 
Sha quon being taken on the amendment to the amend- 
mes eChairman announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. BENTON demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there 8 22, noes 27. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. —— Chairman, I demand ‘tellers. 

sag gg melo sigan the Chairman appointed Mr. Sara 
of Iowa and Mr. BENTON. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 44, 


noes 46. 
Acco’ Snr amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The MAN. The question now recurs upon the amend- 
— elon the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
t was rejected. 


Mn SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. F 
1 — to strike ont — words and the police court 
MAN. The Chair will state that that amendment 


The CHAIR 
has 8 been acted u 
. SAMUEL W. But it was acted upon in connec- 
tion with another part of the clause, and not by itself. 
Mr. BURKETT. The gentleman’ should have asked for a diyi- 


— then. 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Michigan is correct. 
18 BENTON. I submit that that ee has been settled. 
BURKETT. Mr. that question was voted on in 


3 with the other one. Now, if the gentleman did not 
ask for a division of the question, that is his ut, and not that 
of anybody else. 

Mr. BENTON. The amendment covered both. 


the gentleman that the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Surrn] was to strike out the words“ 
wills“ in the first line and the words and the police court” in 
the second line. No one called for a division. The i tn 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SAmuEL W. Sarre] 
w 5 out simpl and the police court is a differ- 
miki roposition. it would have been better to have 
fora division are amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa, but that was not done, and the Chair must hold that 
this is a different proposition—one which has not been acted upon. 
The question then is upon the amendment offered by the sent 


man from Michi 
ing taken, the Chairman announced that the 
to have it. 
AMUEL W. SMITH demanded a division. 
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The committee divided; and there were—ayes 21, noes 33. 

Mr. MORRELL. Tellers. 

Tellers were refused, not a sufficient number rising in support 
of the demand there: 


for. 
Zooming ie amendment was rejected. 


Nr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I have one more 
amendment that I should like to offer, in line 6, 15, begin- 
ning with the word for,“ to strike out the words for a repair 
S for the District of Columbia.” 
a . CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be reported by the 
er 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 15, line 6, strike out the words “for a repair shop for the District of 
Columbia.” 


Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, if that motion is carried it 
means the purchase of a pa of ground for $30,000, and then the 
erection of a building. I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

The amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DALZELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 13290. An act making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice; 

H. R. 5761. An act to authorize the Charleroi and Monessen 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 
River; and 

H. R. 3578. An act to authorize the Mercantile Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, 
from a point in the borough of North Charleroi, Washington 
County, to a point in Rostraver, Westmoreland County. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 1760) granting a pension to Ann A. Devore. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill (S. 200) granting an increase of pension to Austin 


y- 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendment to the bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of 
pension to Harry Haller, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the House on 


ee votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. McCumper, Mr. Scorr, and Mr, PATTERSON as the 
conferees on the of the Senate. 


The message announced that the Senate had passed bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 8658. An act ratifying an act of the legislative assembly of 
the Territory of Oklahoma . the water works-bond elec- 
tion held by the city of Geary, in said Territory; 

S. 2263. act to require the employment of vessels of the 

United States for public purposes; and 

S. R. 53. Joint resolution authorizing the reprinting of certain 
documents to be sold by the superintendent of documents. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to 


sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 
Juliette Westbrook. 8 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Assessment and permit work: For assessment and permit work, $160,000. 


a 8 M arnan, I 3 to strike Mose 15 1 5 
word, for the purpose of askin, g e gentleman in charge of the 
bill what this appropriation is for. What is meant by “‘ assess- 
ment and 12 work?” 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. For sidewalks, alleys, sewer 
connections with houses, etc., one-half the cost being paid by the 
property owner, the other half by the District. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out the last two words. I 
would like, Mr. Chairman, to make some suggestions to the com- 
mittee with reference to the question of local improvements, not 
that they will act upon them now, but it may be well to consider 
them with a view to future action. If I understand rightly, all 
local improvements—the continuation of streets, the construction 
of roadways, the construction of sidewalks, the construction of 
local sewers—are paid for by the city at large. Is that right? 


uest the House of Repre- 
1) granting a pension to 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Except such as are paid for 

* ca 1 e under copies in, g = 
X KIN ey are paid for by city at large. 0 

are not paid for by local assessments on the abutting owners. 7 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The improyements covered 
by the pending paragraph are paid for by the District and by the 
a ROK E owners half and half. 

Mr. P S. One-half. And what improvements are paid 
for by the Ne 3 pro ? 

Mr McCLEARY of Minnesota. Ihave just answered, as pro- 
yided for here—sidewalks, branch sewers, and such things. 

Mr. PERKINS, I would like to ask the gentleman for infor- 
mation. If a sewer is constructed on some new street, who pays 
that expense? Itis paid for by an assessment on the abutting 


property? 
r. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. It is all paid for by the Govern- 
ment; that is, out of a general ng! Oy way ps carried in this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. All paid for by the Government. Suppose a 
2 w pavement is put on Massachusetts avenue, who pays 

or i 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is all paid for in the 
same way. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is all paid for by the Government. Now, 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to make some suggestions—— 
_ Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. My general statement is sub- 
ject to certain modifications. For example, sometimes gentlemen 
desire to make improvements which are obviously for their own 
personal advantage, they having large tracts of land which they 
wish to improve. For such improvements they pay the entire 
expense. In other cases improvements are 8 advance of 
the necessities of the community, as judged by the Commissioners. 
Sometimes, where it seems in the public interest, the Commis- 
sioners grant permits for such improvements and pay one-half of 
the expense. They do this on the theory that these improvements 
would have to be made soon anyway, and would then have to be 
paid for entirely by the Government. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is speculative. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They are permitted to im- 
prove, to lay out their own property, providing that such new 
streets conform to the general plan of the city, and they may 
make improvements upon them, provided that those improve- 
ments reach the standard of quality which the Commissioners 
deem Roe 
Mr. KINS. Mr. Chairman, it is hard to speak about this, 
because I am not entirely familiar with the practice. But it 
seems to me that the procedure adopted by the committee needs 
some further consideration. 

The bill this year provides for spending in the city of Washing- 
ton the sum of $10,000,000, which is a larger sum than is expended 
for the entire expenses of several of the Statesin the Union. I 
find in looking over the bill, at a rough estimate, $2,000,000 is 
spent for what I should regard as local improvements. Now, 
certainly, Mr. Chairman, the system of paying local improve- 
ments by the city at large is a very costly and very unfortunate 
one. Every man knows who lives in a city . 

Mr. BURKETT. What does the gentleman mean by local im- 
provements? 

Mr. PERKINS. I would say this: Suppose a sewer—we will 
say on Nineteenth street—is constructed. Ishould call that struc- 
ture a local improvement, that should be defrayed by the prop- 
erty abutting on Nineteenth street. I want to find out whether 
this city, the Government paying one-half, is to pay $2,000,000 in 
this present year for local improvements. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Well, now, that is true if it origi- 
nated with the property owners. 

Mr. PER S. Ik it ooa with the property owner. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If it originated with the Commis- 
sioners as of the general scheme, they are responsible for it, 
and pay a 1 8 than anybody else. 
ae PER S. Oh, no; the gentleman is not right about 

at. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I am right. 

Mr. PERKINS. In any city government, when the time comes 
where they are to have a way or a sewer, it is paid for by the 
people whose property is affected. 

Mr. Chairman, where is the difference between construc 
a new sewer on Nineteenth street in the city of Washington an 
constructing a new sewer in a similar street in any city of the 
oaar Why should it not be paid by the owners of the abut- 
Sogi jacent pelos who receive the benefit? 

. BURKETT. Do you ask that as a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. I thought that was a question Ph asked me; 
the simple difference is the way we do it here in District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why should we do it that way? 


1904. 
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Mr. BURKETT. Because the law on the statute books pre- 
scribes the procedure, and when we meet as a committee we sim- 
py take the law and appropriate in accordance with the law. 

ow, the law says that it shall be done on the half-and-half plan, 
that sidewalks shall be built in a certain way and sewers shall be 
built in a certain way and pavements in a certain way, all paid 
ag gra of Government funds, and we simply appropriate under 

W. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I should like to ask the gentleman, who 
is himself a lawmaker as well as a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, whether he thinks that the law should provide 
that all these local improvements should be paid out of the gen- 
eral fund, one-half by the Government, instead of being defrayed 
as they are in almost every city in the land, by owners of the 
properties benefited? 

Mr. BURKETT. No, I will say to the gentleman this: While 
this is the national capital and while we want to make it as beauti- 
ful as we do, we must keep in our hands control when we make 
these improvements 

Mr. PERKINS. But—— 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, just let me finish. When the gentle- 
man states that in my city or any other city no street is paved 
until two-thirds or three-fourths of the abutting property owners 
have paid, he knows there are streets which ought to be paved 
for the good of the city and the beauty of the city, yet you can 
not get the requisite number of signers to the petition to pave 
them. Here in Washington we are not going to wait for a few 
obstreperous property owners to come to the conclusion they 
want that street paved. Whenever the Government says, Pave 
the street,” we are going to pave it. Weare going to tax the 
owners for half of it, and we are going to pay the other half out 
of the Treasury. This is the law of 1878. gentlemen do not 
like the way Congress does it, they must change the law and as- 
sess these pavements and sidewalks and sewer extensions, We 
are appropriating in accordance with the law, gentlemen, and I 
think it is a good law. 

Mr. PERKINS. The question is whether this is the way the 
law ought to be. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Will the gentleman pardon a 
question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I did not understand exactly 
the point of the gentleman’s objection. He understands, I take 
it, that the general trunk-line sewers are paid for wholly out of 

mblic funds, one-half being paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States and one-half out of the revenues of the District 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes. 

Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. But minor sewers are paid for 
by the public and by the property owners, half and half. For ex- 
ample, take the case of a block or square adjoining a trunk-line 
sewer. It is desired to run at right angles to the trunk sewer a 
subordinate sewer for the accommodation of people living on the 
street at right angles to the one upon which the main sewer lies. 
In such a case those who desire such accommodation must pay 
half of the cost. 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I did not quite understand 
what my friend’s contention is. Is it that the public ought to 


pay none of that ? 
Mr. PERKINS. I want to ask about the propos Eons here on 
page 25, and I think the House ought to understand what the 


ropositionsare. On page 25, For continuing construction of the 
B street and New Jersey avenue trunk sewer, $200,000.” Now, 
that drains, I take it, the property in that vicinity? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Les, sir; but it also drains a 
vast territory which is not contiguous to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. What does it drain? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is what I referred toa 
moment ago. The sewer referred to is one of the great trunk-line 
sewers. It receives sewage from a very large area and brings it 
toa point where we are going to have a general exit under the 
Eastern Branch to a point 2 miles below the city. It is not for 
1 — purposes alone or chiefly. It is for general purposes for a 

ge area. . 

Mr. PERKINS. Then let me ask the gentleman another ques- 
tion. In line 14 of the same page, For lower section of 
Creek and B street intercepting sewer, $25,000.” 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is also a trunk sewer. It 
is not being built for the benefit of those in that immediate neigh- 
cts but as a part of the system of general sewage dis. 


posal, 
Mr. PERKINS. Does the gentleman mean to say that all these 
intercepting sewers at B street and at Water and L streets and 
at Four-and-a-half street are all part of the outlet sewers? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is exactly what the 
gentleman” means to say. 


Mr. PERKINS. Where is the provision of the bill which pro- 
vides for the construction of any sewers that are not outlet 
sewers? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is the item we have 


3 S. Is it the fact that in a great city like Wash- 

ington, the entire local improvements for this year, which would 

ordinarily be assessed on the abutting Property owners, only rep- 

resent $320,000? There is not a city of this size where the local 

5 would not be in an ordinary year one or two million 
ollars. 

by th MERRE eee bee 3 * estimated 

e engineers for particular of work. . 

Mr. PERKINS. Is not the result that, as matter of fact, 
pretty nearly all the improvements which would ordinarily be re- 
garded as local improvements, are put under the head of general 
improvements” and paid for by the public at large? 

. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think not. 

Mr. PERKINS. In this bill there are $2,000,000 for improve- 
ments—such as making roadways, construction of sewers—paid 
by the District at large, and only $320,000 of which is assessed 
upon the abutting owners? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman’s question is 
a perfectly proper one, and is entitled to as respectful and com- 
VVT : A 

e gentleman understands that the sewage-disposal system o 
Washington has not yet been completed. It is now in process of 
construction. The trunk sewers now utilized have their exit in 
front of the city, in various places, into the Potomac River. A 
number of years ago the unhealthfulness of that system was rec- 
ognized, and the project was be of constructing a great trunk- 
line system of sewage disposal which should gather up the sewage 
into a number of great trunk lines from different parts of the 
city and bring it down here to the Eastern Branch, tunnel under 
the Eastern Branch, pump the sewage out of that, and send it 
down 2 miles below the mouth of the Eastern Branch, wholly 
away from the city. 

That work is now in progress, and all the items the gentleman 
refers to are of that trunk system, being parts of the gen- 
eral se i system which is now being constructed. Of 
course, for the time being, while this trunk system is being con- 
structed, its cost is very much larger than the part where contri- 
butions are made by private owners. 

It is not easy, Mr. „without a map showing what this 
system is, to make it clear to anyone, however eager and intelli- 
gent he may be. I know that we had quite a time getting it 
through our minds with the map before us. The general thought 
is to prevent the exit of that sewage in front of the city or into 
some basin where the water is not fluent or is largely stagnant, 
The thought is to take the sewage and dispose of it away down 
below the mouth of the Eastern Branch, and therefore far from the 
city, to the end that the health might be preserved. 

The total amount estimated for the construction of this sewage- 
disposal was $4,500,000. We have already expended some- 
thing like $3,000,000 upon it, and we are nearing the completion 
of it. I think in a year or two from now, if the gentleman raises 
a similar question, he will find that the trunk sewers are very 
much less expensive, take a very much smaller part of the total 

nse for sewage than they do now. 

. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman another 
question for information. Massachusetts avenue and Connecticut 
avenue have been during the last two or three years extended. 
Who paid the cost of that? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, The gentleman is referring to 
the pavement of the streets? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; to the cost of the extension. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is a part of the general 
highway system, and is regarded as not purely of local benefit, 
and is, to my recollection, paid out of the general fund. 

Mr. PERKINS. Docs not the gentleman think that property 
in that vicinity must necessarily be largely enhanced in value by 
the extension of those highways, and that it ought to contribute 
something, instead of the Government being asked to pay the 
whole improvements which are of such value to the owners? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman from New 
York will remember that the committee that has this bill in charge 
is not a legislative committee; it is an appropriation committee. 
And we are not responsible for the laws as they are upon the 
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statute book. I find that there are things abtut the laws which 
I would change if I had the power, but this committee must make 
the appropriations in acco ce with the laws as we find them. 
Mr. PERKINS. I understand; but the question is whether 
this committee, which is familiar with 1 conditions, should 
not only make appropriations, but, if changes ought to be made 
in a general law, should report a proper modification of the law. 
. Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. My friend will recognize the 
fact that two committees, whose work impinges upon each other, 
are naturally a little jealous of their respective prerogatives, and 
we recognize the right of the legislative committee of the District 
to initiate the work that belongs to it. 
The simple fact is that we jealously protect, so far as we possi- 
bly can. the rightful prerogatives of the other committee. 

- Nr. PERKINS. The gentleman does not mean to say that if he 
thinks a proper bill should be introduced, he, on a question of 
delicac Ee manners, would decline to introduce it? 

Mr. Mec Y of Minnesota. As an individual Member of 
the House? 


Mr. PERKINS. Yes. : 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Why, certainly not; any more 
than the gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS], having a 
good idea, would be barred from introducing that idea in the form 
of a bill. The privilege is open to my friend just as it is to me. 

Mr. OLM rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman from New 
York os PERKINs] has the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield, Mr. Chairman. i 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I wanted toask the gentleman 
from Minnesota another question, by way of further elucidation 
of the question that I have already asked, and merely for infor- 
mation. 

In the city in which I live, when we pave a street the property 
owners have to pay for the payement, as most of us know by recent 
experience, But I note that in this bill, in the paragraph we have 
just passed, we appropriated $300,000, part of which is for paving; 
andon 17 we appropriate for the Georgetown schedule, $4,000; 
for the northwest schedule, $18,000; for the southwest, $6,000; for 
the northeast, $15,000, and so on; and I note that that is for asphalt 
paving, the cost of which is provided for there. Do I understand 
that all of that paving of streets is paid for wholly by the Govern- 
ment and not by the property owners? t 

Mr. McCL Y of Minnesota. It is paid wholly from the 
public Treasury. I assume that the gentleman uses the word 
* government” in the sense in which we use it in connection 
with this bill. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. - r : 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is, one-half is paid by 
the District and one-half by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This item of $160,000 for assessment work is 
the only item where the property owners pay one-half of the 


e $ 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is right. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And this $160,000 is the other half, to be paid 
by the public? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, That is correct. 

Mr.OLMSTED. And except for that, the whole cost of paving 
is paid by the public? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes; on the general theory 
suggested by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Burkert] that 
this capital city imposes a quiy ape the Congress and upon the 
community which it would be unfair to put upon the community 
alone or upon its citizens individually. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It shall be the duty of the auditor of the District of Columbia to keep sep- 
arate accounts with each depositor for all trust-fund deposits received and 
deposited in accordance with the provisions of this act, showing the amounts 
received and deposited and the payments made on each individual account. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge of the bill for 
some explanation of this paragraph, which is to me utterly incom- 
prehensible. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, it has been 
suggested, with a large degree of truth, that the District of Colum- 
bia, or the city of Washington, is the best-governed municipality 
in the United States. It is governed, as the gentleman knows, by 
the Congress of the United States, having no self-government. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. And the least government. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And in one sense the least 
government, as the gentleman from Michigan suggests. Ofcourse 
that seems irrelevant at this time—— 

Mr. OLMSTED, It is not always objectionable, either, to have 
the least government. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Thatisright. But last sum- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCE 2, 


mer during a vacation of Congress occurred what is so unusual 
that the attention of the country was attracted to it, viz, a defal- 
cation on the part of an ag ret of the District government 
amounting to some $73,000. at occurred in what is known as 
the whole-cost’’ fund. Sometimes a person wants an improve- 
ment which is so manifestly for his own personal benefit that he 
is required to pay the whole cost of it. For instance. the connec- 
tion of a sewer with his house. Before the District Commission- 
ers will allow anything to be done in that matter the citizen must 
deposit a sum of money with the District, a sum which, in the 
judgment of the officials, is sufficient to cover the total cost of 
that improvement. This being done, the District makes the im- 
pee and recoups itself out of this deposit made by the in- 
ividual citizen. 

If the money be sufficient to return him a balance, the balance 
is returned. is money was the money in which occurred this 
defalcation. It arose out of peculiar conditions, as the gentleman 
will see, and was not sufficiently guarded. The man who had 
charge of it was not under bonds, and by devious ways he put 
into his own 8 the sum of $73,000 of that money. The whole 
p of the paragraph which has just been read is to make 
such procedure in the future impossible by requiring that that 
money which had heretofore been placed to the credit of the au- 
ditor in one or more banks shall hereafter be placed in the Treas- 
ury of the United States to the credit of the District of Colum- 
bia trust fund,” and that it shall be paid out only upon proper 
authority. The whole purpose of the paragraph is to prevent 
any such thing as a defalcation in the future. 

r. OLMSTED, This does not change at all the purpose for 
which the 1 in these several funds is to be used? 


Mr. MCL Y of Minnesota. Not at all; the object is sim- 
ply to a the money 
. OLMSTED. From loss in the manner that the gentleman 
has pointed out? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Upon that very satisfactory statement I with- 
draw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Under appropriations contained in this act no contract shall be made for 
making or relaying asphalt pavement at a higher price than $1.65 per uare 
Pn for a quality equal to the best laid in the District of Columbia prior to 

uly 1, 1886, and with same 3 of base, nor more than $1.89 per square yard 
for Sip; Deemer age asphalt block ge a equal to the best ls laid in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia 85 to July 1, 104: Provided, That these conditions as to 


price and depth of base shall not apply to those strects on which, in the judg- 
ment of Commissioners, by reason of heavy traffic, poor foundation, or 
other ca a pavement of more than ord 


8 n 
which case the limit of price may be increased to 8 3 j 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Will the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. MCCLEARY] kindly state the object of this limitation? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The committee is of the opin- 
ion that by limi the amount to be paid we shall help the 
Commissioners to reduce the price. This provisionis a fair warn- 
ing that if those who bid for this work—the contractors—attempt 
to secure a higher price than that made here the Commissioners 
can not make the contract; the work will simply have to go un- 
done. We have found that the price paid has continually de- 
creased, and we have continually decreased the permitted price. 
4 eee W.SMITH. Can you get good pavement at 

is price 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We found that last year we 
79 175 best prices that have ever been obtained, namely, 81.51 
to 81.56. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Yon got the best prices,“ but 
did you get the best quality of work? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Oh, yes. It is required that 
the quality shall come up to the standard set by the Commis- 
sioners, or it will not be accepted at all. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. What is “the best quality?” 
What is the standard? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. As the standard is gradually 
being increased, it is almost impossible to state what the stand- 
ardis. The standard as expressed in the bill is that of a superior 
quality of work which was done at a date named. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Is this asphalt to be Trinidad as- 

halt? 
j Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We do not specify that this 
material shall come from a specific source. There was a certain 
piece of asphalt pavement put down some years ago which was 
the best work of that kind that had been done in this District up 
to that time, and that has been takenas thestandard. Since that 
time no pavement has been laid of a lower quality than that. 

Mr. . ALDEN SMITH. That standard is not fixed by law? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We simply place that as the 
minimum standard. As a matter of fact, the standard now is, I 
understand, far higher than that. 

As a result, in large part, of the limitation here inserted, as we 
believe, we have accomplished two things: First, we have re- 
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duced the cost; and second, we have obtained a higher quality of 
work. We believe that this limitation has been helpful in ac- 
somplishing those two results; hence we continue to insert this 
paragraph. 
. Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Is there much standard asphalt- 

block pavement in Washington? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They are gradually putting 
down a good deal of this 15 5 t- block payement. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Is it standard asphalt block, or is 
it some other material? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is the standard asphalt in 


block. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Is there not some good payement 
that is made out of other material than asphalt? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Ican not answer that ques- 
tion positively, but I think not. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I know they are introducing such 
a class of pavement in different States, and I have been told that 
there was some here. I was anxious to locate it if I could and to 
ascertain how it is wearing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
tae ta thd ENG ok tees ane Tea fe te tek Dr ia ee L A 
Washington Asylum in the work of grading, and pay of dump men needed to 
carry out the work, $10,000. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. It is such a pleasure to receive information from the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, who states it so clearly and so satisfac- 
torily, that I want once more to ask a question. Where is this 
grading to be done, or where are these horses and carts to be used 
which are to cost so much as $10,000? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The p of this paragraph 
is to place under the control of the Commissioners this sum of 
money for the purchase of materials enumerated, to the end that 
the Commissioners may use the labor of people who have been 
committed to the workhouse. Those people ought to be employed, 
and this seems to te a kind of employment to which there is no 
objection. 

Mr. OLMSTED. They may be employed in any or every part 
of the city? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Wherever the Commissioners 
deem it wise to employ them. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Harrison street, Anacostia, grade and improve, $5,000. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 8, on page 21, insert: 

“For Pennsylvania avenue extended, grade, $10,000.” 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, the necessity for such a provision 
as is embodied in this amendment seems to me to be so great that 
I can not but think that the omission of it in the bill must be due 
to an oversight on the part of the subcommittee. 

I will state, in the first place, that an estimate for the $10,000 
covered by my amendment was submitted to the Secretary of the 
Treasury by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and 
by him transmitted along with the other estimates, as will be 
found on page 515 of the Book of Estimates. This extension of 
Pennsylvania avenue SE. was authorized by the act approved 
March 3, sie Bes | five years ago. I have that act before 
me; and I want to attention particularly to the requirement 
roms that the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
should— 

Extend and open Pennsylvaniaavenue SE. to the District line, the same to 
— wk sraigh extension and of the same width of said ayenue as now 

That will be found in the first section of the bill, as I say, passed 
in 1899, in the Fifty-fifth Congress, authorizing and requiring the 
opening and extension of thisstreet. The Government has opened 
the street, all the surveys have been made. and all of the titles to 
the necessary land acquired to the District line. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to givean idea of the importance 
of this street, I will ask the Clerk toread a marked extract which 
I have sent to the desk, being the approval by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia of the bill for the opening of the street, 
which letter was submitted to the chairman of the District Com- 
mittee at the time the bill was pending: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, January 18, 1899. 

DEAR Sır: The Commissioners have the honor to submit the following on 
House bill 11629, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session, for the extension of Penn- 
sylvania avenue SE. to the District line, referred to them by your committee 
for examination and report: 

Pennsylvania avenue is now opened up and available for travel from the 
east side of the Anacostia River to Branchavenue. From this point to the 
Bowen road the District possesses title to the street, but the street has not 


title to the land neces- 
ict line that the bill 


yet been graded: Itis for the porma . — 
wen road 


eee avenue from 
has been introduced. 
On previous bills of like nature the Commissioners have 


expressed 
ung edly in favor of ope up at as early a date as 
sible the main avenues and thoroughfares of the ct; and in a case like 
the present one, where only a area of land is needed to complete the 
extension to the District line, they consider the case sagr meritorious. 
The amount of land which will be F Atsa die only about five and a half 
C to be not over $300, so that the 
amount of money involved for the 9 ot the territory is quite small. 
In addition to the fact of being th 


selves as being 


business interests of the Dis- 


trict, which is in ad to the public generally resulting 


from the opening of such a main thoroug 
Very respectfully, yours, 
3 Jonx W. Ross, 
Acting President Board of Commissioners District of Columbia. 
Hon. J. W. BABCOCK, 
Chairman Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that five 
years ago the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the 
committee, as well as the House, thought this street ought to be 
opened and considered that it was very important that it should 
be opened. The Commissioners speak of it as a main thorough- 
fare of the section of the District through which it extends, 
ing that section of the District of Columbia across the Anacostia 

iver. 

As shown by the extract from the bill authorizing the opening 
of the street, it was required to be on a straight line of extension 
and of the same width as the street now is in the city. It will 
readily appear, therefore, that this is the widest street, and cer- 
tainly in many respects, if not in all, the most important street, 
in that section of the District of Columbia. Perhaps I should 
speak of it as a highway or road, as it lies in what is called the 
county, or rural portion of the District. From the time it was 
opened down to the present time very little money has been ex- 
pended upon it. The only work thus far has been as far as Branch 
avenue, a very short distance from the end of the Pennsylvania 
Avenue Bridge. 

The question, it seems to me, might occur right here, why was 
it that Congress a few years ago appropriated several hundred 
thousand dollars for the construction of a bridge over the route 
of this street extended if it did not intend thereafter to continue 
the roadway? There is no reason why we should build an expen- 
sive bridge merely to open to the people of the District the far- 
ther bank of the Anacostia River. It was built because it was seen 
then that there was a great necessity for a highway, as is stated in 
the report, to give access to the city to the people in that part of 
3 as well as those in the contiguous section of Mary- 

ud. 

Now, I understand that the local authorities of Prince George 
County, in Maryland, lying along the District line at that point, 
are anxious to build a road to connect with this pro exten- 
sion. Gentlemen may say that the District of Columbia has 
nothing to do with the access to this city of people living in the 
contiguous portions of Maryland; but a moment's consideration 
will show that that is an erroneous view to take of the matter. 
These people just beyond the District line in Maryland make 
Washington City their market. They bring all their produce 
here, and they buy practically everything that they have to buy, 
and in that way they contribute almost as much to the volume of 
business and growth of Washington City as those do who are just 
outside the city, but inside the District. 

As I say again, this is a straight extension. It is, I think, the 
only straight street on that side of the Anacostia River. It is the 
widest roadway there will be there, and it will accommodate in 
time a much greater number of people than any other roadway 
across the Anacostia River. 

I do not disguise the fact that the opening of this street is of 
some benefit to the people of my district. Iam always anxious 
to furnish them with an easy and convenient access to this city 
and a good route to go home over after they have spent their time 
and money here, to the mutual advantage always, I trust, of the 
city and themselves. I hope the gentleman from Minnesota will 
not object to this amendment. The little appropriation carried 
by it entails appreciably no burden upon the District of Columbia, 
and I assure him that from my personal knowledge and familiarity 
with the ground and the population over there I know it is a very 
important item, and I hope the gentleman will permit it to go 
through with his consent. I know I can have but little hope for 
its success if opposed by the committee that holds the purse 
strings of the Government. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman I am always 
reluctant to make objection to anything that my friend from 
Maryland wants, because what he wants is always good. 

Mr. MUDD. It is good in this case. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This item is in connection with 
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the county roads that is, the roads outside of 
proper. There is a very great demand he e 

and improvement of these roads in all parts of the District. The 

District Commissioners have 


the city of Wash- 
for the extension | ti 


:penditure of $60,000; and if 
Soul expect it TTT instead of the 


seventeenth. 
Mr. MUDD. Does the gentleman mean to say that there were 
sixteen roads the Commissioners proposed to have extended or 


parn or improved, as the case may be, in that section of the 
istrict? 


Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Not that section; I referred 
‘to the improvements in the entire District. 

Mr. D. Does the gentleman know how many there were? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I can find out by counting. 

They are right before the gentleman, on page 515 of the estimates. 
I want to say to the gentleman, Mr. Chairman, that she commit- 
tee was scrupulously careful to look after the interests of that 
portion of the city, and he will find that there are in these five 
roads one or two—one certainly, and I think two—that are to be 
improved in the portion of the city to which he refers, They 
both rank ahead of the one to which he refers. 

Mr. MUDD. I only find two. . 

Mr. McCLEARY seh tee We have abe eet for 5 
improvement of both of these. recognition we have given 
that part of the city is really out of proportion to the demands. 
That part of the city has been exceptionally well treated. That 
is what I am trying to say. Therefore I am reluctantly con- 
strained to express the hope that the committee will not agree to 

this amendment. 

Mr. MUDD. I move to strike out the last word. The gentle- 
man is right in the statement as to his treatment of the District. 
I understand that the present subcommittee has undertaken to 
develop the city and District impartially and symmetrically, and 

Iam perfectly willing to agree that this committee is endeavoring 

to deal fairly with the southeastern section of the District. The 
great trouble is, just.as was.argued,and ed with much force 
in the consideration of the naval bill herea few days ago, that the 
development of this policy of fairness and equitable dealing only 
began within the last two or three years. 

Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota, Which is the time of our re- 


Mr. D. I readily admit that the gentleman has been so 
fair that I believe he really thinks this ought to go through now, 
and that in all the fairness and goodness of his heart he is willing 
to have this great improvement made, I will say further, Mr. 
Chairman, that, eee edge the fair treatment of this section 
by the present subcommittee, the aggregate of the grading and 
improvement of roads and highways in this section, as compared 
with others, is so slight as to be almost insignificant. 

Now, here are two little roads, zigzag roads, that can not pre- 
sent anything of the appearance of a street such as this ought to 
be, and they receive $5,000 each, making $10,000 of specific appro- 
priation for all that southeast section. On the other hand, here 
is a great, broad, magnificent, central avenue, a road which I say 
of my own personal knowledge will, when completed, afford ac- 
commodation and access to this city to infinitely more people than 
any road in that section. Ido not wish to criticise the District 
Commissioners. Ido not think they are liable toit. We all know 
that there are not the same facility and conxvenienes in driving over 
that portion of the city as there are in driving over the excellent 
streets and roads in the northwest section. 

These gentlemen always live in the northwest section, and they 
are human, and I am not complaining that they should do as the 
rest of us would likely do, in that they look most particularly to 
the interest of the section that is most observable to them and 
with which they are most identified. The result is that this sec- 
tion of the District over here is like unto an ordinary farm, with 

ths and winding byways through it that hardly amount to the 
Rignity of a country road in comparison with the splendid asphalt 


paved streets and finely macadamized roads of the northwest sec- 


on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman. if in order, I reserve 
the point of order. Iwould like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Maryland if there is any existing law authorizing this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
the point of order would come too late. 

Mr. MUDD. It would come too late, but I want to answer 
the gentleman. I have in my hand now the act approved March 
8, 1899, five years ago, authorizing the opening and extension of 
this street, and by reason of that act the Commissioners have 
already acquired all the property they need for the street, and 
have but not graded it. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. As far cut as the District line? 

Mr. MUDD. They have extended the street as far out as the 
District line, but in the matter of grading they need to go much 
farther than they have because this $10,000, if appropriated, will 
not go as far as the District line, but it to another road 
the Bowen road, or thereabouts - which to a extent will an- 
swer the of the proposed road for a time. It was the 
intention of Congress to open and improve to the District line in 
passing this legislation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
MCCLEARY of Minnesota) there were—ayes 5, noes 22, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I was absent when page 18 
was reached, and I would like to ask the consent of the gentleman 
in charge of the bill, and unanimous consent, to return to page 18 
to enable me to offer an amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman ify —— 

Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. Reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would like to know the nature of the amendment. 

Mr, HEPBURN. On page 18 I want to strike ont lines 3 and 
4 and insert: : 

Northeast section schedule, $18,700: Provided, That 
expended for paving B 
sheet asphalt. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to return to page 18, to the paragraph consisting of lines 
3 and 4, for the of offering the amendment which he has 
stated. Is there objection? 3 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am always 
reluctant to object to anything my friend from Iowa wants; but 
I must object. I do not want to seem or to be unaccommodating. 
The reason for my objection is that these appropriations are made 
according to a schedule authorized in the bill, and we ought not 


to undertake now to ey direct where we have already 
given discretion to the loners, Therefore I must object, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are anthorized to 
straighten and the lines of the north side of Grant street and the east 
side of Mount Pleasant street at the northeast corner of the intersection of 
oning sail rovers to the adjoin property in exthares ter Coser meen 
emn; 

i the lines of Grant street; a as Oe BS Sing singe 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make 
the point of order against this section. 

The CHAIR The gentleman from Minnesota makes the 
point of order. Will the gentleman state the point of order? 

: ot DAVIS of Minnesota. That it is not authorized by exist- 
ing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota in 
charge of the bill desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Is that the one beginning 
with line 9? 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. With line 9; yes. ` 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Why, Mr. Chairman, I trus 
that my friend will reserve the point of order pending an expla- 
nation of what this really is. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I will do that. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the whole point 
of this paragraph is simply this: At the place described in the 
bill there is a little angle running out into the street, alittle piece 
of ground containing, perhaps, 200 square feet. In another place 
right adjoining it there is a recession of about the same size and 
shape. This condition exists at a corner of two streets. The re- 
sult is this: That there is a jog or break in each street. By mak- 
ing exchange with the owner of the adjoining lot of one piece for 
the other, they being of equal size and of value, we straighten 
the two streets. That is all there istoit. There is only about 
200 square feet of ground in each piece. 

Of course, my friend understands that it is entirely competent 
for the committee to appropriate directly to make this purchase, 


700 thereof shall be 
street, between Eleventh and elfth streets with 
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but this arrangement enables us to do it without expense to the 
Government. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am informed, Mr. Chairman, that 
there are two committees of this House which have to do with 
the District of Columbia. One is styled ‘‘ the legislative commit- 
tee” and the other the appropriations committee.“ Now, under 
the statement of the gentleman from Minnesota, the chairman of 
this subcommittee, I am very reluctant to make the point of order 
as to the matter involved. But if the appropriation committee 
can straighten streets and enact legislation in regard to a small 
street of only two or three hundred feet in length I do not know 


any reason why they can not do so in reference to a street extending | bil]. 


from one side of the District of Columbia to the other. 

But in view of the smallness of this matter I will say that if the 
gentleman will agree not to usurp hereafter all the prerogatives 
of the District of Columbia Committee I will withdraw the point 
of order; otherwise I will make it, 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, of course I 
am not authorized to make pona which are binding upon 
anyone except myself. I will simply say to my friend that our 
Appropriation Committee makes earnest effort not to trench upon 
the goon of the other committee—the legislative committee of 
the District of Columbia. Sometimes in making eee 
which legitimately come to us the connection of the appropria- 


tion to the improvement or whatever it may be is so close that | la 


we feel that the District of Columbia Committee itself would say: 
“Do it. That is the shortest way.” And when that is a clear 
case we recommend an appropriation of the kind objected to. 
But nine times out of ten we decline to do it. It is only when a 
case is so clear that we believe that practically every gentleman 
on the legislative committee would approve it that we consent to 


trench upon their r prerogatives. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Let me ask the gentleman, this 


does not cost anything? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This does not cost anything 
at all. Iam very much obliged to my friend from Minnesota for 
withdrawing his point of order. 

The C MAN. Without objection, the point of order made 
by the gentleman from Minnesota will be withdrawn. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For 8 and repairing sidewalks and curbs around public reserva- 
tions and municipal buildings, $10,000. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
the following committee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 22, in line 5, after the word building,” insert the words“ includ- 
ing not exceeding $5,500 for sidewalks and curb around Lincoln Park.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For the reconstruction of the Anacostia bridge, under direction of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, $100,000, and the said Commis- 
sioners are authorized to enter into a contract or contracts for the recon- 
struction of said Lido, to be completed within two years from July 1, 1904, 
ata cost not to ex 000, to be paid from time to timeas 9 
therefor may be made by law: however, That before the Anacostia 
and Potomac River Railroad 8 shall use or have any right whatever 
to use the new bridge it shall pay to the collector of taxes of the District of 
Columbia the entire cost of the 3 9 the exterior rails of 
the tracks and for a distance of 2 feet from the said exterior rails of said 
tracks on each side thereof and the entire floor system supporting said pave- 
ment, and said collector shall deposit one-half of same in the United States 
Treasury to the credit of the District of Columbia and one-half to the credit 
of the United States: Provided further, That hereafter one-half the cost of 
maintenance and repair of said new bridge shall be borne by the Anacostia 
and Potomac River Railroad Company, and shall be collected in the same 
manner as the cost of laying pavements between the rails and tracks of street 
railways as provided for in section 5 of “An act pro a permanent form 
of government for the District of Columbia,” approved June 11, 1878: And 
provided further, That said railroad company and all other railroad compa- 
nies that may hereafter cross said bridge, as hereinafter provided, shall, in 
addition to the taxes imposed upon said railroads by existing law, pay tothe 
collector of taxes the sum of one-fourth ofl cent for each and every passenger 
carried by said railroads on said bridge, said payment to be made at the time 
and in the manner and subject to the alties now provided law for the 
payment of the tax on the earnings of srid railroads: Provided further, That 
steam power shall not be used on said bridge for traction purposes, and that 
if electrical conductors or cablesare used to pro l cars over said bridge the 
same shall be placed under the floor of said ridge, and the cost of construc- 
tion, fecal nage and repair of said subways necessary to effect same shall 
be 1 y the and Potomac River Seng sad And 

vided further, That any other railroad company now or hereafter author- 

by Congress to use said bridge shall have the right to use the tracks of 
‘the Anacostia and Potomac River Company thereon upon such re- 
ciprocal trackage and such compensation as may be mutually agreed upon, 
and in case of failure to reach such an agreement the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia is hereby given authority and jurisdiction, upon peti- 
tion filed by either party, to fix and determine the same. That Congress 
reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this provision. 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the 9 bam 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to make a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Maryland, 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Will the gentleman from 
Maryland be kind enongh to reserve his point of order? 

Mr. PEARRE. If the gentleman from Minnesota will let me 
make the point of order I will consider his request later. Ido not 
want, Mr. Chairman, to make the point of order to the whole sec- 
tion, but to the proviso contained between lines 16 and 25 on 


23. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland makes the 
point of order against the paragraph extending from line 16 to 
ine 25 on 23. What is the nature of the point of order? 
Mr. P RE, It changes existing law on an appropriation 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 
Mr. PEARRE. I do not think it is necessary to discussit, Mr, 


an. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota de- 
sire to be heard? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I would like the gentleman 
from Maryland to point out what law it contravenes. 

Mr. PEARRE. It does not contravene existing law, but it is a 
change of existing law, which is a violation of Rule XX 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. What is the law? ; 

Mr. PEARRE (continuing), In that it changes an existing 


W. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is new legislation, the gen- 
tleman means? 

Mr. PEARRE. It is a change of existing law, as all new legis- 
lation is. I think the gentleman quibbles about that. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. 5 , if I may be heard on this. This 
is a bridge which goes, and over which a railroad toward a 
section of the country in which I am interested, which, I suppose, 


may fairly explain my dissenting from the position of my col- 


league in regard to it. The portion of the paragraph referred to 
by my colleague would ordinarily be subject to a point of order, 
not in that it contravenes or changes any law now upon the stat- 
ute book, but in that it adds a section which has not been law be- 
fore, and that has always been declared to be new legislation. 
But, Mr. Chairman, we have had a number of decisions within 
the last few days, particularly upon the naval bill, to the effect 
that when a clause or part of a paragraph that would of itself be 
subject to a point of order has gone in without a point of order 
being made, anything germane to that is then in order. 

Now, the provision for the bridge itself is against both clauses 
of section 2 of Rule XXI, in that itis an appropriation not au- 
thorized by existing law, and in that it changes existing law by 
making a law not now upon the statute books anywhere. I under- 
stand this means a reconstruction, or rather an entire rebuilding 
of the bridge, and that it does not necessarily follow, nor is it 
altogether likely that it will be placed over exactly the same por- 
tion of the river. Itis not, therefore, a public work or object 
already in pro , but is a legislative proposition in the bill, 
and passed without a point of order against it. But without con- 
sidering the early part of the ph as to the construction of 
the bridge, it is clear that down to line 16, page 23, we have legis- 
lation, new legislation, in without objection, without a point of 
order, containing quite minute regulations as to the terms on 
which the railroad shall go over the bridge. I want to call the 
attention of the Chair particularly from the bottom of page 22, 
line 24, down to line 16, page 23, where I say the Chair will find 
several regulations as to the terms upon which this railroad shall 
cross the bridge, all of them clearly out of order if a point of order 
had been made to the whole section. Noone will deny that the 
part of the paragraph against which the point of order has been 
made is in every respect germane to what precedes. 

I think, therefore, Mr. 8 it is clear that the part of the 
paragraph against which the point of order has been made, if not 
in order originally has been made so by the action of the com- 
mittee, by practically unanimous consent, in letting these other 
provisions go in to which the part objected to by my colleague is 
germane. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am willing 
2 5 ri question on the statement made by the gentleman from 

aryland. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand what sec- 
tion the gentleman means has already been adopted. 

Mr. MUDD. It has not been formally adopted, Mr. Chairman, 
but everything to line 16—from the first proviso on page 22 down 
to line 16 on 23, where the portion of the paragraph to 
which the point of order now raised begins—while it has not been 
adopted by any affirmative action of the House, has been gone 
over, and the gentleman from Maryland specifically stated that 
he made no point of order as to that. Therefore, that much of 
this paragraph is before the House, has been discussed, no point 
of order has been made against it, and anything germane to that 
is now in order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that as far as that is 
concerned, there has been no discussion on the merits as to this 
paragraph. The discussion so far has simply been asto the point 
of order. 

Mr. MUDD: Nevertheless, Mr. Chairman, it is conceded’ in 
advance, as I understand, that the point of order is waived as to 
the preceding portion, AsI understand my colleague, he stated 


that no point of order was made against t. That being ad- 
mitted, it is fair to assume that such preceding portion of the 
paragraph has gone in unobjected to, and certainly an; g ger- 
mane to that can now come in. If nA = 5 — vee the 
whole h a different proposition wo presented. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I will make the 
point of order against the whole section. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I think the 
point of order comes too late. 

Mr: DAVIS of Minnesota. I think not. It is not authorized 
by existing law, and is admitted to enact new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainlyitisnottoolate, Thegentleman 
has the right to make the point of order. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr: i , I would ask the gentleman 
to withhold the point of order fora moment until I can say a 
word or two. j 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I wish to say justa word. 

The CHAIRMAN,. Does the gentleman wish to discuss the 
point of order? : ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I wish to emphasize 
something that took place a fèw moments ago. A short time ago 
I raised int of order and withdrew it upon the theory and 
suggestion thabit-was a small matter: Now we find here a mat- 
ter of considerable importance, inyolving many hundreds of 
thousands of dollars, and it is apparently considered by a com- 
mittee which really has nothing to do about District legislation. 
It seems to me that there ought to be a stop. to legislation of this 
kind. There will probably be two or three months of this Con- 
gress yet before it adjourns, and if this is necessary legislation it 
seems to me that a bill for this purpose could be introduced and 
h had before the and appropriate committee. 
think the District of Columbia Committee is just as much inter- 
ested in the welfare of the city of Washington as any appropria- 
tion committee of this Congress. I shall therefore insist upon 
the point of order. a 

. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman insists, 
I would ask him to withhold it for a moment. I would state 
that the condition here is a pete ect one. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I that it ought to be begun 
before a proper committee. 

Mr. BURKETT. Why, our committee does not run anybody 
else’s committee. Here is a bridge over here that is in a danger- 
ous condition. Every report that has been made to us, and we 
have had it specially examined, is that it is unsafe, and, speaking 
for myself as one Member of Congress, I do not want to assume 


the re ibility of having hundreds of thousands of people cross 
that bridge at the risk of their lives. It is in a very serious con- 
dition. We took the matter up and appropriated the money in 


this bill as the best way to doit, probably, and the quickest way 
to get at it. 
) Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes. poe ee 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. If this bridge is in such dangerous 
condition, has not that fact been known for some time? 

Mr. BURKETT. No; I will say that the seriousness of it has 
not been known until quite recently. ö 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. It is a matter, is it not, for legisla- 
tion? y 

Mr. BURKETT. Oh, I think that probably all of the bridge 
bills have gone through on an appropriation bill. I think this is 
a common ce, as I remember it. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Is it not a continuation of a public work? 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes; it is a publie work. The gentlemanasks 
why it has not been consid by the other committee. I will 
state that I am not a member of the other committee. It came 
before our subcommittee on this appropriation bill afid we gave it 
consideration and brought it in. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I understand that the gentleman 
has given it consideration and the subcommittee has given it con- 
sideration, but from the statement of the gentleman now it seems 
to be a matter of considerable importance. 

Mr. BURKETT. Itisa 1 matter. r 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. fore it seems to me that it 
ought to come before the other committee. It is possible that 
some of the gentlemen on that committee are much inter- 
ested in the welfare of the District of Columbia. I know that I 
am for one, and would like to have this matter discussed and 
have hearings upon it. Now, it seems another committee usurps 
the province of the District Committee and comes in here with a 


matter of this kind appropriating a large sum of money for an 
urgent matter without 5 — ty of law. If 5 
bolish the Distric: 


er. 
I do not know that I entirely accept the 


that crosses a stream in the District, and it is a part of the 
streets and highways of this District, and the keeping of them up. 
We are appropriating for.all of that sort of improvement. Ido 
not know that it is a new matter. Ido not know that Iam will- 
ing to accept that proposition any more than as to any other little 
bridge. e are authorized to appropriate money. 
2 McCALL. Did the gentleman say that this bridge is un- 
e 

u BURKETT. The present bridge, it is reported to us, is 
unsafe, 

Mr. McCALL. So that it is dangerons for the. public to use it 
or liable to become so? 5 

Mr. BURKETT, People that were before us even went that 


Mr. BENTON. That is what the District Commissioner said. 

Mr. BURKETT. And not only that, but a good many others 
who examined it for us, aside from that. In fact, the bridge is 
in serious condition. 

Mr. McCALL.. It is no more subject to the point of order, it 
seems 5 me, than it would be to appropriate for the repairing of 
a stree 

Mr. BURKETT. The more I think of it, Mr. Chairman, the 
less I think it is subject to the point of order. I think it is in 
order. We are building bridges in this bill all the while, and pro- 
viding for street and road improvements. This is right on the 

. street, and it is for the rebuilding and fixing up of this 
ridge. 

Mr. MoCALL. It is not building a new bridge. 

Mr. BURKETT:. Well, it is practically building a new bridge. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. I submit the suggestion that 
this is not for construction, but for the reconstruction of an ex- 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Lawrence). This is a ph mak- 
ing an appropriation for the reconstruction of the Anacostia 
Bridge. Coupled with this appropriation are certain provisos. 
The first is: 

That before the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad Company shall use 
or have any right whatever to use the new bridge it shall pay to the collector 
of taxes of the District of Columbia the entire cost of — irh paving. 

The second proviso stipulates that hereafter one-half of thecost ` 
of the maintenance and repair of said new bridge shall. be-borne 
by the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad pany. 

The third proviso is— 

That said railroad and all 
parti ro md ed 


taxes m Sai i g law, to the collector of 
taren the SOLE lune TRAET COn tema ak 75 carried by 


I | isting work. 


said railroads on said bridge, mee = 

The fourth proviso is that steam: power shall not be used on 
said bridge for traction purposes. 

The final proviso is 


That any other railroad compan 
to uso said Shall have 
— — 


now or hereafter authorized by Con- 
ver Railroad V 
compensation as may be mutually agreed upon. 

The Chair has read, he thinks, sufficient of the provisos to show 
that they are all legislative in that they propose to enact law 
where none now exists; and the enacting of law. where none now 
exists has always been construed to be a change of existing law. 
The Chair must hold that these qos are new legislation, and 
thus obnoxious. to Rule XXI. point of order is therefore 


sustained. 5 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I should like to understand 


the extent of the ruling of the Chair. Does the Chair rule that 


the original provision is out of order, or simply that the provisos 
attached thereto are out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, upon the point of order raised, 
held that the provisos contained new legislation. The Chair did 
not go so far as to rule an appropriation for the reconstruction of 
a bridge was not in order, j 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The point of order, as I understood, 
applied to the whole section. 

CHAIRMAN, It seems to the Chair that as the provisos 
embrace new legislation, and as the provisos are part of the pend- 
ing section, the whole section goes out. 

McCLEAR 


8 Y of Minnesota. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to offer a substitute for this section. I ask unanimous consent 
that the section be laid aside until the substitute section can be 


Tha CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesotaasks unani- 
mous consent that he may later return to this part of the bill for 
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the purpose of offering a substitute for the paragraph which has 
been stricken out. Is there objection? 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. i . if I can reserve the 
right to make a point of order upon the substitute I have no ob- 
jection. 
The CHAIRMAN. Oh, certainly; the substitute will be sub- 


ject to a point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For general lies, repairs, new d ere tele- 
phone rental and pu sha Satine ecean thet hand tae pono 

rvice, pairs In instrumen purchase o OTS, 
paee bizo Peb ateg crossa record thar gman Poor rinting, 


livery, horses and washing, 
boxes, rent of stable and storeroom, and other necessary items, $15,000. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I sent to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 19 on page 29 add the follo 

“ Provided, however, That no part of the money herein a 
be used for the pa 
in the District of 
telephone service, except at the followi 
the use of a telephone on a single wire; 
more than two on a wire; $30 per annum for each telep) there being not 
more than three on a wire; for each telephone, there being four or more 
on the same wire; and no contract shall be made with any person or 
phone company in excess of the charges herein specified.” 

Mr, SAMUEL W. SMITH. I reserve a point of order upon 
that proposition. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to know what the gentleman’s 
point of order is? 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. First, let me ask the gentleman 
what the present rates are? 

Mr. TLETT. The present rates are whatever the telephone 
company maxes them. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. What do they make them? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iunderstand that they make them to the de- 
partments in the District of Columbia about the sums that I have 
quoted in this amendment. That is what I understand. 

Mr. Seay EL p SLR a eee to know what they 
are, gen in the city o ingto 

Mr. BARTLETT. The telephone rates in the public pert 
ments of the District of Columbia, according to a letter that I 
have seen this morning, addressed to the gentleman who has this 
bill in charge, are in accordance with the rate fixed by the act of 
June 30, 1898. 

That act provides (paragraph 5): 

That from and after the passage of this act it ahall be unlawful 8 
son or any telephone company doing business in the District of Columbia to 

or receive more than annum for the use of a telephone on a 
te wire; $40 for each telephone, there being not more than two ona 
; $30 for each telephone, there being not more than three on a wire, and 
$25 for each telephone, there being four or more on the same wire. 

The telephone rates to private individuals are about $78 per 
annum for a limited service. That limited service permits you to 
send twelve hundred local messages and no more, as I see from a 
contract that I have, and charges 5 cents additional for every mes- 
sage over twelve hundred. Now, I have here a memorandum of 
the charges paid by the hotel where I board, the Riggs House. 
They pay there $126 a year for the mere privilege of having a tele- 
phone put in the hotel, and then the hotel is charged 3 cents a 
message for 4,000 messages, and after 4.000 messages that charge 
is 4 cents a m : s0 that, answering the gentleman’s question, 
it appears that in hotels the charges are $126 perannum. In resi- 
dences and offices of individuals the company now charges $78 a 
year for the instrument with a limited service and extra for all 


ent to any person or telephone company d 
tumbia for the hire of or use of any telephone or for any 
rates: dollars annum for 
for each hone, there 


m over acertain number. I have had some little experience 
with the compong. T had a contract for a telephone in an office 
which I have here in the Bond Building, and they charge me 878 a 


year for the service, charging me 5 cents extra for every message 
sent from the office exceeding three per day, as I understand it. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I should like to ask the gentleman, 
is there any difference between the charge for telephones in offices 
and private residences? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have never had a residence in Washing- 
ton except at the hotel, and I do not know. I think there are 
gentlemen upon this floor who can give their experience as to 
the charges of this company. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I can state that I paid $72 2 phone in a residence. 
for the same kind of service that I get at home for $24, and that 
I have the privilege of a rebate of $12, provided I do not use the 
phone for a period of three months. Butif I only use it three 
months, I have got to pay $72 less $12. I think there is an extor- 
tion about it that is most unwarrantable and that ought in some 
way or other to receive the condemnation of this Congress. We 
ought not to be pillaged in the way that we are by these gentle- 
m 


en. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I thoroughly agree with the gentleman from 
Iowa, as I generally do in matters not political. 


Mr. Chairman, I want to say that in the city where I live, acity 
of about 40.000 inhabitants, I have at my residence on a separate 
wire a telephone service which, so far as efficiency and prompt- 
ness are concerned, is far superior to what we are furnished in 
this Ave $36 2 

Mr. LACEY. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa? s 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. ` 3 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Tt is stated here that the rate charged to a private individual in a 
dwelling house is $72 a year. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. There is a statute fixing the rate. What is the 
amount fixed by the statute? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Fifty dollars on a single wire, $40 where 
there are two on a wire, $30 where there are three on a wire, and 
$25 where there are four or more on a wire. 

Mr. LACEY. Then if I understand the gentleman's proposi- 
tion it is that so far as the Government is concerned this appro- 


not | priation bill will be so limited that the Government will not be 


permitted to pay this company more than the law orders it to 


tele- | accept for that kind ae service? 


Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. And at the present they are refusing to obey 
the law as to private individuals as to the amount of the rates. 

Mr. BAR TT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. And it is proposed, so far as the Government is 
concerned 

Mr. BARTLETT. To limit the amount. 

Mr. LACEY (continuing). That it would not pay the money 
unless it take the amount as fixed by statute as to the rates. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is . 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. the gentleman know what 
became of the series of lawsuits that were begun wherein the 
people, I think, attacked the rates as unlawful or unreasonable or 
the system as objectionable? x 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ican only give the history of the lawsuits 
down to 1901, as evidenced by the report of the decision of the 
Papreno Court of the United States, which I hold in my hand, in 
volume 186, United States Reports; but as the results of the in- 
vestigation of the local court in the District of Columbia report 
directed to be made by the Supreme Court of the United States I 
have no information. , 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. My understanding is that it was 
finally disposed of ont of court, and in some way, but the condi- 
tion of the people was not improved in any way. That is my 
recollection 5 rts of the case. 

Mr. BAR I will not undertake to read what the Su- 
preme Court decided in this case, reported in one hundred and 
eighty-sixth volume, in the case of the Chesapeake and Potomac 
Telephone Company against Manning. 

Congress had in 1898, on the District 1 bill, passed 
a law substantially almost in the words which I have copied into 
this amendment. The act of June 30, 1898, provided what the 
charges for telephone service in the District of Columbia should be, 
not only with reference to the services rendered to the Govern- 
ment and the departments in the District of Columbia, but what 
they should charge to the citizens of the District of Columbia. 
Now, I have not undertaken to remedy the evil caused by the ex- 
tortionate and exorbitant charges that are made upon the citizens 
of this District, because I would be met with a point of order, at 
least, that it was legislation. If I could, I would on any appropri- 
ation bill in the House offer an amendment that would take from 
the throats of the people of this city, the capital city of the great- 
est nation on the face of the earth. the clutches of this monstrous, 
exorbitant, and extortionate pei ano but even now the gen- 
tleman raises the point of order when you undertake to protect 
the Government from extortion. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much does the Government 


pay the telephone company? 
Mr. BARTLETT. t is what I am going to state. Mr. 


Chairman, it is remarkable how this company acts in order that 
the Government may seem satisfied and thatit may get the money 
of the Government. It complies with the act of 1898 so far as 
the Government is concerned, and charges the Government the 
tolls and the rates that the Government fixed in the act of 1898, 
an act which the company had attacked in the court as unconsti- 
tutional and void: but when it gets beyond the restraining power 
of the Government's hands it outrages and robs the people of 
this District. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much do we allow the com- 
pany for telephones used by the Government? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not know the amount. It is $50 apiece 
per annum for each telephone upon a separate wire, $40 where 
there are two on a wire, $30 where there are three on a wire, and 
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$25 where there are four or more on a wire. Now, I do not know 
whether that is carried out in all the Departments of the Govern- 
ment, because I had not made the inquiry as to the other Depart- 


ments; but the District government office and the Census Office 
pay that amount. 

. GAINES of Tennessee. How many machines does the 
Government hire? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no idea. According to the letter 
which I have seen, about $3,000 is paid for the telephones for the 
District of Columbia—that is, for the public business of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. I understand there is about $800 or more paid 
in the Census Office, Further than that I have not been able to 


make inquiry. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Georgia that I 5 the point of order. I am 
heartily in sympathy with the gentleman from Georgia, and I in- 
tend to withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 
was satisfied the gentleman would withdraw it. Itis simply to 
have a limitation placed on the expenditure of the money. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman 
desires to withdraw paper of order? 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, in order that I may ask a question of the gentleman in 
charge of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw his point of order. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr.BARTLETT. The gentleman withdraws it, and it ought 
to be withdrawn, because there is no reason in the rule why it 
could be sustained, because it is drawn in accordance with the 
law as it is now, and therefore it is not a change of existing law. 
It simply carries out the existing law and limits the expenditure 
of this money under the terms of the law that is now upon the 
statute books. 

Mr. LACEY. As I understand, this amendment will not 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to say to the committee further 
they now already Secs the government of the District of Colum- 
bia thesame as provided for by this amendment. It is well for 
us to see that they shall not exceed it, and that they shall charge 
no more to the other Departments, and make them obey the law, 
and for myself I would be willing to put any proper limitation 
upon this extortionate monopoly in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota has the 
floor. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. As I understand the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Georgia it will not change the proposition so far as the 
District is concerned, because the company is not overcharging 


the District; they yield to the law as to the District. 
Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. But they are doing it under 


company Aare 3 N 
at any time by Congress. Why not bring in a bill repealing 
ph is 


the point of order at all, it was to indicate that the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, of which he is the ranking member, has 
in contemplation some action which will bring this company to 


terms. 
As has been said, Mr. Chairman, the com accepts from the 
District the terms provided by the law which been referred 


to, but it does so under protest. There are forty-three one-party 
lines at $50, one two-party line at $40, one four-party line at $24, 
and two extension stations at $21, making an aggregate of $2,277. 

I want to add for the further information of the House that for 
the interoffice work the District has its own telephone system, 
which is not subject to this company at all. It comes in touch 


t isnot subject to the point of order. I 


with this com only when it desires to communicate with the 
citizens outside of the offices. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask the gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does not the gentleman think this company, 
possessing as it does the right to use the streets under various acts 
of Congress, and those various acts reserving the right to revoke 
the grant at pleasure, but without compensation—does he not 
think something ought to be done either to revoke the grant to 
use the streets that Congress has granted tothem with this reser- 
Pisces 5 make the company reduce its charges and give better 
service’ 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, again I reply 
that that matter belongs to the legislative committee of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. It is only fair to the company, however, to 
say—and I am not occupying the attitude of a defender of it, be- 
cause I believe the rates ought to be lower—that the kind of service 
rendered is the metallic service, which was not installed at the 
time these rates were fixed. I have examined into the matter, but 
I understand that is the ground upon which the company claims 
that these rates fixed before the metallic service was initiated 
would not be fair and does not apply to this improved kind of 
service. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I say tothe gentleman that in my own 
town the metallic service has been put in, and instead of 
mg opre it has remained the same. 

. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I may say to the gentleman 
that in my own town I was one of -those who started a company 
which has greatly reduced the cost of telephone service there, 
and I am in entire sympathy with him in this matter of reducing 
cost and improving service, but 

Mr. G of Tennessee. The gentleman speaks of the Dis- 
trict owning a system of its own. How did it get it and what 
kind of a system is it and is it a ns ete compan 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am advised by the Engineer 
Commissioner that it owns the lines and owns the power furnish- 


ing the electricity. 
What connection has it with this 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
other telephone system? 

Mr. Mc Y of Minnesota. It is the progeny of the Dis- 
trict; it does not do any commercial business. It belongs to the 
3 for the uses of the District in connecting one office with 
another. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
ask the gentleman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman suggests that he 
has means of correcting this evil in some other form, yet with the 
extortion that has been going on so long, with the contempt this 
company has shown to Congress, unless we get a speedy remedy 
will not the users of this telephone system perish in the desert 
before they reach the promised land? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the inquiry of my friend from Indiana, I will say that our appro- 
priation has only to do with the service rendered to the District, 
and for this service no overcharge has been made. Very prop- 
erly, this question of high charges to individuals has not 1 5 
brought to the attention of the Committee on Appropriations. 


this | Such matters belong to the legislative committee of the District 


of Columbia, I understand that that committee has this question 
under consideration. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. There is a bill before the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. There is a bill before the com- 
mittee now to consider this whole question, which belongs to them 
and not to us. We appropriate merely for the telephone service 
for the District of Columbia, which, as has been said, is being paid 


for at the rates ded by law. 
The CHAIR The gentleman from Iowa offers the follow- 
amendment. 


. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, this is my handwriting, and 

I will read it myself. I offer the following amendment: - 
Add to the 2 the following: “Provided, That the above rates and 
— the telephone companies doing business in the 
lumbis to their patrons receiving service in private residences, 
and any violation of the above provision is hereby declared to work a for- 
— of all rights to conduct a telephone business in the District of Colum- 


Mr. BARTLETT. May I suggest to the gentleman that he add 
the word “offices, as well as private residences? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not want to do that, because I did not 
know but that the service for offices might vary, while that for 
residences is substantially the same, 


increas- * 


— 


' 
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Mr. Chairman, I believe there ought. to be some legislation of 
this kind. This telephone company been in defiance of the 
act of Congress now for nearly six years. There is an act limit- 
ing the price that they may charge for service. They completely 
disregard it. probably because there is no penalty attac to it. 
There is no provision working a forfeiture of their charter in case 
of violation, and therefore they have been willing to litigate the 
matters in the court and to go on with their robbery. I think 
that this will have a beneficial influence upon them if we can 
pass this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

8 ra a The question now is on the amendment as 
amended. 

The question was taken, and the amendment as amended was 


agreed to. [Applanse. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For medical i For twelve medical Is, 


inspectors: of schoo! 

four of whom be of the colored race, at $500 each, $6,000: ided, That 
said inspectors shall be appointed by the Commissioners only after competi- 
tive examination, and have had at least five years’ experience in the 
eho of medicine in the District: of Columbia, and shall perform their 

uties under the direction of the health officer and according to rules formu- 
lated from time totime by him, which shall be subject to the approval of the 
board of education and the Commissioners. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, in lines 21 and 22 on 
88 I move to strike out the words four of whom shall be 
colored race.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lines 2) and: 22 on page 38, strike out the words “four of whom shall be of 
the colored race.” 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
in charge of the bill if it is not a fact that this provision has stood 
in the law several years, and that the board of directors or Com- 
missioners, or whoever may be in charge of the public schools, 
have been utterly unable to find four men of that race competent 
to fill the positions? 

Mr. Me Y of Minnesota. I will say that this provision 
for medical inspection has been in the bill only one year. But it 
is trne, Mr. Chairman. that the Commissioners have failed to find 
the full number of four colored: physicians this last year. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman mean—— 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The difficulty being this: The 
gentleman will notice that there are a number of requirements, 
among others that appointees shall have been five years in practice 
within the District. What has been said does not mean that the 
Commissioners could not find four colored physicians competent 
to till the positions, but they could not find four who had been in 
practice in the District five years and who would accept appoint- 
ment. 

Mr. COWHERD. How many medical inspectors have been 
appointed? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. All of the white inspectors. 

Mr. COWHERD. There: have been eight, then. How many 
colored? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Three, think, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. COWHERD. As a matter of fact, then, there is no ne- 
cessity for twelve inspectors. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. The law provides for twelve. 
The simple fact is that there is work left undone by reason of 
the nonuppointment of the other colored physician. 

Mr. COWHERD, I want tosay frankly that I very much doubt 
whether there ever was a necessity for twelve medical inspectors 
to in the schools of this city. I think it is more than prob- 
able one-half of that number would have been sufficient to 
perform: the necessary duty in that regard. I think, however, if 
there be twelve necessary, and we are going to appropriate for 
twelve, let as say twelve medical inspectors." Then, if they 
need four or five or six colored men to inspect thecolored schools, 
let. the Commissioners employ them. If they need only one, let 
the Commissioners employ that one. But it seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, it can not be excused on the ground of good legisla- 
tion and good conscience that we put into this bill that they 
should have four of the colored race. when we. know by expe- 
rience that we can not find men in the District of Columbia that 
are qualified for the place. It looks very: much to me like it might 
be a sop. thrown to these people for political reasons, and I there- 
fore move to strike it out of the bill. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It does not follow at all that 
because it was not possible to secure the full number of four last 
year or this current year. the first year in which the bill is operative, 
that it will not be possible to find them during the coming year. 
The difficulty, as I understand it, has been to secure men properly 


the 


cance ieee have had five years’ service or practice within the 
istrict. Now, each year removes that diffic , and it seems to 
me that the paragraph ought to stand just as itis. There is a 
large number of colored people in this District, something over 
80,000, and I am sure that my friend is. too big a man to suggest 
deliberately that this committee belittled itself by pandering in 
so important a matter to the colored race for political reasons, 
That su; ion is unworthy of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COWHERD. I hope the gentleman will understand that 
I supposed the suggestion comes from some other source. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, But the committee is respon- 
sible for what goes into the bill. It is not. responsible for sug- 
gestions, but is responsible for the bill, and the committee put 
this into the bill because it felt it should, just as it provides for 
colored. schools, colored teachers, and colored normal schools. 
The condition is here, and we have tried to face it manfully and 
fairly and squarely, I think the provision ought to remain just 
as it is, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
CownHERD) there were—ayes 17. noes 27. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For con incin i books; books of ref 
and pe e N ET ee DA puree purchase wary repair of piirini a 
for high school cadets, and other necessary items not otherwise provided for, 
inch g livery of horse for thesuperintendent, $35,000 Provided, That arms 
authorized to be issued by the War Department to high school cadets of the 
District of Columbia hereafter beissued without requiring that the same 
shall be insured from loss by fire. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman. with 
the word Provided.“ in line 5, page 40. | would like to reserve 
the point of order on that proviso, which continues to the end of 
that icular section, for the purpose of asking the gentleman 
in charge of the bill what the present provision of the law is about 
the War ent issuing arms to high school cadets. as to 
whether that practice is limited by law to the District.of Columbia. 

Mr. BURKETT. No; it is not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. No; it is not. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. If such is not the case, then I offer 
an amendment and move to strike out. in lines 6 and 7, page 40, the 
words of the District. of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7, strike out the words “of the District of Columbia.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan. = 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
the purpose of the gentleman’s amendment to b- to strixe out the 
limitation as to the District of Columbia. ani. us have all high 
schools stand uj the same footing in this master. 

Mr. S W. SMITH. Yes: that is it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Very well: the committee has 
no objection to that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman. I move to strike out, 
on page 40, beginning with the word including.“ m lme 3. what 
follows. down to and including the word dollars.“ in line 3. In 
other words, to strike out the words including livery of horse 
for the superintendent. $35.000." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 3, beginning with the word “incl 
eluding livery of horse for the: superintendent. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I think I have made 
a mistake. I do not wish to strike out the words thirty-five 
thousand dollars.“ 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment as 
modified. > 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the words “including livery of horse for the superintendent.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say but 
a few words on that proposition. It seems that there has been 
considerable discussion heretofore in this body recently as to the 
propriety of furnishing livery horses for various officers of the 
District. I am informed that the superi tendent here receives a 
sufficient salary for the services rendered. Therefore, unless the 
chairman of the committee can show that it is absolutely neces- 

that he should have a horseand that the salary is insufficient 

the same, F think the amendment shonld prevail. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chair an. in answer to 
my colleague from Minnesota I will say that he will notice that 


strike out the words in- 
0 


to 
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this provision is simply for the livery of the horse. As a matter 
of fact, the horse and carriage both belong to the superintendent. 
They are his private property, bought and paid for with his own 
money. The only thing provided for here is the livery of that 
horse. 

The gentleman will remember that the superintendent of 
schools has supervision of all the schools within the District of 
Columbia. The District covers about 70 9 miles. The 
schools are scattered all over the District. A large part of them 
are away out in the country, where they are not accessible by 
street-car lines. Itis a matter of necessity that he should haye 
this horse and carriage. It is unlike the situation which exists 
with reference to 3 in most e eg a matter of neces- 
sity for him to go by carriage to the country. 

pA many cases carriages and the horses with which to haul them 
have been purchased out of the public fund and maintained in 
the administration of the affairs of the District. This gentleman 
from the beginning has owned his own horse and has paid all the 
expenses of its maintenance except its livery. It did seem to the 
committee that in simple justice he is entitled to transportation, 
and it was only fair to allow him the livery for that horse, so use- 
ful and necessary in the discharge of his duty. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I would like to have an explanation 
as to what is the full meaning of the word “‘livery.”” What is 
comprehended by that word? 

Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. The keep of a horse—that is, 
the feed and the care, like the 5 does not include 
horseshoeing; it does not include the ishing of blankets; it 
does not include other similar expenses. I would understand the 
word “‘livery’’ to mean the feeding and the groo x 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Does not the salary of this superin- 
tendent warrant him in providing from his own pocket for the 
feeding and cleaning of his horse? 

Mr. Mo Y of Minnesota. I presume that in one sense 
the answer should be yes,“ but in another sense it should be 
„no.“ The salary of the superintendent of schools in Washing- 
ton is not so large as the macy at similar officers in most other 
cities of the same size. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. What is the salary? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Four thousand dollars a year. 
In many cities of the size of this the superintendent is paid $5,000 
or $6,000. 

As DAVIS of Minnesota. I would suggest, then, that if the 
salary of this officer is not enough, it should be raised; but 
we should not increase his under the guise of paying the 
livery for his horse. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Itis a very small sum. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I hope the amendment will prevail. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I hope the amendment will 


not prevail. j: 

The uestion being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GILLETT of husetts. Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to ask the gentlemen in ch of the bill a question in connec- 
tion with this matter of salaries, I notice that on page 35 of the 


bill there is a provision that— 

In assigning salaries to teachers no discrimination shall be made between 
male and female teachers employed in thesame | ages of school and orm- 
ing a like class of duties; and it shall not be lawful to pay, or autho: or re- 
qure to be paid, from any of the es of teachers herein provided, any 
portion or percentage thereof for the purpose of adding to salaries of higher 
or lower grades. 

Now, as I understand, that provision is inserted on the theory 
that it is better to provide specifically for all these salaries and 
not have the superintendent apportion the amounts; yet I find that 
in almost the next clause there is a provision— 

For kindergarten instruction, $35,000. 

An appropriation in a lump sum which allows the superintend- 
ent to do exactly what in the previous part of the bill we haye 
forbidden him to do with reference to the other grades. I under- 
stand that a smaller sum is paid to the kindergarten p ye 
than to the princi of the primary schools, who have eyen less 
to do; that while these have been raised by this bill to a minimum 
of $500 a year, the kindergarten teachers are much below that. I 
should be glad if the gentleman from Minnesota would explain 
this discrepancy. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I do not get 
the exact point that my friend would like to haye me cover in my 
explanation. 

r. GILLETT of Massachusetts. My question is why these 
most poorly paid kindergarten teachers should be provided for in 
a lump sum of $35,000, instead of apportioning it to the different 
teachers, as is done in all the other c I will suggest to the 

ntleman my suspicion is that the ap riation is put in this 

orm because the superintendent is ashamed to show how very 
small the sum is that is paid to some of the kindergarten teachers. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, by way of 
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answer to my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] I will say 
that this kindergarten work is a new of the school work of 
the District of Columbia. I think it been in existence for 
only five or 8775 It began with a very small appropriation, 
and has gradually been extended. It is in its experimental stage. 
The question whether we should make specific appropriations of 
ific salaries, as we do in relation to the other teachers, was 
raised in the hearings, and those in authority—those who have 
the direction of school affairs in the District—thought it would 
be well to go on for at least one year more under this policy, be- 
cause it enables them to apply this sum with greater flexibility. 
The subcommittee could not say exactly how many of these 
kindergartens there should be, and those in charge of the work 
were not prepared to make a ite recommendation. The 
uestion lies between the number of schools and the salaries for 
e teachers in those schools. The school authorities have tried 
to balance these elements, They have tried to extend the system 
so far as they could without crippling the teaching force by pay- 
ing too smäll salaries. On the other hand, they have AA p to 
pay as large salaries as they could without crippling the exten- 
sion of the service. The pith of the argument is this: It was 
thought that by giving this lump sum the plan would work ont 
with greater elasticity, and that was the idea that prevailed with 
the committee. If on further investigation and with larger ex- 
perience we find it would be better to do in this case as we do 
with the other teachers under our school system, we shall cer- 
tainly adopt that method of n and I may add it is the 
judgment of the committee that this is what we shall do as soon 
as we can reach it wisely. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For text-books and school ils of the first 
istribu! 


Sapp eight grad 
who at the time are not supplied with the same, 70 ae bi ted b ape 
0 


of 


„ and pi xt-boo. — 
to make exchan aoe phi —.— nae aoe. anatina 9 on 
hand as may not be desirable for use, : N io 

Mr. OLMSTED. I move to amend by striking out the last 
word, for the purpose of seeking information., Can the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill state how many books and of what char- 
acter it se propane to purchase for this great sum of $52,500? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
the question of the 8 from Pennsylvania, I will say that 
in this District we have what is known as the free school-book 
system; that is, the children in the first eight grades are provided 
with school books at gone expense. 

vou state how many pupils there are in 


es? 

Mr. McC Y of Minnesota, Somewhere from 40,000 to 
45,000, as I remember. 

Mr. OLMSTED. This provides forthe supply of books to those 
who at the time are not supplied with the same. I assume from 
that that the most of them are already supplied. Yet this appro- 
priation would, I should say, be sufficient for the purchase of 
200,000 books. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Well, each child requires quite 
a number of books. This fund is to make good the worn-out 
books and to supply the incoming pupils in the ordinary increase 
„Mr. OLMSTED. Th ly, and exchan 

x 5 ə supply, and exchange particularly, of 
school books is a matter that fies given rise to a great deal of con- 
troversy and a good deal of scandal in some cities, but if the gen- 
tleman states that he has investigated this matter carefully and 
thinks this is a necessary appropriation, I shall not oppose it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that 
we follow the estimates of those in authority having this matter 
immediately at heart and having the best information obtainable 
in regard to it. 

FREE LECTURES TO THE PEOPLE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. RIDER. Mr. Chairman, the lectures aim to Américanize 
the foreigner and to stimulate the American. Theysubstitute re- 
creation that is clean, healthful, and constructive for amusements 
that are often crass, unwholesome, and destructive. They make 
for law and order, for knowledge and good reading. ey are 
emphatically an extension of the public school. To express their 
purpose and character in terms of mathematics, the free lectures 
are to the adult as the public school is to the child. They bring 
culture to the uncultured;’’ they are both a university for the 
busy and a workingman’s college. 

So long as there are ignorant masses in a community, so long 
should its public system of education provide for them; so long 
as there are classes eager for guidance along technical lines, so 
long should boards of education supply such instruction in a form 
available to the working people; so long as there are half-edu- 
cated individuals craying a wider culture, solong should the pub- 
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lic school supply school-extension courses. Only thus can the 
individual standard of life be raised and the material interests 
and cheap distractions be crowded ont by intellectual joys, thus 
overcoming the evil of cities with their good. 

The spread of the hunger for knowledge among the people makes the task 
of adult education yearly more important. 

The pioneer in the movement was the city of New York. Six- 
teen years ago this January, upon the suggestion of Mayor Abram 
8. Howitt, the board of education received a small appropriation 
for lectures, and the first course of free lectures to the people was 
attempted in connection with the public school system. The first 
course of lectures to the people was from January, 1889, to April, 
1889. There were 186 lectures, and the attendance was 22,149, 
with an average attendance of 119 adults per lecture. 

So encouraging was this experimental short course, both to edu- 
cators and the public, that it was continued and lengthened and 
firmly established. Now the course runs each year from October 
to May, and its statistics are such that Hon. Charles R. Skinner, the 
official head of the State public school system, spoke of them in 
May, 1901, as almost beyond belief, unless we reflect a moment 
upon the magnitude of this great city.” g 

In that year and the following the statistics contrast with the 
first half year's course as follows: 


Lec- | Attend- 
tures. ance. 


Six lectures on ninteenth century literature, the greater English 
novelists. 


Many evidences of serious reading in connection with the lectures have 
been given, and many copies of scientific books were purchased by auditors 


lement the teaching of 
iceable has been the increase in culture on the part of audiences where 
lectures have been continuously given. j. 

The courses of lectures at some centers were arranged almost like a college 
course. At one center fifty lectures on 3 literature wora given. 
a ure on 


At another, for the past four years on each Saturday might 
some subject in natural science has been given. In the of the board of 
education subjects relating to education were the chief themes. 

Letters written by many auditors at the lectures indicate that they have 
been regular attendants at these courses for several years. This continuity 
of interest, combined with the systematic arrangement of the lectures, makes 
it possible to make these courses of lectures a people's university in the real 


to su the lecturer. 
No 


sense, affordi ee. to the toiler to acq after a series of years 
the meres s a d, general education from the best teachers. (Annual 
repo 2. 


Since the success and practicability and economy of these free 
lectures have so royally proved themselves in New York the 
public school systems of Cleveland, Boston, and Yonkers have 
adopted the same plan. Their statistics are not before me, but I 
have no reason to believe that a perusal of them would result less 
favorably to their further adoption than the ience in New 
York, which caused these cities to adopt similar methods of adult 
instruction. 

In closing his report on the free lectures of 1901-2 Doctor Leip- 
ziger says: 

The movement for adult education is just in its infancy, and judging by 


T the results of the past twelve years in our ayan the many inquiries from 
First course, January, 1889, to April, 189 186 22,149 | all parts of our land it would not seem improbable that ten years from now 
Thirteenth course, October, 1900, to May, 1901 ...--.--..---- 1,93 | 553,553 | every great city in this Union will make provision for adult education. * è * 
Fourteenth course, October, 1901, to May, 1802. .....--...-- 2,243 | 585,908 | We are begi to more generally that education does not be- 


In February, 1902, the lecture course was extended to take in 
all the boroughs of the greater“ city, and the figures seem in- 
deed stupendous. 


FOR ALL BOROUGHS. 


umberof Attend- 
Course. ance: 
3.172 928, 251 
4,221 | 1,208, 125 


i With an average attendance for the two years of 288 adults per 
ecture, 

It would be impossible to pass from a contemplation, however 
brief, of these amazing figures without a word of appreciation of 
the man who has from the first year, and almost from the first 
month, systematized this vast movement. The New York super- 
visor . Henry M. Leipziger, Ph. D., is a man of frail 
physique and delicate health. yet so intense is his wise enthusiasm 
for the spread of learning and culture among the masses that the 
lectures have developed and increased with a momentum that 
would suggest to the uninitiated a boundless physical force be- 
hind them instead of the intellectual discipline and the spiritual 
impulse to which alone they have been subjected. 

More and more deeply has the movement gained the respect of 
all classes in the community, and it is perhaps the only branch of 
the city school system that no one has wanted to reform.” 

It is a remarkable tribute to the work of the system of free lectures under 
the auspices of the board of education that they form the single feature which 
has not only escaped censure, but received unanimousapproval. Our public 
schools are being steadily subjected to a fire of eriticism, largely undeserved; 
but that the free-lecture movement for wor! men and working women 
should arouse only warm admiration indicates that its excellence is genuine. 

In the forty-third annual report of the trustees of Cooper 
Union—that great monument to the munificence of a whole fam- 
ily to popular scientific education—appeared these words about 
the transfer of its free-lecture system to the board of education: 

s.s with the d ment of publi 8 
eee infers the work In Goo bs area This 585 5 
grown to great proportions, and courses of lectures given in every part of the 
city and many of the public schools. There is no partof our educational sys- 
tem more valuable or more effective, and the success of the board of educa- 
tion in reaching the masses of the people through this instrumentality is a 
subject of general congratulation. 

After a sufficiently wide interest had been awakened by the 
oe free-lecture courses, a successful attempt was made in New 
York to unify some of the lectures into connected systematic sets 
of three and five, and so on, with a consistent educational pur- 

in view. The lecturer made a more or less elaborate sylla- 
us and bibliography of his proposed work, and desk libraries of 
reference books were established on his platform. 

Six lectures on English romantic poets of the early nineteenth 
century. 

: Six lectures on modern methods and instruments and the starry 
eavens. 

Eight lectures on heat as a mode of motion. 

Six lectures on English writers of the present era. 
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long to either sex or to any particular period of life, for in many ways the 
mature man „ is better able to use educational onportentty than he 


was in childhood. 
Our imperial city is to be co’ tulated on being the pioneer of this gen- 


uine movement toward the 8 of America’s educational ideal. 

The number of the public schools proving too small for the de- 
mand of the people for free lectures, many religious and educa- 
tional institutions in yearly increasing numbers put their halls 
at the dis rent free, of the board of education's lectures. 

From the libraries, and from well-known preachers of Catholic, 
Protestant, and Hebrew denominations, from the social settle- 
ment, and from the American Museum of Nationa] History come 
words of no faint praise for the lecture system as a most valu- 
able extension of the educational machinery of the city and for 
its effect of stimulating the higher and spiritual aspirations 


| above and beyond the material occupations and ambitions which 


are so engrossing to the most of the people.“ 
HOW ORGANIZED. 


In pursuance of the idea of making the lecture educational in 
the highest sense and conducive to mental health and serious 
reading the board of education in New York appoints a committee 
on lectures and libraries, to whom the supervisor reports, and 
upon whose advice and cooperation he can reply. 

5 es expenses of the work are provided for in the regular school 
udget. 

The city authorities have shown their interest in the movement 
by constantly increased appropriations. 

The form and matter of printing, as well as the lecture courses 
proper, are at the supervisor's discretion. This official must be 
as much sociologist as pedagogue and be able to analyze the com- 
munity into its various elements. 

Thus, in New York, among the largest colonies of foreigners 
are the Italian, the French, and the Hebrew congeners. There- 
fore circulars must be printed in Italian, in French, in Russian, 
and Hebrew, as well as in several other tongues. 

Attention is called to the gay coloring of the Italian leaflet, 
which is also, in concession to the superior politeness of the for- 
eigner, couched in terms of an invitation, and not distributed as 
a bare announcement of a date and subject. The Italians are 
“cordially invited;“ and the fact that the entertainment is free 
is boldly proclaimed to the victims of the padrone. Then a wise 
concession to the Italian love of music is shown in the combina- 
tion of a programme of song with a hygienic lecture on Pre- 
ventive Measures v. ption.” 

Thus the characteristics of each natiorality are studied, that 
the individuals may more readily be reached and helped in the 
direction they desire. Above all, no class of people, however far 
removed from our American standard of citizenship, is ever brow- 
beaten or affronted by printed or spoken word. The public lec- 
tures serve the people, and in turn they, the people, develon into 
a better understanding of the obligations of good citizenship. 

In 1902-3 among the subjects given in Italian before audiences 
largely composed of Italians were the following: 

e United States. 
The American Citizen. 
The Constitution of America, 
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The Life of George Washington. 

Why We Came to America and Why We Stay Here. 

Preventive Measures v. Consumption. 

Florence. 

Ancient Rome. 

An Evening in Venice, etc. 

Other lecture courses were given in French and Hebrew, but 
the vast majority were given in English. Kral 8 

Besides the circulars in a foreign tongue, attention is publicly 
called to the lectures in other ways. A 

'Large placards are printed and placed prominently in store 
windows. 

On the evening of the lecture apoy PEE are put over the 
lamps outside the schoolhouse or or on the nearest lamp- 

The newspapers each week during the-season give a prominent 
place to a list of the dates, subjects, speakers, and local centers. 

But, chief means of all, to each public school child are given 
lecture ‘‘ bulletins” for distribution at home. These give a full 
programme of the lectures which will begin at some one public 
school center, and each child receives the bulletin belonging to 
her school. Thus the parents understand that the lectures, al- 
though meant for them, are in some way connected with the 
public school system, and they are glad to avail themselyes of the 
opportunity so presented. They hear so much from the little 
ones about ‘‘ saluting the flag” and being a good American,” 
that they are half jealous of the school and very anxious to pene- 
trate it for themselves; and so, wooed and invited in various 
ways, they find themselves one day in the free-lecture audience 
and have made their first step toward Americanization, if they 
are foreigners; toward a deepening and broadening of their in- 
tellec life, in any case. 

If the schools become the lecture center, then— 

The parents of the children who attend the school would be uplifted 
their environment, and the school would become, what it is gradually tend- 
ing to beceme, the center of sweetness and light for the neighborhood. 
(Doctor Leipziger's speech at lecture-course dinner, 1901.) 

In an article in Leslie's Weekly, January 29, 1903, just about a 
year ago, the writer, L. A, Maynard, names his article, How to 
Educate the Masses—The Free Lecture System in New York’s 
Public Schools,” and he thus sums up: 

No one can attend one of these evening assemblies, and see the throngs of 
eager, appreciative, and grateful ea a who attend them, without Lee ling 
that the work is a noble one, and worthy of the support of all who love their 
fellowmen. * * * Thereisnoapparentreason why an educational scheme 
that has been franght with such excellent results in New York might not be 
adopted, with suitable modifications, in every city and town in the country. 

Stereopticons and lantern slidesare cheap, and there need be no t difii- 
culty anywhere in obtaining competent speakers. It is best to have paid 
lecturers if ible, but if not, then those who will do the work pro bonoare 
far better none atall. In New York the lecturersare pug only a small 


fee, but it is found that this carries with it a sense of obligation which is 
That the free-lecture system is entirely practicable in 


metropo! 

in educational work. It ap also to the philanthrop 
former, the worker for social bette: 

the higher welfare of humanity. 


It is well briefly to recall the sociological conditions in New 
York actually more unfavorable to the success of these lectures 
than the conditions to be found in the District of Columbia. 

First and foremost, great numbers of families live in those nu- 
merous tall tenements known popularly and accurately described 
as double-deckers and ‘‘rookeries.’? The herding together re- 
sults in a lack of privacy which provides constant excitement and 
social intercourse, or at least social di ion. Then, the nar- 
row streets make each tenement block a sort of pavement club, in 
which night after night the same members congregate. Thirdly, 
few workshops and fewer offices close before 6 o’clock, so that 
the toiler is more tired than here. Fourthly, owing to the pecul- 
jar shape of Manhattan Island, le necessarily live far from 
pe work and undergo more or fatiguing trips to their 

omes. 

Fifthly, inadequate bridge and transit facilities render the 
tedious journey home one long not only in distance, but in dura- 
tion of time. It is there often 7 p. m. to 7.80 p. m. before the 
toiler reaches home. The lectures begin at 8 o’clock promptly 
and are often crowded before the doors are closed, so that the 
workman runs the risk of standing. 

Moreover, cheap amusements—not all of them pernicious—are 
far more numerous in New York than in the District; and yet, 
despite these and many other distracting social elements which 
might be enumerated, so great is the proven desire for the in- 
structive recreation of these free lectures that out of a population 
of nearly three and a half millions in 1900, the attendance for the 
session of 1900-1901 represented nearly three-quarters of a million 
(715,906), or considerably over one-quarter of the population 
enumerated by the census of 1900, 


in these statistics 
e census physically un- 


The fact that many of the auditors rea 
may be offset by the number of those in 
able to attend through infirmities of age, illness, and so on, so 
that the proportion remains approximately true of over one- 
quarter of the entire population of the city. 


We see the great gates of figures of attendance; but in 
this vast multitude, what of the individual response to the oppor- 
tunities these lecture courses present? 

Dipping at random into the official reports of the free lectures 
for 1901-2 and 1902-8, we hear the individuals answer in the fol- 
Towing extracts from letters received by the supervisor from 
auditors: 

The writer of the first letter from which I shall quote was a 
listener who had attended forty lectures and who was moved to 
write as follows: 


A and often very tired woman, unable to spare much time or sight 
for ing, gives for the 8 and comfort I have enjoyed 
throug! means of ion. I can not adequately express my feel- 

Another writes: 


I have been going to school all over again. 

A married woman with three children writes, with unconscious 
pathos and courage: 

I shall try a Sou to pass the examination (in first aid to the injured 
course), although I am very absent-minded and nery: vu been & vic- 
tim of typhoid fever a year ago and of remittent fever fall. IfI fail I 
shall have at least tried my best and learned something to my advantage. I 
can not say 8 in favor of the Monday lectures, as my husband at- 
—.— ait ks n etl ae oe — can th gr 

one. Iam m oved spouse 8 em Thursday evenings 
grant me the benefit of the lectures. z * 

Another: 

Iknow a little now, and if I want to know more the lectures have pointed 
me the way. . 

Another: 

The lectures are a boon tous mothers. They keep us in touch with one’s 
sons and daughters at high school. 

This very remarkable one: 

Three months ago I came from Turkey to New York; since then I attended 
regularly the lectures which take place at the National Museum of History; 
these lectures are indeed interesting and wholesome; I get much benefit from 
them. Those thoughts always turn in my mind tha Government 
does every possible thing for the benefit and advantage of the people. A 
hese this is exemplary and enviable; therefore it is worthy to live 
under. 

Here is another: 

Tam an old 8 Fee ina e 2 1 3 es to d 
my evenings ex oons, ani Ve Sav a - 
ing these 8 for which Iam very thankful to the board of 2 — 

Here is still another: 

I work hard all day froms to 5.90, and to look forward to this entertainment 
once or more times a week is a sweetener of labor. 

A teacher writes: 


I do not think I can show my 5 more fully than by the fact that 
in spite of being tired out when y night comes, and notwithstanding 


other engagements, I simply could not stay away from one of the lectures. 


My only regret is that they end so soon. 
Still another: 


Iama busy housewife, and the lectures have created for mea different 
mental a here and have afforded almost the only amusement that has 
come into my life. The knowledge there so fully received has broadened my 
range of thought. 

This mature and eager adult writes: 


I haven't had any education to speak of except that which I to pick 
up here and there. Iam 81 years old and appreciate now very much an 
form in which I gather it. Iam trying this year to overcome as much as 
can my colossal ignorance, and I have attended all the lectures I could find 
time for in the last three months. During the last three months I have at- 
tended at least forty-five lectures in various „Every one has been of 
arene benefit to me, and I thank everyone who has had anything to do with 

em. 


That these lectures afford stimulation for the mentally inert, 
instructive recreation for the wearied, hope for the discontented, 
school extension for the studious, general elementary science for 
the technical laborer—in short, education for thé masses—no one 
can doubt after a perusal of these letters; and that the people 
are grateful and appreciative of the new privileges granted the 
spontaneity of the epistles amply demonstrates. 

For a true educator in a democracy no more grateful task can 
well be outlined than the inauguration of a system of adult in- 
struction at once so widely attractive, so intellectually stimulat- 
ing, and so thankfully accepted. 

nudging from the broad humanity in these letters from the peo- 
ple, every community must be good ground for this precious edu- 
cational seed to fall upon. t 

That the District of Columbia would be an excellent field is 
shown by the fact that Superintendent Stuart has already had 
calls e upon him for lecturers, the last one being from the 
Citizens’ Association of Good Hope, where the best people, through 
their minister, haye preferred this request, giving the board of 
education an opportunity for ing and in ing the 


righteous influence of the school system, which it were a thou- 
sand pities to disregard. 
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SPECIAL NEED IN WASHINGTON. 

To the Italians.—The District Italians live in temporary shacks, 
many of them within sight of this Capitol. What sort of citi- 
zens are they going to be of a country in whose very capital they 
are allowed to squat and harbor like neglected birds of the air? 

Many of them are here without family ties, and hence are all the 


more a possible element of social disorder, unless immediately | Lec 


they have normal, wholesome, attractive recreation and instruc- 
tion. The first course advocated is a series of free lectures in 
Italian on hygiene and sanitation, and on the history and laws of 
our country. 

In an educational club—the City History Club of New York— 
we had this experience with a rugged little Italian boy in an in- 
dustrial school. So perfectly had we succeeded in enthusing him 
with American ideas that when we told him about the French 
and Indian wars one day he asked quite naturally, “And what 
side were we on?’ That is the spirit to imbue our Italian neigh- 
bors with, right here and now. 

Washington can not shake off its responsibility by saying: ‘‘ The 
Italians are only a temporary factor in our population.“ All the 
more is it necessary to inculcate a feeling of social responsibility 
in this foreign colony, here this year and in Boston next year or 
St. Louis, or any other of our American communities, for incal- 
culable is the harm to our own boys and girls that the neglected 
stran, within our gates will work us unless his artistic and 
fierce aT beauty loving instincts are recognized and so developed 
that along the lines of his social virtues he is led to the realization 
of our national ideals of an average American citizen, as a cleanly, 
quiet man of self-control, intelligently striving after self-culture. 

To the colored population.—I need not go into details here; 
what we did not realize, that great social educator and quickener, 
Jacob A. Riis, told all who had ears to hear. The best elements 
among the colored people will welcome these lectures for them- 
selves and for their less gifted brethren. The board of education 
can help along the solution of the colored problem by extending 
the public school to take in the negro adult, offering free lectures 
near those congested districts in which the descendants of your 
old faithful colored mammies and uncles uncomplainingly work 
out an unhealthful existence, which would be miserable indeed 
no it not for their inborn sunniness and patience and laissez 

aire. 

To the Chinese.—These people, industrious aud law-abiding, are 
yet not cared for intellectually as they should be in the capital of 
our great land. Their restaurants are patronized as a fad,“ but 
their eager minds are left to the chance pabulum of commercial 
relations. 

To the working man and woman.—Not only for recreation for 
the turbulent, not only for Americanizing the foreigner, but to 
increase the efficiency of the Washington man and woman, these 
lectures are needed. 

Washington is, happily enough, not an industrial center; there 
are few great shops and factories where the working forces can 
learn much beyond the rudiments of their trade. The need for 
efficient workingmen throughout the country was never more 
pronounced than to-day. These workingmen and working wo- 
men need this public school extension work, need these free lec- 
tures to the people. 

For example, the series of lectures on electricity in New York 
were followed by ‘‘ Men engaged in callings where a knowledge of 
electricity would prove of great value.” Increased intelligence 
and enthusiasm in the workingmen resulted. 

SPECIAL FACILITIES IN WASHINGTON. 

With the Congressional Library reading room free to all and 
the Carnegie Library fast increasing its stock of books, a marked 
decrease in the consumption of mediocre novels and a marked rise 
in the consumption of serious works of literature and science may 
confidently be looked for. If this were the only result, the free 
lectures to the people would amply justify their existence. 

The N closing of the Departments and most business works; 
the sev institutions of learning within the capital’s limits 
upon whose members or faculties the supervisor could draw; the 
great national departments, with their earnest and thorough in- 
vestigations in every realm of the natural sciences; the world- 
famous collections in the Smithsonian Institute and the Corcoran 
Art Gallery, with both of which institutions we should endeavor 
to cooperate; a fine public school system, which already has the 
confidence of Congress and of all the residents of the District, so 
that any extension of the public school in the free lectures to the 
people would be readily received with docile and expectant en- 
thusiasm. These, Mr. Secretary, are the elements which loom 
large for success on the horizon line of our suggested voyage into 
new seas of endeavor, seas that are not wholly uncharted, since 
the gallant sister ships of New York, Yonkers, Cleveland, and 
others, have sailed over them successfully, bringing back each 
2 e cargoes of enco ment, great log books writ full of 

n 


of ignorance discovered, claimed, and named with names 
of knowledge and civilization, of culture and citizenship. 


ESTIMATE FOR FIRST YEAR'S COURSE OF 1% LECTURES. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

For extending the telephone system to the public school buildings, includ- 
ing the cost of the meget 4 wire, cable, holds, cross-arms, braces, conduit 
connections, manholes, telephone instruments, extra labor, and other neces- 
sary items, to be expended under the electri department, $5,000. 


Mr. MUDD. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of making an inquiry. Ishould like to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill if he considers that this provision is in such form that 
the limitation heretofore fixed in the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia as to telephone rates will apply to it? Iam not 
sure on that point myself. The amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] was to page 29, under the 
head of ‘‘ Electrical department,” and is to the following effect: 

Provided, however, Thatno part of the money herein appropriated shall be 
used for the pa ut to any person or —— company in the District of 
Columbia for the hire of or use of any telephone or for any telephone service, 
except at the following rates, etc. 


Now, the question is, would not that be held to apply only to 
the rate for telephones under the electrical department provided 
for in the paragraph to which this amendment was offered? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. My own judgment would be 
that the limitation placed upon the expenditure of money for tele- 
phone service would apply to any appropriation for the service 
provided in this bill, and therefore would apply to this paragraph. 

Mr. MUDD. The amendment is as follows: 

Amend by adding at the end of line 19, page 29 

Which relates to telephone service, under the head of electrical 
department! 

No part of the money herein appropriated. 
ae McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is, appropriated in this 

Mr. MUDD. But is not this $5,000 here in addition to and out- 
side of the money appropriated in the paragraph to which that 
amendment was passed? 3 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Ifthe word had been ‘‘hereby”’ 
appropriated I think the answer to the gentleman’s question would 
have been yes, but the word is herein,“ that is, in this bill any- 
where. 

Mr. MUDD. I think it would apply simply to that paragraph. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I should say in the bill. z 

Mr. MUDD. I submit the following amendment out of abun- 
dant caution. Itis very brief. 

The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Maryland offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line 5, page 41, the following: 

* Provided, That the money herein appropriated shall be subject to the 
same limitations as to telephone rates as hereinbefore provided under the 
electrical department.“ 

Mr. MUDD. Thatsimply reapplies the provisions of the amend- 
ment passed already, if it be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, for the p of asking the gentleman from Minnesota 
in charge of the bill whether it is not proposed in this paragraph 
that the Government shall pay the cost of the wires, cables, and 
so forth, that ought to be paid for and ordinarily are paid for by 
the telephone company? all the cities where I have had any 
knowledge of the telephone system, the telephone companies them- 
selves have been very glad to furnish the wires and establish the 
connections, and do everything of that kind, charging a rental 
for the telephone when it is established in the building. This 
seems to provide that the Government is to do all the work, and 
pay all the expenses, and pay rental in addition. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am not ex- 
actly clear on this, but I think upon second thought, upon re- 
reading it, that this refers to an extension of the system owned 
by the District. I do not know whether the gentleman was in 
when I explained that the District itself has a telephone system 
connected with its fire service, and so forth, an interoffice service 
which is not dependent upon the telephone company atall. Now, 
I am not absolutely sure, but I am inclined to think from the 

ing of that—— 

Mr. OLMSTED. Is that service not operated from the com- 


pany’s exchange? 


2708 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 2, 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It has its own power and ex- 
change. 

Mr. OLMSTED. And they do not charge for the use of the in- 
struments for the District service? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is a rival company, in fact, 
providing only service for the District, and the purpose of this is 
to extend it to the school stations and the fire stations and the 
police stations, etc., that are out some distance, connecting them. 

Mr; OLMSTED. Your understanding is that the — sarapa 
sainan receives 5 out of this app tion? 

cCCLEARY of Minnesota. Iso understand. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


FOR METROPOLITAN POLICE, 


For ramen and 2 Ss each. $1,000; 
a shall iso also ——— — oF the mn 
000: — Al cli, 0, '2 clerks, —.— 
and d ion „ 20 Privates 


55 
ecessary; 11 lieutenants, at each; 
f ‘$000 each; pE mirn ens 


3 $500; and — $240; cap- 
a eneh: 04 sergenats and —.— ü i on ion es, — each; 26 hom 
— cack and 3 police matrons, at $800 each; in all, $7 
as PERKINS. eek ac ene 

Mr. Chairman, I dislike to seem to criticise the action of the 

committee, but I would like to make some with reference 
15 the question of the police department of the city of Washing- 

ow, it may be 3 Mr. Chairman, that the city 

thould be beautified and enlarged in a manner that fits the capital 

of the country, and at a Desert ratio of expense, than in most 

lte; but I see no reason why lice. department of the city 

of Washington should cost Sat 752 proportion to the police de- 


partments of many other cities. 555 

I have in my hand the 8 ae ce department 
of the city of 9 F seo the cost head is about $1.30. 
We have a well-regulated city; we have a —— police force. 
The 8 orgie as ep bert it is here. saad tone 
strange that the cost of th ce ent, as repo e 
committee, in the cit 1 r aie should be abont $2.30 per 
head. Surely, Mr. D the. expense of the 2 in the 
city of Washington should not materially differ per head of popu- 
lation from the expense of pa in any other great city. Does 
the chairman suggest that e is a special criminal class in the 

gton that makes the expenses here larger than they 
other American sai A 

Mr. MoCLE. Y of Minnesota. the gentleman want me 
to interrupt him with an answer? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLEARY of 3 There are two reasons, Mr. 
Chairman, why the police force in this city costs more than a 
similar force in a city of g iaa nding size. In the first place, 
this is the seat of the National Government, 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, that does not increase the criminal class. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think it does. It is the place 
that belongs to all people of the United States and hither come all 
classes of eg It is a fact, gentlemen may smile or frown—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Do the habits of gentlemen here 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota (continuing). It is a fact that 


not get the men. Therefore we raised the minimum rate from 
$60 to $75 a month. 

We must have the men. Experience has shown that we can 
not get them unless we pay them at least the sums that are pro- 
vided for in this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Has experience shown, in the opinion of the 
gentleman, e e eee Segr ipi rede s Ao renra aaan 


Mr: a RTN ——— ee 9 forgot to 


mention another 3 why we need an expecially large number 
of oe ay sh and that is the greatness of area to be covered. 
This District covers about 70 square miles. Out in the suburbs 

here are many little communities of a few hundred. people each, 
5 over the District. The intervening space is also pop- 
These people are all entitled to police protection. The judgment 
of the ioners is that we keep this number down to the 
eam of safety, and that is the judgment of the committee 


-u PERKINS. And that is the judgment of the committee 


ar McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes, sir. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


HEALTH SU 


veterinary 
laws and the thereto, at $900 each; in all. 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Iknow, of course, no one pays very much attention to 
anything that may be said abouta District of Columbia appropri 
— bill; auh, for thirty. „F 

or -seven people in the health department 
at salaries of 846,960, it is time some little attention Was being 
paid to where the money goes. 

Now, I want to call your attention to the fact that we start out 

in this item with thirteen sanitary and food inspectors, and then, 
after providing for various other kinds of inspectors under differ- 
ent nomenclature, we get down . 5 to seven sanitary and food 
inspectors—twenty sanitary and d inspectors alone. Here is 
an inspector in addition to that of marine products, and. here are 
three veterinary inspectors.. I do not know how many different 
inspectors there are in all, but there are thirty-seven people pro- 
vided for in this department. 

I venture to say, Mr. Chairman, that in an average city of this 
size less than half that number would be attending to the entira 
business of this force. In the city where I live they had, when I 
last knew anything about: this: service, five men in the entire 
service. 

Mr. CLARK. How many horse doctors do they have here? 

Mr. COWHERD. Three. 

Mr. CLARK. How many horses have they got? 

Mr. COWHERD. I believe they are not to inspect = city 


many persons from the different States, being ont of employment, | horses 


drift kere in the hope of securing something i in the way of public 
employment. Failing this they often drift into wrong paths and 
require the attention of the police. 

Again, the White House mont basing call $ assignment of 


police. The various nt gs call for special pro- 
tection. Then again, there are special occasions innumerable. 
Because this is the t capital ae: ople come here to attend 
conventions, etc. conventions always in their train 


8 3 e eee at need special watching. These three 

5 cient, when taken together, to make this a place 
5 police force than a city of a corresponding 
size elsewhere would require 

Mr. PERKINS. Can the gentleman inform us what difference 
there is between the average wages of the police of this city and 
other cities? Are they more highly yae? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. No; I think not, Mr. Chair- 
man. Itis possible that there are policemen in some other 3 
receiving smaller those paid here, but the 
a I think, 7 

tleman does not think there is any 
esota. As a matter of fact, if the 


the force 
6 instead of $75, eh te Gav bowen 
now fixed. As a matter of fact, the Commissioners 


Mr. CLARK. Well, what do they i 

Mr. COWHERD. I suppose the horse por inspect the 
horses of the city and inspect the cows that give the sold in 
as ci Am I right? 

{cCLEARY of Minnesota. se only they do a great deal 

ste ‘than the pee has referred to. 

Mr. CLARK. Let me ask you a question. Is not the keeping 
of cows inside the city limits here prohibited by some kind of law 


or 8 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri has the floor. 
Mr. COWHERD. Iyield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 


CLARK 
Mr. CLARK. I the gentleman’s e Is not that true? 
Mr. LARK, Ibog i are there is a 
whole lot of the District of Canis o outside of the city limits. 


The gentleman ds, of course, that the city limits of 
Washington include only a very small part of the District of Co- 
Iumbia. And these i rs, Mr. Chairman, go over into Vir- 
— — 5 from which the milk 


Mr. “Mr. COWHERD. Now, 5 755 Chairman, I have ir Te state- 
ment in ese i rs go in 
Maryland, etc.—and I suppose they rohaniy do cover a ee 
tion of territory outside of the Dis 5 


lice- ship milk into the District of 8 The gentleman sa 
as large part of the District is outside the city. That is true, — 
SABRI pE a eee eee We certainly 
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are not going to send inspectors out all over the United States be- 
cause they send food products into the District of Columbia, and 
the only thing I suppose that the inspectors inspect outside of the 
District is an occasional dairy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to remind vou right here of the 
fact that my colleague [Mr. CLARK], a few days ago, when we had 
the pure-food bill up here, called the attention of the House to 
the fact that when that became a law we would find hundreds 
and thousands of inspectors go on the pay rolls of the United 
States under some pretext or other for the inspection of foods. 

I remember when we 53 the pure- food law here for the 
District of Columbia. The matter was discussed then in com- 
mittee whether it would require more i tors, and we were 
told then that it would not, that it would cause practically no 
addition to the force, or at least a very small one. But here we 
find to-day thirty-seven inspectors, and the District authorities 
tell us even that number can not begin to do the business, and they 
are demanding more. ` 

We find here a chief inspector and a deputy health officer at 
81.800. Go down the bill a little further, and you find a chief 
clerk and deputy health officer at $2,200, a clerk at $1,400, four 
clerks in addition to these, and laborers at a sum not to exceed 
$40 a month, but the total would, which provides for something 
more than two laborers, so I think that two or three or four are 
employed, though probably not all the time; in a'l, $46,960 for 
this health department alone. That does not include any hospital 
service, except a very small sum. The total appropriation for the 
health department amounts in all to $89,880, while in the ordi- 
nary city where you find an appropriation of $100,000 or $200,000 
you will find that it cares for the entire hospital service and the 
patients besides. 

Now, no one, unless he has examined this matter, can move in- 
telligently to amend this bill and know where to strike out; but 
I propose to move to strike out the seven sanitary and food in- 
spectors mentioned in line 23 of this bill; or if the chairman of 


the committee will suggest that it had better come out of the’ 


first thirteen, I will take the seven ont there. It does seem to 
me, also, that six or seven clerks are entirely unnecessary to run the 
health department in addition to all the other clerks we have in 
all the other offices of the District of Columbia. Therefore I 
move first to strike out the word ‘*‘ thirteen,’’ in line 7, and insert 
in place thereof the word six.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 7, page 48, strike out the word “ thirteen” and insert the word “six,” 
so that it read “six sanitary food inspectors.” 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Missouri surely does not expect or desire that amendment 
to prevail. This paragraph was inserted in the bill to meet con- 
ditions prescribed by law that certain things shall be done for the 
protection of the health of the poe of this District. If it were 
not done, he would be one of the first to rise and query why we 
were not attending to the business that the law imposes upon us. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman from Minnesota say 
that thirty-seven men are needed in the health department, as 
provided in this bill? Has he investigated it sufficiently to say 
that all of these men are needed? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. To answer the gentleman spe- 
cifically, I will say that I do think that every one is required, or 
else I should not have been a party to putting them in the bill. 
As a matter of fact, a good argument was made for the addition 
of seven more, making a total of forty-four. We did not believe the 
argument fully justified the increase, and therefore we denied it. 

We believe that every person provided for in this paragraph is 
needed for the protection of the health of the people of this Dis- 
trict, and I trust that the committee will vote down the proposed 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. How many of these inspectors are sanitary and 
ty many 5 inspectors? The bill says so many sanitary and 

‘ood inspectors. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think the question is im- 
possible to answer. The men are competent perhaps to act in 
either line and are used as the necessities require. 

5 MANY TRS gentleman does not mean to say that a man 
who is compe to inspect sanitary matters is a proper man to 
inspect the quality of food? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. There are a few specialists. 

Mr. MANN. And that a man who is fit to test the quality of 
food would know of anything that would be of value to him in 
testing ene 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think the expression sani- 
tary and food inspectors’’ is used so that the department may 


operate with greater elasticity. 
Mr, MANN. That is what I supposed, and that is the reason I 


asked how many were sanitary and how many food inspectors, 
How many are food i rs now? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The bill says thirteen. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; it does not say thirteen food inspectors. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It says thirteen sanitary and 
food inspectors. 

Mr. MANN. But how many are food inspectors? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I have just said to the gentle- 
man that we can not segregate the item. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minne- 
sota says that I do not expect my amendment to preyail. If he 
means that I do not expect it because of the weak and small in- 
fluence that I can bring to bear against the power of this great 
committee, n correctly and by the card. If he means 
that I do not think it ought to prevail, I want to assure the gen- 
tleman that he is very much mistaken. Now, the gentleman ~ 
from Ilinois [Mr. Mann] has well asked how many of these men 
are sanitary inspectors and how many are food inspectors. Mr. 
Chairman, as I remember it, we have just provided for 700 police- 
men in the District of Columbia. Every one of those men is or 
ought to be under the law a sanitary inspector of the District. 

The men that inspect the alleys and report upon them, the men 
that pass apon the conditions of the streets and things of that 
kind are policemen ordinarily in the cities, and at least the police 
should be called ogon for that work; and the sanitary inspector 
is the man under the health department who is sent to inspect, 
for instance, the plumbing or the conditions of the outhouses, and 
so forth. As the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Many] has well 
said, he is not fit to act as a.food inspector; and yet here are not 
thirteen men, as the gentleman suggests, but twenty men pro- 
vided in this bill, thirteen in one place and seven in another, all 
with this title of sanitary and food sie, e 

But that is not all. That does not begin to cover the food in- 
spectors. In addition to these there is one sanitary and food in- 
spector to inspect dairy products. Here is another sanitary and 
food cars to inspect, I suppose, the dairies themselves, for it 
is provided that he shall be a veterinary surgeon. Here is another 
sanitary and food 1 to inspect marine products. Here 
are four clerks provided for, and two of them shall act as sanitary 
and food inspectors if needed, and so on down through the bill, 

It is not a question of thirteen sanitary and food inspectors, not 
even twenty, but, as I make it out, twenty-four or twenty-five men 
are provided in the bill for the inspection of food products. I 
submitif my amendment prevails and the seven men are stricken 
out, leaving six sanitary and food inspectors at this point and the 
seven ee further on in addition to the special ones named 
in the bill, there will still be an ample force. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I demand a division, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The House divided; and during the division Mr. BuRKETT rose, 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, is this open to debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; not while the House is dividing. 

Mr. BURKETT. I thought the question was open to debate 
until the vote is announced.. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had announced the vote, and now 
we are verifying the vote by a rising vote. The yeas are 31 and 
the nays 26, and the amendment is agreed to, 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman} it is now 5 
minutes after 5, and I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. COWHERD, Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, it will be no 
pape aredemanded. I give notice that I will demand tellers 
on 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman can not move to 
rise and then demand tellers afterwards. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that if the gentleman 
demands tellers —— 

Mr. MANN. He should demand them now. 

The CHAIRMAN. He should demand them now. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Can I not give notice that I 
will demand them in the morning? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no. I ask for an announcement of the result 
of the vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already announced the vote 
as 31 ayes and 26 noes. If tellers are demanded—— 

Mr. BUR . Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And pending that, Mr. Chair: 
man, I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. MANN. The committee can not rise while a vote is being 
taken. If the gentleman demands tellers, he must demand them 
now. 
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Mr. BURKETT. Ihave demanded tellers. 
care CHAIRMAN. As many.as are in favor of having tellers 
rise. 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move that | Wi 


the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order at this time. 
8 gentlemen rising, not a sufficient number, and tellers are 
refused. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12833, the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, and had come to no res- 

` olution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 
mane 2999. An act granting an increase of pension to Malvine C. 
uzzell 
8. 5 An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 


itt An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo R. 
S. 3130. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. 


Bowman; 
8. Poe An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
S. 268. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
Johnson; 
Wilke 8470. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
8. 3452. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Male; 
ee An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 
or 
S. 154. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 
Crockett; f 
a 8. oe An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
urk; 
S. 89. An act granting an increase of pension to James M, 
Markham; 
s An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 
8. 0 An act granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Angelo; 
8. 822. An act granting an increase of pension to Marquis L. 
Stevens 
8. 819. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Glover; 
Bo ae An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
etherell 
55 603. Ån act granting an increase of pension to Charles W, 
R 
8. 681. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Lar- 
kins; 
S. 588. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilber F, 
Little; 
S. 562. An act granting an increase of pension to Emeline F, 
Emmons; 
S. 386. An act granting an increase of pension to Homer D. 
ells; 


S. 2289. Sne ETEA increase of pension to Louisa R, 
Chitwood; 

S. 354. An act granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Gris- 
wold; 

8. ir, An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet H, 
Howlett; 

8. ve An act granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 


Ps Si. An act granting an increase of pension to Theodore E. 
Soa 1272. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel Rol- 


8. 935. An act granting a pension to Mary S. Clark; 
S. 2287. An act granting an increase of pension to Louise 
Chandler; 
8 Rg An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
mi 
S. 2216, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Reed; 
S. 2200. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 


Collins; 
0 2170 re granting a pension to Tuon 3 es 
7 act granting an increase of pension omas 
Harkinsow. 


S. 2122. An act granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs; 
S. 2087. An act granting an increase of pension to George Rilea; 
8. 2043. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Fi 


e 1044 An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 

tange: 

8. 1551. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. 

Pechard; 

* af 1834, An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
S. 1530, An act granting an increase of pension to Theron T, 

Lemphere; 

S. 3413. An act granting a pension to Henry P. Howard; 

wos 1392, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
ughes; 

ee An act granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
en 

A S. 1280. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil- 
org: 

1 1803. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
organ; 
8. 5770 An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 
8. 1796. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew 

Woodworth; 85 

S. 3302. An act granting an increase of pension to Dan H. Wal- 


lace; 
S. 3373. An act granting a pension to Eliza Williams 
S. 167 8. An act granting an increase of pension 8 Rudolph 


inhart 
Beales "1642. An act granting an increase of pension to Blanche L. 
8. 9201. An act granting an increase of pension to John Olson 
Bakken, alias John O vis 
S. 1591. An act 5 an increase of pension to James Hehn; 
es 1616. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
noyan 
8. 8267. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 
8. 3085, An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
S. 1555. An act granting an increase of pension to Owen E, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Emma E. S. 


55 
THE 


5. An act granting an increase of pension to Manluff W. 
Reynolds; 
ee 9985 An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
enn 
8. 2000. An act granting a pension to Henry Dority; 
eo 2955. An act granting an increase of pension to J 8 Hogarth 
zier; 
S. 2966. An act granting a pension to William Conover; 
a An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
e; 
S. 2948, An act granting an increase of pension to George Hyde; 
S. 2838. An act granting a pension to Louisa Lyon; 
S. 4091. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan M, 


S. 2688. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
8. 4141, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
3 An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
S. 2649. An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 
8. 4000. An act granting an increase of pension to Charlott J. 
2563, An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M? 


8. 4052. An act granting a pension to Alice K. Seligson; 
8. 2490. An act granting a pension to Naomi Green; 

Me An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
c 

2 3527. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerningham 

ne 

8. 3045. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis Hall; 
S. 3950. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


ell; 
ae 2445. An act granting an increase of pension to George M. 
aters; 
8. 3945, An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis Lewis; 
S. 3902, An act granting a pension to George F. Smith; 
S. 2429. An act granting an increase of pension to John Dow; 
S. 3893. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. Rod- 
gora: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ali An act granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 


Clark; 
1 An act granting an increase of pension to George B. 

S. 3569. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Chamberlain; 

S. 8812. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Wheatland; 

: S. 3534. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. Par- 
er; 

8. 3788. An act granting an increase of pension to Lenus $S. 
Ludington; 

S. 3656. An act granting an increase of pension to William Tur- 
ner; 

S. 3481. An act granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Harrison; and 

S. 3480. An act granting an increase of pension to Swepston B. 
W. Stephens. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 

rted that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 

e following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 11812. An act relating to applications, declaratory state- 
ments, entries, and final proofs under the homestead and other 
land laws, and to confirm the same in certain cases when made 
outside of the land district within which the land is situated. 

H. R. 7288. An act to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 3, 
township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian. 

JULIETTE WESTBROOK. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
of the Senate; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to 
88 2a whan to the Senate the bill (H. R. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this bill will be returned 
to the Senate. [A pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

CONFERENCE REPORTS. 

Mr. GIBSON presented the following conference reports, to be 

printed in the RECORD under the rule: 
ALFRED H. ROGERS, 


The committee of conference on the d gf obec of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred H. Rogers having met, after full and free conference have 

greed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


Ws: 
That the Senate recede. 


uest the House of Repre- 
) granting a pension to 


Henry R. GIBSON, 

ROBERT W. MIERS, 

C. A. SULLOWAY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

P. J. MCOUMBER, 

N. B. SCOTT, 

T. M. PATTERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

ALFRED I. JUDY. 

The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3776) nting an increase of 
pension to Alfred I. J wf having met, after full and free conference have 

torecommend recommend to their respective Housesas follows: 


That the Senate recede, 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 
C. A. SULLOWAY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


F. M. PATTERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
GEORGE W. TRAVIS. ‘ 

The committee of conference on the E Rapa of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. } granting an increase of 

nsion to George W. Travis, having met, after full and free conference have 
. to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede, 

HENRY R. GIBSON, 


ROBERT W. 


C. A. SULLOWAY 
Managers on the part of the House. 


T. M. PATTERSON, 
Managers on.the part of the Senate. 
HENRY CHRISTY, 
The committee of conference on the disa sng ores of the two Houseson 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 468) ting an increase of 
msion to Henry Christy having met, after full and free conference have 
d to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


8: 
That the Senate recede, 


C. A. SULLOWAY. 
Managers on the part of the House. 

P. J. McCuMBER, 

N. B. SCOTT, 


T. M. PATTERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


GEORGE C. SHERMAN. 
The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) granting an increase of 
8 to George C. Sherman having met, after full and free conference 
Ae agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
‘ollows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment and the bill be allowed at $20 


per month. 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 
C. A. SULLOWAY. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


P. J. McCumBER, 
N. B. SCOTT, 
T. M. PATTERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
ABRAM H. HUNT. 


The committee of conference on the disa; votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 882) granting an increase of 
pension to Abram H. Hunt, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


lows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment and that the bill be allowed 


at $26. 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
RoBERT W. MIERS, 
C. A. SULLOWAY, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
P. J. MCCUMBER, 
N. B. SCOTT, 
T. M. PATTERSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
ALONZO DUTCH. 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votesof the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. gor nting an increase 
of pension to Alonzo Dutch, having met, after full ee conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


lows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment. 

HENRY R. GIBSON, 
ROBERT W. MIERS, 
C. A. SULLOWAY. 

Managers on the part of House. 
P. J. McCumpBer, 
N. B. SCOTT, 
T. M. PATTERSON, 

Managers on part of the Senate. 


SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the S er’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3658. An act ratifying an act of the legislative assembly of 
the Territory of Oklahoma 8 the waterworks- bond elec- 
tion held by the city of Geary, in said Territory to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. ; 

S. R. 53. Joint resolution authorizing the reprinting of certain 
documents to be sold by the superintendent of documents—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I move that the House ad- 


journ. J 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
avec were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the schooner Lucretia, William Young, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be prin’ 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a let- 
ter from the Chief of Engineers, report on projects for improv- 
ing Grays Harbor, Washington—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8869) to amend an act 
entitled An act to extend the coal-land laws to the district of 
Alaska,” approved June 6, 1900, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1298); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

. BURKE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the House resolution (H. Res. 
203) that the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be. and he is 
hereby, requested to investigate the causes of the low prices of 
beef cattle in the United States since July 1, 1903, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1299); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the House Colendar, 
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Mr. BRICK, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 5779, reported in lieu 


thereof a bill (H. R. 13356) providing for the election of a Dele- 
gate from the Territory of Alaska to the House of Representatives, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1300); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 
Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 


was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 102) 
DIMME to the exemption of all private property at sea, not con- 
traband of war, from capture or destruction by belligerent 
powers, 17 oak the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1301); which said joint resolution and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 3199) for the relief of A. M. Short, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1291); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


Calendar. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3619) for the relief of 
David V. Howell, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1292); which said billand report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House H. R. 2053, reported in lieu thereof 
a resolution (H. Res. 20) for the relief of Hans Peter Guttormsen, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1293); which said resolution and 

rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6351) to pay J. 
B. McRae $99, for services as hospital steward, and so forth, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1294); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1753) for the relief of Pay Clerk 
Charles Blake, United States Navy, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1295); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 45) directing 


inquiry into the claim of the Wales Island Packing Company, re- | M 


ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1296); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


Calendar. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1501) for the relief of James F. 
Melndoe, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1297); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1181) granting a pension to Anna L. Roo - 

discharged 


mittee on Invalid Pensions , and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. y 
A bill (H. R. 5388) granting an increase of pension to John M. 


Gartrell—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions, 


‘ PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

‘ollows: 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 13349) for the preserva- 
tion of historic and prehistoric ruins, monuments, archzological 
objects, and other antiquities, and to prevent their counterfeit- 
ing—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

y Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13350) conferring jurisdic- 
tion upon United States commissioners over offenses committed 
in a portion of the 1 Hot 3 Mountain Reservation, 
Arkansas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ciary. 
By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 13351) to provide for the rat- 
ing a applicants for pension under the act of June 27, 1890—to 


mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 13352) transferring the 
county of Pierce, in the State of Georgia, from the eastern to the 
southwestern division of the United States district court for the 
southern district of Georgia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 13353) for the 
extension of Kalorama avenue, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13354) providing for the recognition of the 
men who served as locomotive engineers during the late war of 
the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 13355) to amend the copy- 
right laws—to the Committee on Patents. 

y Mr. BRICK, from the Committee on the Territories: A bill 
(H. R. 13356) providing for the election of a Delegate from the 
Territory of tothe House of Representatives of the United 
States and defining the qualifications of electors in said Terri- 
tory—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18357) to provide for 
the establishment and appointment of an additional United States 
commissioner for the twenty-third registration district, Atoka 
division of the central district, Indian Territory, to be located at 
Coalgate, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 13358) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to gather statistics relating to the number of 
live stock in the United States, and raising revenue to defray the 
expense thereof—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13359) pro- 
nibiting the introduction into any State or Territory or the District 
of Columbia, from any other State or Territory or the District of 
Columbia, or from any foreign country, or shipment to any for- 
eign country, any misbranded salmon prepared or intended for 
use as an article of food—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Mr. LANNING: A bill (H. R. 13360) authorizing the issue 
of obsolete ordnance and ordnance stores for the use of educa- 
tion institutions—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 13361) to provide for improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River by the construction of a levee on 
the east bank thereof from the town of Ashport, in Lauderdale 
County, Tenn., to Fort Pillow, and from Ashport east to the land 
above overflow in Lauderdale County—to the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 18362) to increase certain pen- 
sions in proportion to length of service—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 
124) authorizing and directing the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to suspend at once and indefinitely the killing of frr seals 
on the Pribilof Islands of Alaska—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. HAY: A resolution (H. Res. 235) directing the presi- 

dent of the Civil Service Commission to inform the House in how 

many cases the civil-service law and the regulations made there- 

under have been suspended. and by whom, since the 4th day of 

e 1885, etc.—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
vice. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 238) referring certain 
claims to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the 
terms of the Tucker Act to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A resolution (H. Res. 239) au- 
thorizing and directing the Secretary of the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor to have the Director of the Census investigate 
the subject of public-road construction in the United States—to 
the Committee on Agriculture, 


— 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RE SOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 13363) granting an increase of 
pension to B. L. Commons—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13864) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13365) granting a pension to Caroline A, 
Haughawout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13366) for the 
relief of Pay E. B. Rogers, United States Navy—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13367) for the relief of John 
H. —to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13368) to pension army 
teamsters—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 13369) gran an increase 
of pension to Joshua Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio 
Aio a bill (H. R. 13370) granting an increase of pension 


S. S. Perry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 13371) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13372) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Blandin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 13373) granting an increase 
5 pension to William W, Dennis—to the Committee on Inyalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 13374) granting a pension 
to J. S. Waggener—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13375) granting a pension to Leonidas E. 
Mills to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13376) granting an in- 
erease of pension to M. J. Von Eaton—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. : 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13377) 
granting an increase of pension to Albert R. Stranb—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13378) granting an increase of 
pension to Fred W. Lange—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 13379) granting 
an increase of pension to William B. Finch—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 8 l 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13380) granting an increase of pension to 
Owen Shively—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, å bill (H. R. 13381) granting an increase of pension to 
John Calloway—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13382) granting an increase of pension to 
Absalom Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13383) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Frick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18384) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias D. Carnahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13385) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron W. Hearrell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANNING; A bill (H. R. 13386) granting an increase of 
pension to Almyer Neigh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13387) granting an increase of pension to 
William Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEGARE: A bill (H. R. 13388) granting a pension to 
Marie Ferguson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13389) granting a pension to David Kimball— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 13390) for the relief of 
Mary C. Mayers—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 13391) granting an increase of 
pension to Garret I. Post—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 13392) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Simons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13393) granting an increase of pension to 
Fergus P. McMillan—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13394) for the relief of the 
vestry of St. Peters Protestant Episcopal Church, of Columbia, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13395) for 
the relief of the estate of Mathew Brown, deceased, late of Shelby 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13396) for the relief of the estate of James 
Jones, deceased, late of Halifax County, Va.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13397) for the relief of the estate of James 
Crews, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PIERCE: A bill (H. R. 13398) granting a pension to 
Jonathan Terrell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13399) for 
the relief of the estate of Mary McCaa, deceased, late of Madi- 
son County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18400) for the relief of James A. Allen, of 
Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18401) for the relief of Dr. Ira G. Wood, of 
Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr.SHIRAS: A bill (H. R. 13402) for the relief of Dr. W. S. 
Hosack—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHOBER: A bill (H. R. 13403) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Rudolph C. Blancke and authorize his hon- 
orable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 13404) granting an increase of 
pension to Emanuel Peck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18405) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet S. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 18406) for the relief of John F. 
Leach. administrator of estate of R. H. Carter, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13407) for the relief of the estate of F. M. 
Hagy, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13408) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of W. M. McAuley, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 
to Alfred Small—to the Committee on 
WILLIAMS 


13409) granting a pension 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18410) granting 
an increase of pension to Uriah J. Chesshir—to the Committee on 
5 55 Eon (H R. 13411) Margaret 

f „a bi R. granting a pension to J. 
Thackery—to the Committee on Invalid 8 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13412) authorizing the 
issuing of a duplicate check of sub check No. 513102, for 
82,682.90, drawn by Paymaster Franklin W. Hart, United States 
Navy, upon the subtreasury at New York in favor of Andres 
Fernandez to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 13413) granting an increase of 
pension to Hezekiah Kepner—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: W. O. Price and 29 others, of Casey, III., 
in favor of the anticanteen law—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, 1 8 of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Sidney, Nebr.; the Trinity Lutheran Church, of Sidney, Nebr.; 
the North Presbyterian Church, of St. Louis, Mo. (275 mem- 
bers); the Baptist Church of Lagrange, Ky.; the Epworth 

e of Sidney, Nebr. (45 members); the Methodist Episcopal 
Sunday School of Sidney, Nebr. (110 members); citizens of Ames, 
Story County, Iowa; Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
deavor of Sheldon, Iroquois County, Ill, (30 members); the Meth- 
odist Church of ea Org . (156 members); the Christian 
Endeayor Society of the First Free Baptist Church of Laconia, 
N. H.; the N Church of Freeport, Pa., and the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Sidney, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Resolution of the Brother- 
hood of Railroad Trainmen, Pennsylvania Lodge, No. 511, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of bills H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Com- 
are on the Judiciary. 15 

paper to accompany bi anting pension to J. H. Steph- 
3 bec 8 on Invalid 1 Aaa x g 
y Mr. : Papers to accompany bill granting a pension 
to C. A. Houghawout—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, papers to accompany bill to increase pension of B. L. Com- 
mons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papera to accompany bill to increase pension of John 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 13304, 
granting increase of pension to Arbana Wade—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, zepa, to accompany bill H. R. 12323, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Josiah Wood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, 
against passage of the so-called Hepburn-Dolliver bill“ to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens and business firms of Cleveland, Ohio, 
against passage of an anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens and business firms of Cleveland, Ohio, 
against passage of an ag arsed law—to the Committee on Labor, 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petitions of L. D. Christian and 38 others, 
of tiss County, Miss., and Hon. J. A. E. Pyle and 75 others, 
of Iuka, Tishomingo County, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill—to the Committee on the J meag: 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of John McVay and 33 others, of 
Warwick, R. I., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSINGHAM: Papers to 13 bill granting an 
increase of pension to George Van Horn—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. j 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of R. H. Boggs and 20 others, of 
Allegheny, Pa.; W. H. Colvin and 20 others, of Allegheny and 
Pittsburg, Pa.; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Alle- 
gheny, Pa.; First United Presbyterian Church, of Coraopolis, 

.; Pennsylvania Anti-Saloon League, and Plum Creek Presby- 
terian Church, of New Texas, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dol- 
liver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Resolution of the Licensed Tugmen’s 
Association of the Great Lakes, protesting against the buildin, 
oe drongen by the Government—to the Committee on Rivers an 

rs. 

py Mr. DAYTON: Petitions of B. J. Cunningham and 42 others, 
E. C. Rice and 38 others, J. A. Pullman and 37 others, and H. L. 
Shaffer and 6 others, all of Elkins, W. Va., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. DEEMER: Paper to accompany claim of John H. Beard— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Petition of W. L. Fitzhugh and 45 other 
voters, and Jesse G. Lawson and 44 other votes, of Bridgeport; 
L. L. Malone and 11 other voters, and John B. Swiger and 47 other 
yoters, of Shinnston; E. D. Orr and 28 other voters, and G. W. 
Fox and 35 other voters, of Wallace; T. W. Brydston and 30 
voters, and Henry F. Lutz and 20 other votes, of Fairmont; Rev. 
John L. Vinson and 40 other voters and organizations of Monon- 
gah, all of West Virginia, for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Resolution of the board of governors of the 
Consolidated Stock and Petroleum Exchange of New York, in 
favor of bill H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of rural routes 1 and 3, of Troy, N. Y., 
relative to increase of salary of rural carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DUNWELL: Resolution of the Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of New York, in favor of bill H. R. 7056—to the Commit- 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FIELD: Petition of John A. Beagle and 42 others, of 
Robertson County, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the J 0 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Elizabeth Spellman 
Circle of Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Troy, N, 
Y., favoring passage of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Consolidated Stock and Petroleum Ex- 
change, favoring bill H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Ju- 
dici 


By Mr. FRENCH: Petition of J. A. Gould and 35 others, of 
Nampa, Idaho, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also. resolution of McPherson Post, No. 3; A. T. McReynolds 
Post, — — 5 and W. T. nenun Ty No, H Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department o o, in favor of a service-pension 
pill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of voters of Idaho Falls, Iowa, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, for permanent light-house 
at Outer Diamond Shoal, North Carolina—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Illinois nate AAO, eg, ere 
of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the and 
Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petitions of J. M. Anderson and 27 others, 
and O. F. Bettis and 17 others, of New Market, Tenn., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Resolution of the North Side Board of 
Trade of the City of New York, in opposition to bill H. R. 7033— 
to the Committee on the Merchant ine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. GREENE: Resolutions of Thomas E. Gardner Post, 
No. 207. Grand Army of the Republic, of Nantucket, Mass., in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Resolution of the W. T. Sherman Circle, 
No. 8, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Aurora, Ind., 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Moores Hill College, Indiana, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. 5 Petition of 3 T 3 sre agri 
isney, against passage of parcels-post bill— e 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. HENRY of Texas: Petitions of H. F. Rogers and 15 
others, of County Falls, Tex., and T. M. Snapson and others, of 
Troy, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of the Christian Church of Mor- 
gantown, W. Va., in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 4072— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. - 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolutions of the Manufacturers and 
Producers’ Association of California, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EBRANT 


: Papers to 8 bill H. R. 1472, 
atin e Committee on 
valid 


a pension to Levi G. Fessenden—to 
‘ensions. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of General E. V. 
Sumner Post, No. 74, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of New Jersey, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Second Reformed Church of New Bruns- 
wick; the First Presbyterian Church of Long Branch; the Pres- 

ian Church of Barnegat; the Methodist Episcopal Church 
Freehold; St. Andrew’s Methodist Church, of Spring 
Lake, and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Woodbridge, all in 


New Jersey, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of residents of Whiteside County, III., 
p are of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. KEHOE: Petition of W. S. Haviland and 1.137 others, 
of Harrison County, Ky., for the passage of bill H. R. 3574. for the 
relief of the farmers and tobacco growers of the United States— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: Petition of citizens of Worces- 
ter County, Md., against passage of Grosvenor bill relative to 
small craft—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, potion of Frank W. Smith, M. D., and 20 others, of 
Fairlee, Md.; A. S. Mowbray and 23 others, of Port Deposit, Md.; 
Richard A. Smyth and 11 others, of Wooton election district, 
Maryland, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of John T. Drake Post, No. 321, 
Grand Army of the ee eg of Brooklyn, Iowa, in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of the legal representatives of the 
estate of Mrs. Endora E. Knox, praying reference of claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
eee escorts of the legal representatives of Richard P. Perkins 
dece: , praying reference of claim of the estate to the Court 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, 3 of the legal representatives of the estate of Mary 
A. England, praying reference of the claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of Rev. George De Mott and 
124 others, of Bath, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 5 8 of ig vane Renison of the Duluth 
(Minn.) Board of Trade, in favor o les-Cooper bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and 5 

Also, resolution of the bankers of the Second Congressional dis- 
trict of Minnesota, in opposition to bill H. R. 1976 - to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of David Humphreys, of Nor- 
folk, Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Resolution of Pi Irania Lodge, No. 
511, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Philadelphia, Pa., in 
favor of bills H. R. 89 and 7041—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany bill for relief of the 
vestry of St. Peter’s Protestant Episcopal Church, of Columbia, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Ivania: Resolution of Joe 
Hooker Post, No. 43, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ashland, 
Pa., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of the Pennsylvania Anti-Saloon 
in in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. POU: Petition of the Methodist Protestant Church of 
Henderson, N. C., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judjciary. 

Also, petition of Charles H. Meserve and others, of Raleigh, 
N. C., that lands in severalty be granted to the landless Indians 
of northern California—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to 3 bill 
H. R. 12672, granting a pension to William Hoyt to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 1602, for relief of Walnut 
Grove Cumberland Presbyterian Church—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the Consolidated Stock and 
Petroleum Exchange, of New York, approving bill H. R. 787i— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Consolidated Stock and Pe- 
troleum Exchange, of New York, in favor of bill H. R. 7871—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN: Resolution of Curran Circle, No. 19, Ladies 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Utica, N. Y., in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of the pastor and 98 members of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church at McLemoresville, 
Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. à 

Also, petition of citizens of Benton County, Tenn., in favor of 
the BOTEN Oos bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. S H of Iowa: Petition of J. F. Tyrrell and 19 other 
voters of Little Sioux, Iowa, for the passage of the Hepburn bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. J. H. Wright and 41 voters of Woodbine, 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2715 


Iowa, for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. T. Preston and 43 voters of Dunlap, Iowa, 
for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 3 

Also, petition of C. I. Wiley and 100 voters of Orient Township, 
Towa, for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, nine petitions of citizens of Cass County, Iowa, represent- 
ing 981 voters, for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Gray, Iowa, askin 
ment of commissioners to investigate charges of violations of 


A bill (S. 156) granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 


ord; 
A bill (S. 268) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
Johnson; 
on 55 (S. 312) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
viatt; 
ee bill (S. 317) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 
et; x 
A bill (S. 854) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Gris- 


wold; 
A bill (S. 386) granting an increase of pension to Homer D, 


the appoint- | Wells 


ells; 
A bill (S. 562) granting an increase of pension to Emeline F, 


rules of Yellowstone Park—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor | Emm 


Traffi 


Church, Rey. S. Ramsdahl and 80 other voters; Rev. J. A. 

Johnson and 22 other voters, members of Robert Street Metho- 
dist Church; members of Plymouth Congregational Church, the 
First Baptist Church, and the First 
members of the Presbyterian Church, and business men, all of 
Fargo; John Hermon and 9 others, of Milnor; L. E. Blake and 15 
others, of Delamere, and members of the Methodist and Congre- 
[norton churches of Tower City, N. Dak., for the passage of the 

epburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massa- | S 


chusetts Pharmaceutical Association, of Boston, for the passage 


of bill H. R. 9303, for a reduction of the tax on aleohol—to the | An; 


Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolution of the Citizens’ Trade Associa- 
tion, Cambridge, Mass., relative to increasing powers of Inter- 
state Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts State Pharmaceutical Asso- 


ciation, in favor of bill H. R. 9303, for a reduction of the tax on | f 


alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Business Men’s Associa- | H 


tion of Sherman, N. Y., against the 1s-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- 8. 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Woman's Christian Tem- 


rerance Union of Millville, N. V., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolli- | Pickard 


ver bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolution of Captain Warren G. Moore 
Post, No. 889, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 3, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. EDWARD EVERETT HALE, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. NELSON, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, if there be no 


e. 
By Mr. SPALDING: Petitions of members of the 50 L 


ngregational Church; | De 


A il is. 588) granting an morao of pension to Wilber F, 
A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Lar- 
A bill (8. 693) granting an increase of pension to Charles W, 
tel 727) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
ae (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
ae 1 822) granting an increase of pension to Marquis L. 
1 (S. 893) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
A bill (S. 900) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 


A bill 8. 935) granting a pension to Mary S. Clark; 
A bill (S. 1272) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Rol- 


8; 
A bill (S. 1280) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil- 


. 1530) granting an increase of pension to Theron T, 
. 1554) granting an increase of pension to John D. 
. 1555) granting an increase of pension to Owen E. 


. 1591) granting an increase of pension to James Hahn; 
. 1616) granting an increase of pension to Michael 


. 1627) granting an increase of pension. to Alonzo R. 
. 1642) granting an increase of pension to Blanche L, 
Chunn; 
A xen tS 
A bill (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Mathew 
oodworth; 
A bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
organ; 
A bill (S. 1834) granting an increase of pension to John W, 


1678) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 


objection, will stand approved. The Chair hears none, and it is Paul 


approved. 
SCHOONER LUCRETIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relative to the vessel schooner Lucretia, 
William Young, master; which, with the 3 paper, 
was 8 to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brown1nG, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (H. R. 5611) granting a pension to Juliette 
Westbrook. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had | H 


signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 
85 bill (S. 89) granting an increase of pension to James M. Mark- 
m; 
1 (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 
ey; 
A bill (S. 153) granting an increase of pension to William W. 


A bill (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to Hugh T, 


aul; 
8 rs bill (S. 1944) granting an increase of pension to John 8. 
nger; ; 
A bill (S. 2043) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 


A bill (S. 2087) granting an increase of pension to George Rilea; 
A bill (S. 2122) granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs; 

A bill (S. 2179) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harkinson; 

A bill (S. 2198) granting a pension to Thomas Irvin; 
ene (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 


A bill (S. 2216) granting an increase of pension to Charles Reed; 

A bill (S. 2237) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
bil 2239) pens 

ill (S. granting an increase of ion to Theodore E, 

Chatfield; s 

A kas (S. 2278) granting an increase of pension to Harriet H. 
owlett; 

A bill (S. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Louisa R. 
Chitwood; me 


A bill (8. 2429) granting an increase of pension to John Dow; 
bill (S. 2445) granting an increase of pension to George M, 


A 
Waters; 

A bill (8, 2490) granting a pension to Naomi Green; 
A bill (S. 2563) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M. 
A bill 


(S. 2649) granting an increase of pension to William S. 


urch; 


. 2662) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
. 2688) granting an increase of pension to George M. 


. 2838) granting a pension to Louisa Lyon; 
S. 2940) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


A bill (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to 1 Hyde; 

A bill (S. 2955) granting an increase of pension to John Hogarth 
Lozier; ; 

A bill (S. 2966) granting a pension to William Conover; 
A bill (S. 2969) granting a pension to Henry Dority: 

A bill (S. 2999) granting an increase of pension to Malvine C. 
Buzzell; A 

A bill (S. 3038) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
Kennedy; , 

A bill (S. 3053) granting an increase of pension to Emma E. S. 
Wright; 

A bill (S. 3085) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 


Lane; 

A bill (S. 3180) granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. 
Bowman; g 

A bill (S. 3267) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 
Carson; 


m: 

A bill (S. 3291) granting an increase of pension to John Olson 
Bakken, alias John Olson; 

A bill (S. 3362) granting an increase of pension to Dan H. Wal- 


e; 
JA bill (S. 3373) granting a pension to Eliza Williams; 
A bill (5. 3397) granting an increase of pension to George B. 


Christy; 5 $ 

A bill (S. 3405) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Pentzer; 

A bill (S. 3413) granting a pension to Henry P. Howard; 

A bill (S. 3415) granting an increase of pension to Manluff W. 


Reynolds; 3 
A bill (S. 3423) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 


Ottey: 
A din (S. 8452) granting an increase of pension to Charles Male; 
A bill (S. 3470) granting an increase of pension to Richard 


Wilks; à 

A bill (S. 3480) granting an increase of pension to Swepston B. 
W. Stephens; > : 0 

A bill (S. 3481) granting an increase of pension to James E. 


n; 
A bill (S. 3488) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
McIntire; $ ; x 
A bill (S. 3527) granting an increase of pension to Jerningham 


Boone; 
A bill (S. 3534) granting an increase of pension to John S. Par- 


ker; 2 

PA bill (S. 3569) granting an increase of pension to John A. 

Chamberlain; . t y 
A bill (S. 3645) granting an increase of pension to Francis 

Hall; 


A bill (S. 3656) granting an increase of pension to William Tur- 
ner; ; i 

A bill (S. 8738) granting an increase of pension to Lenus S. 
Ludington; ; 8 ; 
A bill (S. 8812) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Wheatland; $ ; 
A bill (S. 3839) granting an increase of pension to George B. 


Abbott; 
A bill (S. 3887) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
A pill (S. 3893) granting an increase of pension to John L. 


ers; J 
Roles (S. 3902) granting a pension to George F. Smith; A 
A bill (S. 3945) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Lewis; 
A bill (S. 8950) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
ell; 
A bill (S. 4052) granting a pension to Alice K. Seligson; 
A bill 8 4090) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte J. 
Folsom; : ; 
A bill (S. 4091) granting an increase of pension to Nathan M. 


Gove; ; 
A bill (S. 4141) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 


ckey; 

A pill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 3, 
township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian; and 

A bill (H. R. 11812) relating to applications, declara! state- 
ments, entries, and final proofs under the homestead and other 
land laws, and to confirm the same in certain cases when made 
outside of the land district within which the land is situated. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. ALLISON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Denison 
and Waucoma; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
of Adair; of sundry citizens of Dumont and Pilot Mound; of the 
National Prohibition party, of Mitchell County: of sundry citi- 
zens of Elgin; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Manchester; of sundry citizens of Twigley, Washington, and Col- 
fax; of General Geddes Circle, Ladies of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Davenport; of sundry citizens of Alton, Gladbrook, 
Fredericksburg, Albion, and Rock Rapids; of the congregation of 
Friends’ Church of Pleasant Plain; of sundry citizens of Shell 
Rock and Griswold, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented the petition of Mrs. J. J. Budlong 
and 6 other members of the Women’s Clubs of Titonka, Iowa, 
praying that an i bears be made to purchase a national 
forest reserve in the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which 
was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of Silver Grange, No. 1702, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Hillsdale, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Silver Grange, No. 1702, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Hillsdale, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the salaries of rural free-delivery mail car- 
riers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Hawarden, Iowa, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Sena- 
tor from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of John T. Drake Post, No. 321, of 
Brooklyn; of T. J. Potter Post, No. 440, of Creston, Department 
of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, and of N. A. Merrill Cir- 
cle, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of De Witt, all in 
the State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Culfax, Le 
Grande, New Virginia, Seymour, Brownsdale, Fayette County, 
Clinton, Littleton, and West Chester; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of West Liberty; of Silver Grange, 
No. 1702, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hillsdale; of the congrega- 
tion of the United Presbyterian Church of Greenfield; of the Pro- 
hibition central committee of Mitchell County; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Ida Grove; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Deloit; of the 
congregation of the Congregational Church of Eldon: of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Eldon; of the 
congregation of the Christian Church of Eldon; of the congrega- 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church and the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Waverly; of the congregation of the 
Congregational Church of Dubuque; of the Young People’s Soci- 
ety of Christian Endeavor of Sioux Rapids: of the congregation 
of the United Brethren Church of Des Moines, and of the congre- 
pra of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Danville, all in the 

tate of Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

; presented a petition of Local Union No. 271, Iron 
Molders’ Union, of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to develop the American merchant marine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the r of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Woodbridge, the First Baptist Church 
of Phillipsburg, the Methodist Episcopal Church of East Ruther- 
ford, the Baptist Church of Glenwood, the Presbyterian Church 
of New Providence, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Freehold, 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Raritan, the First Presby- 
terian Church of Long Branch; the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Sharptown, and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Stanhope, 
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Jndiciary, 

. DRYDEN. I present a concurrent resolution of the legis- 
lature of New Jersey, favoring an appropriation for the p 
of deepening and widening the channel of the Passaic River from 
its mouth to the city of Paterson. I ask that the concurrent res- 
olution be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was referred 
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to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
Concurrent resolution req the Senators from this State in the Senate 
of the United States and the Members of Co from the various dis- 
tricts of this State in the House of Representatives of the United States to 
use their best endeavors to secure an # tion from the Federal Goy- 
ernment for the purpose of di i widening the channel of the 
Passaic River from its mouth to the city of Paterson. 


Whereas the Passaic River has always been a navigable stream, and from 
the early days of this Republic up to the time of the introduction o 


railroads | ver, Colo., 5 
W. 


for the relief of Albert S. Henderer; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 
Mr, TELLER presented a petition of Lefthand Grange, No. 9 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the salaries of rural -delivery mail car- 
riers; which was referred to the Committee on P ces and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Citizens’ Alliance of Den- 
inst the passage of the so-called 


the inha ts of the ter part o northern New J. were  anti-inj $ u. 
ape the commerce of — River: for their sup and household | the 7, ore bill; was referred to the Committee on 
necessities; and > 6 Judiciary. 


Whereas by reason of the increasing size and draft of vessels it is now 
im ble to navigate said river, except in vessels of very 
ing: it to transfer the cargo e- larger vessels to the 
smaller ones in order to reach its destination, thus the cost of 
rtation. by water, to the detriment of the commerce of the Passaic 
River, and the consequent injury of a great number of the citizens of the 
State of New. Jersey; 
ereas there 8 
States and to the River and Committee of Congress strong and 
vincing ar; mts sh the 
ment of the Passaic River so that it may become a co m 


Whereas 8 the Chief of Engineers, in the annual 
report of the War ent for the fiscal year June 30, 1900, it ap- 
pears that.such a project is roved and recommended, and that the total 

not exceed $1,000,000; ! 


cost ot such improyement wo A 
Whereas by reason of the consolidation and centralization of the railroads 
of this country into great corporations 9 thousands of miles of rail- 


road under one management and contro by a comparatively few men, it 
is country be kept open tona 


is desirable that the waterways of this 
and commerce by water be extended wherever possible, to the end that com- 
petition in transportation of passengers and freight may not be entirely ex- 

9 er 80 55 1 3 State of New Jé (thie house of assembl 
sole e senate o, of New Jersey (the of asse con- 
i tise Senators trom thie Sele 18 the Senses DE the nited 
f Congress from the various distriets of this S 

in the House of Representatives of the United States be,and 

respectfully requested to use their best endeavors in urging upon the Con- 
gress of the United States the acinar’ al making an appropriation for the 
purpose. of 8 widening channel of the Passaic River and 
. — same navigable for vessels ot medium size and draft to the city of 
erson. É 


Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of Boiler Makers and Iron- 
ship Builders’ Union, No. 271, American Federation of Labor, of 
Jersey City, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the development of the American merchant marine, 
for extension of the coastwise laws of the United States to 
the trade between the mainland and the Philippine Islands, and 
also praying for the enactment of legislation to confine the carry- 
ing of the naval and war stores of the United States to American 
vessels; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

He also presented a memorial of the International Pottery 
Company, of Trenton, N. J., and a memorial of the Willett Man- 
ufacturing Company, of Trenton, N. J., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called “eight-hour bill, and also the anti- 
injunction bill; which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Emanuel 
Baptist Church, of Newark; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Springfield; of the congregation. of the Pres- 
byterian Church of Stewartsville; of the congregation of the 
Sampson Memorial Methodist Episcopal Church, of Long Branch; 
of the congregation of the Second Presbyterian Church of Bridge- 
ton; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Dividing 
Creek; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Hamilton Square; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
of Basking Ridge; of the congregation of the First Baptist Church 
of Clinton; of the congregation of the Reformed Church of Read- 
ington; of the congregation of the Reformed Church of Franklin; 
of the congregation of the Berean Baptist Church, of Bridgeton; 
of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Dover; of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Mer- 
chantville; of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal 
churches of Milton, Stockholm, Canistear, and New Foundland; 
of the congregation of the St. Andrew’s Methodist Episco 
Church, of Spring Lake; of the congregation of the First Metho- 
dist Protestant Church of Newark; of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Karney; of the congrega- 
tion of the First Congregational Church of Newark; of the con- 
gregation of the Amity Presbyterian Church, of Montclair; of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Springfield; of 
the congregation of St. Mark’s Evangelical Lutheran Church, of 
Trenton; of the congregation of the Third Christian Reformed 
Church of Paterson, and of Warren R. Neff and sundry other 
citizens of Jersey City, all in the State of New Jersey, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to te the interstate trans- 

rtation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 

mittee on the Judiciary. : 
` Mr. BALL presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
4312) to correct the military record of W. H. Cleaden; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry papers toaccompany the bill (S, 3164) 


He also paot a petition of the National Live Stock Asso- 
ciation, of 3 


ciation of Portland, Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation providing for the removal of the duty on hides; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


He also presented a petition of the National Live Stock Associa- 


tion of Portland, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation 
—— eee of idi 


providing for a live stock, and also providing 
that all manufacturers of shoddy be compelled to mark the 
same; which was referred to the Committee on the Census. 


He also presented a petition of the National Live Stock Associa- 
tion of Portland, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing for the transfer of the administration of forest reserves 
to the Department of Agriculture; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also ted a petition of sundry citizens of Denver, Colo., 
and a petition of Post No. 12, Department of Colorado, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Colorado, praying for the enactment of 
a service-pension law; which were refe: to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Grand June- 
tion, Colo., praying for the passage of the so-called Brownlow 

-roads bill;” which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a stam of Local Union No, 3, Amalga- 
mated . a Union, of Dare Colo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for an investi: 
gation of the labor troubles in that State; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Montrose and 
Greeley; of the congregation of the Capitol Hill Baptist Church, 
of Denver; of the congregation of the First eee Church 
of Canon City; of the congregations of tlie First Congregational, 
the United Presbyterian, and the Methodist Episcopal churches 
of Greeley; of the Woman’s Christian. Temperance Union of 
Pueblo; of the Leonard Woman's Christian Temperance Union, 
of Denver, and of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
of Gunnison, all in the State of Colorado, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate. transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also 3 petitions of the Golden Fortnightly Club, of 
Golden; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Rocky 
Ford; of the Christian Citizenship Conyention of Fort Mo ; of 
sundry citizens of Trinidad, and of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church of Grand Junction, all in the State of Colo- 
rado, pra for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
. on. REED: Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Kane, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis- 

tion to prevent the nullification of State liquor laws; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of C. J. Heppe & Son and 12 
other piano manufacturers and dealers of Pennsylvania, prayin 
for the enactment of legislation to remove the duty on denaturiz 
alcohol for industrial purposes; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Fi 7 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of West Chester, 
Pittsburg, Indiana, and Lansdowne; of the congregation. of the 
Christian Church of Scottdale; ofthe congregationof the Menon- 
nite Church of Scottdale, and of the congregation of the United 
Brethren. Church of Scottdale, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which werereferred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of George F. Lasher and 17 other 
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citizens of Philadelphia, of Harry P. Pearsand 8 other citizens of 
Pittsburg, of H. H. Smith and 6 other citizens of Pittsburg, and 
of Charles H. Ludington, jr.,and 3 other citizens of Philadelphia, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the ge 
of the so-called eight-hour bill; which were refe: to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorials of George F. Lasher and 18 
other citizens of nes geal of H. C. Dunlap and 5 other citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, of P. Pears and 10 other citizens of 
Pittsburg, of H. H. Smith and 6 other citizens of Pittsburg, and 
of Charles H. Ludington, jr., and 3 other citizens of Philadelphia, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstratin apart the pas- 
sage of the so-called anti-injunction bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lawrence 
County, Pa., and the petition of W. H. Heath and sundry other 
citizens of Allegheny, e for the passage of the so- called 
“ Brownlow good-roads bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Captain John Whitney Post, No. 
868, of Laceyville; of Jacob Maynard Post, No. 377, of Mehoop- 
any; of Captain E, J. Rice Post, No. 211, of Factoryville; of J. W. 
Reynolds Post, No. 98, of Tunkhannock; of Corporal Rufus Frear 
Post, No. 828, of Beaumont; of Local Post No. 254, of Sharon; of 
Local Post No. 246, of Harrisville; of George Smith Post, No. 79, 
of Conshohocken; of Major W. G. Soury Post, No. 548, of Penn- 

lyania; of Brandywine Post, No. 54, of Coatesville; of R. Foster 

binson Post, No. 36, of Pennsylvania; of Local Post No. 249, of 
Foxburg; of Manitoba Post, No. 592, of Winnipeg; of Local Post 
No. 881, of Pennsylvania; of E. M. Stanton Post, No. 208, of New 
Brighton; of James L. O'Neill Post, No. 537, of Pennsylvania; of 
Watkins Post, No 68, of Towanda; of McPherson Post, No. 117, 
of Pennsylvania; of Captain E. F. Roberts Post, No. 437, of Penn- 
Sylvania; of Philandes Billings Post, No. 392, of Pennsylvania: of 
Colonel John D. Bertolette Post, No. 484. of Lehighton; of J. Ed. 
Turk Post, No. 321, of Dayton; of Pennington Post, No. 283, of 
Fairmount Springs, and of Colonel D. M. Jones Post, No. 172, of 
sprone, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in the State of Pe lyania, praying for the en- 
actment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Greenville, 
West Chester, Washington, Northeast, Johnstown, and Cambria 
County; of the Woman’s Foreign Missionary Society of Green- 
ville; of the Ministerial Association of West Newton; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Greenville; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Darby; of the congre- 
gation of the United Brethren Church of Johnstown; of the Twen- 
tieth Century Club of Mifflinburg; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Bradford; of the Young People’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Bradford; of the Woman’s Literary Club of 

radford; of the Young Ladies’ Foreign Missionary Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Greenville; of the Young Ladies’ 
Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Greenville; of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Chester County; of 
the co gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Penns 
Park; of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of 
Greenville; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Sharps- 
burg; of the con tions of the Methodist Episcopal and Baptist 
churches of North Bingham; of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Johnstown; of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society of Allegheny; of the congregation of the F Street Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Johnstown; of the congregation of the 
. Church, of Johnstown; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Scottdale; of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Westmoreland County, and of the con- 
gation of the Butler Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
ittsburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, Praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Study 
Club, of Winfield, N. H., praying for the establishment of a na- 
tional forest reserve in the White Mountains; whick was referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game, 

He also presented a petition of the Pleasant Street Baptist 
Church, of cord, N. H., and a petition of Rockingham Grange, 
No, 183, Patrons of Husbandry, of Epping, N. H., praying for the 

e 


enactment of legislation to regulate interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


He also presented a petition of the State board of agriculture 
of New Jersey, praying for the of the so-called ‘‘ pure- 
food bill; ” which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elliotts- 


town, Ill, praying for the enactment of 1 tion to . the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the petition of George 
O. Latimer, of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation providing for the division of the State of Washington into 
eos districts; which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Asotin, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
construction and maintenance of public highways; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of W. T. Kenny Circle, No. 12, De- 
partment of Washington and Alaska, Ladies of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Blaine; of Local Post, Department of Wash- 
ington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Kent, and of 
Martha Washington Circle, No. 6, Ladies of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Anacortes, all in the State of Washington, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Presby- 
terian Church, the Methodist Church, and the United Presbyterian 
Church, all of Waitsburg, and of Grand Lodge, Independent Order 
of Good Templars, in the State of Washington, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce, 
of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Owa- 
tonna, Geneva, and Northfield, allin the State of Minnesota, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Clinton 
Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of St. Paul, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prevent nullification of State 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of Alexander Hamilton Post, 
No. 182, of New York City; of Adam Wirth Post, No. 451, of Col- 
lege Point; of A. J. Hooker Post, No. 415, of Morristown, and of 
Farrell Post, No. 51, of Canajoharie, all of the Department of New 
York, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Gilbert S. Graves Bible Class, 
of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to pre- 
vent the nullification of State liquor laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Columbus, 
West Hampton, Livingston County, Black River, Washington, 
Manlius, Amsterdam, New Albion, Newburgh, Webster, Dela- 
ware, and Groton; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Walworth; of the congregation of the First by- 
terian Church of Waterloo; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Waterloo; of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Manlius; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 

nion of Junius, and of the congregation of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of lica, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Sacred Thirst Society, 
of St. Paul, Minn., and a petition of sundry citizens of Preston, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to re te the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He ey Dreri a oe of the ong ge Associa- 
tion o ilders’ Exchanges, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called ‘‘eight-hour bill;“ which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Minnesota State Associa- 
tion of Builders’ Exchanges, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called * anti-injunction bill; ” which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PATTERSON nted a petition of Left Hand Grange, 
No. 2, Patrons of Hus of Colorado, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to increase the salaries of rural letter carriers; 
ba was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


He also presented a petition of Local Post, No. 2, Department 
of Colorado and Wyoming, and a petition of Sedgwick Post, No. 


12, Department of Colorado and Wyoming, in the State of Colo- 
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rado, praying for the enactment of a-service-pension law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Mount 
Olivet Baptist Church, of Denver; of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Georgetown, and of the Mesa Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Pueblo, all in the State of Colo- 
pe. praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 

terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; -which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a peim of 5 Club, of j 
Colo., and a petition of the Faith Union Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, of Denver, Colo., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against the Hon. REED SMOOT, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented 3 of the Mesa Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pueblo; of the Woman's Christian Tem- 

rance Union of Georgetown, and of the tion of tlie 

ount Olivet Baptist Church, of Denver, all in tate of Colo- 
rado, praying for a continuance of the nt anticanteen law, 
and also for the construction of gymnasiums at seny pois, etc.; 
Which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HEYBURN 3 a petition of G. A. Hobart Post, No. 
27, Department of Idaho, Grand Army of the Republic, of Idaho, 
praying for the anactment of a service- pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS nted a petition of the Western Associ- 
ation of Shoe Wholesalers, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

. SCOTT presented a petition of Pierpoint Circle, No. 11, De- 
partment of West Virginia, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of West Virginia, Praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho- 
dist Protestant Church of Weston, W. Va., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ash- 
land and Plainfield, in tbe State of Wisconsin, praying for an in- 
vestigation of the chargas made and filed against Hon. REED 
Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fort Atkinson 
and Packwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of sundry citi- 
zens of New Haven, Cheshire, Branford, New London, Mystic, 
Groton, Stonington, Goshen, Thomaston, and Terryville; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Colchester; of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Tem ce Union of Groton and Stonington; 
of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Groton; of the Ep- 
worth League of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mystic; of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Cheshire, and of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal and First Congregational 
churches of Cheshire, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of the Indian 
Territory, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the annexation to or mea! pee by Oklahoma Tabar 
of the Indian Territory or any part thereof; which were refe: 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
prana Union of Sturgis, Mich.; of the con tion of the 

ethodist Episcopal Church of Kenesay, Nebr.; of the Epworth 
League of Windom, Kans., and of the congregation of the Congre- 
gational Church of La Moille, III., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 


Mr. KEAN, from 
ferred the bill (S. 1718) to compensate the Si Point 3 


Improvement Company for the demolition removal of 


Hygeia Hotel property from the Government reservation at Old 
Point, Virginia, reported it without amendment, and submitted 


are i 

. MALLORY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 4142) granting to the Davenport Water 

Power Company rights to construct and maintain wing dam, 

canal,and power station in the Mississippi River, in Scott County 

2 reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4563) for the delivery on the 
coast of two light-vessels now being bnilt in New York and New 
resins reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4074) constituting Utica, N. Y., a of 
delivery, and for other purposes, reported it without am 5 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2113) for the relief of Bernard W. Murray, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1950) removing the hares of de- 
sertion from the record of James A. Bell, submitted an adverse 
. was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
in y. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8878) to extend the 
provisions of the act of January 21, 1903, to the Osage Reserva- 
tion, in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments, 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4585) to authorize the Southern Indiana Rail- 
way Company to construct a railroad bridge across the Wabash 
River in Vigo County, Ind., reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 952) to refer the claim of John S. Mosby 
against the United States for the value of certain tobacco to the 
Court of Claims, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, 2 

MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I wish to call up the report I made 
yesterday from the Committee on Printing, which was objected 
to by the Senator from Colorado . PATTERSON]. It is the 
joint resolution (S, R. 55) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to print an extra edition of the map of the United States for 
1903, and making the appropriation for maps made in the act of 
April 15, 1900, and of 8, 1901, available for that purpose. 
I ask for its present consideration. I will state that it is not ob- 
jectionable to the Senator from Colorado now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been read. 

Mr, PATTERSON, The map I had in mind is not in shape for 
printing. The plates are not made. It is a map prepared by the 
Geodetic Survey. It is a most excellent map; better than any we 
have yet had printed, and I hope the Committee on Printing will 
look into it and, if possible, let us have some copies of that 


map. 
So far as the pending joint resolution is concerned, I think it 
ought to be passed. 

e joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engr for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4742) granting an increase 
of 3 to Earl B. French; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4748) for the relief of the estate of 
Andrew J. Gill, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


He also introduced a bill (S. 4744) for the relief of Charles P, 
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
a 578 71 referred to the Committee on Patents. 

5 M introduced a bill (S. 4745) granting an increase 
of ion to Elizabeth Dixon; Which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4746) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Sylvester Gridley Parker; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4747) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion ‘from the military record of John H. Fesenmeyer; which 
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4748) for the relief of Isaac 
P. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4749) granting a pension to 
Martha J. Patterson: which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4750) granting a pen- 
sion to Asher Helm; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 4751) granting a pension 
to Michael Fitzpatrick; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 4752) granting a pension to 
Emma L. Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4753) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas J. Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and, 
ya the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4754) for the relief of 
Charles A. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (S. 4755) granting an increase of pension to David Keller; 

A bill (S. 4756) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


msted; 
A bill (S. 4757) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Gehr: 
A 


an 

A bill (S. 4758) granting an increase of pension to Kate A. 
Manion (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 4759) granting a pension to 
John M. Manlove; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions.: 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4760) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ezekiel Riggs; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4761) for the relief of the 
estate of Marcus Walker, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4762) granting a ion to 
Vincent L. McGuire; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4763) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Big Bethel African Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Atlanta, Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. . d 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4764) granting a pension to 

L. Mobley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 8 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (for Mr. HAWLEY) introduced a 
bill (S. 4765) granting an increase of pension to Adrian Terry; 
which was read twice by its title, and. with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Ar. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4766) granting an increase of 
pension to Frederick Clark; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following amendments, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia ag oa 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Di 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to te printed: 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for the 
improvement and protection of the harbor and river front of the 
District of Columbia, the enforcement of laws and regulations, 
construction and maintenance of wharves and buildings, and for 
other necessary items and services, from $3,000 to $5,000; 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for the 
Washington Home for Incurables from $2,000 to $4,000; and 

An amendment p ing to increase the salary of the assistant 
surveyor of the District of Columbia from $1,800 to $2,560. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment providing that the sum 
of $40,000 appropriated in the fortifications appropriation bill, 
approved March 3, 1903, to increase the price of the metal work 
of the Emery gun carriage, shall be due and paid to E. H. Emery 
on the passage of the fortifications par Bc bill, to enable 
him to proceed promptly in the work of building his 12-inch dis- 
appearing gun carriage, etc., intended to be proposed oy him to 

e fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap- 
propriation for the Washington Home for Incurables from $2,000 
to $4,000, intended to be proposed by hirs to the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$100,000 to aid in the reconstruction and completion of the build. 
ing of the National Homeopathic Hospital, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 5 


CANAL BETWEEN ST. JONES AND LITTLE RIVERS, DELAWARE. 


Mr. ALLEE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States (ne House of Representatives con- 
ring), That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause 
examination and 8 to be made from the St. Jones River, at Dover, 
Del., to a point on Little River, and thence to Delaware Bay, for the purpose 
of determining the advisability and cost of constructing a canal between the 
said rivers, and the d ning and widening of Little River, so as to provide 


achane] suitable for the needs of commerce from Dover, Del., to Delaware 
y. 


INSPECTION OF MEAT, ETC, 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia report to the 


Senate what tion is made of meat, poultry, game, fish, and o; rs im- 
ported into the District of Columbia in cold ‘son Sor eee giv- 
ing details of when, where, and the manner of such inspection. 


PROPOSED ALASKAN LEGISLATION, 


Mr. HALE and Mr. BEVERIDGE addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

=. HALE. The Senator from Indiana has a statement to 
make. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, by unanimous consent tô- 
day was to bə given to Alaskan legislation, not to interfere with 
appropriation bills. I understand that the Senator from Maine 
desires to call up the naval appropriation bill. That, therefore, 
displaces the Alaskan legislation for this day. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent, on account of the impera- 
tive necessity for these Alaskan bills, which will not be objected 
to, that immediately on the conclusion of the bill which the Sen- 
ator from Maine will now present the Senate may proceed to the 
consideration of Alaskan legislation, not to interfere with appro- 
priation bills—— 

Mr. KEAN. Or the unfinished business. } 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As part of my request, to continue until 
disposed of, not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LODGE], in whose charge is the unfinished busi- 
ness, is not present in the Chamber. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to suggest to the Senator from Indi- 
ana, in the absence of the Senator from Massachusetts, that that 
Senator would want nothing done which would displace his bill, 
which is the unfinished business. The Senator can later, when 
he has conferred with the Senator from Massachusetts, make his 
request. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to make a suggestion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I will withdraw my request for 
unanimous consent for the present, and will renew it after I have 
conferred with the Senator from Massachusetts, according to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. STEWART. It might be well also to confer with the Sen- 
ator from Nevada. The consideration of the milk bill was pretty 
much terminated yesterday, and I want to get a vote on it at some 
time. I do not want to have that bill excluded by a unanimous- 
consent ment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ishall be very much pleased to confer with 
the Senator from Nevada: 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded t6 consider the bill (H. R. 12220) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Iask unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, and that the committee amendments 
be acted upon as they are reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com- 
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mittee amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there 
oo The Chair hears none. The Secretary will read the 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not observe that there is 
a report from the Committee on Naval Affairs upon this bill, as 
there is in another branch, where, I am told, itisthe rule or custom 
to state in a report the general provisions of the bill. 

I ask the Senator from Maine whether it would be entirely con- 
venient for him at this stage to give the Senate an idea what the 
bill contains and what is proposed to be done with the amounts 
involved in the direct appropriation, as well as the obligations to 
be incurred if the provisions of the bill become law. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the report of the committee to 
which the Senator refers is very brief. It states the amount of 
estimates for the next fiscal year covered by this bill at $100,- 
866,000 in all. The House sent to the Senate a bill appropriating 
$96,674,000. The Senate committee has not interfered much with 
the bill as passed by the House and has added to the House items 
of $96,674,000 only 000. So the bill as reported to the Senate 
carries $97,001,788.94, the estimates having been cut down about 


$5,000,000, 

As to the general question suggested by the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gorman], I have e some figures, and I think it 

roper, as the Senator has asked, that I state the reasons for the 

ill, and the 1 to which the money is to be applied and 
that I should lay the tables before the Senate. My general prac- 
tice, as Senators know, has been to make no speeches upon appro- 
priation bills, but only to answer questions. 

I think it is well, Mr. President, while we are reporting a bill 
covering a very large increase, the largest increase ever allowed 
in any one year excepting last year, that the country and the Sen- 
ate should realize what our situation is as to the Navy, so that 
all may know just where we stand as to our naval establishment, 
0 which the Senate and the country have a great pride and a great 

terest. 

I do not think it has been 8 that while we are going 
on with a large programme, and do not propose this year to change 
it, a great deal has been done heretofore for the Navy. 

I have here a list of the appropriations which have been made 
and expended up to the present time, including the ap riations 
for this year, which, of course, have not been expended, in 
1883, for that is the beginning of the present United States Navy. 


ation acts for each year from act of March 3, 


Total amounts of naval a 


to and including act of 1904. 
819, $22, 104, 061. 38 
804, . 25, 827,126.72 
980, sf 29, 416, 245. 31 
„070, i 30,562, 660. 95 
489, a 33, 008, 234.19 
767, ae 56, 098, 783. 68 
942, 5 48,099, 969. 58 
692, — — G, 140, 916. 67 
136, N 78,101, 791.00 
54l, 903.. 81,876, 791. 43 
543,385.00 | 1904 100, 000, 000. 00 


The subject of the new Navy came up in the Administration of 
President Arthur. While some preliminary steps were taken by 
Secretary Hunt, who was then a member of the Cabinet and 
Secretary of the Navy, he remained in office but a short time, and 
his successor, Secretary Chandler, afterwards and for many years 
an associate of ours in this Chamber, took up the work in earnest, 
and in 1883 we began appropriating for the new Navy, after full 
hearings and examinations by the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
officers in the Navy, the Secretary, and wherever any information 
could be obtained. 

We began in a modest way, and provided that year for the new 
ships the Atlanta, the Boston, and the Chicago, cruisers, and the 
Dolphin, a general boat for the uses of the Navy. Itamounted to 
only 13,000 tons in round numbers, much less in all for that year 
than a modern battle ship. 

At that time. Mr. President, we not only had no establishments 
for armor or for plate, but we could not build the machinery, 
castings, and other things essential to the building of a naval 
cruiser, saying nothing of a battle ship or protected cruiser or an 
armored cruiser, but an ordinary cruiser. 

There the modern Navy began, and I do not go beyond that. 
From that time we have appropriated from year to year for thein- 
crease of the naval esta fae: ent, continuing first in buildin 
cruisers, gunboats, and second-class battle ships until 1900. Iwi 
not read thelist, but the appropriations were larger, perhaps, than 
Senators are aware. pe with 1883, when we appropriated 
only $14,000,000, as the table given shows, we have gone on increas- 
ing the Navy, so that, including this bill and the deficiencies of this 
year, we have already cE for the Navy $760,896,567.75, 

Mr. CLAY. Since when? 

Mr. HALE. Since 1883, for the new Navy, the present Navy. 
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The table already given shows the appropriations from year to 


year. 
Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator give us a opsis of that 
table? We shall hardly get an opportunity of seeing it before the 


bill is 1 7 15 of. 

Mr. . It is simply a statement of what the appropria- 
tion each year is that makes up the total of $760,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a printed statement? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; it is a printed statement. 

ae TELLER. Very good. I thought it would be something 

else. 

Mr. HALE. No; itis simply alist of the appropriations from 
year to year. The aggregate is 8760, 896,567.73. 

Now, as showing the growth of the Navy 

Mr. GORMAN. Right there, will it interrupt the Senator if 
he will give further figures? The appropriations are given at 
$760,000,000, but will the Senator state how much will be due 
upon the vessels already ordered and now being constructed—— 

Mr. HALE. Rear-Admiral Bowles in his last report as the 
Chief of the Bureau of Construction and Repairs says that the 
total estimated cost of completing these vessels, exclusive of ar- 
mor and armament, is $76,438,055. This does not include the 
Idaho and Mississippi, the 13,000-ton ships, which will add $11,- 
478,000. To this must be added the future a 3 for 
armor and armament for these ships, for which I have not got the 
exact figures, but the total must be not far from $130,000,000. 

Now, as showing the growth of the Navy in another respect, I 
have a list of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, boys, etc., in the 
Navy at the time when we began the work of building the new 
Navy, and for each year up to the present time. At that time 
the Navy consisted of 8,250 men, petty officers, seamen, landsmen, 
and all. We have gone on increasing so that, including the num- 
ber provided for in this bill, the new American Navy, as against 
8,250 when we began, now consists of 34,000 men. I put in a ta- 
ble here showing the increase each year: 


Number of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, , etc., for each year from act 
of March 3, 1885, to and including act of 1904. 


Act of March 3, 1885 (48th Cong., 2d sess.) 8, 
Act of July 26, 1886 (49th Cong., Ist sess.) - = & 
Act of March 3, 1887 — 7 Ad sess.) = Si 
Act of September 7, 1888 (50th „Ist sess. = & 
Act of March 2, 1889 (50th Cong. Sess.) a 
‘Act of June 30, 1890 (51st Cong., ist os 


ESS enge. 


8888888888888 


Act of June 10, 1896 (54th Cong., Ist sess.) 
Act of March 3, 1807 (55th Cong.. Ist sess.) - 
‘Act of May 4, 1398 (55th 


— 2 
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. 
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Cong., Ist ess.) 
Act of March 3, 1908 (57th Cong., 2d sess.) )))) s 
Act of 1904 (58th Cong., 2d sess.))))))) 4 cece eee eee enone 84,000 


I have also tables showing what we are doing and have done for 
the Navy, covering the entire pay of officers and men, beginning 
in 1884-85 and ending with the present session. The amount at 
that time was $6,940,780. In the pending bill it is $19,824,093, 
ae se put this table in, being in line with my treatment of the 
subject: 


Entire pay for officers and men for each geht act of March 3, 1885, to and 


including act of 
Act of March 3, 1885 (48th Cong., 2d sess.) 222-2 2..0.--.+-220 cece $6, 940, 780 
Act of July 26, 1886 (49th Cong., — 7,000,000 
Act of March 3, 1887 (49th Cong., 7,000,000 
Act of September 7, (Soth 7,082,404 
Act of March 2, 1889 (50th Cong. 7,250,000 
Act of June 30, 1890 (Ist Cong., 1st sess. T, 250, 000 
Act of March 2, 1891 (Slst Cong., 2d sess.) 7, 300,000 
Act of July 19, 1892 (52d Cong., Ist 7,300,000 
Act of March 3, 1893 Cong., 2d sess. — 7,300,000 
Act of July (58d Cong., 2d sess.) 7,475,000 
Act of March eh Cong., 8d sess.) ..... 7, 649, 229 
Act of June 10, 1896 (54th Cong., Ist sess.) 8, 100, 873 
Act of March 3, 1897 (55th Cong., Ist 8, 235, 885 
Act of May 4, 1898 (55th Cong., 2d sess.) 9, 125, 460 
Act of thay Ped Cong., 3d sess.) 13,500,171 
Act of June 7, 1900 (56th Cong., Ist sess.) — 12,810,897 
Act of March 3, 1901 (56th Cong., 2d 15, 200, 284 
Act of July 1, 1902 (57th Cong., Ist sess.) 16, 138, 199 
Act of h 3, 1908 (Sith Cong., 2d sess.) - 17,706,089 
Act of 1904 (58th Cong., 2d sess.) oads 222 eee eee ee shaira 19, 824,093 


The additions to the Navy during the last year were twenty- 
nine in all, including battle ships, turreted monitors, torpedo 
boats, torpedo-boat destroyers, and submarine boats. 

The year 1894 marked another era in the building of the new 
Navy. It was in that year that the first battle ship came into the 
Navy, having been appropriated for in 1890, when Congress pro- 
vided for the three great battle ships, the Oregon, the Massachu- 
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setts, ani the Indiana, of about 10,000 tons each, three ships 
which I still believe-were in many respects the best ships ever 
built in the American Navy for actual war purposes. They carry 
the same number of large guns as the enormous ships which cover 
16,000 tons displacement, and are, in my judgment, better ships 
for offensive naval purposes than the others. But that I am not 
pny He discuss, because we have gone on since, upon the recom- 
mendation of the boards, increasing the Navy, so that last year 
we adopted the er programme for building of any nation in 
the world, even including England three immense battle ships 
of 16,000 tons each and two others of 13,000 tonseach. Since 1894 
we have gone on building battle ships, armored cruisers, and pro- 
tected cruisers, which are smaller cruisers, gunboats, torpedo 
boats, to o- boat destroyers, and submarine boats, as the fol- 
lowing table shows: 


SUMMARY OF VESSELS IN THE UNITED STATES NAVY, 
Vessels fit for service, including those under repair. 


rr ee 11 
Second-class battle 1 
cruisers ..... 
Single adnaga e its i 
Dou ie t monitors see" OESS pose $ 
DDD. TTT EEE EEE N R 15 
Unprotected cruisers.. 3 
3 moe ee 3 a Equipment outfit. 
Composite —— — — 6 
Training 55 e 1| Mr. PROCTOR. May I ask a question? 
Fang A Feuoh) E EEEE 2) Mr. HALE. Certainly. x E 
Torpedo-boat destroyers ... 160 Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to ask whether this cost includes 
o boats 29 armamen 
e S pedo bonis 8 $ * HALE. Iam giving the total cost. 
Tron orulaing vemels, S 3 Mr. PROCTOR. Ready for service? 
Wooden g vessels, steam 6| Mr. HALE. Ready for service. I am glad the Senator has 
Wooden Wessels a asked me that question, because I did not content myself with 
Auxiliary cruisers... 5 ing what is jed in the bills for the hull and machinery, 
Converted yachts. 7 | but I have the figures for the entire finishing of the vessel Land 
e naan y for service. e ships e size wW. we have 
gerd SE re ae RE: Tie! been building lately have each cost about $7,500,000. 
Pat AEI E AEA SE E re CIM pe Re te tee Barrera pee — 24 T. SON. Give the aggregate for the two years. 
; Mr. HALE. The aggregate for the two years is $64,365,504. 
VV Mr. BACON. Do I understand the Senator to say that each of 
First-class battle chips —————————.—ꝙ—ꝙ—ͤfͥL.— 1 these largest battle ships would cost $7,500,000? 
5 §| Mr. HALE. Yes; but as showing the constantly incre 
$ cost of these enormous ships the estimated cost of the correspond- 
0 battle ships in the present bill is 87,720,857 
2 . BACON. Each? 
; Mr. HALE. That is the total cost of this one battle ship. 


There are small items of cost, but that includes armor and arma- 
ment. I have no doubt that when the ship is fitted and commis- 
sioned and goes to sea and all the additions are made, as is alwa; 
the case, before officers and men are put on board, the cost to t 
Government of one of these enormous battle ships will be little, 
if any, under $8,000,000, 

Mr. MALLORY. Does that apply also to the 13,000-ton battle 
ships, two of which we are now building? 

. HALE. The Senator was not here when I stated it. 

Mr. MALLORY. What is their cost? 

Mr. HALE. In the table I read I gave the cost of each one of 
the 13,000-ton shi It is $5,739,000 each. 

Mr. BACON, ill the Senator please state what is the cost of 
the armor on that $8,000,000 battle ship? 

Mr. HALE. I can not, perhaps, answer the question with ex- 


But, as showing what we are img Sons as compared with what 


we did, not before 1884 when we began the Navy, but in 1894 
when we received the first battle ships, I have a comparison show- 
ing what the appropriations for last year and this year are as 
compared with the appropriations entire from 1884 to 1894 when 
we began the battle ships. 

The following table shows the and final cost of all the 
ships provided for in last year’s bill and this year’s bill: 


Vessels provided for in the act of March 3, 1903. 


actitude. 
oe BACON. I thought the Senator had the figures before 


Mr. HALE. I have the figures showing the cost of both armor 
and armament for each of these great ships, which is $3,320,857, 
I have given the totals. The cost, as I have given, for these two 
years is $64,365,504. The entire cost of the ships of the new Navy 
which came into the Navy up to the year 1894 was $59,692,350.82, 

All the vessels that came into the Navy under the new pro- 

from 1884 to 1894—ten years—cost $59,692,350.82, as 
against $64,365,504 which we appropriated in the last year’s bill 
e Senators ought to kn d ought to 

ive the use Sena oug ow an 

mais that we have not been remiss heretofore. Donatoni have 
said to me during this session, It isa shame that we are not 
building up the Navy. The sentiment of the country is for it;“ 
and it has not been realized or understood what Congress has done 
for our new N ＋ how great and prn it is to-day or what 


Comberianda -<-s |. 80 fa ͤ—,ñ — i i i i 
Intrepid —.—.—.— — — ages Gee Deana 


Mr. F 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator 
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Mr. HALE. Certain] 5 € 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. at is the character of the vessels which 
are in process of construction? 

Mr, HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I am coming to that 
and shall state each ship which is under construction. That 
comes a little later in the order I have arranged. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is what I wish to ascertain. 

Mr, HALE. As the Senator has asked a very pertinent ques- 
tion, I will now give the table showing the kinds of ships now 
under construction and the degree of completion of each, 


Vessels under construction, United States Navy. 


Degree of comple- 
pi tion, 


cent. | Per cent. 
Union Iron Works 83.5 84.5 
Newport News Co 50.4 52.5 
Moran Brothers Co ...... 35 
N 40 42.5 
Fore ae Ship and En- 48.9 49.43 
e Co. 
—.—. S 48.8 50.61 
Mer — New York, 24.7 26.7 
Newport News Co 31 84.5 
fe mys Ship and En- 1 2.76 
e Co. 
New York Shipbuilding 2 2.6 
Newport News Co 8 12 
Pennsylvania... 22 illiam p& 63.2 64.9 
West Virginia 22 | Newport News Co -...--.- 67.3 70.5 
Calif 22 | Union Iron Works 48 51 
2 illiam 5 67.4 69 
22 | Newport News Co 63.1 65.4 
22 | Union Iron Works 44.5 47 
2 es eee ee 12.9 15.1 
22 | New York Shipbuilding Co! 9.7 12 
Protected cruisers. 
Denyer 17 | Neafie & Lexx. - 98 98 
Des M 16}| Fore 4 05 Bhip and En- 96 * 
e Co. 
Chattan cee 16} 72 22 
8 16} 69 70.5 
164 96.5 99 
2 34.8 36.2 
2 38.5 41 
2 55.2 56.9 
12 15 2 
12 13 16 
Navy-yard, Boston 
Sails, | Navy-yard, Mare Island.. 0 5 
. | Navy-yard, Portsmouth 8 6 
Harlan & Hollingsworth.. 983 93 
Wolf & Zwicker 99 99 
Geo. 99 99 
Lewis Nixon 99 99 
fe Se do. 98 98 
Columbian Iron Works. 100 100 
Nayy-yard, Boston 96 100 
12 Navy-yard. Mare Island... 95 98 


Now, as valuable a table as I have been able to find—and I shall 
ask to have it put with other tables into the form of a public docu- 
ment—Senators who have seen the table have suggested this. It 
is in the Philadelphia Inquirer of Sunday, February 28, by Mr. 
P. Lio Weaver, who has, for that paper, searched the records of 
the Navy Department in a more phe WY, I am free to say, 
than I haye been able to do or than any! else, so far as I have 
seen, has been able to do. I have examined this table by the light 
of all the figures which I have gained from the reports from the 
Department itself, and it is much more exhaustive than anything 
that I have been able otherwise to procure, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— “ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
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Mr. HALE. Certain! 7 . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Maine if he 
has any objection to asking that, in addition to its going into the 
RECORD, that table shall be printed as a Senate document? 

Mr. HALE. That is in the line of my suggestion. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I have examined it very carefully. It 
would be a document that doubtless would be called for; and it 
would be very convenient to be able to furnish it in that form. 

Mr. E. Iam glad the Senator, who is a prominent mem- 
pr of the Naval Committee, agrees that it is a very valuable 
table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is indeed. 

Mr. HALE. This writer has a summary of all vessels already 
built and now in the Navy, going completely into the subject. 
He gives in the table the name of each vessel, 

e tonnage of all these different classes at present in the Navy 
is 531,886 tons. In addition to that is the statement of vessels 
building and authorized, to which I have referred, and of which I 
will give the tables in detail, and those amount to 349,431 tons, 
with an te of our Navy, when the present building is com- 
pleted, of 881,317 tons, with the immense horse power of 1,248,386, 
and requiring a force of sailors, seamen, and petty officers of 
45,881 men when the present programme is carried out. As to 
the vessels now building and authorized 

Mr. GALLINGER. ill the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HALE. 8 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is important in this connection 
to state that this table shows that in the matter of tonnage the 
United States to-day stands third among the nations of the world. 
I think that is correct. 

Mr. HALE. It is undoubtedly. I shall have some further fig- 
ures to present on the aca of tonnage, 

Mr. CLAY. Ishould like to ask the Senator does he mean to 
say that we stand third in tonnage now, compared with the other 
powers of the world, or that we shall stand third when the ships 
provided for are constructed? 

Mr. HALE. We stand third at present. 

Mr. CLAY. England first, France second, and is not Germany 
now ahead of us in tonnage? 

Mr. HALE. No; not including the small ships in 
those under 1,000 tons. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Notaccording to the figures in these tables, 
I will say to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. CLAY. I thought that Germany was ahead of us, not 
taking into consideration the ships we have in process of con- 
struction; but taking into consideration the 18 95 now under proc- 
ess of construction, then we would be ahead of Germany. 

Mr. HALE, Ihave tables which will show where the Senator 
gets his idea of Germany being ahead of us, which I shall come 


to tly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That has been, I will say, the general opin- 
ion; indeed, it was the opinion I myself had until, from a careful 
analysis of this table, I found, if this gentleman is correct, that 
we stand ahead of Germany; that we stand third to-day. 

Mr. CLAY. Igotmy information from the report of the House 


committee. 

Mr. PROCTOR. May J ask a question? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly; I haye no set speech that questions 
willinterrupt. Iam only giving the figures, and shall be glad if 
Senators will ask me questions. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On the question of the relative force of our 
Navy compared with that of other nations I should like to ask if 
the Senator can tell what it was at the beginning of the Spanish 
war, in 1898, and whether we were not then counted in naval 
power sixth or seventh amongst the governments of the world? 

Mr. HALE. Quite likely. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think one of the reports I saw stated that 
we were seventh. 

Mr. HALE. I beg the Senator's pardon, but that particular 
year has gone, and what I am dealing with now is the present 
status of the building programme we have already authorized. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I was trying to show our 5 5 advance. 

Mr. HALE. It has been exceedingly rapid. There was a time 
when we were behind every other nation, when we only appro- 
priated $14,000,000 a year for the naval establishment—for ships, 
officers, men, and everything else—and the whole naval world 
was ahead of us. We then began the work of the building up 
of the new Navy, and what Iam trying to show is what we have 
already done, including the authorization of this year. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ishould like to ask the Senator to state, in 
passing, that in the effectiveness, in the improvements of our 
war ships, and in their appurtenances and appliances and ma- 
chinery we are second in the naviesof the world. We have prof- 
ited, in other words, by the mistakes made by European coun- 
tries in building up their navies, 
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Mr. HALE. We have this great advantage, Mr. President, let 
me say in answer to the suggestion of the Senator from California, 
that up to, I will say, 1884, we stood by and saw other nations 
making experiments in different kinds of new re, They spent 
hundreds of millions of dollars upon ships that have since been 
abandoned as obsolete, and other kinds of ships are being con- 
structed to make their present navies; but in reckoning the en- 
tire tonnage of the foreign navies they have reckoned what both 
the Senator from California and the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire suggest, and all of these old and practically obsolete ships 
that are still existing are counted in their tonnage, while our ton- 
nage is of the new ships that have been built and are fit for some 


service. 
Mr. ALGER. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Certainly. 


Mr. HALE. y 3 

Mr. ALGER, the Spanish-American war a large num- 
ber of yachts—inferior boats, you might call them—were pur- 
chased, but they would be of no use in time of war. 

Mr. HALE. Twenty-three of them. 

Mr. ALGER. I want to know whether they are included in 
this number. 

Mr. HALE. They are not included in the list of ships of sea 
strength and fit for war service, to which Iam coming. They do 
not amount to much either in tonnage or armament or anything 
else; but they balance against just the same kind of ships that 
are found in foreign navies, and that adds to their total. They 
are of the same kind. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will suspend one 
moment while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. It will be stated. : 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade 
between ports of the United States and ports or places in the Phil- 
ippine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine 
5 kor other 

Mr. T . ask that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. 


found in the report on the House bill? : 

Mr. HALE. I think there may be some little change, but it is 
55 same thing. 

Mr. LODGE. That table shqws the sea 

Mr. HALE. I was going to explain what it shows. 

Mr. 8 Do the Senator 
ships that are a sen 


Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in refer- | to determine fro 


ence to the interrogatory on the part of the Senator from Mich- 
[Mr. ALGER], I wish to say that the total pg Fd 


tonnage 
81808. and the converted yachts have a tonnage of 10, 880. 
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they are included in the total, but it is inconsequential as a mat- 
ter of fact. 

Mr. HALE. They make no figure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. No. 

Mr. Now, treating of what we may call the sea strength 
of the larger ships, that is here given for Great Britain, for France, 
for Russia, for gemo: for the United States, for Italy, for 
Japan. The table gives the number of battle ships, coast-defense 
ironclads, cruisers, tected cruisers of the first and 
second class, and cruisers and scouts over 1,000 tons. That, of 
course, includes all armored ships and all battle ships whenever 
built. It gives for Great Britain a tonnage of 1,516.040; France, 
576,108; Russia, 416,158; Germany, 387,874; the United States, 
294,405; Italy, 258,838; Japan, 243,586; Austria, 93,913, That is 
the tonnage of ships that are now commissioned, 

. ALGER. They are built. 

Mr. HALE, Yes; they are now in commission, 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator how is it possible, 
with only the tonnage he has stated, for the United States to be 
the third naval power in the world? 

Mr. HALE. ill the Senator let me complete my statement? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I have also shown—and that is included in this 
table—what the strength of this country alone and of each coun- 
try will be when the 5 e e e is carried out. 

Senators may say that is not all carried out yet; that we 
have got to wait. Of course, we have to wait. You can not 
build a ship ina — Great Britain can not and Germany can not. 
But, as showing what we have done and are doing, I have another 
table which shows that when the building going cn is completed 
of these larger ships, the tonnage of Great Britain will be 1,867,250; 
of France, 755,757; of the United States, 616,275; Russia, 558,492; 
Germany, 505,619, or more than 100,000 tons less than we have; 
Italy, 329.000; Japan, 253,000; Austria, 149,000—all including the 

resent building programme when it is carried out. I put in, Mr. 
President, these most important tables: : 
OFFICE OF NAVAL INTELLIGENCE, 
February 5, 1904. 

Memorandum of information for Hon. EUGENE HALE, chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate, in response to his 
request of February 4, 1904. Contents: Ships in commission of various nayal 
powers; sea strength (printed table)-of the principal naval powers. 

EATON SCHROEDER, 
Captain, United States Navy, Chief Intelligence Officer. 


VESSELS IN COMMISSION FOR ACTIVE SERVICE AND ATTACHED TO CRUISING 


SQUADRONS. 
OTE.—Not included: Cruising training vessels, boats of less than 1,000 
6 — —— —-—V—— in com- 
mission, but at to shore stations.] 


Battle ships, first class. 
Coast-defense vesselss 


quickly 


SEA STRENGTH OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAL POWERS. 
Number and displacement of war ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacement. 


1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Number and displacement of war ships; built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacement—Continued. 


United States. 


Battle ships, first class a 
Other battle ships and coast-defense 
ironclads. 


py a | a aaa eae 
Cae mt and scouts (above 1,000 


a Battle ships, first c are of (about) 10,000 = or more displacement, and are not more than 20 years old: (The few exceptions as to age have 


reconstrnu and are given a m armam 
5 not yet awarded for two additional authorized. 


N. B.- Gunboats and other vessels of less than 1,000 tons are not pc in the table, nor are transports, dispatch vessels, converted merchant vessels or 


yachts, or obsolete cruisers. Vessels not begun are not included in the tabl 


Number of torpedo vessels and submarines, built and building. 


T, 
cd Built, | Ting Bait, | 
les dogger ers 125 21 
eee 3 — . — —. eee 


Relative order of war-ship strength, 


At present. 
Nation. Tonnage. 

11 5 

416,158 

B87, 874 

204, 405 

243530 

93, 913 


Mr. HALE. These items do not include the present bill, 
Mr. CLAY. That is what I giao 
Mr. HALE. Itis figured last December, as I have stated. 


Now, one thing is: noticea 1 in which the situation is very | with another table w. 


marked. The Whole Japanese navy, already built and building, 
is only 47 vessels; in all, 253,681 tons. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Built and building? 

Mr. HALE. But Japan is at home. In any ible: contro- 
versy that may arise her base is only afew hun miles from any 
naval or military operations. The figures that Japan can 
show are small compared with those of every other country that 
I have cited, except 81 but she has this immense advantage 
of being near at home in her fighting: 

Mr. OVER RMAN. I will ask the Senator what position rela- 

tively we shall obtain when the present bill is p 

Mr. HALE. That will not change it very te except that 
I will say this: Germany is not up a large pode a 
gramme. Her programme is not nearly as large as ours. F 
programme is not as large as ours, excepting in some 
vessels. The only power that is Keeping up an increase as large 
eet oe i 

over these 0 of total tonnage, 

from a compilation atthe Department, of the navies of the- 
world, I find that to make up this great tonnage of large vessels 
of other countries there is: included a great many vessels: that 
were built before we began to build ournew Navy. vy of these 
large vessels are old; they are set aside; eee in er 
stations and navy-yards,, but they help the 


As would be the case were vessels building now completed. 
a Nation. 


| 


old and comparatively obsolete sh ships from France’s effective navy, 

ive, brings us up with our na 
programme with France, and with her next to Great Britain, 
Which has got of these old ships, built before 1884, 130,000 tons. 
Germany has 34,000 tons of what you might call obsolete ships and 
25,000 tons of armored cruisers: Russia has 40,000 tons. 


NUMBER OF BATTLE SHIPS AND ARMORED ORUISERS OF CERTAIN GREAT 
POWERS LAID DOWN PRIOR TO OR IN 1884. 
Battle ships (12) g iii T 
e ships $ 
22 5 


2 
= 88 


S bS5 
888888888 


e. 
s 


Armored cruisers, none. 


VION Sacks E duvabe butlond de-as okescwencaseaeuwetinandtdwatune 25, 855 
Mr. MALLORY, Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). 
the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from Florida? 
Mr. HALE. Certain! 


= . y. 

Mr. MALLORY. We have some ships which are pretty old, 
but which are in good condition—for instance, the Atlanta, the 
Boston, the Chicago, and that class of vessels, They were built 
before 1884, and yet those vessels are now—— 

H . No, they were not built before 1884. 

Mr. MALLORY, They were finished about 1884. 

Mr. HALE. They did not get into the Navy before 1886, or 
even later. 

Mr. MALLORY. Well, 1885 or 1886. 

Mr. HALE. Iam only taking now the ships not of that kind; 
Iam only taking now the ships of other powers that were built 
before that time. 

Mr. MALLORY. Even conceding that, the point I want to 
make is this: We have repaired those vessels, e Chicago has 
been completely transformed and the Atlanta has been recently 
entirely overhauled; I do not know about the Boston; but thosa 
vessels 3 in first-class condition, though they are com- 
sea 


Does 


Mr. . They are in our Navy; they are in good condition, 
Mr. MALLORY. Can Be determine from the fact that a ves- 
sel was built before 1884 that she is necessarily out of date? 

Mr. HALE. Well, I do. When we come to the number of 
ships that Great Britian has got in commission, I see where these 
obsolete ships are accounted for. But I am coming to that. 

Mr. MALLORY, Possibly the ships of the countries which the 
Senator has termed obsolete may have been repaired, as we have 


1 age ours. 

r. HALE. In addition to that, Mr. President, I have made 
another table, which shows the tonnage that goes to make up 
these figures of these other great powers between 1884 and 1894, 
when we began to introduce the battle ships. Those that I have 
already given are older than any battle ships, older than any 
cruisers or any gunboats, or anything we have got. 

Again, I have got an additional table of large vessels built be- 
tween 1884 and 1890. This table shows that Great Britain has an 
additional 115,600 tons of battle ships that were built before we 
began to introduce battle ships, and 39,000 tons of armored cruis- 
ers, ing in all 164,000, which is to be taken from these figures 
of large ships that Great Britain has, as compared with ours, all 
of which have been built and taken into the Navy since 1894. 
France adds to that 31,533 tons. So that in effective large new 
ships we will be, when this 5 completed, away beyond 
either Germany or Russia or Japan, alo: e of France, and up 
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much nearer to Great Britain than anybody would realize if they 
did not know what these figures show. 


NUMBER OF BATTLE SHIPS AND ARMORED CRUISERS OF CERTAIN GREAT 
POWERS LAID DOWN FROM 1885 TO 1800, BOTH INCLUSIVE. 


MA 


p 


A 
Latouche Treville SA oro Bee 
eee At prannncdag enews sahankous AOA 


Battle ships, none. 
Armored cruisers, none. 


Battle ships (5): _ 
Georgei Pobiedonosets 


Armored cruisers (3): 
Admiral Nakhimoff ................---.---- 


stated. 

Mr. LODGE. I mean is it perfectly fair to take that for 
granted? Of course, they may change. 

Mr. HALE. Well, if they do so, we can. I mean the pro- 
gramme that is now laid out and provided for by law. 

Great Britain undoubtedly, as I see from what has taken place 
in the House of Commons, has a large, but not a detailed, pro- 
Sage this year. Great Britain evidently does not know just 

ow she will want to build ships for the next year. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator in regard to those ves- 
sels he was speaking of as built before 1884? Is it not true about 
every armored ship built and ordered at that time that the armor 
was iron plate? I do not remember the technical name, but they 
were plates that were superseded by steel plates. 

Mr. HALE. Entirely. 

Mr. LODGE. It is armor that no country would think of 
using now. 

Mr. There may have been some composite armor, but 
it is only within a very few years, Mr. President, that any nation 
has begun to use the best modern armor. : 

Mr. LODGE. They were compound iron plates. 

Mr. HALE. Composite iron plates. 

Mr. President, I put in here a memorandum from the Bureau 
of Naval Intelligence: 

Memorandum. 
FEBRUARY 18, 1904. 
the following shy 
A cn nt mai te 
te y wa „ * s; 

Monitors: af jantonomoh, “Amphitrite, Terror, Puritan harbor — only. 

So it seems they are already talking in the Navy Department of 
putting the Oregon, the Massachusetts, and the Indiana onto the 
retired class for coast defense. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope they will keep the Oregon off of it. 

Mr. HALE. They ought to. I think the Oregon is one of the 
best ships that ever was built. 

Mr. LODGE, It is a good ship to-day. 
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Mr. HALE. It is a good ship to-day. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to see another like it built. 

Mr. HALE.. But it does not fill the fancy of a naval officer. 
She has not the room on her for staterooms and for comforts and 
for conveniences and for all the intricate machinery that a 16,000- 
ton ship has. But she has the same number of 12-inch guns and 
the same number of turrets and the same efficient force, so far as 
the great guns go. She is smaller, more easily handied, and when 
she goes to the bottom, as any battle ship will from the impact of 

a torpedo, like the jab of a prize fighter's fist, instead of seven or 
ight million dollars going to the bottom, it is only $5,000,000, for 
which sum a ship of that ki 1 

So we have to reckon with this as showing why it is that we 
roe ee ae asked by e — ana en perigee for 

e est programme. y wan iggest ships ever 
were built. They do not want any other nation to beat them. 
There is not to-day, Mr. President, on the waters of the globe a 
ship of 16,000 tons displacement, and yet we are building these of 
35 genk, and all other battleshipsare turned down by the naval 

ards. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are there any building now? 

Mr. HALE. are a few building, but very few in addi- 
tion to what we are building. England has talked about building 
a vessel even larger than that, but I think it has been abandoned, 
and most of the building is of the 11,000 and 12,000 ton class and 
along there, with the same armament of big guns. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish we had ten or fifteen like the Ore 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maine pardon me for a 
moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. HALE. C 


‘ertainly. 
Mr. BACON. Itis in connection with what the Senator from | this 


ty. 

The particular point to which I wish to direct the attention 
of the Senator from Maine is this: AsI understand, the armor 
which is now placed upon ships is designed as protection against 
projectiles from other ships. In other words, the armor is not 
complete protection, at least against torpedoes or other submarine 
offensive machinery. 

Now, if the development of this class of submarine offensive 
vessels, torpedoes and submarine boats, etc., continues in a very 
high degree, so that in the possible near future itmay be regarded 
as the most dangerous class of offensive weapons against ships, 
will itnot be true even as to the ships now being constructed—if 
there is a great revolution in that particular—that they will prac- 
tically be worthless and become obsolete, even though 1 be 
perfect in their capacity to resist projectiles from other ships? 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator want—— 

Mr. BACON. I was trying to direct a question to the Senator, 
but I saw his attention was diverted. 

Mr. HALE. I will look straight at the Senator's good face and 
will look at no other. 

Mr. BACON. The point to which I desire to ask the attention 
of the Senator, and it is rather in furtherance of the suggestion 
he makes now as to the superiority of the $5,000,000 ship rather 
than the $8,000,000 ship, is this: Will not the development of sub- 
marine wea of naval architecture, if it continues in the ratio 
in which it recently increased, make it possible that in the 
near future, that being relied on as the principal weapon of offense, 
these great ships, while they may be perfect in their capacity for 
resistance to projectiles from other ships, will themselves become 
almost obsolete, by reason of their inability to defend themselves 
apps oe and other submarine vessels and weapons of 

Mr. HALE. Now, that is a matter which we have considered 
in committee, and I think the fair way to look at it is that the pres- 
ent war in the East may develop a condition which will show that 
so large a proportion of the expenditures for naval ships should 
not be concentrated upon battle shi But nobody will know 
e . . Which 18 8550 with eagle eye 
ev g is taking place there, because her great possessions 
are there, does not know what to do—until the smoke clears up. 
Nobody knows now whether a battle ey erie costs between seven 
and eight million dollars, or a torpedo boat that costs $300,000, 
will be the more effective battle engine in the years to come. 

Therefore, as the House bill gd gong y one battle ship, 
where last „ five, and has two armored cruisers, 
which to my mind be found more valuable than the big bat- 
tle ships, and then certain small cruisers for speed to accompany 
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the fleet, we did not think it desirable to still more change our 
programme until—I use my same metaphor—the smoke lifts from 
the war which is going on in the East, and we see whether such 
a revolution in naval architecture and naval has been 
wrought in one season as was caused by the advent of the little 
Monitor, when she steamed into the bay below the mouth of the 
Potomac and saved Washington and subverted every idea that 
anybody ever had had of the efficiency of ships. 

We are pr ing at an immense expense on some things that 
may be proved to be valueless in one season. I found in my in- 
vestigation one thing which I had not known before. It wasa 
startling thing. We are naling al our battle ships with revoly- 
ing turrets. We put in them the big guns, the 12 and 13 inch 
guns. You have got down to 12-inch guns, afd I wish we were 
down to the 10. e put them all in revolving turrets. 

A few years ago the naval board, thinking it was a picturesque 
innovation, provided for a second story—a second turret—to be 
put on top of the main turret, and they built two ships, the Kear- 
sarge and the Kent „with those turrets. I have a copy of 
their re board reported that those were to be the 
ships of the future. They argued it all out. We built them, 
We gave them the money to provide for them. One of them 
went to Germany and received a great ovation, and our officers 
and men had a very gratifying time. But the German naval offi- 
cers remarked: Ik the United States is going to build that kind 


All British first-class battle ships less than 10 years old have their 12-inch 
guns en barbette. 

They will not touch a revolving turret. 

Mr. PATTERSON, Just what is that? 

Mr. HALE. The revolving turret is a cylinder 

Mr. PATTERSON. I mean en barbette, ‘ 

Mr. HALE, 5 instead of a turret, It is a plat- 
form outside upon which the guns are imposed, and sometimes 
they are hooded, but they are stationary. They are platform 


guns. 

Then I followed this thing up to see why it was that while we 
are going on, asking no questions, and building nothing but re- 
volving turrets for these guns, England is not building one of 
them. The reason is that they are afraid of them. y say 
they are subject to an ordinary accident; that if a revolving tur- 
ret jams from any cause—the listing of the ship or a single shell 
hits it—the ship is good for nothing; the big guns can not be 
used, They say that if an explosion were to take place in a tur- 
ret—and anybody who has ever been in them can understand 
that—the results would be horrible. So itis the fact that the 
great power of Great Britain, which is the great accredited au- 
thority on naval structures, is not building a single revolving 
turret for large . Weare building all. å 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HALE i 


8 . Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like, if the Senator will yield to me, to 
ask him if we have not had an explosion in a turret? 

Mr. HALE. We have had accidental explosions. 

Mr. TELLER. Accidental explosions. 

Mr. HALE, We have had. They are horrible. We have had 
nothing in battle. 

The Senator from Illinois asks me what we are doing now in 
this bill. We have adhered to the old way because we have only 
one battle ship in the bill. 

. There is only one battle ship provided for in 


Mr. CULLOM, we allowing the turrets to remain? 

Mr.HALE, I think it is proper that attention should be called 
to this matter. Itis not the Secre it is the board of naval 
officers who d these matters. course, they may be right; 
it may be we are all right. But if we are all right, Great Britain 
is all wrong. And if t in is all right, we are all wrong. 


= 
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55 have not had enough discussion of the naval programme here - 
tofore. 

Mr. TELLER. How about Germany? 

Mr. HALE. I have looked also into the other powers. Ger- 
many builds a few, France a few, but generally the ships that are 
buildi g, those by Great Britain entirely, are barbette ships, 
although some of the other nations are building turreted ships. 
But Great Britain is building none of them. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly, 

Mr. CARMACK. I understand that all our battle ships now 
are turreted. 

Mr. HALE. Every battle ship has its big guns put into cylin- 
der revolving turrets. 

Mr. CARMACK. How about the cruisers? 

Mr. HALE. Thecruisers do not have the big guns. The ques- 
tion does not arise with the cruisers. 

Mr. CLAY. With the Senator’s permission, I am frank to con- 
fess that I do not understand this matter. The Senator, I am 
sure, can explain it. He has put on record the enormous tonnage 
and gun power of the United States ships, by Mr. Weaver. His 
statement is simply this: The total tonnage of the ships now in 
the United States is 531,886 tons. -The 31 vessels now buildi 
have an aggregate tonnage of 349,431 tons. This makes a gran 
total of ships in commission, when these in process of con- 
struction are completed, of 881.317 tons, and es the United 
States the second nayal pre of the world. 

Now, from the Navy Department comes theinformation, which 
the Senator has just read, that when the ships now under process 
of construction are completed the United States will have a ton- 
nage of 616,275, making a difference of over 200,000 tons and mak- 
ing us the third naval power of the world. 

Ar. HALE. I have explained that. I am sorry the Senator 
was not here or that I was dull in explaining it. 

What I have taken as the actual basis are the figures they have 
given for ships over a thousand tons what is called sea strength.” 

Mr. LODGE. The fighting force. 

Mr. HALE. The fighting force. The addition is made up not 
only in our Navy, but in other navies, of smaller vessels which 
are valuable vessels, but are not of what is called the “fighting 
force.” Therefore I have not considered it a fair comparison to 
take the figures that are given there, which are correct, as they in- 
elude ia ee, 

Mr. CLAY. e table that the Senator has inserted in the 
Recorp embraces all the ships. 

Mr. HALE. All of the ships will show in the table to be printed 
as a public document. This includes Mr. Weaver's tables. 

Mr. CLAY. And the report from the Navy Department sim- 
ply enbraces those of a certain size? 

Vr. HALE, They will give you just what is in that report. 
Their attention has been called to this matter, and a reply has 
been given. We have asked them to give us what is called the 
sen power,” the “ fighting power,“ and these late figures which I 
have in the table all cover the fighting power, what is called the 
“sea power,” and do not include the fifty or sixty vessels, as I sup- 
pose there are in our Navy, which are below a thousand tons. 

Mr. ALLISON. The same rule runs through the entire table? 

Mr. HALE. It runs through the entire table, and also runs 
through the tables of other powers. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of all the ships of all the countries? 

Mr. HALE. All aoe of all countries. 

Mr. PROCTOR. ill the Senator from Maine yield to me for 


mounted en barbette instead of in revolving turrets, and I entirely 
agree with his expression of doubt. 

Mr. HALE. It applies to the Army just as to the Navy. 

Mr. PROCTOR. ere is a parallel case inthe Army. I have 
argued here against using the disappearing carriage to the great 
extent we have, in which respect ours is entirely different from 
the policy of any other country. The same is true in regard to 
turrets. The reason is very much stronger in the case of the 
Army because the barbette being on an elevation, a fort, is 
very much more protected it would be on board ship. We 
have spent many millions for mounting guns in forts; some of 
them at an elevation of two or three hundred feet, on disappear- 
ing carriages, which a single shot might disable, and in my opin- 
ion it would be very likely to. Even a shot throwing gravel or 
the débris of the concrete from the fortification would put the 
gun out of service. I am very glad to hear this discussion. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator before he sits down 
whether there has not been a report made on that subject since 
the last discussion? e 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iam not aware of any. We have gone on. 
I think the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS] can tell us 
about that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I refer the Senator to the report of the Chief of 
Ordnance, Board of Ordnance and Fortification, commencing at 
page 67, where the report of the board that was appointed on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont toinvestigate 
the practicability and desirability of using the disap ing car- 
riage as against the barbette is given fully. When the fortifica- 
tions bill is up we will discuss that proposition. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia if this re indorses a change of the system? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; the board—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is what I supposed. : 

Mr. PERKINS. They are in favor of disappearing carring, 

Mr. PROCTOR. I wish merely to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the fact that we are in that matter differing from the policy 
of every other nation, the same as we are in the use of the revoly- 
ing turret. I think we are making a mistake, surely in the case 
of the Army. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I think the Senator 
from Vermont is mistaken. The disappearing carriage is used 
in some countries besides the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course it is. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Only to a very limited extent, and our disap- 
pearing carriage is not used anywhere. ‘ 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say further that the disappear- 
ing carriage is an American invention. 

Mr. PROCTOR. So is the turret. 

Mr. HALE. Let these army experts fight it out on the army 
bill. Iam dealing with the Navy. : 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to inquire if there has been any 
trouble with the turret of any battle ship? I ask only for infor- 
mation. 

Mr. HALE. The fortunate fact is that we have not gotten into 
war yet. They have not been tried yet. Nobody knows. The 
British officers and authorities go on the assumption that when 
you get into conflict the unforeseen things will happen, the tur- 
reted ship is subject toa much larger percentage of accidents. 
We, fortunately, never have tried it in battle. Ido not know, 
and I do not claim 

Mr. FORAKER. The theory is that the turrets are more liable 
to accident? 

Mr. HALE. One can see that where the— 

Mr. FORAKER. As a matter of fact, there has not been any? 

Mr. HALE. None in war. 

Mr. FORAKER. They were used in the Spanish-American 
war at Santiago. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. The Indiana and the Oregon were turreted 


ships. 

Mr. HALE. The ships that showed in that fight, the two ships 
that did most of the fighting, were the Oregon and the Brooklyn. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. The Oregon is a turreted ship, but there was no 
ship that she was contending with. She had nothing to contend 
with in the way of a battle ship. 

Mr. LODGE. Was not the Iowa a turreted ship? 

Mr. HALE. All our battle ships are turreted. 

Mr. LODGE. The Jowa certainly engaged in it. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; but the most prominent were the Oregon 
and the Brooklyn. 

Mr. LODGE. The Massachusetts was not there. 

Mr. HALE. The Massachusetts was not there; the Texas was. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am asking only for information. May I 
ask the Senator from Maine how does the question arise now? Does 
the bill provide for ships without turrets? 

Mr. E. No. e have left that to the Department. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh! 

Mr. HALE. I first tried to enlighten myself and then to en- 
lighten the Senate and the country as to what the conditions are 
and how we are going on as compared to other great naval powers, 

Mr. FORAKER. It is not only interesting, but very important. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is important as a matter of administra- 
tion. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator permit me just a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 


Mr. CARMACK. I understand the drift of the Senator's re- 
marks and those of the Senator from Vermont to mean that there 
is a very serious doubt as to whether the vast sums of money 
which we have been expending for military and naval purposes 
have been 3 expended. 

Mr. HALE. 


should not go so far as that. There has been 
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great intelligence. Whether there has also been wisdom—intelli- 
gence and wisdom are not the same—— 

Mr. CARMACK. Wisdom, I meant. 

Mr. HALE. Whether everything has been done in the wisest 
way isa 751 I do not mean to censure the naval officers. 
I do not think any navy in the world has a finer complement of 
naval officers than we have for intelligence, for courage, of 
course, for patriotism, and for every quality that goes to make up 
usefulness in time of war or to make great sailors, great officers, 
great captains, But the naval officer is a naval officer pure and 
simple. The one thing that bounds his horizon is the United 
States Navy. Itisthe sea. If heis, as nearly all the officers are, 
graduates of Annapolis, it is the scene of every incident in his 
eventful life from boyhood until he retires. To him the building 
a Navy is the one essential thing over and above all other 

ings. as 

When he is confronted with the question whether we will ap- 
propriate money for a navy or for the dwindling merchant ma- 
rine, he is for the Navy. That is his profession; that is his busi- 
ness. And the naval boards, I think, have run too much in the 
direction of building the most enormous ships, 

I tried last year to keep the size of the ships down, and instead 


of building three 16,000-ton ships, at almost $8,000,000 apiece, I 


would have bnilt five like the Oregon and the Massachusetts; and 
it was declared that I had lost all sense of patriotism, that I was 
an impediment and an encumberer of the ground, and had no 
business to advance any such proposition against the naval pro- 


gramme. 

I have not changed my mind. I think instead of three great 
16.000-ton battle ships, five like the Oregon, the Massachusetts, and 
the Indiana, with the same number of guns that the others have, 
but not the room, not so many small guns, although they have a 
great many of them, but not the room and not in appearance the 
wonderfully potential engine of war as the big ships, would have 
been better. But the naval officers believe in the biggest ships. 
In some respects they are like the farmer who wants to raise the 
biggest 5 1 5 They do not want to be beaten by their neigh- 
bors. They do not want England or Germany to excel us in the 
size of ships. 

As to the relative merits of the larger 8 15 and torpedo boats, 
in future construction, ex- Secretary Chandler has given a very 
valuable interview on the subject, which I will incorporate in 
the Senate document which is to include the tables used in my 
remarks. 

Now, the present year’s appropriation, including this bill and 
the deficiency—there will always be about the same amount of 
deficiency—will equal in round figures $100,000,000. - 

The naval programme of the nayal boards and naval officers is 
that. as against twenty-four battle ships which we have built and 
building, and with this bill twenty-five, and ten armored cruisers, 
we shall go on and build until we have 1 battle ships and 
twelve armored cruisers—forty-eight battle ships, in round num- 
bers, at $8,000,000 apiece, twenty-three of which will be hereafter 
authorized, and twenty-four armored cruisers at six millions each, 
nearly. If we adopt that programme (and it is said we have no 
business to ask questions, but we must give everything that is 
asked), we will have a naval appropriation bill next year of 
$115,000,000 or $120,000,000; and when you get the forty-eight 
battle ships and twenty-four armored cruisers no appropriation 
of less than $200,000,000 a year will run the Navy. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

Mr. HALE. And long before that you will have to build to 
take the place of obsolete ships to keep up the complement of 
forty-eight battleships. Great Britain has only thirty-four battle 
ships in commission to-day, and yet the naval boards and naval 
officers tell us that we want forty-eight battle ships. They are in 
earnest; they are honest about it from their standpoint, and think 
the country can not do better than devote its money to this pur- 


I think that while the committee this year has not thought it 
wise to interfere with this programme, it is well worth the while 
for the Senate to consider in the future to what all this will in- 
evitably lead. I am not in favor of stopping the building of ships. 
Iam not in favor of impairing the usefulness of the Navy. I think 
we ought to have the second or third navy in the world. I think 
when anyone says we ought to go on and have a navy as big as 
Great Britain that we are dealing with conditions that are entirely 
different from those of Great Britain, and that the contemplated 
force is too large; that it is more than the revenues will sustain. 

Does the Senator from Iowa arise to a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. I was waiting; I did not know but that the 
Senator would reach the comparison that I think he ought to make 
at this stage. I should be glad to know what will be the appro- 
priations necessary for the maintenance of the Navy as it will be 
when all the present ships are put in commission which are under 
construction and those authorized heretofore and in this bill. Then 
I should be glad to know, in comparison, what, under the pro- 


gramme which the Senator has just announced as the programme 
of the Navy Board, the annual appropriations would be, and what 
would be relatively the number of sailors. 

Mr. HALE. I have given what the annual naval appropriation 


would ultimately be, $200,000,000 per year. The num 
will be from 80,000 to 90,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. As against what? 

Mr. HALE. As against 34,000 now. 

Mr, ALLISON. I will ask the Senator in the course of his ob- 
servations to state what the number of men will be when the 
ships now under construction are completed. 

Mr. HALE. It will be 43,000. It would be just about double 
that under the larger programme, if we carry it out. Now, we 
are not seeking even any restriction or shrinkage this year, be- 
cause the conditions are peculiar. We do not know what this 
first locking of horns between two great powers—and they are 
both great powers—will demonstrate upon the question of the 
naval establishment. 

The committee did not think it wise, all the more, as I hay 
said, because the House reported only one battle ship, to interfere 
with their programme. But I will say, in answer to the Senator 
from Iowa, that if we simply keep a navy of the size which ours 
will be when the ships provided for in this bill and those now un- 
der construction are completed, then we need not have an appro- 
priation much, if any, larger than itis now. I have made these 
calculations as correctly as I can. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, I know how difficult itis 
to make accurate estimates, but I should like to have the Senator 
state, so far as he can, what the annual appropriation will neces- 
sarily be when the present construction and authorization is com- 
pleted and the ships are in commission. 

Mr. HALE. That would depend upon whether we go on and 
add every year a lot of new ships. If we stop, then I can tell; but 
if we keep adding while this programme is being carried out, then 
the appropriations will increase all thetime. 1do not know what 
we will do; but if we stop and do not do anything more for the 
present or the near future than what is necessary to keep good our 
twenty-five battle ships and corresponding cruisers, then we can 
get along and get along well. ‘ 

The appropriations for the ships in this bill do not come in 
until the next year, because they do not get to work this year any 
more than to be ready to build theships. The second year is more 
than the first. The carrying ont of the programme of vessels 
already organized runs through a period of from three to five 
years. Butif we only make good and add only one battle ship a 
year and some scouts and cruisers, and an armored cruiser, then 
we can keep the appropriations down to about what they are now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that this bill carries $31,000,000 
for the construction of ships already being constructed and 
authorized. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is, for construction? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; for work on ships already authorized. 

Mr. ALLISON. So that if we stop the building of new ships 
hereafter, allowing the programme to remain as it is under these 
bills, then the annual appropriation, as I understand the Senator, 
will not be increased. 

Mr. HALE. It will not materially, I think. 

Mr. ALLISON. But suppose we also, each year, add to the 
Navy for the purpose of keeping it in full use, allowing for wear 
and tear and new ships to take the place of old ones, etc., will 
there not be a considerable addition thereby every year to the an- 
nual appropriation? 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter about which one can not tell ex- 
actly. When we get through with the appropriation of $31,000,000 
to carry out the building programme, that reduces the subsequent 
appropriation bills so much, so that the current appropriation will 
be less, and then we will have room for a moderate increase that 
shall keep the Navy up to the position it will be in when the pres- 
ent building programme is carried out. But I do not claim anyone 
can make figures exactly. I should think, under those condi- 
tions, if we do not go on with the larger programme hereafter 
and run it up to forty-eight ships, we can get along with about 
$100,000,000 a year. 2 

Mr. President, I did not intend to consume so much time. 
Senators will bear me out that on appropriation bills which have 
been placed in my charge I have not taken any time in making 
speeches. I have only 

Mr. PROCTOR. Weare getting a great deal of very valuable 
and interesting information, and I should like to ask the Senator 
from Maine a question on the matter of expense. He has spoken of 
the programme of the Naval Boardas retiring some shi » placing 
them on the retired list, so to speak—the Oregon, Indiana, an 
Massachusetis. I should like to ask the Senator what he thinks 
or what, in the opinion of the Naval Board, would be about the 
average life of a ship; that is to say, in about how many years 
would the question come up whether it was worth while to repair 


r of men 


A all the modern improvements, or relegate her to 
p or to defense 
Mr. E. I do not know. One of the communications I had 


with this large number of battle owl nig! ere 
their life for o eee average of ten years, whether 


the mse of rene grea 

Mr, HALE. If they would last only ten years we should haye 
to build four battle ships every year to keep it good. 

Mr. PENROSE. ident 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. HALE. Certain] 


Mr. PENROSE. I think I can answer the question of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont in a certain way. On page 546 of the House 
hearings A 


dmiral Dewey says: 
The battle ships, know, cost too much money to be cruising about in 
uncharted waters. ships ought to last one hundred years. 


It is the largest-sized battle ship which Admiral Dewey adyo- 
cates as the 13 ship for use in our Navy. 

Mr. HALE. The German authorities say twenty years. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I was about to say in answer 
to the Senator from Vermont that a rule prevails in the merchant 
marine by which they write off 5 per cent of the valuation every 
year. If the vessel is kept in ordinaryrepair, that makes the life 
of an iron or steel about twenty years. I think that our 
batile ships are good for thirty years, because they are kept in 
excellent condition, corrosion is not permitted to 3 and 
they have an ample crew, both in the engineering deck de- 
partment, to keep them in good order. I think, therefore, we can 
safely say that the life of a battle ship is thirty years. 

But constantly we are making improvements. As has been 
stated by the Senator from Maine, our ships to-day are far more 
effective than many of those which belong to the great navies of 
the world, because we have profited by their mistakes. Wehave 
improved upon their improvements, and to-day our officers can 
handle our ships more expeditiously, our guns and our parapets 
and our turrets are all, notwithstanding the criticism, better 
equipped to-day, and they have given evidence of it wherever they 
have been in any contest, although the great contest has yet to 
come, as the Senator from Maine says, and it is experimental ina 
great measure. 

I think that instead of censuring or adversely criticising our 
officers of the Navy and the boards they are entitled to t 
credit for what they have accomplished. We as citizens of this 
great Republic, those of us who have had experience in the mari- 
time service of the country, look at our vessels afloat with admi- 
ration, and we will compare them most fayorably to our advan- 
tage against the ships of any other nationality. 

Mr. . Mr. President, I detract nothing from the merit 
of the naval officer. When you come to war he will take care of 
the glory and honorof the American Navy as no other sailor and 
officer will. They are entitled to our thanks for the labor that 
they have bestowed, but I have thought it desirable, not in any 
way unduly finding fault, to bring out actual conditions now and 
in the future. 

We have some responsibility, Mr. President, in the Senate and 
in the House. We have to raise the money and we have to ap- 

priate it. We have a right to know how it is going, whether 

t is in the best ways, and whether we will be called upon for 

larger 1 with dwindling revenues relatively. 

ether I am charged with lack of patriotism because I choose 

in a fair and open way to somewhat criticise, I am not to be de- 

terred from it by the fact that I may be myself criticised, Iam 

in favor of a great, efficient, powerful navy, and there are cer- 

tain conditions that oblige us to have a navy than we 

would have otherwise. ə have got the Philippines on our 

hands, 7,000 miles away, and they are our vulnerable point.. We 
have now twenty-four naval ships keeping the peace out there. 

Some distinguished officer I saw quoted the other day, who said 
if the tend Hace not there we could not hold the Philippines three 
months. e have got to have ships there; we have got to have a 
navy commensurate for that purpose: and it is erent from 
What it would be if we were at e, as the Japanese are, and did 
our fighting here. If we ever get into war, the first thing we will 
have to do will be to spend hundreds of millions of dollars in pro- 
tecting the Philippines. 

Therefore I am in favor of keeping up a navy. But 
1 n has only thirty-four battle ships in i 


times the colonial possessions we have, over all the globe 


on, and with | them is 


Marcu 3, 


everywhere, and sey na yee ee the necessity of so large a 
naval force always in the oriental waters, still I eller that we 
do not need to keep up such an enormous programme as we car- 
ried out last year or as we are doing this year. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Maine this question: Did he understand from the gentleman to 
whom he referred why it was that if our Navy were not main- 
3 = the Philippines we would not hold that country three 
mon 

Mr. HALE. No. I only referred to that incidentally. I saw 
it in some newspaper. Ido not quote it as ee and quite 
likely it will be denied, although there is great force in the state- 
=e Lae 


Mr. CARMACK. Ido not understand that remark. I did not 
hear the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. HALE, Isimply referred to some newspaper item that I 
saw, that a distin ed military officer, whether in the Army 
or Navy, had said that without our Navy there we could not 
hold the Philippines for three months. Now, I do not know who 
it was, and that is not of the slightest consequence, 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator if it is not true that 
Admiral Dewey, in his testimony before the House committee, tes- 
tified that without our Navy we could not support the army in the 
Philippines three months? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know whether he went in that testimony 
so far as that, but he did say pretty nearly that, applying it toa 
condition of war, Of course, everybody understands that we need 
and must have, while we hold the Philippines, a large fleet there 


for . 

Mr. BACON. I should like to get the opinion of the Senator on 
one point. He is chairman of the committee, and doubtless has 
given it very considerable leant ir I ask it for information, 
which I am sure the Senator will be glad to give. What is the 
opinion of the Senator as to the magnitude of the fleet which he 
has just alluded to, which the retention of the Philippine Islands 
will make necessary? Iam speaking about the part of it that will 
be necessary for the retention of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. HALE. Now, that I do not know, because I have no ex- 
pert knowledge as to the 5 of the naval force to a colo- 
nial possession. I sent to the Department this 5 asked 
them what is the size of our fleet in and about the Philippines 
and in the Chinese and Japanese seas, and the answer is: Twenty- 
four ships in Eastern waters.” 

Mr. BACON. Without any special information as to their size 
or character? 

Mr. HALE. No, that is not ag but that can be easily obtained. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
another question before he sits down. When we have this large 
number of ships, whether on the present plan under our appro- 
priations or under a more e plan, will not the ships in 
time of peace be largely laid up in fresh water somewhere, or 
will they be required, ically all of them, to be in commission? 

Mr. HALE. Iam glad the Senator asked that question. Itis 
one consideration that slipped my mind when Iwas talking. We 
have, owned by the Government, and only needing to be 1 
dredged and walled, the best place for a fresh-water naval in 
which to lay up ships that the world has ever seen, and that is at 
League Island. en we took that property, we luckily took a 
very large extent—five or six hundred acres. It is not like the 
other old yards in New York, Norfolk, and Boston, consisting of 
a comparatively small tract, but it is a great tract. I went there 
the other day with the Secretary and some of the Pennsylvania 
delegation, the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], 
and there is the best place in the world, But the hearings that 
were taken on the bill for this year showed, as the naval officers 
said, that they did not want ships put in there; they thought they 
ought to be kept out, and ought to be around in different parts of 
the world; that they ought to be protecting our commerce. 

If I were the Secretary of the I will say to the Senator, 
I should eee just as soon as that place is made available, 
a considerable on of the battle ships in there, and they would 
be where in a few weeks or months vad e be 775 into fight- 
ing condition if war blackened on our horizon. But nothing of 
that kind is contemplated at present. How much tho Secretary 
of the Navy will do in overruling the desire to keep all these ships 
out I do not know, course he can do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator stated, I believe, that there are 
254 ships now, in the aggregate. Are any of them now laid up? 

ne HALE. Some of the little yachts, which do not figure 
muc 


Ponti ALLISON, But as a general rule they are all in commis- 
Mr. HALE. There are some that are being ing, ha laid 
aside, and perhaps some under repair, and all that; but none of 
in such place as League Island; there are none of the 
modern ships there, 
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Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? The Senator has given us some very interesting informa- 
tion as to the relative strength of our Navy compared with the 
navies of other large powers. I confess that the question which 
Iam about to propound to the Senator is one which gives mea 
great deal of trouble, and which I am not able satisfactorily to 
answer i myself, or at least I can not answer it satisfactorily 
to myself. 

Is it the Senator’s idea that the Navy of the United States 
should be enlarged with reference to the needs for the protection 
of our harbors and for the protection of commerce in proportion 
to the size thereof, or that the size of that Navy should be regu- 
lated according to the size of the navies of other nations on the 
earth? What is the view of the Senator with reference to that? 
In order that we may have some opportunity to estimate for the 
future, are we simply to provide a navy to protect our coast effi- 
ciently in time of war for our defense, and such additional navy 
as may be necessary for representatives in different parts of the 
world for the protection of commercial interests, etc.? Shall that 
be the basis of limitation, or, on the other hand, shall we go on and 
regulate our conduct in the enlargement of our Navy in propor- 
tion as other nations may see fit to enlarge theirs? t is the 
view of the Senator with reference to the particular controlling 
interest Which shall be our guide in the future? 

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, that is an entirely pertinent 
question. I do not know how I would answer it. I certainly do 
not think that we need to be put into any such attitude as Great 
Britain takes boldly and avowedly, and that is that she will, no 
matter how much it costs, have a navy bigger than any other two 
powers. Great Britain does not deny that; it was brought out 
in the debate the other day on the naval budget. Great Britain 
made that an essential postulate of her whole doctrine about a 
navy. 

Now, I do not think that we need that, because our situation is 
entirely different. If we had not any foreign ions and were 
at home, as the Japanese are, we have all the Navy now that we 
would need for any p . But we have got these possessions. 
I shall be glad for one to get rid of them; if we can; but as long 
as we have them we must have a navy commensurate with pro- 
tecting them if trouble arises. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator, then, as I understand it, gives it as 
his opinion that the enlargement of the Navy beyond its present 
proportions is made necessary only by the fact that our jurisdic- 
tion has been enlarged by what is popularly known as our “‘ new 
possessions.” 

Mr. HALE. I think that is the great factor. When you come 
to the last additions to the Navy and make it a very large one, 
that undoubtedly is the largest factor. 

Mr. BACON. Now, if the Senator will pardon me, I want to 
ask him another question. Of course it is recognized, when we 
speak about a navy that is sufficient for the protection of our com- 
merce, we do not in that contemplate that we shall at each place 
have a naval force which will be sufficient to meet any naval force 
which might be brought against it. That is not what we have in 
view. It simply means that we shall have in different sections 
the ships which will be necessary to support the authority of the 
Navy in the protection of its citizens in case of an emergency. 

Mr. HALE, We are very differently situated from England 
in that regard. We have not very much foreign shipping. 

Mr. BACON. 1am glad the Senator states that as his opinion. 
That is a pertinent consideration in the question Iam about to 
ask, which is this: Taking that as the particular function and 

office of our ships in foreign waters, and then considering the 
needs we have for a navy for the defense of our harbors and 
coasts, is it or is it not the opinion of the Senator that, those two 
things considered, the present size of the Navy is ample for the 
needs of the Government? 

Mr. HALE. I will say we have not, unluckily, much merchant 
marine engaged in foreign trade; and it is growing smaller at 
that. Great Britain’s foreign trade is enormous, increasing all 
the time all over the globe. We have not that consideration. 

We have these possessions, which we have got to protect, and 
we have this new enterprise, for which everybody has guaranteed 
us as sponsor—the great isthmian canal. We must have a mili- 
tary force sufficient for that purpose. I say a military force—it 
is all military, Army and Navy. We have got to have a navy 
that is ample, if any trouble arises there, to protect that canal, and 
we will always have. Great Britain has had great pride in her 
Mediterranean fleet, and, as the years 7 by, our main fleet will 
be in southern waters. That is one of the things which adds to 
the necessity of a FV ten years 
ago, when we neither had the Philippines, nor Guam, nor Porto 
Rico, nor Hawaii, nor the isthmian canal on our hands. But 
without all of those possessions, we need a comparatively small 
navy. 


Mr. BACON. The isthmian canal is, of course, nearer to us 
and will not be a matter which will require so large an increase 
of the Navy asis required by those far-distant possessions, Am 
I correct in that suggestion? 


Mr. HALE. No; I think,on the other hand, if any trouble 
arose, if we had any war with any great European power, we 
would require a larger fleet of fighting vessels down there than 
we would in the Philippines. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; but I am speaking now of the fact that 
they are near tous and that the same ships we have at home are 
available. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; we do not need many ships for mere home 
protection. Our home-port cities are largely protected by fortifi- 
cations, and with the modern and fortifications which have 
been built and are now building it is supposed that no hostile 
fleet will ever be able to destroy our cities; and with the line of 
harbor-defense vessels we haye got we are pretty well equipped 
in that regard. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me for asking one 
other question, I was very much struck with the statement of 
the Senator as to the desirability of the ship of the pattern of the 
Oregon rather than the ship of 16,000 tons burden. I understand, 
from the statement of the Senator, that he regards the smaller 
type as fully as efficient as a fighting machine as the larger 
ship. If I am correct in my understanding, this bill carries a 
provision for the construction of 16,000-ton ships. 

Mr. HALE. For one. 

Mr. BACON. For one. That involves a difference of some 
$3,000,000 in cost, if I understand correctly the opinion of the 
Senator, without being any more efficient as a fighting vessel. 
Now, of course, the Senator has a good reason for it, I know, and 
I simply desire to ascertain what that reason is. Why is it, with 
the views the Senator has in that matter, that he retains the pro- 
vision for the 16,000-ton ship rather than substitute a provision 
for a ship of the pattern of the Oregon? A 

Mr. HALE. I offered that last year and could not succeed; and 
as the programms has been cut down from five battle ships to 
one and we inserted not more than 16,000 tons,” I am willing to 
leave it to the Secretary of the Navy to determine that. 

Mr. BACON, It is not required that this vessel shall be 16,000 
tons, but that is the limitation. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that it shall not be more than that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on that point just a word. 
While as a member of the Naval Committee I have been inter- 
ested in the position which the chairman of the committee has 
taken in reference to this matter as to the relative value of large 
ships and the smaller , such as the Oregon, yet it is but fair 
to state that on that point there is a very marked difference of 
opinion. I think perhaps the weight of naval opinion the world 
over, as well as in our own Department, would be in favor of the 
large type. I think the chairman of the committee would admit 
that. I have been necessarily very strongly impressed with the 
position the chairman of the committee has taken, that the 
smaller type might become a more effective fighting force than 
these enormous battle ships; and yet, as I have stated, it is due 
that it should go in the RECORD that there is a marked difference 
of opinion on that point among those who are ordinarily recog- 
nized as authorities on questions of that kind, 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire per- 
mit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. As a member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, can the Senator tell us whether we have in the Navy to- 
day any ships of the size of that 13,000-ton battle ship we are now 
building under the last appropriation act? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think so. 

Mr. MALLORY. Have we to-day in commission any battle 
ship of the type of 13,000 tons? 

. HALE. I do not think we have in commission any battle 


Mr 
ship larger than 13,000 tons. 
Mr. MALLORY. I do not think any of them will reach quite 


that. I think their tonnage is 12,500 tons. 
1 HALE. The Kearsarge, the Kentucky, and the Iowa are 
er. 

Mr. MALLORY. And those vessels are nearly 2,000 tons larger 
than the Oregon. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; they are larger than the eps oy 

Mr. MALLORY. The vessel provided for in this bill is 2,000 
tons larger than they are. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Three thousand tons larger than any ves- 
sel we now ‘have. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; about 3,000 tons. 

Mr. President, that is all I have to say. 

Mr. PATTERSON, IL should like to ask the Senator from Maine 
a question. 
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Mr. HALE. Very well. I ask the on of the Senate to 
incorporate with my remarks the tables I have given. I also ask 
that when 1 have the tables properly arranged they may be printed 
as a Senate document for the benefit of Congress, 

Mr. ALLISON, And in the RECORD?’ 

Mr. HALE. They will be printed in the Recorp with the 


ch. 
Phe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the tables presented by him be printed 
asa Senate document. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order is made. Chair hears no objection to the request that 
they be printed as a part of his speech. : 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I have listened with great inter- 
est to the very valuable speech which has been made by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Senator Maine 
[Mr. Hate], It has conveyed information which is necessary for 
our proper consideration of this bill and which is important to the 
country, The Senator is the greatest authority we have upon 
naval matters, outside of the experts and professionals, and any 
remarks he may make in 1 0 oe to the Navy, its location, or the 
purposes for which it is to be used will be taken by the country 
very seriously. He made one observation the effect of which, 
without explanation, seems to me will be greater than was in- 
tended. 

The Senator said, as I understood him, that we had twenty-four 
ships in Eastern waters, and that they were all necessary, accord- 
ing to the report, for the Lee under our of the Phil- 
ippine Tslands, and that authority had stated that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States could not hold the islands for three 
months unless it had a fleet of that size there. 

Mr. HALE. No, I simply said that I had telegraphed to the 
Department to know what was the extent of the fleet in those 
waters; and that is all I got from the Department. The Depart- 
ment gives no reasons. I quoted what [had seen in a news- 

r that a distinguished military officer had said we could not 
ho d the Philippine Islands for three months without our Navy 


there; but I did not claim or assert that the Department had taken | U: 


that ground. 

Another Senator said that Admiral Dewey banged tet) much 
to that effect before the House Committee on Naval Affairs. I 
did not intend to say—and nothing that I said would bear the 
construction—that the Department stated to me that such a fleet 
was necessary in the Orient for that purpose. Ionly stated that 
the fleet is there. 

Mr: DEPEW. L understood that the Senator from Maine did 
not state that the Department had so said; but I did understand 
him to say that a distinguished officer had made that remark, and 
I did not understand the Senator to disapprove of the statement. 
That being the case, it occurred to me that the statement; under 
such circumstances, virtually had the approval of the Senator 
from Maine; and if so, it was a very important one, and should 
be met at once either by a reply from the War and Navy Depart- 
ments or here. 

We have now twenty-four ships in eastern waters, but ‘‘ east- 


ern waters“ are not the Philippines alone. They comprise the coalin 


whole coast of the Orient. Itmeans that the nce of our fleet 
in eastern waters is necessary owing to the di ties which may 
arise because of the war between Japan and Russia. It means 
that we are alive to the duties imposed upon us and mean to 
show our interest in reference to the partition of China, and that 
we do not mean that any such event shall take place without a 
serious protest on our part. 

If this statement were true, then the War Department or the 
President has made a great mistake in reducing the army in the 
Philippines. We began in the Philippines with an army of 70,000 
men, and we haye reduced it to 15,000, because of the statement 
which has been made by Governor Taft and the Commission and 
army officers of the United States in the Philippines that the 
con 
order, respect for law, and enforce if and maintain the authority 
of the United States with these 15,000 men, whichcan be reduced to 
10,000, with the native constabulary. That there are twenty-four 
ships in the eastern waters, even if difficulties did not exist which 
now prevail there, would not be surprising when our Navy has be- 
comeaslargeasitis, Solongasitis in commission andis afloat it 
must be somewhere, There is a fleet in the Mediterranean, a 
fleet in the Altantic, a fleet in the Caribbean Sea, a fleet in the 
Gulf of Mexico, and a fleet in the Pacific Ocean, and at the present 
time I should think it eminently wise that the greater part of 


that fleet is concentrated at a place where if is necessary to pro- m: 


tect the interests of the United States, and that is in 
waters; but I do not at all assent, nor do I believe, that any con- 
ditions exist in the Philippines by which we would lose them in 
three months if we did not have twenty-four of our best ships 
there for the purpose of maintaining our authority. 
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Mr. BACON. I should like, with his permission, to ask the 
Senator from New York eee for information. He says he 
does not recognize the that, in case of war, we would lose 
the Philippine Islands in three months. Possibly that is not the 
exact yay to put it. But does the Senator conceive that it would 
be possible for us to hold the Philippine Islands without a fleet 
that would be sufficient to keep up communication between this 
country and the Philippine Islands as against any fleet which 
might seek to inte it? 

Mr. DEPEW. Iwill say to the Senator that, in case of war 
we would need our fleet there to meet any fleet which was of equal 
strength pees ae an other nations; but, as I understand 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please repeat his statement; as, 
owing to the conversation around me, I was unable to hear it. 

Mr. D I say that, in case of war, we will probabl 
want a larger fleet there than the twenty-four ships. We woul 
then need a fleet as large as that which could be brought there 
the nation with which we were at war. But the t I was ad- 
dressing myself to was as to a misunderstanding w. I thonght 
existed, that, without war, the internal conditions of those islands 
were such that it would require a fleet to maintain our authority 
and the internal commerce. between the different islands of the 
archipelago. That condition, however, does not exist. 

Mr. BACON. I did not so understand. I seppo the inquiry 
was di as to what was necessary in r to protect the 
islands against a foreign power. 

Mr. DEPEW. No; there was no mention or suggestion, I will 
to the Senator from Georgia, of a condition of war in the 

that was going on between the Senator from Maine and 


Nr. BACON, Then I misunderstood the Senator. I under- 
stood him to mean—and I was im the fact that he did 
mean it—that in case of war we could hold the Philippine Islands 
with twenty-four ships. I think the Senator correctly stated the 
proposition when he said that in case of war we would require 
a fleet for the purpose of keeping up communication between the 
nited States and the Philippine Islands which would be sufficient 
to cope with any fleet that an adverse power might send against 
it. I think that is a correct proposition. I did not know that 
the Senator referred simply to the internal conditions. 

Mr. DEPEW. I would say, Mr. President, that in case of war 
the Philippine Islands would be the most valuable possession the 
United States has to defend, and the most valuable possession we 
have for the purpose of attack. The great powers of Europe, if 
they were in trouble with us, would not want to attack us be- 
cause of our internal commerce, nor because of our relations with 
the islands in the Caribbean Sea, or the Gulf of Mexico, or South 
America, or with Canada. Their assault upon us-would be for 
the purpose of driving us out of the competing trade in the 
Orient for the purpose of preventing us from competing with 
them in that market, which is the only one now open to compe- 
tition to the great producing and manufacturing nations of the 
world. In case war occurred the first effort would be to take 


sa 
co. 
m 


Mr. PATTERSON. I want to suggest to the Senator from New 
with another distinguished 


livein cal independence. 
Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President; I have the greatest respect: for 
life friend and now constituent, the late Secretary of 
ar, and have the profoundest respect for his opinions on all 
newness but if he has given as his judgment that the United 
tes would at some time surrender and give up the 2 
Islands to an independent nation, in the line with Cuba, I do not 
believe that that condition will ever come about. 
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I will g one step further. If it does come about, it will be 
because the United States has educated those people up toa point 
of self-government where the judgment of the majority here is 
that they are capable of maintaining that government against the 


tremendous pressure which would be brought against islands, 
situated as they are, by all the great powers of E to gain 
ion of them; and if we did give them up, Mr. ident, 


under such circumstances, it occurs to me that we would be com- 
pelled to assume obligations infinitely greater than we do while 
they are colonies of the United States. 

While they are colonies of the United States no foreign nation 
is going to touch them, or going to assail them, or going to under- 
take to take them from us; but when they become independent, 
unless we guarantee by our Army and Navy to maintain their 
independence, in three months there would be a foreign fleet 
around their coast and a foreign army on their shores. If we do 

ive them up it will only be when we are situated as we are with 

ba, where we have a naval station on one side and a naval sta- 

tion on the other, and she is so surrounded that no foreign nation 
could approach her under any circumstances. 

Mr. PATTERSON, The only thing I desire to bring out is that, 
at least in the opinion of the distinguished Senator from New 
York, all propositions for the ultimate independence of the Phil- 
ippine Islands are figments of the imagination so far as the party 
with which he is connected is concerned. 

Mr. DEPEW. I want to say to the Senator from Colorado that 
the opinions which I have expressed are my own. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. DEPEW. And the party is not responsible for them, nor 
is the Administration. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to make a short cy pide 
what the Senator from New York [Mr. Depew] has said with 
reference to the probability of war, and the Philippine Islands in 
such a 8 haine the theater of war. I quite agree with 
the Senator that if we should have a war with a foreign power 
the Philippine Islands would be the theater of that war, but not 
for the reason mentioned by the honorable Senator—not because 
the Philippine Islands are so great a prize that in the event of 
war there would be an eager effort to secure them by the power 
with which we might be at war—not for that reason; but it 
would be the theater of war because every country at war natur- 
ally seeks to strike its enemy at its weakest point. For that reason 
the Philippine Islands would be the theater of war, just as we in 
our Spanish war did not send our Army to Spain. Even if the 
island of Cuba had not been involved in the controversy, the is- 
land of Cuba would not have been the theater of war between 
Spain and the United States, because we would naturally seek to 
strike her in her weakest point, which was in a country 3,000 
miles away from Spain’s base of supplies. 

In case of war, if our enemies sought to make the Philippine 
Islands the theater of war, we would have to transport not only 
supplies, but all of our armies across the broad Pacific Ocean; we 
would have to have every transport convoyed by a fleet of war 
ships sufficient to meet the combined fleet of the enemy; we would 
have to have there an army sufficient to meet whatever army 
might be brought there by a European power, and we would have 
to supply that army by provisions sent from this country, and 
the ships carrying the provisions would also have to be convoyed 
by men-of-war sufficient to meet the combined fleet of the enemy. 

I will not elaborate that, Mr. President—we have talked about 
that a good deal here but I want to read, in connection with my 
former inquiry, to the Senator from New York what Admiral 
Dewey said on the very point which the Senator said was in con- 
troversy between himself and the Senator from Maine. I had 
not seen this document. It is headed, Statement of Admiral 
Dewey on Philippine Islands station and naval 8 deliv- 
ered by him before the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House 
of Representatives on the 4th of February of this year. I call 
the attention of the Senator from New York to the statement of 

iral Dewey. I read from the second page of the document. 

Mr. Coustxs asked the Admiral this question: 

Admiral, you think the city of Manila could not be defended against battle 


ships? 

Ramiral Dewey. No, str. Lasked General Young the other day, when we 

were on the joint board. In case we should havea war—which forbid!— 

5 after the Navy left!“ He 

could get nothing in the is- 

Navy must havea 
protected base. 


Of course, by that Admiral Dewey meant that the Navy was ab- 
solutely necessary to keep the American Army provisioned in the 
islands, and that without a navy to keep it provisioned the Army 
could not stay there six weeks, because it would starve for the 
lack of provisions; and that would be the case whether it was an 
internal war or a —— war. 

Mr. CARMACK. . President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 


Hatz] said something a while ago about the Panama Canal mak- 
ing it to increase the Navy. I do not exactly agree 
with the Senator about that, for two reasons: In the first place, 
under the Hay-Pauncefote treaty we seem to be denied the right 
to blockade the canal in case of war. Then, again, with that 
canal built, the speed and facility with which war ships could be 
transferred from one coast to the other would rather have the 
contrary effect. it seems to me. It would have the effect of mak- 
ing each battle ship and each coast a defender of the other coast; 
to make every battle ship much more effective; so that it wonld 
be less necessary to have a large navy after we construct the 
Panama Canal than it was before. So this immense increase in 
the Navy that a Si is solely and entirely due to our pos- 
session of the Philippines. 

Now, Mr. President, with all due respect, I think there is a 
great deal of wild imagination in what the Senator from New 
York [Mr. DEPEW] said about our great and growing trade in the 
Orient, and the necessity of holding the Philippine Islands for that 

urpose. I think my distinguished friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 

POONER] absolutely shattered that argument in a speech made 
here several years ago, when the treaty with Spain was pending, 
and I should like to hear him and the Senator from New York 
debate that question between them. I do not think the Senator 
from Wisconsin left any ground for any probable contention upon 
that question. 

„„ Has the Senator the utterances to which he 
refers? 

Mr. CARMACK. I quoted them yesterday. I have not got 
them to-day. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was not here then, but I will look in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. CARMACK. They are in the Recorp of this morning, and 
I should like to have the Senator read them. 

Mr. SPOONER. I remember them. 

Mr. CARMACK. And Lees to have the Senator from New 
York read them. That will dispose of him without any further 
argument from me. 1 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, the Philippines, with their 
immense coast line, would be peculiarly subject to attack. I be- 
lieve to defend the Philippine Islands in case of a foreign war 
would require a navy as as or larger than would be required 
to defend the coast of the United States. It would be necessary 
also to fortify all the varions islands of that archipelago, so that 
we should have to spend many million dollars every year, hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars every year, even in time of peace, pre- 
paring for a possible condition of war with a view to this immense 
trade in the Orient of which the Senator from New York speaks 
so feelingly. A single war, Mr. President, and the increased ex- 

ditures in time of peace, made necessary by our holding the 
hilippines, will be greater than the profits of all the o we 
will ever get in the Orient. 

In addition to the statement read by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Bacon] from Admiral Dewey, I call attention toa statement 
made by Admiral Sam: . I quoted it here once before in the 
Senate. It is published in Mr. Reed's book of Modern Eloquence. 
It is a speech delivered by Admiral Sampson, in which he said 
our ion of the Philippines would increase by 100 per cent 
the ger of a foreign war. So that the danger of our getting 
into a foreign war is tly increased by our holding the Philip- 
pines, and our defensive strength is immensely weakened by our 
possession of the pee ge Islands. We are in greater danger of 
getting into a war and we would be a t deal weaker after we 
got into the war by reason of holding the Philippines. 

The Senator from Georgia called attention a while ago to the 
fact that we defeated Spain in her island possessions, I think the 
Senator from Georgia would agree with me that it would have 
taken ten times as long and would have required ten times the 
expenditure of blood and treasure to defeat Spain in the Spanish 
5 that it did to defeat her in Cuba and the Philippine 


Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly; more than that. 

ot EG RS 5 nation rare wn could 2 
old a single island in the Philippine i against 

United States, it would be a defeat for the United States. It 
would require us to bring our fleet and our men and soldiers and 
transport them 3 sag ss ee amy mene when there 
is not a nation o rope that a single regiment upon 
the soil of the United States. 3 pa 

Mr. DEPEW. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 
Boa DEPEW. How would the foreign nations get their troops 

ere’ 

Mr. CARMACK. They could get them there a great deal 
more easily than they d get them here, As the Senator from 
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Wisconsin said in that great speech to which I have just re- 
ferred—and I am going to let him continue the debate with 
Senator frow New York—the most distant point would be the 
point of first attack. There would be the great point of weak- 
ness. Senator from New York and the Senator from Wis- 
consin can now have it out. 

Mr. DEPEW. The Senator from Tennessee bases an argu- 
ment as to the difficulties of defending the Philippine-Islands 
upon conditions which do not exist. His argument would be all 


right if Great Britain, Russia, S; or France, which are | P 


the only nations that could be e to take any Aerie in a 
controversy of that sort, had contiguous territory. t those 
nations would have to mobilize their armies. They would haye 
to carry them through the Suez Canal-in order to get them there. 
They would have as much trouble to take troops there for offense 
as we would have to take troops there for defense. Inthe mean- 
time we have a navy upon the sea which would take care of those 
vast transports which would be necessary to convoy an army that 
would be efficient for any purpose in the Philippine Islands; and 
our Navy would make it utterly snp for such an army to 
be carried to the Philippine Islands for offensive purposes. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator is assuming, of course, that we 
have as great a navy as these other nations. 

Mr. DEPEW. Iam assuming that we shall have such a navy 
as is contemplated in this programming, which will make us the 
second naval power in the world. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ishould like to know what the Senator from 
Wisconsin has to say in reply to that. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before the debate is turned over 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, which I anticipate with very 
much interest and pleasure, I wish to say something in reply to 
the Senator from ‘New York about the difficulty that European 
nations will have in case of war with the United States to trans- 
port their troops and supplies and munitions of war to the Phil- 
ippine Islands. It is a mistake on the part of the Senator from 
New York that they would haveas far to traverse the seas between 
their bases and the Philippines. 

From the Straits of Gibraltar to Singapore is an unbroken chain 
of British fortresses. Aside from her fleet, every one of them is a 
base for the collection of supplies and for the massing of troops, 
and they would have no 7,000 miles to traverse between Singa- 
pore, which is one of her possessions, or from Colombo, which is 
a thousand or fifteen hundred miles farther, or even from any 

int in India or from Aden, in Arabia, or from the island of 

erim, in the lower part of the Red Sea, which is another fortress 
of Great Britain, or from the island of Cyprus, or from Suez or 
Port Said or Malta, up to Gibraltar, which all together make a 


continuous chain of fortresses. It is called “the King’s High- 
way.” : 
It is an matter, two or three days' sail only, from Singa- 


re to the Philippine Islands, and not nearly that far. This is 
Manila. It is scarcely more than a days’ sail from Singapore, 
one of the British possessions, to a part of the Philippine Islands. 
What is true of Great Britain is also true in a less degree of 
other European nations. Several of them have colonies and de- 
8 in Asia whee amp hanon, a aron 7 05 
ey can transpo eir ps and supplies ugh the 
Red Bea and other southern seas more 3 and safely 
than we can transport a great army and its supplies across the 
Pacific. 
Mr. DEPEW. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia a 
question. 
Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 
Mr. DEPEW. The Senator has been all over that country 


traveling? 
It is not nec to go there to know that. 
Those are matters of common knowledge. 3 
Mr. DEPEW. The question I would ask him is this: Of 
course we know the tremendous land forces in numbers and 
equipment of Russia, Germany, France, and Austria, but how 
many troops has Great Britain available for foreign invasion? 
My impression is that that is her weak point, and that she does 
not 5 posem any number of troops fora foreign invasion which 
would make her likely to attack for the purpose of conquest any 
country 5 55 a country like 
Mr. BACON. I think the British army is undoubtedly larger 
than ours, very much larger, to say nothing of the Indian army. 
Mr. STEWART. Mr. 88 
The PRESIDENT ob tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
Mr. BACON. Certainly, 
Mr. STEWART. Do you think Great Britain would attack us 
anywhere in the world while we have Canada here? 
. BACON. That is another matter altogether. We might 
rade Canada, and we might take Canada 
Mr. STEWART. Would not that be an equivalent? 


the | Philippine Islands. 


Mr. BACON. At the same time it would not be defending the 
Mr, STEWART. Let us take Canada and let her take the 
Philippines. 


PP. p 
Mr. BACON. I am willing to let her take the Philippine 
Islands and we get nothing in return. I think it is a very great 
burden upon us, with no compensation. ; 
Mr. STEWART. I think the fact that we could take Canada 
is the best fortification we have against Great Britain taking the 


1 

Mr. BAC ON. I would be glad to make an exchange on very 
much more favorable terms to Great Britain than those. But we 
are speaking of the question, in case of foreign war, of the influ- 
ence upon the war of the possession of the Philippine Islands. 
Our contention is that it would be the theater of war, 7,000 miles 
away, with which we must keep up communication, that it would 
be our weak point, and necessarily add very much 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator was picturing the great danger 
we were in from Great Britain; that she has a line of forts all 
along the mar That is all true. 

Mr. BACON. Iwill state to the Senator that I will change it, 
and instead of Great Britain I will take the little country of 


Japan. 

Mr. STEWART. I think yon had better dodge that question. 
Talk about one at a time. The Senator made his 1 on Great 
Britain. While Canada lies by our side the Philippine Islands 
are sufficiently protected without anavy. They are sufficiently 
8 with one boat as against Great Britain. There is no 

oubt about that. She is not going to get into any fuss with us 
as long as we are capable of 1 g Canada. It is all right so far 
as Great Britain is concerned. As to any others going there and 
driving us away, I do not apprehend any danger from that source. 
They do not want the archipelago. They will not fight for it. 

Mr. BACON. They do not want the Philippines. None of 
them want them. They are glad for us to have them. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; Ido not think there is any danger of 
their being taken away from us. 

Mr. BACON. Nobody regards them as worth having. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] that there is no reason that this country 
should have a navy as e as that of Great Britain, and when 
he stated that what he wished us to have was the second navy of 
the world he went as far, I think, as any sensible man, no matter 
how enthusiastic for the Navy, desires to go. But the second 
navy of the world in power and tonnage we ought most certainly 
to possess. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words on the sub- 
ject gh the expense of such, and it is for this purpose that I have 
risen 

The Senator from Maine pictured the large expense which the 
Navy now involves, and said it would probably involve a con- 
tinued and increasing expenditure. ere can be no doubt of 
that fact, Mr. President. The Navy is a large expense. It is 
not going to cost any less in the future. It probably will cost 
more. In my belief there is no money so well expended as that 
which we spong upon the Navy of the United States. 

It was well said in the House not long ago that the Monroe doc- 
trine “‘is as big as the United States Navy, and no bigger.” It 
might also be said with equal iruth that the Navy represents the 
pa of the United States. Whether we own the Philippine 

ds or not, the Navy of the United States is not yet sufficient 
to guarantee and put above question the peace of this country. 
There is nothing that would involve this country in war so quickly 
as the abandonment of the upbuilding of the Navy or ceasing to 
maintain it at the highest point of efficiency and power. 

No position could be worse than that of a nation which, like 
ours, is rich and aggressive if it is left unarmed and undefended. 
So long as we have a powerful navy the Monroe doctrine will 
stand and no one will venture to attack us. The decline of the 
Navy would mean war. The increase of the Navy means peace 
and power. The Navy, in a word, is the protection of the country. 
If we were to abandon the Philippine Islands to-morrow, we 
should still be obliged to have a naval station in Asiatic waters 
and maintain there, as we have always maintained, an Asiatic 
fleet. We should always need chiefly and before everything else 
a navy amply sufficient to protect our coasts, to uphold the Monroe 

octrine, to guard the canal, to maintain our supremacy on the 
North American continent. 

We do not need a navy so large as that of Great Britain. Eng- 
land requires a navy more than equal to the combined navies of 
any two countries, and if it were not for the navy of England, 
England’s ions would be torn from her and she would be 
ruined. realizes that her defense and her strength rest on her 
navy, and for us it is just as im 


rtant that we should have a 
navy so powerful that nobody be tempted to attack us. 
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At this moment we stand fifth in the tonnage of fighting ships. 
If the present programme is carried out and there is no increase 
in foreign programmes, we shall soon stand third. But there 
ought to be no relaxation in the Raby Nee upon which we have 
entered. I do not mean to say that it is necessary to go as far as 
the naval board very ibly desires, but a steady building of 
the Navy is essential, in my opinion, to the safety and the peace 
of the United States. 

Criticisms have been made to-day upon the attitude of our naval 
officers. Mr. President, a naval officer who does not believe that 
the Navy is the one essential thing and that all his efforts should 
be directed toward its upbuilding and development is not an offi- 
cer whom we would desire to have. They, of course, if they have 
proper professional pride, are looking to the building and effi- 
ciency of the Navy and nothing else. They may ask what seems 
to us extravagant, but let us never forget that in time of stress 
the officers and sailors of our Navy have never failed, Their 
record is one of victory always and everywhere, 

Ido not pretend to pass upon 8 of guns within re- 
volving turrets or in barbette. Still less do I pretend to pass 
upon the question of disa; ing gun carriages. We all have 
the utmost confidence in the judgment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Proctor], and-yet I think, as laymen, we must be 
governed by the report of our military officers and not by his 
opinion. In the Navy, in the same way, we must depend ulti- 
mately upon professional judgment. Has that professional judg- 
ment failed or misled us in the past? The reply of history is an 
absolute negative. I think it is certainly a matter of great im- 
pee, as the Senator from Maine pointed out, that England 

as rejected the revolving turret and confines her armament to 

the barbette. But it does not follow that because we adhere to 
the revolving turret, which we invented when we put the Monitor 
afloat, we are necessarily making a mistake. Our officers are 
fallible; they may be wrong; it may not be the best system; but 
it is a little hasty to conclude that because other nations have not 
adopted it therefore it must be a mistake. 

Everyone who is familiar with the history of the war of 1812 is 
aware that in that war we had a type of frigate and a type of 
armament entirely new to the world, and we won in eleven frigate 
actions out of thirteen. In that same war we introduced the 
practice of firing on the descending wave. Up to that time the 
practice had been to fire on the ascending wave. The system was 
entirely new when we introduced it, and yet that was one reason 
why we shot so much better than our opponents did. Werevolu- 
tionized in that war the method of firing in the old frigates when 
engaged in action. Anyone who will turn to the book of Sir 
Howard Douglass, who was the great authority on naval actions, 
on gunnery, and all questions connected with the navy, will find 
that all his examples as to single frigate actions are drawn from 
the war of 1812. and that he admits in that book, which for many, 
many years was the standard book of the English navy, that the 
American practice, then introduced, of firing on the descendin, 
wave was the true practice and that we had revolutionized na 
gunnery to that extent. 

I merely cite this to show that it does not follow that because 

woe are the only nation which adheres entirely to the system of 
revolving turrets we are therefore in error. It may or it may 
not be so. It is a serious matter that England is so confident that 
this system is a mistake that she has no ships with revolving tur- 
rets, but we, in the long run, must depend upon the opinion of 
our naval officers who study carefully all that is done by foreign 
nations. 

Mr. President, the question has been raised here as to torpedo 
boats, and it has been suggested that in a very short time we may 
not need battle ships because they will be superseded by torpedo 
boats, and therefore battle ships should not be built. Torpedo 
boats and submarine boats Gan never supersede the seagoing fight- 
ing ships, because they can not keep to the sea. We must always 
and first of all have the fighting seagoing fleet. As to the value 
of torpedo boats, we have seen in the last few years the pendulum 
swing from one extreme to the other. In our war with Spain 
much was expected from torpedo boats, but in that war the tor- 
pedo boat was a failure, or rather accomplished nothing. 

Our vessels blockading outside the port of Santiago were in a 
position most open toa torpedo attack. They were not attacked, 
and there was, therefore, no evidence in that war that a torpedo 
boat was particularly useful, Thereupon many drew the 
immediate and hasty conclusion that we did not need torpedo boats 

at all, and the result may be seen in the fact that we are far be- 

hind all other nations in that single branch of the Navy. 

Now, there has been a night attack by the Japanese—a very 
successful one—in which torpedo boats were used upon the Rus- 
sian fleet at Port Arthur. 5 they attacked by surprise. 
The Russian fleet, instead of having searchlights, which would 
have made the whole bay as light as day, as we illuminated the 
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entrance to Santiago Harbor dures the blockade, apparently did 
not have their searchlights out at A fleet of Japanese torpedo 
boats came in in the kness. Some of them succeeded in get- 
ting home. It is not apparent, moreover, that one of those Rus- 
sian ships lying there at anchor had ont a torpedo net. It is not 
a t that their gunnery was sufficiently good to hit the tor- 
8 when they saw them. 

In our war there was a torpedo- boat attack ope tee Paul, 
which was being used as an auxiliary cruiser. e Spanish tor- 
pedo boat Terror came out of San Juan and ed her. When 
she got within 3 miles—a long distance—the gunner of the St. 
Paul, with the 5-inch gun, the only heavy gun they had, struck 
her and sent her to the shore in a sinking condition. If there 
had been a complete illumination at Port Arthur, if Russian gun- 
nery had been as good as we believe our poney to be, and with 
good reason, it is very probable that the Japanese torpedo attack 
would have had quite a different result. 

Mr. President, neither the extreme opinion that torpedo boats 
were forever discredited by the results of our war or the opinion 
which seems to be forming that they are the only kind of vessel 
now needed, in view of the battle at Port Arthur, is correct. 
There is no doubt that torpedo boats and submarine boats have 
their most important uses, but they do not solve the problem. 
They can not constitute a navy; they are only one necessary part 
of it. Weought to have more torpedo boats. I have no question 
about that. It is a branch of our defense in which we are very 
weak. But it is impossible to substitute for the seagoing fighting 
fleet torpedo boats and submarine boats. 

A word now, Mr. President, about the matter of expense. I 
have already said that the expense of the Navy is great. The ab- 
solute expenditure is very large. I have also stated that, in my 
judgment, it is likely to continue to increase if we keep the Navy 
where it ought to be kept. But it has been said here in previous 
debates that we were not following the practices of the fathers; 
that we ought to return to their policy and not waste these enor- 
mous amounts of money on the military branches of the Govern- 
ment, 

There was an important statement made as to that question of 
present expenditure as compared with our practice in the past 
in the report of the Secretary of the Navy, and which led me to 
go into the matter with greater fullness in order to see what the 
general policy of the United States had been. There is only one 
way of testing the expenditure on any branch of the Government 
service, and that is to compare that particular expenditure with 
all the other expenditures of the Government. To say that we 
should spend on the Navy what was spent a hundred years ago 
would be absurd. There is no more relation between that obso- 
lete expenditure and the expenditure to-day than there is between 
the little population of 5,000,000 and the population of 80.000, 000, 
with the vast extensions of territory that we have made. The 
only way to arrive at any proper decision as to the amount of 
naval nditure and whether it is excessive in comparison with 
the needs of the country is to take the proportion it rs to the 
other expenditures of the Government. In that way we can de- 
cide what the general policy of the United States has been. 

The percentage of naval expenditure to the total expenditures 
of the Government last year was 17.3 per cent. Taking it by 
decennial iods, I find that in 1800 it was 46.5 per cent. So 
Whatever the fathers may have done, there is not much doubt 
about what the grandfathers did. In 1810 it was 31.1; in 1820, 
83.4; in 1830, 24.4; in 1840, 25.3; in 1850, 21.2; in 1860, 19.1; in 
1870, 13.2 of the total of Government expenditures. 

During the last period, from 1860 to 1870, is included all the 
enormous naval expenditures of the war, and yet the naval rs 
centage has greatly declined—that is, the naval expenditures 
risen absolutely very much; but the military expenditures and 
the other expenditures had risen so much more that the percent- 
age of naval expenditures, instead of advancing, actually fell off. 

In 1880 it was 8 per cent; in 1890, 8.4; in 1900, 12.5; in 1901, 12.6 
per cent; in 1902, 15.3 per cent, and in 1903 it was 17.3 cent, 
as I haye stated. I have the table, which I owe to the kindness 
of the Secretary of the Navy, all worked out by single years, and 
T ask to insert it at the end of my remarks, (See Appendix.) 

The average annual percentage of naval expenditures from 1800 
to 1903 inclusive, has been 22.3 per cent, and the percentage of 
naval expenditures for 1903 was 17.3 per cent. If last year the 
average appropriation had been made, it would have been $103,- 
000,000, instead of $82,000,000. 

In other words, after all the great absolute increases in the 
Navy of late years, we are still 5 per cent behind the average ex- 
penditure of this Government on the Navy throughout its his- 
tory as com with other expenditures. 

In time of war, as I have pointed out in regard to the civil war, 
the naval expenditures do not increase proportionately. In the 
time of the Spanish war there was an absolute increase in the 
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Navy, but relatively the naval expenditures were very much 
smaller than the average of our history. ihe eee SS 
previous years fell off. The great relative as as a te in- 
crease was in the military expenditures. In other words, the 
naval expenditures are distributed over the years of pacs The 
expenditure for the Army rises by leaps and bounds to enormous 
amounts in time of war. A naval vessel must always be prepared 
for war. The Navy must always be on a war footing. There is | 188 
no possibility of sending a vessel to sea in any other condition. 
Hence the peace expenditures for the Navy seem large and the 
war expenditures, comparatively speaking, seem small. 

I think I have shown that our naval expenditures, instead of 
being excessive, are to-day less—much less—than they were in 
the first decade of the century, orin any decade down to the period DORM BEAS ESERE N eos! 

of the war. After the war the Navy fell into a condition of utter ; 
neglect. It wasa discredit that it should haye done so—a dis- 333 
credit to the Government, a discredit to the American people. It 182 ————.— 
was neglected. No money was spent upon it. It fell to a point 1883. 
where it had to be built up from the very beginning. Since 1883 
we have been building it up. We have now got a navy which is 
fifth in tonnage of the fighting force in the world. If the present 

es are continued, in a few years it will be third. Iagree 
with the Senator from Maine that it ought to be second; that it 
ought to be maintained at the highest efficiency: that we oughtto | eta... ...... . 
have the best ships I for one do not grudge the expenditure of 
a dollar upon the American Navy; I rejoice in all we spend upon 
it, for behind the American Navy lies the peace of the United 
States. 
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APPENDIX. 

The following is a comparison of the net pastes expenditures 
of the Pereak kiate with the expenđitures for the Navy. The net 
ordinary expenditures include expenditures for war, Navy, In- 
dians, pensions, and miscellaneous, constituting what may be 
termed current expenses, and not including payments for interest, 
premiums, or principal of public debt, or expenditures for postal 
service, 


314.4 


COMPARISON AT THE CLOSE OF DECENNIAL PERIODS. 


Year. Netexpendi-| por Navy _| Percentage. 


411,370 448, 716 46.5 
7 ͤ hein a oat 
5 N, 4 | Percentage of na val expenditures for 1 _--...-......-----.------ 17.3 
8 4 id = $ If last your the average appropriation had been made, it would s 
FIO | 7:004, 38 1 eet earan SEa eae N ae Es PORON 
161.421.507 21,780.80 13.2 SUPLE ene 
169, 000, 062 13,538, 985 8.0] The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
sb re Seger ee 15:4 (H. R. 5611) granting a pension to Juliette Westbrook, returned 
477 624 374 60.500.978 12.6 | by the House in compliance with the request of the Senate. 
442, 082, 813 67,803,128 15.3 Mr. SPOONER. While the bill was pending in the Senate the 


beneficiary died. The bill has passed both Houses, The gentle- 


DS BEG: man in the House who had charge of it desired us to bring about 

its recall in order that it might be disposed of in the Senate. I 

S ee VE aes $37, 165,990 $7, 904. 725 21.2 therefore ask unanimous consent that the vote by which it was 

Ls CCT g ER 8918 88 2 ante here be reconsidered and that the bill be indefinitely post- 

— ieee gee 44,078,158 | - 11,087,790 %.1 | poned. 
— 5 51.88 108 2 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, the 
1855. ie 1 Ts vote by which the bill was passed will be reconsidered, and it 
E A 66.041. 14 12.51.6055 19.1 | Will be indefinitely postponed. 
72, 300, 437 14,053, 285 19.4 

ARGS 5 POL) sat haats as Sade 66, 355, 950 14, 680, 828 22,1 | SHIPPING BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE PHILIPPINES, 

Porat pen See os Fat Sot | 116, 359, 852 | 221.3 Mr. LODGE. Lask unanimous consent that there be a reprint 


of the Philippine shipping bill with amendments. 

+ pa RP ARTE tag el esl bt DEE 2.87157 jat| The P ENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
1802 2.640,83 9.3 | setts asks unanimous consent that there be a reprint of the Philip- 
125 merger! 19.3 pine shipping bill with amendments. Is there objection? The 
1385 122, 617, 434 10.0 Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

43, 285, 662 11.2 

838 10.8 CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

775. - =, 
20,000, 758 10.4| Mr, HALE. I desire to present a conference report, in order 


that it may get to the House to-night: 

The P ENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine pre- 
sents a conference report. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houseson 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 
1905, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recomme: 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

Tha Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 


tthe 
14, 15, 16, 17, 1 21, 43, and 44. 
That the Sadao ——.— from its disa. ent to the amendments of the 
Sage lay ay appt 1, dps 00 E Ba 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 3, 


22222 
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Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment, and on page 15 of the bill, 
between lines 16 and 17, insert as a paragraph the following: 


uez, ica.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In 


lieu of the sum proposed insert 3196, 500; and the Senate to the same. 


EUGENE 
S. M. CULLOM, 


H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
ROBERT R. HITT, 
ROBERT ADAMS, Jr., 
HUGH A. DINSMORE, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maine kindly state whether 
there are any amendments of any importance involved? We hear 
ony the numbers read, and of course know nothing about the 
items. 

Mr. HALE. No; there are none. 

Mr. BACON. They are mere matters of detail, small matters? 

Mr. HALE. Al small. 

The report was agreed to. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 


purposes. 
[Mr. MONEY addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there are several Senators who 
have said to me that they desire to discuss the bill generally, but 
prefer to do so to-morrow. If we can goon now with the reading 
of the bill and di of the committee amendments, after that 
has been done I will ask that the bill go over until to-morrow, so 
that Senators who desire to speak may have an opportunity to be 


heard. 
5 8 5 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 


The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. : 

The first amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was 
under the subhead “Pay of the Navy,” on page 2, line 6, after 
the word “‘ constructors,” to insert: 

And civil engineers, assistant civil engineers, and professors of mathe- 
matics; and Pc geri the of this act the pay, and allowances of civil 
engineers and professors of mathematics shall the same as are or may 
hereafter be provided for naval constructors, and for assistant civil engineers 
the same as for assistant naval constructors. 


And in line 18, after the word men,” to insert: 


And as many warrant machinists as the President may from time to time 
deem necessary to appoint, not to exceed twenty in any one year. 


So as to make the clause read: 

Pay andallowances prescribed by law of officers on sea duty; officers onshore 
and other duty; officers on waiting orders; officers on the retired list; clerks 
to commandants of yards and stations; clerks to paymasters at yards and 
stations; general ma suger ai receiving ships and other vessels; commu- 
tation of quarters for officers on shore not occupying public quarters, in- 
cluding boatswains, gunners, carpenters, kers, Warrant machinists, 
pharmacists, and mates, and also naval constructors and assistant naval 
constructors and civil 8 985 assistant civil engineers, and professors of 
mathematics; and that the passage of this act the pay and allowances 
of civil engineers and professors of mathematics shall be the same as are or 
may hereafter be provided for naval constructors, and for assistant civil 

the same as for assistant naval constructors; pay of enlisted men on 

e retired list; extra pay to men reenlisting under honorable discharge; 
interest on deposits by men; pay of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, and 
apprentices, including men in the e eers’ force, and men detailed for duty 
with Naval Militia, and for the Commission, 31,500 men and as many 
warrant machinists as the President may from time to time deem necessary 
to appoint, not to exceed 20 in any one year. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 19, on 
page 26. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine of- 
fers an amendment, which will be stated. > 

The SECRETARY. On page 26, after line 19, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Nayy-yard, Charleston, S. C.: One clerk, civil engineer's office. $1,400; 
one writer, $1,017.25; one draftsman in charge, $1,600; one stenographer and 
typewriter, at $2.80 diem, $376.40; one mail messenger, at = per diem, in- 
cluding Sundays, $790; one messenger and janitor. at $1.76 per diem. including 
Sundays, $642.40; one and inspector, at $3.20 per diem. $1,00L.60; one 
maston ee $1,200; one messenger to commandant, at $2 per diem, $626; in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Also on page 26 the total should be changed to 
include these figures. 

The SECRETARY. On page 26, line 25, it is proposed to strike 
out the words one hundred and forty-eight thousand seven hun- 
dred and ninety dollars and ninety-two cents“ and to insert in lieu 
thereof one hundred and fifty-seven thousand eight hundred and 
eighty-four dollars and fifty-seven cents,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


XXVII— 172 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 29, line 14, after the 
word dollars,“ to insert for the erection of barracks, $200,000,” 
and in line 18, before the word dollars.“ to strike out five hun- 
dred and twelve thousand nine hundred and seventy” and insert 
seven hundred and twelve thousand nine hundred and seventy;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Navy a: League Island, Pa.: To continue retaining wall about reserve 
basin, $30.000; g and paving, to continue, $25,000; sewer system, exten- 
sions, $3,500; electric plant, extensions, $100,000; system, extensions, 


$5,000; dredging and in Delaware water front, to continue, 000; 
water system, extension, $8,000; underground conduit system, $5,000: fire- 
protection system, extensi $10,000; sea wall extension, $50,000: one officers’ 


quarters, $8,000; 5 reserve basin, to continue dredging, $75,000; 
locomotive crane track, extension, $30,000; storehouse for naval supplies, to 


complete, $80.470; for the erection of barracks, $200,000; in all, navy-yard, 
Leagu $712,970. 


e Island, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, line 15, to insert the head- 
ing. Navy- „Charleston, S. C.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
or peeing of the bill was continued to the end of line 2 on 
page 31. 


Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 30, strike out all after the word 
dollars,“ in line 24, down to the end of line 2 on page 31, and 
insert: 

i 000; locomoti d h 
ra Perg scales $800; sewers R00 telephone system, SE DUE entrance Gate 


and police station, $28,000; grading and drainage, $10,000; storehouse and 
storekeeper’s offices, to extend, $50,000; latrines, $3.000: system, ex- 


Fm 0005 a e ane $5.000; tools 2 25 machinery for yard = 

locks wor „ one officers’ quarters, navy-yar 

Charleston, S. C., $380,500. 75 ; N 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 31, line 19. after the 
word! dollars,“ to insert for the erection of barracks, $200,000; ” 
and in line 22, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out nine hun- 
dred and fifty-nine thousand and insert ** one million one hun- 
dred and fifty-nine thousand; so as to make the clause read: 
to iton locomotive crane, $000: for the erection of barracks, SOJO im ell 

m locomotive crane, or the erection o 17 
navy- yard, Norfolk, Va., $1,159,000. pod 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 11, after the word 
dollars.“ to insert for improving and enlarging naval prison, 
$10,000; and in line 13, before the word thousand.“ to strike 
out seven hundred and twenty-five” and insert seven hundred 
and thirty-five;“ so as to make the clause read: 

Naval station, Cavite, P. I.: Floating steel dry dock, to continue, $725,000; 
for improving and enlarging naval prison, $10,000; in all, $735,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 7 on 
page 37. ; 

Mr. HALE. What I send to the desk is a substitute for the 
part that has just been read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 36 it is proposed to strike out all 
after line 18, down to and including line 7 on page 37, and to in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discreti - 
solidate the several power Slants in oe or all of . vad 7 88 
stations, in each navy- and station, for the generation and distribution 
of light, heat, and power, for all the purposes of the Navy. To the above 
end all such individual plants now in existence under the control of the sey- 
eral bureaus may be rearranged or transferred to the control or operation of 
such bureau or bureaus as may. in the discretion of the Secretary, appear 
most advisable, having in view the various kinds of power required at navy- 
yards, the necessity for the most efficient and economical work in connection 
with repairs to the fleet, and the avoidance of divided responsibility in rala- 
lation thereto; and all appropriations herein and heretofore made for power 
houses and power plants for the various bureaus are hereby reappropriated 
and made available. under the Secretary of the Navy, for the consolidation 
herein provided for; and to further carry out the purposes of this provision 
there is hereby appropriated the sum of $300,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 37, line 17, to in- 
7 75 the total appropriation for public works from $6,565,571 to 

7,652,071. 

Mr. HALE. The total should be changed so as to read 
** $7.856,000.71.” S 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 21, after the word 
construction,“ to insert “and furnishing;” so as to make the 
clause read: 5 


Buildings and ds, Naval Academy: Toward the construction and 
8 of buildings, and for other necessary improvements, at the Naval 
emy, 


Annapolis, Md., as authorized by the acts of Congress approved 
June 7, 1900, and March 3, 1903, $3,000,000. x! igi 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 22, to insert: 

Naval training station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the estab- 
lishment of a naval training station on the shore of Lake south of 
latitude 43° 30’, $250,000. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have just come into the Chamber. Do I 
understand that the Secretary is reading at the foot of page 38? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the foot of page 88. 

Mr. HALE. There is an amendment at the bottom of the page 
to which an amendment will be offered. I shall ask that the 
matter go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. FORAKER, May I ask what is the amendment to the 
amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam very much interested in it. There has 
been quite a desire on the part of many people in my State to 
have this naval training school or station located at Put in Bay, 
and I see by the language of the amendment that the Secretary 
of the Navy would have no discretion. Is it intrusted to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy? Under this provision it could not be located 


there. 

Mr. HALE. It could not, undoubtedly. All of that will come 
up in the morning, however, and the Senator can offer any amend- 
ment he pleases. Undoubtedly some Senator will move to strike 
it out of the bill entirely. Ido not wish to have it disposed of in 
this thin Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. The reason I break in now and want to have 
some understanding about it is that lam engaged in committee 
in the investigation of the Smoot case and may not be here. We 
are very much occupied by that case. and I would be very glad to 
know what is the amendment to the amendment which will be 
offered? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Perhaps the Senator from Wisconsin can en- 
lighten both the Senator from Ohio and myself on that subject. 

Mr. QUARLES. Iam entirely willing to disclose the amend- 
ment which I propose to offer to the amendment. 

Mr. FO . Very well. I shall be glad to have it read. 
Under the circumstances I hope the Senator from Maine 

Mr. HOPKINS. Let it be printed in the RECORD, 

Mr. HALE. Yes; let it be read and printed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. QUARLES. I offer it as an amendment to the committee 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
wishes to have read an amendment, which he will propose at the 
proper time, 

The SECRETARY. On page 39, in line 2, after the word“ dol- 
lars,” in committee amendments, it is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

The President is hereb> authorized and empowered to appoint a board 
consisting of not less than three members, nons of whom be a resident 
of any State adjoining Lake Michigan, whose duty it shall be to select the 
most available site for such naval! training school on the Great Lakes, and 
Daring selected such site, to ascertain and report its probable cost and the 

le expenditure which will be necessary for improving the same, in- 
ding lake-shore protection and construction of necessary harbor facili- 
ties; and to make a detailed report of their findings and proceedings to the 
President, to be transmitted by the President to Congress for its final action: 
and to defray the expenses of said board, the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to bs immediately available, is hereby appropriated 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HALE. That is offered as a substitute for the clause? 

Mr. QUARLES, It follows the clause; it comes at the end of 
the clause. j 

Mr. FORAKER. It would be a substitute for what is in the 
bill? 

Mr. QUARLES. I do not so understand it. It is in addition to 
What is there. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh! I noticed that it came in after the word 
“ dollars,” but I see that the word “ dollars“ ends the committee 


amendment. 
Mr. QUARLES. It is in the second line on page 39. 
Mr. FORAKER. I will say right now that if it comes in there 


I can not be satisfied with it, because it requires the station to be 
located on the shore of Lake Michigan. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the act which this amendment was in- 
tended to carry ont referred solely to Lake Michigan. If the Sena- 
tor wants one on Lake Erie, that is another thing. 

Mr. FORAKER. That may be; but we want this naval train- 
ing station located at Put in Bay, if we can secure it. 

r. SPOONER. This particular one? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; this particular one. It is the only one 
which we expect will be established in the near future, and we 
want it. At any rate, we do not want its location confined to 
Lake Michigan. Ido not know whether or not we would have 
any chance to get it there, but we ought to have at least a chance 
to present that site, which isa very good one. The officials of 
the Navy Department told me it was the best one they had found 


anywhere, measured by the requirements of such a station, and 


certainly we a not to be excluded from consideration. 
r. LE. Senators will have an opportunity, as the matter 
is to go over, to offer in the morning amendments to suit their 


own 

Mr. FORAKER. It seems to me it might very well be agreed 
that this board should have power within its discretion to locate 
the station anywhere on the lakes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Ohio to the fact that a board has been appointed and has 
8 this matter, and has made certain recommendations. 
Put in , understand, has received entire and adequate con- 
sideration, and there are objections to the location which will in- 
finence the Senator himself, I think, when he comes to consider 
it, to abandon his idea. 2 

Mr. HALE. The amendment is going over. Nothing will be 
done to-night. I wish Senators would let me go on and finish the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER, If the Senator will bear with me a moment 
further—I understand his impatience, and I do not wish to tax 
him unduly—because of what the Senator from Illinois says, it 
seems to meit is not asking any too much that we may be allowed 
to present the claims of Put in Bay. 

The Senator from Illinois says those claims have been presented 
and have been considered and have been rejected in comparison 
with others. All we ask is that we shall not be excluded. If a 
board are to be appointed, they ought to be free to consider all 
locations that may be offered. It may be that we may have no 
chance whatever. I know something about Putin Bay. I do 
not know anything about any of the others. It may be that the 
others are far preferable. 

Mr. HOP. S. Isee no reason for the adoption of the amend- 
ment proposed to be offered by the Senator from Wisconsin. 
my judgment, it would be a very great mistake on the part of the 
Senate to adopt the amendment, as I shall endeavor to show if 
the Senators from Wisconsin ist in their efforts to have it 
adopted as a part of the amendment that is now proposed by the 
Naval Committee. 

Mr, HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin does not propose the 
amendment. He simply asks thatit beprinted and go over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iknow, but it will be printed as an amend- 
ment which he proposes to offer to the bill at the proper time, and 
I am taking as much time about it as I do simply because I am 
oe Ican not be here when the amendment is presented for 
action. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to state to the Senator from 
Ohio that in Senate Document No. 45 he will find the full report 
of the nayal board with a consideration of the claims of Put in 
Bay. Lam in hearty accord with the amendment of the Senate 
Naval Committee and opposed to the amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

If every Senator from a State bordering on the Great Lakes is 
coming here with his claims, I shall have to be heard in behalf of 
the city of Erie; but I am willing to yield the claims of that lo- 
cality in view of the e e of the naval board 
appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, who gave this matter 
careful consideration, and whose findings, in Senate Document 
No. 45, ought to be acceptable to every Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. We onght to be permitted to port the 
amendment before it is antagonized by the committee, I think. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to say to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, in answer to his remarks, that the reason why I insist upon 

ving the amendment so framed as to give usa chance to be 
eard is that if the amendment offered by the Senator from Wis- 
consin should be adopted there is to be a new board appointed. 
That board is to take 1 into consideration, and it ought 
to be allowed to act de novo. I will not delay longer, because I 
oe the desire of the Senator from Maine to proceed with 

e bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed 
over for the present. 

Mr. HALE, Let the reading of the bill be proceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 39, line 11, 
to increase the total appropriation for public works, Bureau of 
Navigation, from $41,125 to $291,125. 

Mr. HALE, That is the total. It will go over with the other 
amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will go over. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, after line 12, to insert: 

Naval magazine, New : For y 
naval pie saone or eki ana E 6 Gare n ag 


toward the eroetion thereon of the necessary buildings, of inclosing said 
grounds, of ding and fliling in, of building roads and walks, of the im- 


provement of the water front, of the necessary wharves and cranes, of rail- 
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road tracks and roe stock for local service, of fire and water service, and 


proceedings for the condemnation of such P see or parts thereof as may be 
1 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 8, to increase the 
total appropriation for public works, Bureau of Ordnance, from 
$248,900 to $318,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to page 45, line 2. 

Mr. HALE. On page 45, after line 2, I move to insert: 

Naval hospital, Canacao, P pine Islands: Naval hospital at Canacao, 
Philippine asi to complete, (0,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was under the subhead ‘Supplies and 
accounts,“ page 45, line 22, after the word “dollars,” to insert 
the following proviso: ö 

Provided, That pay department stores may be sold to civilian employees 
at naval stations beyond the continental limits of the United States and 
in Alaska, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Navy may prescribe. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, page 51. 

Mr. HALE. I move, on page 51, after line 24, to insert: 

To place the frigate Constitution, as near as may be, in the same condition 


as re hull and ri, as she was when in actual service, for use as 
practice, training, or recei ship, $400,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
was under the subhead “Naval Academy,” on page 58, line 2, 
after the word “Academy,” to strike out the following: 
One professor as head of department of ph $3,000. 
One . head of department of di ba to be appointed 
with the rank and pay of a professor of mathematics of the rank of com- 
mander, and to be carried as an extra number in the list of professors of 
mathematics in the 3 

One professor of mathematics, one of chemistry, and one of English, at 

500 each; four professors, namely, one of English, one of French and Span- 


one of French, and one of drawing, at each; one assistant professor 
of Spanish, at $1,800; ten instructors, at $1,500 each. 
And to insert: 


essor department of ph: . 

That — omor as hen peyia Da th e and consent of 
the Senate, to appoint a professor of mathematics of the rank of commander 
to rank after Aaron Nichols Skinner and to be an extra number in the list of 

fessors of mathematics in the Navy. 7 

One professor of mathema one of chemistry, one of English, one of 
French, and one of Spanish, at $2,500 each. 

Four professors, 9 of English, one of French, one of drawing, 
and one of Spanish, at $2,200 each. 

Three instructors, at $2,000 each. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Maine why this radi- 

-eal change is made in the organization of the academy? I ob- 
serve that it is a very radical change. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; but not so rapid asthe increase down there, 
where we used to have 340 students, and in another year we shall 
have 900. It becomes essentially necessary. It is a very con- 
servative programme, and it is absolutely necessary by reason of 
the increase of the academy. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is an actual decrease, for instance, in 
the instructors. There is a reduction from ten to three, 

Mr. HALE. I have an ainendment from the Department which 
cures that. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. I will send the amendment to the amendment to 
the desk. It is to come in after line 6 on page 59. 

The SECRETARY. On page 59, after line 6, insert: 

Four instructors, at $1,800 each; ten instructors, at $1,500 each. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 19, page 60. 

Mr. HALE. The total should be changed. On page 60, line 
18, after the word all,“ I move to strike out 578,922.52 and 
insert in lieu thereof 895,322.52.“ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, page 62, in the 
items for the Naval Academy. 

Mr. HALE. I move to change the total. On page 62, line 22, 


I move to strike out 8311, 708.467 and to insert in lieu thereof 
8328, 108.46.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 24, to insert: 


That, subject to the restrictions imposed eA existing law, boatswains, gun- 
eligible for appoi 


ners, and warrant machinists shall be intment to the grade 
of ensign after two 1 service as warrant officers, and boats wains, * 
ners, carpenters, and sailmakers shall be eligible for appointment as chief 
boatswains, chief gunners, chief carpenters, and chief sailmakers after six 
years from date of warrant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead Marine Corps,” 
on page 63, line 22, after the word orders,“ to strike out in- 
cluding additional compensation for enlisted men of the Marine 
Corps regularly detailed as gun pointers, $8,000, $1,373,628” and 
insert “including additional compensation for enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps regularly detailed as gun pointers, messmen, sig- 
nalmen, or holding good-conduct medals, pins or bars, $15,000; 
81,380,628; so as to make the clause read: : 

Pay of noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates, as prescribed by 
law, and the number of enlisted men shall be exclusive of those undergoing 
imprisonment with sentence of dishonorable discharge from the i 
at expiration of such confinement, and for the expenses of clerks of the 
United States Marine Corps traveling under orders, including additional 
compensation for enlisted men of the Marine Corps regularly detailed as gun 

inters, messmen, signalmen, or holding good-conduct medals, pins, or bars, 
$15,000; $1,380,028. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 28, to increase the 
appropriation for the salary of one clerk in the assistant quarter- 
master’s office, Philadelphia, Pa., from $1,400 to $1,600. . 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 1, page 66, in the 
clause for pay of civil force.“ 

Mr. HALE. On page 66, line 1, move to strike out ‘'$28,711,28”" 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘ $28,911.28. It is an increase in the 
total made necessary by the last amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 8, to insert: 

That officers of the Marine Corps with creditable records who served dur- 
ing the civil war shall, when retired, be retired in like manner and under the 
— 16 Loree as provided for officers of the Navy who served during the 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead Increase of the 
Navy,“ on page 73, line 13, after the word each, to strike out 
But the appropriations provided for said colliers shall not be 
used unless one of said colliers be built ina navy-yard of the 
United States and insert Said colliers shall be built in navy- 
yards, one on the Pacific and the other on the Atlantic coast, the 
same to be designated by the Secretary of the Navy;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

T Niers, to be capable of the battle fleet; 9 
tone of 3 loaded, ey Achaea eats d of be r ane 16 > — 
to cost not ex ing $1,250,000 each. Said colliers shall be built in navy- 
one, one on the and the other on the Atlantic coast, the same to be 

esignated by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. Let that amendment go over until to-morrow at 
the request of other Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed 
over. 

The reading of the bill was continued to page 75, line 15. 

Mr. HALE. In line 15, on page 75, before the word ‘‘ subma- 
rine,” I moye to insert “‘ torpedo or.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. page 75, line 15, before the word sub- 
marine,“ it is proposed to insert torpedo or; so as to read: 

The S tary of the Navy, wh hase t f. 
or submarine torpeda boata ES mannac that will bast advance the hatersees 
of the United States in torpedo or submarine warfare, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, 
on page 75, line 16, after the word further,” to strike out: 

That bef surf: marine to t ; 
contracted for it shall be accepted by the Nave Department ac PAMS an 
reasonable requirements for submarine warfare and shall have been fally 
tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. 

And insert: 

That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo boat or boats are pur- 
chased or accepted by the Navy Department they shall have been fully tested 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy and shall fulfill all reasonable 
requirements for submarine warfare: Provided also, That the boats con- 


tracted for under this act shall be constructed in accordance with the plans 
and specifications of the contractor. 


So as to make the proviso read: 


And provided further, That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo 
boat or boats are purchased or accepted by the Navy Department they shall 
have been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy and 
shall fulfill reasonable requirements for submarine warfare: Provided 
also, That the boats con for under this act shall be constructed in ac- 
cordance with the plans and specifications of the contractor. To out 
the p aforesaid the sum of $850,000 is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise Sprroprinted: and to make up said sam 
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of $259,000 the sum of $590,000 carried, or such parts thereof as may remain 
unexpended, and authorized in the naval appropriation act approved March 
3. is hereby reappropriated. 


Mr. HALE. In line 24, on page 75, after the word “for,” at the 
end of the line, I move to amend the amendment by inserting the 
words “torpedo or;’’ so as to read, for torpedo or submarine 
warfare.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I shall ask that the bill be taken 
up to-morrow morning after the routine morning business. I 
now move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec- 
utive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator withhold 
that motion for a moment to enable the Chair to lay before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United States? 

Mr. HALE, I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 


FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read: 

To the Senate: 


In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the Ist instant (the 
House of resentatives concurring), I return herewith Senate bill No. 2323, 
entitled “An act relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation.” 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WEITE HOUSE, March 2, 1904. 


Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House o Representatives concurring), That the 
action of the Speaker of the House o resentatives and of the President 
pro tempore of-the Senate in signing the enrolled bill (S. 2323) relating to 
ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation be rescinded, and that inthe 
reenrollment of the bill the word “ thirty-five,” in line 16of the enrolled bill, 
be stricken out and the word “thirty-four” be substituted therefor, so as to 
correctly describe the range, inaccurately stated in the bill. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. HALE, I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and at (at 5 o'clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
March 4, 1904, at 12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 3, 1904. 
CHAIRMAN OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION, 


Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, United States Navy, retired, of 
the District of Columbia, to be chairman of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission. 


MEMBERS OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION. 


Maj. Gen. George W. Davis, United States Army, retired, of 
the District of Columbia, to be a member of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission. 

William Barclay Parsons, of New York, to be a member of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission. 

William H. Burr, of New York, to be a member of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission. 5 

Benjamin M. Harrod, of Louisiana, to be a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal ission. 

Carl Ewald Grunsky, of California, to be a member of the Isth- 
mian Canal Commission. : 

Frank J. Hecker, of Michigan, to be a member of the Isthmian 
Cannal Commission. 

INDIAN AGENTS. 


Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, United States Army, retired, of 
California, to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa Agency, in 
Oklahoma. 

J. Blair Shoenfelt, of Tran, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Union Agency in the Indian Territory. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIO MONEYS. 


Frank M. Foote, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public moneys 

at Evanston, Wyo. 

h POSTMASTER, 
NEW YORK. 


Charles T. Jackson to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


THURSDAY, March &, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HX RV N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. CURTIS submitted the following conference report and 
statement for printing in the RECORD under the rule: 
The committee of conference on the 


That the Senate recede from its ent to the amendments of the 
House numbered 2 and 8; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House numbered 1, and to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In line 8, after the word“ located.“ insert: and of 
all other allottees through whose lands said lateral pipe lines may pass;" and 
the House agree to the same. 

Am numbered 4: That the Senate recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the House numbered 4, and agree te the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendments the following: 
* Provided further, That the 1 5 7 of the Interior, at the expiration of 
said twenty years, may extend the right to maintain any pipe line constructed 
under this act for another period not to exceed swen years from the ex 
piration of the first right, upon such terms and conditions as he may desw 
proper;” and the House agree to the same, 

CHARLES CURTIS, 

JNO. H. STEPHENS, 

W. E. BROWN 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Wu. M. STEWART, 
O. H. PLATT, 
Managers on the part of ihe Senate. 


Statement of the managers on the partof the House of the committee of con 
ference on the dira; ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendmen 
of the House to the pill S. 8317, being “An act authorizing the Secretary ol 
the Interior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands.” 
The House conferees submit the following written statement in explana- 

tion of the eoa soles | conference report: 

The first amendment of the House provided that only the consent of the 
allottee, on whose land oil and W. were located, should be obtained. 
The Senate receded from its ent to this amendment, with an 
amendment iding that the consent of all other allottees, through whose 
lands said la pipe lines might pass from the location of the well to the 
main pipe line, should also be obained. 

Amendment No. 2 limited the period for which a right of way might be 
granted to twenty years. The Senate receded from its disageement 5 this 
amendment with an amendment which authorizes the Secre of the In- 
terior at the expiration of said twenty years to extend the Fight o maintain 
any pipe line constructed under this act for another period not to exceed 
twenty years from the expiration of the first right upon such terms and con- 
ditions as he may deem proper. 

5 on the part of the House recommend that the report be 
0 

CHARLES CURTIS, 
W. E. Brown, 
JNO. H. STEPHENS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. McCieary of Minnesota, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
(Mr. LAWRENCE in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 12833) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, and for other Ad aia 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read the following: 

For special services in connection with the detection of the adulteration of 
drugs and of foods, including candy and milk, $100. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I ask the chairman 
of the District Committee to state what special services are to be 

ed under this clause of the bill and by whom. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, these services 
are rendered by what might be called “detectives.” In order to 
get specimens of the foods, candies, etc., that are actually being 
sold it is n to have persons make purchases without it 
being understood they are doing soin the public interest. If 
the ordinary detectives were to undertake that work, they being 
known as detectives might not be able to ascertain the real facts, 
and the ends of justice might be defeated. Under this small ap- 
propriation private individuals make what purport to be ordinary 
purchases. This appropriation of $100 is to furnish the means to 
make the purchases and to pay the persons making them what- 
ever small fee may be necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hereafter the District of Columbia shall not be required in judicial 
ceedings to pay fees to the clerk of the supreme court of the Dis of 
Columbia, and The said District of Columbia and its Commissioners shall be 
entitled to institute and prosecute judicial proceedings in said court without 
the payment of fees. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against this paragraph, as being new legislation a change of 
existing law. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire 
to be heard on the . oe of order? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in one sense 
this is new legislation, but I hope the gentleman from Indiana 
will reserve his point of order instead of making it now, so that a 
few words of explanation may be made. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I reserve it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, undoubtedly 
this paragraph is subject to a point of order if the gentleman i in- 
sists upon it, but I trust he will notinsist upon it, for this reason: 
The marshal of the District and the clerk of the court of appeals 
of the District are subject to this same kind of a provision, and 
this provision was always in the laws applying to the District un- 
til the recent Revised Code struck out that rovision, which is 
simply another illustration of the number of things that the Code 
did which ought not tohave been done. The gentleman whom 
this provision affects is allowed fees not to exceed $3,500, but the 
fees actually received in his office far exceed that sum. Of 
course, it is always easy for him to employ enough people to use 
up all the fees beyond the $3.500. It is felt by the Committee on 
Appropriations that the District of Columbia ought not to be re- 
quired to pay these fees, because these fees are not at all neces- 
sary to make up the legitimate fees of the office, and the officer 
and necessary assistants would be well paid without them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on 
the point of order? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph against which this point is 
Taised proposes clearly to enact new legislation—a change of ex- 
isting law—and is subject to the inhibition of Rule XXI. The 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent to 
return to the paragraph last read for the purpose of offering a 
committee amendment. 

There was no objection; and the proposed amendment of Mr. 
McCueary of Minnesota was read, as follows: 

In lines 14 and 15, on page 52, strike ont the words ‘the act approved Janu- 

ary 31, 1899," and insert in lien thereof the words “existing law.” 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Justices of the : For ten justices of the peace, at $2,000 each, and the 
a sum of each for rent, stationery, and other expenses; in all, 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the chairman 
of the committee a question about these justices of the peace. 
Do they receive fees in addition to these salaries? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They do not, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CLARK. What becomes of the fees that are charged? 

caf McCLEARY of Minnesota. They are covered into the 


Tiie PUJ O. I should like to ask a question of the chairman of 
the committee 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. PUJO. Are justices of the in the District of Colum- 
bia required to be lawyers? Are they qualified lawyers or not? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. o law requires that they 
shall have been admitted to the bar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

INTEREST AND SINKING FUND. 
For interest and sinking fund on the funded debt, $975,408. 


Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I rise for the purpose of answering the remarks made here 
some days ago in the debate on another section of this og ten 

Last Monday morning the gentleman from Kansas 
made the following statement, which I will rami in the 


RECORD: 

Mr. Scorr. The reply of the gentleman from Kentuc the last ques- 
tion which I asked him wasa good illustration of what Think the lawyers 
call confession by avoidance.’ 

Mr. GILBERT, That isa oe tbe plea in any court. 

Mr. Scorr. It get fw fresh in my memory, however, and I have 
asked this time in order to give some information to E on the other 
side of the House who will no doubt be interested in 


And we were, Mr. Chairman, interested in what he was about 
to say. 

During the first Administration 

Continued Mr. sin aR 


of Mr. Cleveland a negro from Kansas was brought to m, taken to 
the White House, a a to the President, — b he invited to remain 
and sit at the table at luncheon, an invitation which I need not say was 


mptly accepted. 
my Ir. OocHRAN. Will the tleman state who it was that introduced the 
i, and upon whose authority the gentleman is making this statement? 
Scorr. I make the 5 on my own authority. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Were you present? 
Mr. 5 I was not present, but one of my colleagues will corroborate 
me as 


ok COCHRAN. Who was this negro? 
Mr. Scorr. It was C. H. J. Taylor, 
District by President 


appointed Soler pied of deeds 
for this side.] 


afterwards a 
t Cleveland. [Laughter on the Republican 


Go an CANE the Beene ee HOUS DNO DARRE te the Cimeswace In 
the character of these two mi ug Booker Washington, the least 
ihat can be und of him i that heen —— But I think it might also be 
rp dag Ba gt eee it would be considered an honor by any gen- 
tleman to ; that he is a gentleman and a scholar. So 


b. 
Queen Victoria at Windsor le; so much of a scholar that a — — of 4 
college faculty of one of the southern colleges recently denominated him the 
foremost living American, pkey which 3 he was promptly called to tab 
by his associates; but, I vont 5374 to par that it was dariare by the authori- 
tes of the college that they held 
— — oa. 1 1111 e gentleman yield? 
Scorr. I have only five minutes, and I decline to yield. I have alluded 
to the character of Booker Washington not because he needs any praise from 
me, but because I want to call attention—— 
Mr. Mappox. I want to say to the gentleman from Kansas that the decla- 
bins ordi that he was second to Robert E. Lee. 
Scort I can not quote the 5 8 for I do not remember 
. Probably the gentleman is correct. But from his stand point I should 
5 suppres it would be considered quite a 5 to be named as second to 
The Gate sk The time of the gentleman from Kansas has expired. 
Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man be given five e more. 


The CHAIRMAN. Elles, gone ref from Louisiana asks that the time of the 

8 from Kansas xtended five minutes. Is there objection? [After 
Hir. A The Chair hears none. 

CCLEARY of Minnesota. I will 705 the gentleman five minutes 


ould like to sa’ 9 


man, in justice to that colle, that tho f the 5 did rebuke fessor for 
marag 2755 Eredia say that he bad a right to itas enjoying the 
y of free 


Mr. Scorr. They he buked him for making the utterance, but they did not 
attempt to say that the utterance was not true. rebuked him 5 
they were forced to do so N Po ao aor public sentiment of 


Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 
* and said he did not mean ager 1 ughter on the Republican 8 

r. Scorr. That is a question for the gentleman and his friends on t 
aide to decide between 5 

Mr. CLAUDE Kren. He onic he did Pos mean to say that he was the 
greatest man the South ever uod e mir tpi but the greatest negro. 

Mr, Scorr. All that aside, it will be admitted by every Member on dhe fle floor 
of this House that if Booker Washington had a white skin, any one of us 
would receive him on terms of equality. 
black 1 Krrohix. Why does nck the gentleman receive him, haying a 

8 
Mr. Scorr. We do receive him in every proper way. 
nun „ Does the gentleman mean to say that he receives 
as 

Mr. 80077. Not as my social equal 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. The black skin is the cause of it, is it not? 

Mr. Scorr. The black skin, and the prejudice, and all that. Irecognize 
that as fully as the gen does. I am not standing here, if the gentle- 
man will allow me 

Mr. CLAUDE Kirchix. We are auko; sae The A perae the same 
proua that we have—on account of the skin. ero is no difference be- 

ween us on that. 
eee: 1 Iam id git og 
Roosevelt did en he invited Booker 
a more 


recognizes, beca: 5 5 — a con- 
e Republican President of the United States 
received at his table and the men whom the Democratic President of the 
United States received at his ta Who was C. H. J. Taylor? He was a 
black 3 a black as you Frege saw. He had been a ward heeler, and 
nothing mo: thecity of Kansas City, Kans. He had J Ripe accomplish- 
ment to his pate he had no education to speak of; he nothing re com- 
mend him to any man’s consideration, particularly nothing to commend 

to the consideration of 5 exce m he er tion that he car- 
— some negro votes in his vest pocket an ver them to the Demo- 


party. 
er that, reason, and for that 8 only—for the reason that he had 
promised that if he were given this position here in Washington he could 
turn the negro vote in Kansas from the Republican party to the Democratic 
pony was brought here to Washington b: 4 — Democratic leaders of 
nsas, taken to the White House, introd the President, seated at his 
table, and 3 ee the price by 8 the appointment of regis- 
Par. 8 Oa nen ag th th pprove of G 
r. CLAUDE KITCHIN. e gentleman a e of Grover Cleveland 
asking that negro to dine with him and dining with him? Does the gentle- 


man approve of that? 
Mr. TT. Ido not approve of it, because I know the character of the 
man. I would not invite to my house if he were a white man. 
> CLAUDE Kircutn. Because he is a Democratic negro—is not that it? 
Mr. Scorr. That is not the reason. It is because the man is utterly with- 
out character, Without education, without culture, or anything to commend 
him to the consideration of a gentleman. 
Mr. CLAUDE Krronix. Who introduced that negro to the President? The 
cig ger said his colleague was present when it was done. 
2 Sergi I did not say that. I simply said my colleague was cognizant 
‘ac 
Mr. CLAUDE Krronrx. Did not a Republican from Kansas introduce him 
to the President? 
Mr. Scorr. Oh, no; by no means. I have already said he was introduced 
by a Democrat. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have alluded to this matter, not to apologize for 
President Roosevelt, who needs no apologist, but merely to call igh = 
the glaring inconsistency which goes into hysterics over a courtesy 


w. everybody in the 
15 ry 


a man of admitted high character and who has done and is doing a A 
and noble work, w utterly ignoring a similar attention pata to a man 
without standing, or „or accomplishment. and shana only claim to 


consideration was the presumption that he could swing a certain number of 
votes. [Applause on the Repubiican side.] 


At three separate and distinct places in this RECORD, Mr. Chair- 
man, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scorr] says that Mr. 


2742 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 3, 


Cleveland during his first term invited this negro, whom he calls 
0 very Dace eet, to dine with him, and states emphatically that 
e negro did so. . 
It often happens, Mr. Chairman, that a man in trouble hopes 


to get out by trying to pull others in, and that seems to have 

been the predicament of the gentleman from Kansas when he de- 

liberately stated to this House ‘‘on his own authority,” on his 

own repann that Mr. Cleveland had invited a negro by the 

name of O. H. J. Taylor to dine with him, and that the negro ac- 
cepted the invitation and did dine with him, 

As soon as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD reached me on the next 
morning after this debate, containing the gentleman’s assertions, 
I wrote to Mr. Cleveland and asked him if it were true that he had 
thus dined Taylor, and told him if it were not true I wanted to 
deny it on the floor of this House. I cut out the part of the REC- 

, ORD in which Mr. Scorr’s statement appeared and sent it to the 
distinguished ex-President. This morning I received from him 
the following letter, written and signed in his own hand: 

PRINCETON, March 2, 1904. 
Hon. E. Y. WEBB, House of Representatives. 


DEAR SIR: It is a matter of small concern to me that a Mr. Scorr has seen 
fit to use my name ina display of his evil propensities on the floor of the 
House of Representatives. 


[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 


In answer to your pig rt however, I have to say of his statement that 
the colored man, C. H. J. Taylor, took lunch with me at the White House 
that it is a deliberate fabrication out of the whole cloth. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


As far as Mr. Taylor is concerned, I understand, prior to his appointment 
as register of deeds at Washington, that he had served as an assistant in the 
office of the city attorney at Kansas City. 

Mr. COWHERD. Kansas City, Kans. _ 

Mr. WEBB. Yes, not Missouri. [Reading:] 

His nomination as register was confirmed by the Senate, and he served in 
that place with intelligence and efficiency. He has since died. Some people 
restrain themselves from abusing the dead. 

My inquiries concerning Mr. Taylor before bby gangs my observa- 
tion of hun during his incumbency, and the little I have known of since 
3 me that his character is very unjustly attacked in the diatribe of Mr. 

COTT, 

One e 
clinches with truth when he declares, “He wasa black negro. I am 1. 
however, to doubt his familiarity with his subject when he adds, “as black 
as you ever saw.” 

Yours, very truly, GROVER CLEVELAND. 


This is Mr. Cleveland’s statement, and I presume it will be ac- 
cepted as conclusive by the gentleman from Kansas and by every 
American citizen. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, it does seem that the statement of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Scott] is a fabrication, not only so far as 
the dining is concerned, but even as to the color of the negro him- 
self. I understand from the gentleman from Missouri that he 
was a ginger-cake negro, and that the ‘ black as you eyer saw 
statement is a fabrication out of the whole cloth also, as the dis- 
tinguished ex-President writes. 

It is said, Mr. Chairman, that a falsehood travels around the 
earth while truth is pulling on its boots. If that is true, I wish 
the truth stated in the letter of Mr. Cleveland be put in the same 
channels, as far as possible, that the falsehood has traveled, in 
order that it may possibly overtake that falsehood in the minds 
of some men and eradicate and destroy it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WEBB. I ask for two minutes more, Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to | him 


continue his remarks for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Cleveland was a friend of the 
negro, but not a fool friend,” and that term has a well-defined 
meaning among people who understand the negro race. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Never by a word or act, so far 
as I know, did he encourage the dream of social equality in the 
breast of the black man. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
He was a friend of the colored race in America, but he was a 
friend of the Southern white man as well, He always sympa- 
thized with the Southern white man in his race troubles, his race 
problems, and his race burdens; and that, sir, I regret to say, is 
more than Mr. Roosevelt seems ever to have done. I am obliged 
to the committee for this opportunity of correcting the falsehood. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, there never sat in the White 
House a man whose word, speaking about anything of which he 

rofessed to have personal knowledge, I would not at once accept. 
Fiharatore accept the statement made by ex-President Cleveland 
that I was in error when I stated here on the fioor the other day 
that he had entertained at luncheon in the White House a negro 
from Kansas; and I tender my apology to the ex-President of the 

United States. 
I feel as if it were due myself, however, to say to this House 


is made against Mr. Taylor by Mr. Scorr which he — 


that until this letter was read I have never heard the fact or the 
allegation to which I alluded denied. 
r. THAYER. Did you ever hear it made Papbely before? 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam just going to state what I have heard. 

Mr. THAYER. There was no occasion to deny it, when it had 
never been made. 

Mr. SCOTT. I remember distinctly that when Mr. Taylor came 
back from Washington, preceded by the announcement that he 
had been appointed to the office of recorder of deeds in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia by President Cleveland, his friends met him at 
the Union Depot, Kansas City, with a carriage to which were 
attached four white horses. A committee was with the carriage, 
and he was escorted to a public hall, where a reception was ten- 
dered him, and according to the newspaper reports of the event, 
he there boasted that—— 

Mr. COCHRAN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let me finish this sentence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. SCOTT. At the reception he boasted, as reported in the 
papers, that, notwithstanding the professions of good will to the 
negro always heretofore made by the Republicans, it remained 
for a Democratic President to entertain at his table in the White 
House for the firsttime a negro. That matter was published 
very broadly and so generally throughout the State of Kansas that 
it was impressed upon my memory, and I never, as I have said, 
heard it denied before. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, What evidence have you that he ever 
made that boast? 

Mr. SCOTT. No evidence but newspaper reports. 

Mr. THAYER. Have you got any clippings of newspapers? 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman permit me? 

The CHAIRMAN, Gentlemen desiring to interrupt must ad- 
dress the Chair. 8 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia? 

Mr. SCOTT. 8 to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to get 
a single paper containing that and produce it here? I suppose they 
keep files of the papers in Kansas, where that statement was pub- 
lished, and the gentleman can get a copy of such paper and pre- 
sent it to the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. Well, that is a matter of twenty years ago. I do 
not know whether I could obtain one or not, but I am going there 
shortly and I shall certainly investigate the matter. 

Mr. MADDOX. Eighteen hundred and eighty-two. 

Mr. SWANSON. If a newspaper statement exists, and if the 
gentleman wants to be fair and just and accurate, he has every 
opportunity to examine the records, and if it is true, as asserted, 
I would like him to bring to this House one paper from Kansas 
that made that statement. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have not had any toe thus far. The 
gentleman from Virginia will admit that I have had no oppor- 
tunity in the last two minutes to search the records. I amsimply 
giving my recollection about this matter. I have made what I 
consider an in apology to Mr. Cleveland for any misrepre- 
sentation I may have inadvertently made. And I have done this 
because I want this House to understand that it is never my 
intention to make a statement here that I do not believe to be the 


truth. 
; z HARDWICK. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia? 


Mr. SCOTT. Ido. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I want to say that I donot believe the gen- 
tleman from Kansas would willfully misrepresent anything. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is kind of you. 

Mr. HARDWICK. But does not the gentleman agree that it 
would be improper and a lack of dignity for the President of the 
United States or an ex-President to rush into print and deny eve 
newspaper statement that might be put out, and does he not ad- 
mit in reference to this he had not even made up a prima facie 
case? 

Mr. SCOTT. Why, I was not criticising the former President 
of the United States for having heretofore made no denial. Iwas 
giving him full credit for the denial he now makes. But I wish 
to say at the same time that the friends of Mr. Cleveland should 
be very much gratified over this incident, because it has been the 
occasion of bringing to that gentleman for the first time in four 
years some applause from the Democratic side of this Chamber, 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, this whole in- 
cident isa telling blow at the a theory of the general equal- 
ity of the featherless biped. It discovers or uncovers the under- 
lying hypocrisy of the contention that all men ought to be polit- 
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5g or socially equal, regardless of their color, race, traits, and 
tendencies. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman it an interruption? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. in one moment I will. The 
other day some gentlemen upon this side charged home as a dis- 
grace, mark you, thata President of the United States had lunched 
with a negro, and there came from the other side of the House a 
charge against an ex-President as a disgrace that he had done ex- 
actly the same thing, showing that in every man’s real heart the 
contention is deep seated that race traits and tendencies are 
equally as ineradicable as the colored man’s skin and the kink of 
his hair. [Applause.] I yield to the gentleman now. 

Mr. SCOTT. The question I desired to ask was whether the 
gentleman will not state who had been asserting social equality 
or making a fight along that line? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of M'ssissippi. Why, Mr. Chairman, I have 
understood the political theory of your household of political faith 
for the last twenty years as asserting against the white people 


South, at any rate, the doctrine that men, regardless of color, race, | th 


traits, tendencies, characteristics, capabilities, or what not, ought 
to be strictly equal politically; and everybody with common sense 
knows that, political equality having once perfect recognition and 
practice, social equality must in a measure follow. But that is 
not all; the head of your party set an example of social outs 
in the only manner in which it can be set by inviting a black man 
to a table. Now, understand me 

Mr. SCOTT. One more question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. One moment until I finish that 
for fear somebody may misunderstand me. Mr. Roosevelt as an 


the United States, so that the act could bear an official stamp be- 
fore he ever did it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 


has expired. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word, in order that I may answer the questions 
of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. SCOTT. I understood the gentleman from Mississippi to 
say that when we insist upon the political equality of certain per- 
sons the necessary corollary of that is social equality, and when I 
asked him if he regarded as his social equal everybody whom he 
admitted to be his political equal, he answered that he did not. 
I would like to have him reconcile those statements, which seem 


contradictory. 

Mr. of Mississippi. They do not seem contradict- 
ory to me, and I have done my best to reconcile them as far as I 
could. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a question. Why was 
tt, if the gentleman believes in the featherless-biped- equality 
—I do not know whether he does or not—but if he does be- 
lieve in it. why was it that he charged ex-President Cleveland, as 
a fault, with the fact that he was supposed to have lunched with 
a colored man? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I did not charge the allegation 
which I made to Mr. Cleveland as a fault. I pointed to it simply 
as an illustration of the inconsistency, as it seemed to me, of the 
Democratic party, which was going into hysterics because one 
man invited a certain individual of the colored race to his table 
while making no criticism of another man who had done the same 
thing. I made no imputation of fault against ex-President Cleve- 


individual has the right or the liberty, at any rate, that any other | land. 


citizen of America has, to eat with whomsoever he pleases—black, 
red. yellow, white, or what not; educated, ignorant, or what not. 
Ihave nothing to do with it. Nobody else has anything to do 
with it. But when you make it an official question, when your 
President does that as President of the United States which he 
might without right of complaint have done as an individual, it 
was done for one purpose, and for one only, and that was 
to “carry the light of example” to the benighted South,” that 
does not believe in social equality between the negro and the 
white man. 

If it was not done for that, then it was done for no purpose at 

all. It was. in that event, an unconscious exhibition of the mag- 
nificent arrogance that teaches men, now and then, the duty 
and the mission“ to shed the light of example upon the be- 
nighted*’ white population of the South, that never, in their 
opinion, mounted to the highest rank of civilization and seized 
hold, in its full measure. of the everlasting truth of the equality 
between featherless Bpa 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to inquire whether the gentleman 
holds as his social equal everybody in this country who is his 
political equal, reverting to the statement made a while ago? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly not; but I can tell 
the gentleman this, that when I invite a man to my table I mean 
by that tbat he is my social equal or he would never be there. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is a very cunning evasion of the question, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I do not evade the q 
tion at all. I beg your pardon, I replied toit that socially I did 
not think that every man who is my political equal or armed 
with the ey 3 of casting a vote was peels my 
equal: but let me follow that for just one moment. Now, this is 
a matter of common sense. When men go around as candidates 
for office, cultivating votes, thereby they necessarily put them- 
selves upon a plane of Ngo while they are cultivating the 
rotes. Now, it is true, and perfectly true, that while I might in- 
vite the gentleman from Kansas to my table because he is socially 
my equal in every respect, there might be another man politically 
the statutory equal of both of us whom I would not invite. When 
negroes rule politically, or hold the balance of power politically, 
this follows, as we found in carpetbag days, that the white man 
who eats with negroes, sleeps with negroes, or marries a negro 
woman gets all the negro votes; the man who does neither gets 
none, if the other sort of man is a candidate. 

But the question of the gentleman from Kansas is an evasion of 
the question that we are discussing, because this is not a tion 
where because of political equality I have assumed that the Pres- 
ident of the United States had recognized social equality. Itisa 
case where all the world knows he recognized and emphasized 
social equality in and of itself. Noram I quarreling with him as 
Mr. Roosevelt, as an individual, nor have I quarreled with him at 
all. He has a perfect right to invite to his private table whom he 
chooses, but as far as I know he waited until he was President of 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. All right; I am glad to hear 
that, because I thought the gentleman had a sharp stick and was 
after my very dear and much-adored old friend Grover Cleve- 
land. [Laughter.] It looked to me so at that time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this question is rather amusing than se- 
rious, in some respects. It disclosed what I wanted to call 
attention to, and that is that under this entire featherless-biped- 
equality theory there is very much hypocrisy: and one of the 
curious things about it is this: You go up to the White Honse, 
or go to a Department here, and ask them please not to appoint 
a man as postmaster down South because he is a colored man.“ 
and they will swell up“ and tell you that they can not make 
a discrimination on account of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude!” And yet the present incumbent of the White 
House would not appoint a Chin aman as postmaster upon the 
Pacific slope if that 8 were as able and well capable of 
attending to the duties of the office as Li Hung Chang himself; 
and there are hundreds of them—natural-born citizens of the 
United States. And why? Simply because he was a Chinaman. 
SERS because the white people of the Pacific slope do not want 
a Chinaman to be on the Pacific slope; because the 
appointment would be offensive to the white people. He might 
be a Chinaman infinitely better equipped and smarter than I am; 
he might be infinitely better equipped and smarter than the 
occupant of the chair, and a smarter man than the President 
himself; and yet he would not appoint him; he never would think 
of doing it. 

When New England was settled long years ago, no New Eng- 
lander ever 5 the political or social equality of the Indian 
race, although the red man is very far superior to the black man 
in some respects. s 

Now, this is not a question of instinct or prejudice. It is not a 
question of instinct, use little children do not realize it. It 
is not a question of prejudice, because, until you have thrown two 
races, the white race and another race, into juxtaposition with one 
another in sufficient quantities of each race, the feeling is not 
evident. But wherever you throw the white race in juxtaposi- 
tion with the Chinaman, with the red man, with the black man 
in sufficient numbers, so that he has occasion to investigate the 
race question at all, then this feeling arises. How, then. does it 
come about if it is neither a prejudice—that is. a prejudgment— 
nor an instinct born in you? It comes about as reason. or a con- 
clusion after experience. It comes about because race traits and 
contingencies, moral aptitude. merit. and demerit are found by 
historic experience an aae tive experiment to be just as in- 

e 


eradicable as the color of the skin. God made both, and you can 
not do away with either by legislation. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 


` EMERGENCY FUND. 


To be expended only in case of eme cy, such as riot, pestilence, public 
conditions, calamity b flood or fire, and of like character, dnd in 


all cases of e nototh sufficiently provided for, $8,000: ed, 
That in the of all articles provided for in this act no more than the 
market price shall be for an i 


such articles, and all bids for any of such 
articles above the market price be rejected. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
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word. One would assume from the lengthy discourse of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. Scott] that there was no controversy 
among Republicans at all as to the propriety of intercourse in 
social life on terms of equality between the black man and the 
white man. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota rose. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Oh, I expect a point of order will be made 
now. This is about the time to expect it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point 
of order. This discussion is not germane to the bill. It would 
seem that this matter has been discussed enough this morning. 

Mr, COCHRAN. I ask unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to proceed for five minutes, 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I object. 

Mr. DALZELL. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It must be clearly understood by Members 


that after the reading of the bill by e begins all debate | Th 
ph. 


must bo pranan to the preceding paragra: 

Mr. COCHRAN. But how can the gentleman arrive at the con- 
clusion that my remarks would not be pertinent. I have not 
stated what I was going to speak about. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman states that he proposes 
to confine his remarks to the subject embraced by the paragraph, 
he may proceed. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Iwill state, Mr. Chairman, that I fully be- 
lieved when I took the floor that a point of order would be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 


The Clerk read as follows: 
CHARITIES AND CORRECTIONS. 
Board of charities: For secretary, $3,000; clerk, $1,000; stenographer, po: 
4 ; four tors, at $720 each; travelin four 
Gren. at $00 cach; in f. ff e 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I would inquire of the chair - 
man of the committee in charge of the bill if this is an increase 
over the amount appropriated a year ago? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there has been 
so much confusion that I do not understand to what paragraph 
the gentleman refers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the pending para- 
graph is the paragraph on page 54, beginning with line 15 and end- 
ing with line 21. 3 

r. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. I will state that in the para- 
graph referred to there is one additional inspector provided for 
at $720 a year. \ 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, we might have anticipated 
that something additional was provided for. 

Now, will the gentleman tell me why this additional inspector 
is needed? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman has asked a 
question that has real point to it, and I am glad to answer it. 

These inspectors are for this purpose: This capital city becomes 
the rendezvous of many people from the several States who are in 
trouble. Sometimes they come here hoping that their Con; 
man will be able to help them. Some of them fall sick. Some, 
brooding over their troubles, become insane. And so they get into 
the hospitals or into the almshouses or into the insane asylums. 
Their purport is, of course, not a proper charge on this District. 
We have for several years been endeavoring to limit these im- 
proper charges upon this District. In order to do it we need 
some competent and trustworthy men to go around and make the 
necessary investigations. i 

Again, a great many people, bona fide residents of this city, apply 
for help from the public funds who ought not to have it. It may 
be a harm to them to receive it. It may not be a proper charge 
upon the District. When help is applied for from public funds, 
it should not be given out without investigation. Hence it is 
found necessary to have inspectors to do this work. In order to 
give full investigation along this line an additional inspector is 

uired. Hence the increase inquired about. 

oiir. COCHRAN. Germane to this discussion is the question as 
to the manner in which these places are continually made more 
numerous and more lucrative. Is it true that the Government of 
the United States in its several Departments and in the District 
government is conducted upon business principles? Go to one of 
these Departments and ask the Secretary or the under Secretary 
why it is that so numerous a clerical force is there employed, and 
not one will fail to tell you, if he makes answer at all, We would 
like to get rid of many of these people, who are notoriously in- 
competent. We would like to weed out this force and make it 
more effective for the public service; but we are powerless to doit. 
If weshould omit one of these men from the gay roll, down would 
come a Congressman or a Senator from the State from which the 
man came, and he would demand his immediate reinstatement, 
and down would come an order from above to reinstate him,” 


It is notorious that when we make appropriations for the main- 
tenance of the different Departments and of the District of Co- 
lumbia we know we are providing salaries for sinecures, the 
„„ d haen on t 3 who regard the 
securement of employment for these dependents as getting some- 
thing for their districts. 3 85 

There is not a Department in this Government where the offi- 
cials in charge would not gladly weed out the undesirable and 
superfluous employees but for the fact that Congressmen and 
Senators are continually place hunting, and then we are com- 
pelled to raid the Treasury to pay the salaries of these favorites, 

I believe this vice prevails in the District of Columbia to a 
larger extent than anywhere else. I 7 the gentleman in 
charge of this bill from responsibility. e wretched system is 
chargeable not upon the individual but upon the pernicious sys- 
tem followed by the Government's representatives collectively. 
e people’s representatives should not insist upon padding the 
pay rolls, for by so doing they do not spend public money to the 
end that the public service may be made better but with the cer- 
tainty that it will be made infinitely worse. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CHARITIES AND CORRECTIONS. 

Board of charities For secretary, $3,000; clerk, $1,000; stenographer, = 
messe 8 four Ts, at $720 each; trav ê 3 
ee ativan © soaps 


Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


word, 

I want to say here something that I have long wanted to say in 
regard to the charitable appropriations carried in the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill. - 

I took occasion once several years ago to make a suggestion 
along this line.. Idid not think then that anything would come 
of it. I have a little more hope now, because the board of chari- 
ties and corrections, as I find by a report submitted this year, have 
taken the same position. 

We appropriate in this bill nearly $1,000,000 for different chari- 
table associations in the District of Columbia. Iam afraid to 
say just what per cent, but a very large per cent of that appro- 
priation, in my opinion, is not for the indigent poor, but for the 
energetic office seeker. 

Iam not criticising the Committee on Appropriations nor the 
subcommittee in charge of this bill. I know too well how diffi- 
cult it is to get any kind of reform in measures of this character, 
where a thing has gone on for years, and especially where it 
comes before a body like this not elected by the particular people 
whose money is spent, and in the community that spends it, and 
not responsible to the public opinion of the community where 
these institutions are located; but, Mr. Chairman, there is pro- 
vided for in this bill charity after charity for which we appropri- 
ate from one thousand to fifty thousand dollars. Now, these 
appropriations have arisen in this way: Some good people—and 

ey are always good people who originate these charitable insti- 
tutions—the good ladies of some church, for example. get to- 
1 and say, Here is a particular work that needs to be 

one.” 

They raise a few thousand dollars in the church or among their 
friends for the purpose of charity, and they start the work, and 
that work grows, as charitable work always does, and they say, 
It has got to be a burden, and we will go and get help from Con- 
gress.” The very moment Congress begins to appropriate that 
moment individual effort ceases, or at least grows less, and year 
after year private contributions fall off and the public appropria- 
tions grow, until in a few years you have an institution owned by 
private parties, by private parties, the Government hay- 
ing no control over it, and yet the Government of the United 


States and the District of Columbia appropriating practically the 


entire sum that is spent for it. 


Why, Mr. Chairman, in this bill we have institutions here—I . 


notice one for which we re gi mac here $9,000. The total sum 
raised outside is $1,000, and with a total fund of $10,000, $4,000 
of it is spent for salaries. We call that a charitable appropri- 
ation. e have here institution after institution for which we 
make appropriations of $3,000 or $4,000, and the good people be- 
hind it, the trustees who are managing it, raise $1,000 or $2,000 
more; and in nearly every instance from 20 to 50 per cent of it 
goes for salaries. : 

Now, as I say, the great difficulty in charitable work is the con- 
tinued desire on the part of the individual to start anew charity 
a good purpose behind it always, started from the best impulses; 
but the result is the duplication and reduplication of this char- 
itable society and that charitable institution and the continued 
increase of the proportionate part of your charitable money going 
to pay the salaries of matrons and clerks of each one of these 
institutions, 
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Why, one of the Commissioners here, in the hearings before 
this committee, has suggested in regard to these appropriations: 


If we were to undertake to change that, soas to give the Commissioners the 
control of this public money, we would arouse the greatest opposition. 


IT would like, Mr. Chairman, if this sentence only could be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has just expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. Iask unanimous consent to have five minutes 
more. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I hope that will be granted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that his time may be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COWHERD. If the House will listen to this sentence, I 
will be content to talk to the Recorp for the rest. Here is what 
the Commissioner himself said in relation to the proposition as to 
whether we could do away with this distribution of this fund to 
all these different charities in small amounts, The Commissioner 
says: 

If we did it, we would arouse the greatest tion, for the reason that 
such action would legislate out of office seve: secretaries and di: 
clerks in these various institutions, all of whom are deriving salaries out o 
the public money. 


Mr. Chairman, it is bad enough to provide for clerks unneeded 
in any of the Departments of the Government and take the peo- 
ple’s money to pay for it; but itis doubly and damnably bad that 
we do it under the guise of a charitable appropriation. [General 
applause.] I had no idea of proposing any suggestion to this 
1 1 other than is carried in the suggestion of the board of 
charities. And while approving their conclusions I want to criti- 
cise those two bodies before I pass from it. 2 

My friend from Missouri has just offered some criticism of this 
Board of Charities and Children’s Guardians, Now, I find here 
we are carrying for administration purposes of these two boards 

ractically over $20,000 and approaching nearly $25,000 in this 
bil. These boards are made up from the best people of the Dis- 
trict of- Columbia—give their work without pay; but I have 
always found it to be true when you have a “high-toned ” board 
that works without pay that they usually require a doubleamount 
of clerical work with pay in order to carry on the business. It 
looks to me as though these boards were following the well-estab- 
lished custom in that particular. l ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call especial attention to a few 
of these items of appropriation—— Z 

Mr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will permit me to inter- 
rupt him, I think he is right; but let me suggest to the gentleman 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia, on which he has 
the honor to serve, created these “high-toned ” boards he speaks 
of, and that the Committee on Appropriations had nothing to do 
with the creation of these boards, 

Mr.COWHERD. The gentleman is entirely right. They were 
created there; and I shall not attempt to shield the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. That committee may be in part re- 
sponsible for the condition of which I complain. As I haye 
direnir said, I am not criticising the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, though they are eyen more msible for the continuation 
of those conditions. I remember when the bill was before the 
Committee on the District of Columbia for the creation of this 
Board of Children’s Guardians. 

I remember that it was distinctly stated at the time, because 
we made some inquiry, not fully understanding the work, that 
this was to be a board of charitable ladies and gentlemen of the 
District of Columbia, who were asking only the power of visitin: 
the institutions that have intrusted to them these indigent an 
delinquent children, with the power to examine into them and 
see that the children were properly treated, and, as I remember, 
we provided in that bill for a salary list of only twenty-four 
hundred dollars. Am I not right? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think the gentleman is right, and the 
gentleman is right in the other statement, that every time you 
create a board of that kind it means that clerical help is to be 
supplied to a greater extent than if you appointed one man to 

e Gori ie) as you could have done in your bill. 

Mr. CO RD. But, Mr. Chairman, that board has not the 
right to create a single solitary office. The gentleman was right 
when he said it was the business of the District Committee to 
create officers, and that committee limited the expense to $2,400, 
but the committee of which the distinguished gentleman from 
Tarana is the chairman has brought in a bill carrying $10,000 in 
Salaries. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Iam sure the gentleman de- 
sires to be right. 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This $2.400 is for agents only, 
and that is precisely the sum carried in the bill now for that pur- 
pose, 


Mr. COWHERD. Here is for administration 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. You can not administer with 
agents alone. The gentleman knows that. 

Mr. COWHERD. My understanding when that board was 
created was that the only salaried officials were to be the two 


agents. 

Mr. HEMENWAY,. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman per- 
mit me? Does the gentleman suggest that the business of this 
board can be carried on without any officers except merely the 
two agents? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I will answer that I do not 
know, but I believe it can be carried on for much less than $10,000. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a statement? 
In the State of Minnesota we have for years had a board of cor- 
rections and charities. It has charge of all the jails, all the char- 
itable institutions, and all the paupers and 8 in the State, 
and the business has been effectively and diligently conducted by 
one general agent and two clerks and two traveling assistants for 
the entire State, and the entire expense of that is $6,500. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We haveasimilar board in Indiana. But 
when the gentleman speaks about his State and my State and the 
other States, we all know that the business here can not be con- 
ducted for the same amount of money as there. Gentlemen can 
not live here as cheaply as they can in Minneapolis. A man goes 
to one of the hotels and he pays three times as much for the same 
quarters he could get in one of the hotels in the different States, 

Mr. MADDOX. They would not charge that much to an agent; 
that is only to you and myself. 

; 25 CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield 
urther? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to yield- 
ing to any gentleman if I may be allowed as much time as has 
been consumed for the conclusion of my remarks. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not agree with the gentleman from 
Indiana that we must pay somebody in the District of Columbia 
for this class of work more than we pay them in the States. I 
think if this matter were carefully looked into, it can be done as 
economically in the District aselsewhere. I was not criticising 
the committee so much, although I confess it seems to me they 
are subject to some criticism in not cutting down the salary lists 
of these charitable associations, but the point I am criticising is 
the entire system of the Government of the United States going 
into partnership with all these private charities in the District of 
Columbia, not only to the great detriment of the Treasury of the 
United States and of the District, but to the absolute detriment 
of the administration of the charitable fund itself. 

The moment you start in to assist some children’s home or 
some foundling hospital or something else carried on by private 
means, that moment you take away all the incentive on the part 
of private individuals to carry on the charitable work and you 
throw the whole thing on the Treasury of the United States. 
The Government ought to provide its asylum as the States do. 
This District ought to have its own almshouse as other cities do, 
and ought to have its own hospitals—— 

r. D. There is an appropriation 

Mr. COWHERD. I know there is. As I was saying, as the 
cities and States have such eleemosynary institutions, so should 
the District have them, and then it might help some one individual 
charity that takes care of emergency cases, of the stranger that 
is thrown on the street, or the poor man out of employment. 
who must be carried through a few cold days of winter or of 
sudden sickness in the family, and such emergency cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, the most of my time was 
taken up by other gentlemen, and I am going to ask the House to 
indulge me once more with five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missonri asks unani- 
mous consent that he may proceed for five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COWHERD. But, as I was saying, aside from the appro- 
priations of that kind, the Government of the United States ought 
to keep its hands off the private charities, and when the good 
people get up a day nursery”’ or a children's home“ or an 
old people's home,” let the good people support it, and you will 
find that the charitable people of this community will do iike the 
charitable people of your community and of mine—they will take 
care of the institutions of that kind without Government aid, and 
take care of them better than you will with Government aid and 
without Government control. A 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we have appropriated here within the last 
three years $750,000 to aid private charities in building hospitals 
and additions to them. Isay *‘ private ™ because the grounds are 
not owned by the Government. The buildings that we build are 
not owned by us. We absolutely can not dictate the admission 
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of patients to these h 
they get in there. We 


itals nor how they shall be treated after 

ve, of course, the right to examine them 
by the District Commissioners, and some they have examined and 
reported adversely upon But we have not the right to go in and 
control and regulate the management of some of these great hos- 
pitals for which we appropriate $50,000 per year. 


Now, let me call your attention to the extra of this 

stem of having a dozen or a dozen men, excellent people of 
the District, but people interested in other matters, acting as trus- 
tees for these institutions. Here is a Reform School for Boys, and 
it carries in all an appropriation of nearly $35,000. Do you know 
how many boys they have there? As I remember it, they have 
about 250 or 260 boys. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is right. 

Mr. COWHERD. A large percentage are colored boys, but 
you have 40 employees on a salary in that Reform School tak- 
co agp of 250 boys. Do you suppose for a moment if that was 
either under private control, where they had to raise the funds 
out of their pockets, or under Government control, where thera 
would be an official responsible for it, you would have such a 
salary list for that many boys? 

Here is a reform school for girls which carries an appropria- 
tion of $17,900. They have got in that school, as I remember it, 
an average of seventy girls. Two hundred and fifty dollars per 
year for every one of them. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Whatschoolis the gentleman referring to? 

Mr. COWHERD. The Reform School for Girls. I think there 
are about seventy girls, two or three of them white and the rest 
colored girls, who have been committed, I suppose, for some 
minor criminal offense. You have got fourteen employees to 
take care of them. I admit that schools have got to have teach- 
ers, of course. but children are sent there to be taught how to 
work and earn their own living. In the Reform School for Boys 
they appropriate here dining-room servants. What are they 
doing with the boys who ought to be taught that sort of a thing, 
so that when they come out they can go to work for you or for me? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
re.ers to the reform school where they are committed for crime? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The tleman from Missouri does not 
undertake to say that a school of that kind can be controlled with 
the same number of employees as a school of good boys? 

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly not. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. You have got to have guards and all the 
surroundings of a prison. 

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, no; the modern reform school is not sur- 
rounded with guards like a prison; exactly the contrary system is 
the modern system. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. One moment; they do not put them in 
ceils, and that requires more employees to take care of them for 
that reason. 

Mr. COWHERD. I admit that, but I ask the gentleman if he 
does not believe that coat Ses there is excessive? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I believe that in all the departments of the 
Government, almost. we have more employees than are necessary. 
But what are you going to do when they come down here and say 
they can not 9 institution in a suitable manner unless 
they have them? You have to take somebody's word for it. and 
the gentleman's committee reported the bill that created this 
home. 

Mr. COWHERD. And probably very properly reported it. 

Mr. HEMEN WAV. e gentleman’s committee sug; 
that a board should be put in charge of it, and that board comes 
down here and says. We can not conduct the institution with- 
out this number of employees.” Will the gentleman from Mis- 
souri say that his judgment and mine, when we can not go out 
there and investigate it, is better than the judgment of the men 
who are in charge? , 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I would say that the judg- 
ment of any man who said that forty salaried employees were 
needed to take care of a school having 250 boys in it was bad and 
not to be reli d on by the gentleman's committee or any other. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has again ex- 

Mr. COWHERD. Permit me, Mr. Chairman, to say in conclu- 
sion again that I am not criticising the committee so much as I 
am criticising the system. : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be permitted to continue. 

Mr. CO D. Oh. no: I thank the gentleman from Indiana, 
but I do not want to use any more time. . 


The gentleman began and concluded with the statement that in 
what he had to say it was not his to criticise the Appro- 
priations Committee. What he said was largely a confession of 
work undone by his own committee, because the legislation re- 
lating to these things belongs not to us, but to the committee of 
which the Fos is a distinguished member, 

Mr. CO RD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. COWHERD. Is it not a fact that this reform school for 
boys, for which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway] 
says the District Committee provided, has been in operation here 
in the District of Columbia for many generations, and in fact 
= = old, old school, that has grown up and has not been legis- 

up? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The reform school for girls has not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The reform school for bo 
is an old institution, but the reform school for girls is one recently 
created by the gentleman's committee. 

Mr. COWHERD. Did that committee der for any salary 
list in that school? Does not the growth of that list rest entirely 
with the Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think that the gentleman is 
in error as to the number of the employees and teachers in the 
Boys’ Reform School. But why did not the gentleman's commit- 
tee specify how many employees there should be in the Girls’ Re- 
form School, for whose establishment it provided? 

Mr. COWHERD. Because it is a matter that can not be speci- 
fied. Creating the school, there was not needed a single employee 
until somebody had been sent to the school. The only thing that 
was necessary was a board of management until the school itself 
had built up, but as it has built up and the salary list grows, it 
rests with the A 8 Committee to say how many. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Has the gentleman any knowl- 
edge of anyone employed there who should not be employed? 

Mr. COWHERD. Why, Mr. Chairman. how could the gentle- 
man have any knowledge of that fact? When I find so many em- 
ployees taking care of so few pupils I have sufficient general infor- 
= to draw an inference that there are too many employees 

ere. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Let me recur to what the 
gentleman himself was a party to. He created a board to have 
charge of this institution. Now, if he were a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, where would he look for information? 
Would he undertake to visit all of these institutions and spend 
his vacations in the city of Washington personally examining 
these things. or where would he look for information? 

Mr. CO RD. Mr. Chairman, I will say very frankly—I 
said before that I did not want to criticise the gentleman's com- 
mittee—but if that committee relies in toto upon recommenda- 
tions of these boards of management of these charitable institu- 
tions, or the Commissioners of the District either, and makes 
appropriations entirely upon their recommendation without fur- 

er investigation, then that committee is subject to criticism 
and I would criticise it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman has stated a purely hypothetical case, because he knows 
that the committee does not do any such thing. But it must get 
its first information from them. It then uses its judgment as to 
whether the recommendations are well founded. 

But that is not what I started out to say. The gentleman has 
touched a great question when he brings up the question of em- 
ploying public money for the support of institutions that are 

rgely private in character, and the gentleman is emphatically 
right in all that he has said in that connection. The committee 
is gradually becoming stronger in that opinion. We have been 
studying this question for more than two years. We have en- 
countered difficulties which the gentleman will readily understand; 
difficulties which arise out of the fact that these institutions are, 
many of them, of long erga Y 

They are reputable and useful, and they have their friends in 
Congress in both Houses. We must be sure we are right before 
we can go ahead. At present we are simply marking time. We 
have that sub ect under consideration, and b fore much more 
time has passed we will reach a conclusion. My judgment is 
chat it will be along the line that the gentleman has indicated, 
and for indicati it so well the committee is grateful to him. 
It will look to him for valiant and valuable support when the 
time for action comes. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I have not any speech prepared 
on this subject. I want to say a few things, however, in defense 
of the subcommittee of which I am a member. 

There is a large measure of sound truth in the criticism of m 
colleague from Missouri [Mr. CownErp] on this budget, but 
want to correct just here a wrong im on of his. Hetakes this 
Committee of the Whole into his ence and gives it the benefit 
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of the recommendation of the board of charities for the gradual 
abolition of some of these boards. He does the board of charities 
too much honor. They have not any desire whatever to decrease 
the number of offices or the amount of the appropriations; they 
want to abolish a few of these little concerns, so they may take 
charge of all of them and have the control of them themselves 
in other institutions now in theircharge. Thatisthecold-blooded 
truth about the board of charities, They are a very eminent set 
of gentlemen, serving without individual pay; but I have never 
heard, since I have been on this subcommittee, of a member of 
the board of charities suggesting that the salaries be reduced. 
On the contrary, each of the budgets presented to us has sugges- 
tions for the increase of salaries by this board. 

Now, a word in our own defense. My colleague is mistaken 
when he thinks we do everything that the board of charities or 
even the Board of Commissioners suggests. If he will look at 
their recommendations to us and then look at this bill he will find 
that, large as it is, it is $2,000,000 less than the recommendations 
of the Board of Commissioners. It would have been more than 
$3,000,000 less except for the necessities of the situation. 

As has been stated by my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, more than a million dollars of this large 
budget that we presented to the House comes from the necessity 
of finishing the filtration plant and the sewage-disposal system. 
If somebody on this committee does not make some statement in 
defense of the committee we are chargeable with the animadver- 
sions that may come from any gentleman on the floor. 

Take for instance the board of charities created by act of Con- 

ess. I do not know, perhaps my colleagues on the committee 

rom Nebraska or from anoa did not know, the full necessity 
for this board of charity; but we took the word of the District of 
Columbia legislative committee. Itwascreated. They come be- 
fore the District Appropriation Committee with their recom- 
mendations. They make statements presumably correct as they 
understand the facts, and as far as we are convinced we follow 
their suggestions. We examine and cross-examine them, some- 
times to the point of being disagreeable. After they are gone we 


exercise our best judgment and keep the appropriations down as 
low as we think we dare do without being criticised for parsi- 
mony. 


I am sure in my own mind, though I have not the clear proof 
of it, that we are paying out several hundred thousand dollars in 
salaries in the District of Columbia that we might avoid. But I 
do not know of any way to get at the facts except by the appoint- 
ment of a commission by and under an act of Congress that will 
put men upon oath—make them inform us what the actual necessi- 
ties are—get persons and papers, and then let Congress begin at 

the bottom and go up again. 

' Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. COWHERD rose. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow- 
HERD] prefers to go on now—— 

Mr. GOWHER . If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 
will permit, I would like a moment just now to answer the re- 
marks that have been made in regard to the District Committee 
and to statements of my own. 

Mr. HEPBURN. All right. 

Mr. COWHERD. I endeavored 8 to state that I 
was not criticising the committee that brought in this bill for 
these items, because the system has grown up in the course of 
years and they seem in the main to be following precedents. 

Mr. PENTON. Iso understood; I thought I stated that tomy 
colleague. f 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman from Indiana by his ques- 
tion very plainly suggested that the subcommittee on the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill was relying upon these boards of 
managers and trustees, and so if anything I said was in the way 
of criticism upon them I was entitled to ċriticise them if they 
did rely upon those estimates. I do not believe they should take 
the estimates of these boards of trustees, none of whom are public 
ofiicials, and rely upon them entirely in making appropriations. 
The gentleman says he does not do so. Then, if they have any 
different and better information, they either ought to strike out 
the surplus employees or they ought to sustain them. 

Now, the gentleman criticises the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. He says they start this business and the Committee 
on Appropriations simply has to provide the appropriations, Is 
that committee subject to such criticism? 

Let us see what are the facts: Here is the National Association 
for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children. The 
come here to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 1 
for authority to incorporate. Would you refuse it? They are 
not asking for any appropriation, but ony ask the right that 
all other charitable organizations have; they simply ask an in- 
corporation as an eleemosynary institution. We give them the 
right to incorporate, with a board of visitors to manage the in- 
stitution. Then they go to your committee, and you give them 


the appropriation that carries here $9,000 out of the $10,000 that 
they receive, with a salary list of $3,900. Are we to blame for 
that? We never suggested to your committee any appropriation. 
Here is the Newsboys and Children’s Aid Society. Why should 
not that society have articles of incorporation as an eleemosynary 
institution, a private charitable institution in the District of Co- 
lumbia? Are we to blame if they go to your committee and get 
an appropriation and spend it for salaries rather than for chari- 
ties? And so on all down the list. The Committeaon the Dis- 
trict of Columbia simply provides the machinery. It does not 
ponia the appropriations, and as to these private institutions it 
oes not know and has no way of knowing how many of them, 
or whether any of them, will be recognized by the Committee on 
Appropriations afterward in the way of public funds. 
ow, as tothe Board of Children’s Guardians and the Board of 
Charities, I have explained, and they are very well understood. 
They were provided, and the machinery by which they operate 
was provided, and we limit as far as we can in our committee the 
number of employees that they shall have; but in a large portion 
of these charities and in a large portion of the money carried in 
this bill the Committee on the District of Columbia never had a 
word to say as to when or where there should be any appropriation. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Chairman, I want in the outstart to dis- 
claim any purpose of criticising either the Committee on Appro- 
priations or the Committee on the District of Columbia, but I do 
want to call attention to this very remarkable fact, that between 
the general headings ‘‘ Charities and corrections ” and ‘‘ Militia _ 
of the District of Columbia,” following the subheads of this first 
general head ‘‘ Charities and corrections,” there are appropria- 
tions aggregating $869,000 for charities and corrections in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Two hundred thousand dollars of that, I am 
frank to admit, consists of appropriations for public buildings, in 
connection, however, with these charities. think it is safe to 
say that that character and amount of appropriation, however, ac- 
companies every bill of this description, so that it is safe to say 
that this is about an average appropriation, $869,000 for charities 
and corrections in a city of a little more than 250,000 people. That 
is more than equal to $3 a head for charitable purposes for all of 
the citizens of the District of Columbia. 
I do not know whether there are too many officers or not, but 
I do know that to my mind there is an extraordinary number. 
Whether we could dispense with any of them is a question that 
I am not now prepared to solve. I do know, however, that as 
compared with expenses of similar character in some of the 
States—in one, at least—this sum seems to be enormous. In the 
State of Iowa, for example, for purposes of this character the 
appropriations are about 50 cents per head. The appropriation 
to carry on all of the great institutions—three penitentiaries, four 
Syl ees for the insane, and all of the eleemosynary institutions 
of the State of Iowa—amount to little more than $1,000,000 for a 
population of two and a half million people. I am not sure that 
a just comparisom can be made, but it does appear to me that 
some method ought to be taken of ascertaining, more accurately 
than the committee in the very nature of things can ascertain, 
the necessity for these 5 
It is a truth, I think, that all gentlemen will recognize, that the 
chief source of their information, that upon which they must rely 
under our system, is tainted with interest. While these boards 
serve, perhaps, without pay, every member of them has an in- 
terest in the institution he is helping to fondle. All of the offi- 
cers charged with the conduct of these establishments have an 
interest in securing the largest appropriation. Why, you see it 
in the Book of Estimates. t member of the Committee on 
Appropriations is ee to be guided by the estimates made by 
the nine Secretaries? Not one of you. After you have received 
your estimates and such detailed information as they see fit to 
give you, you call them before you, you interrogate them, and 
then you refuse to be guided by their estimates; and in almost 
every instance the gentleman who has charge of a bill suggests to 
the House with some measure of proper pride, We have cut 
atte the estimate so many thousand dollars or so many million 
ollars.”’ 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Yes. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. That is true in this instance. 
_ Mr. HEPBURN. I have no doubt about it. I am not criticis- 
ing the committee. I have not a particle of doubt that they have 
done the very best they could under the circ ces. I am 
criticising the system under which we operate in making appro- 
priations of this kind. I do not believe that there is scrutiny 
enough. I am not here to say that itis the duty of the committee 
to give more of scrutiny to the subject than they do give. Their 
time is necessarily limited. They have a great variety of duties. 
There are no men more hard worked in this body than the mem- 
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bers of the Committee on Appropriations. I am not criticising 


them, but I am trying to say something that will find a lodgment 
in the mind of some man who knows how to suggest the proper 
remedy. There ought to be a remedy. Three per capita 


to be spent in charities, so called, or in institutions of correction 
in this city is, in my judgment, an enormous sum. It would be 
equal to seven and a half million dollars in the State of Iowa, 
more than three times the total expenditures of that State, nearly 
three times the total appropriation of the State for carrying on 
the government of Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does the gentleman want 
more time? 

Mr. HEPBURN. No. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, a tax of $40 per capita is im- 

by this bill for the government of the District of Columbia. 
do not believe there is a Congressional district in the United 
States that does not expect its Congressman to go a long way in 
appropriating money from the public funds for the purpose of 
beantifying the American capital. I believe it is the consensus 
of public opinion throughout the country that we ought to have 
the finest capital city in the world; and whenever an appropria- 
tion is brought before this body, reasonable in amount, looki 
to that purpose, it will not only have my support, but I believe it 
will have the support of an overwhelming majority of this body. 

I do not believe the people of this country expect the appropri- 
ation s carried in this bill every year shall stand out conspicuously 
as evidences that a very wretched system of municipal govern- 
ment has been allowed to grow and grow without any effort to 

rune it; or, worse, that the utter recklessness of place hunters 

s fastened on the public in the administration of the Govern- 
ment in all its departments an army of sinecures. 

I live in a State of near 4,000,000 people. It is a rich State, with 
a penitentiary, a reform school for girls, a reform school for boys, 
a university that ranks well with the best institutions in the world, 
a school of mines, five normal schools, three hospitals for the in- 
sane, asylums and schools for the blind and the deaf and dumb, 
with every possible provision in the way of eleemosynary estab- 
lishments for the cure of the unfortunates, and yet the appropri- 
ations carried in this bill for one year’s expense in the District of 
Columbia is two and one-half times as much as the expense 
of the State of Missouri for the administration of the State gov- 
ernment in-all its departments. 

It is true some part of these appropriations made by this are for 

ublic buildings. It is also true that at every session of the legis- 
ane of Missouri we make a sp Pees for public buildings. 
The public institutions I speak of have been built without going 
into debt for the money with which the State built them. To 
institute another comparison: While I have no figures by me, I 
will venture the assertion that you can not find on the face of the 
earth a city where the expenses of municipal administration are 
in any way to be compared with the mses of this city. 

Now, somebody is responsible for this: If the American Con- 
gress is to admit that such proceedings afford an exhibition of its 
capacity for municipal government let the country so understand 
the matter. We are sitting here to-day as a board of aldermen 
pure and simple. As individuals we have no private interests at 
stake; therefore no selfish motive actuates us. We are in a posi- 
tion to enact laws for the government of the city of Washington 
untrammeled by considerations which probably embarrass city 
governments generally. We certainly should beable to safeguard 
the public against a waste of public money and establish a system 
which will give the taxpayers something for the dollars they 
expend, 

e gentleman from Minnesota tells us the committee has done 
its best; that it has endeavored to go to the bottom of all ques- 
tions involved; and yet the result is a bill where out of $9,000 ap- 
propriated for a private eleemosynary institution 83.500 of the 
appropriation is devoted to payment of the salaries of those in 

arge of the expenditure of the money. Think of it! Out of 

receipts of only $9,000 or $10,000 for charity all told, nearly 

000-40 per cent of it—is devoted to paying the men who expend 
it! Now, I believe that here we find the key to the whole situa- 
tion. 

I recollect that during the Spanish-American war a report was 
put in circulation to the effect that an attempt had been made 
to dynamite some of the public buildings. e result was the 
appointment of a large number of extra policemen. This was 
regarded as a temporary increase in the police force. Have they 
been relieved yet? The Spanish war is over. Everyone con- 
nected with the government of the city of Washington tells us 
that the city can not pen get on without them—that they are 
absolutely indispensable. Everybody knows that an unexpected 
emergency caused the increase in the police force. The emer- 
gency soon disappeared, but the policemen called into service by 

t are still on the pay roll, 


Mr. Chairman, when, how, and where are we going to com- 


mence pruning these rank growths? Are we to go on obeying 
the superintendents, Ayes OY assistants, and writers, who, 
we are told, would bitterly resent any effort to di ss them 


of the places? Is it not true that these typewriters, clerks, and 
employees have powerful friends at court, who stand in the wa 

of reform, and who, were we to undertake a house cleaning, wont 
surround the heads of the department, each demanding to know 
why his ap tee was let out, why was my constituent discharged? 

The t of this pernicious system is seen in this bill, with its 
indefensible misappropriation of public funds, It is this that 
compels the employment of men and the retention of officials 
at manifestly outrageous salaries, and until we make up our 
minds to destroy this system the Congress will remain powerless 
to correct the evil. There is only one 1 correct it. The Ap- 
propriation Committee alone can do it. e should make appro- 
1 ample for carrying on the business of these various pub- 

ic bodies and no more, and under the compulsion of the want of 
funds compel the abandonment of this extravagant and ridicu- 
lous system of municipal control. [Applause.] 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, much that has 
been said is a valuable contribution to the subject we have been 
considering. The committee welcomes it and expresses its 
ae 5 the gentlemen who have given us the benefit of this 

ought. 


Several references have been made, however, to the expenses of 
State governments as compared with those of the District of Ca 
Iumbia. Of course gentlemen, when they stop to think of this 
will recollect that this entity we are appropriating for is unique 
in that in its necessary itures it is both a State and a city. 
It has most of the expenses of a State and all the expenses of! 


city. 
Now, I do not pro 


to go over the whole subject. I will 
simply say that the 


mmittee on Appropriations, the subcom- 
mittee having c e of this bill, cut down the estimates which 
were submitted to them something like $3,000,000. We tried to 
do that cutting down prudently and sensibly, not just closing our 
eyes and slashing. We realized that we might do harm in doing 
such a ming as that. But where we saw an opportunity for sav- 
io the public money without doing harm we used that oppor- 
tunity. 

In the case of the board of charities of the District, about 
which so much has been said, we cut down the appropriation half 
a million dollars from the estimates which were made. Here are 
the figures: The estimates of the board amounted to $1,265,788. 
The appropriations recommended in this bill amount to $785,063. 
It seems to me that is cutting pretty close in proportion to the 
whole amount estimated. In order to determine what ought to / 
be reached in that reduction, we spent three days with the gen- 
tlemen in charge of these charities, they endeavoring squarely to 
tell us and we endeavoring squarely to ascertain the real situa- 
tion. 

Let me remind the committee of the fact that some years ago 
the attention of the House was directed to the fact that the chari- 
ties of the District were costing a great deal of money—costing 
an unusual and apparently 3 large sum of money. 
It was believed that charities had been brought into existence 
and the burdens of them assumed by the Government without 
wisdom. 

In order to correct that condition this House, under the leader- 
ship of the committee of which my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
CowWHERD] is a distinguished member, the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia provided for what is known as the Board of 
Charities.” This was to take into consideration this whole 
question of the charities of the District. 

Let us see who constitute the personnel of that board. I find 
the list here in the report: George W. Cook, a professor in How- 
ard University, a colored gentleman. but a very distinguished 
man and very able and very honorable gentleman, as we judge 
him to be from our impressions as he came before our committee. 
Then we find Charles P. Neill, a student of social economy and a 
professor in the Catholic University. Then we find Simon Wolf, 
a prominent business man Of the a Then we find John Joy 
1 resident of the Washington Loan and Trust Company, 
and S. W. Woodward, the head of the firm of Woodward & Lo- 
throp. It would be very hard. if not impossible to secure a board 
of higher character or eee and business ability. 

These gentlemen have devoted a great deal of time and a great 
deal of intelligent thought to the duties that lay before them, fot 
which they receive no remuneration except that of a good con- 
science. 

‘These gentlemen have for the last two years made recommenda 
tions to us along the line of the speech of my friend from Mix 
souri [Mr. CowHERD] and my other friend from Missouri [Mr. 
CocuraNn], whom I regard as a friend, notwithstanding the littl 
spat we had a little earlier this morning. Mr. Chairman, those 
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gentlemen whose names I have given to you are N most 
able and public-spirited citizens of this community. ey have 
spent, as I say, weeks of time, every hour of which had a mone 
value to them, in this public service. They impressed us wit 
their sincerity and their desire to put these charities upon a proper 
is. It is due to these gentlemen that we say we did not deem 
the time ripe to follow out in full the recommendations which | o 


they made. Their recommendations look toward the dual 
elimination of all appropriations for these institutions that are 
private in character and which are now supported in large part at 
public expense. é 

Tothis aenea proposition the committee feelsstrongly disposed; 
but this House is not committed to it. We have several times 
made experiments. Last year we recommended some reductions, 
but the House promptly restored the usual amounts. We do not 
want to cut off any of them with harsh precipitancy, because that 
would be like rooting up the tree. But we want to give the vari- 
ousinstitutions fair warning and fair opportunity to get out gradu- 
ally from Government aid and acquire the help of individuals. 
If we should cut out their appropriations wantonly we might de- 
stroy good work, and no one wants that done. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. To what extent do your public institutions do the 
same kind of work that is done by the private eleemosynary insti- 
tutions now? Pretty generally? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The charities of the District 
are largely of the kind I have described, private institutions that 
have grown up and gradually got more and more of public help. 

Mr. LIND. To what extent have you inaugurated public in- 
stitutions to do the same kind of work? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Toa very small extent. 

Mr. LIND. I notice that the bill carries an appropriation of 
$100,000 for an almshouse. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is wholly public. 

Mr. LIND. Is that new? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is to enlarge the present 
almshouse. 

Mr. LIND. Could not that almshouse do a great deal of the 
work here that is committed to private care? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The almshouse is now in very 
limited quarters in close conjunction to the jail. With this ap- 
propriation which the gentleman refers to we propose to con- 
struct a new almshouse in a healthful pee in the country, down 
near Alexandria, within the District, bought for the purpose a 
short time ago. ‘ à : 

We are simply marking time on this problem until we ourselves 
can get full information on the matter, to the end that we may 
not i wrong in our effort todoright. We hope tomove forward 
within the next few years along the general lines suggested by 
the gentleman from uri. 

And. Mr. Chairman, we hope that when we do move forward 
we shall have the support of this House, even if we touch upon 
something that some Member believes ought not to be touched at 
the time. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit one observation 
in answer to what the gentleman has said. He suggested that 
the management of State institutions afforded no guide in the 
matter of appropriations for the District of Columbia. I can not 
conceive that to be possible. I can not understand why the ad- 
ministration of bureaus of like character, like the insurance com- 
missioner’s, should cost any more here than in the State of Minne- 
sota. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MCCLEARY] said a 
few moments ago that this is in part a State administration and 
in part a municipal administration. Granting that, let me call 
the gentleman’s attention to this fact: The entire cost of the State 
administration of the State of Minnesota, with its nearly 2,000,000 
people, the State university with a student body of 4,000, and a 
1 number of normal schools, is, in round numbers, only 


000,000. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Will the gentleman allow me 


a 1 
. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does that $7,000,000 include 
the local institutions—the schools in the various communities? 

Mr. LIND. It includes all the State schools, normal schools, 
and schools for defectives, and in addition we are building a 
magnificent State capitol. I may give another illustration of 
city government—the city of Minneapolis,in which I reside, 
which is voy man as large as the city of Washington 

Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. Oh, Mr. Chairman, not even 
the pride of a Minneapolitan can make that true. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LIND. Well, if the gentleman takes exception, I will sug- 
gest facts that will put my comparison beyond criticism. Isay 
very nearly as large, and we have not been accused of economy 
of late. In fact,it has been the common complaint of our citi- 


zens that our administration has been extravagant, and we have 
spent in round numbers only $3,800,000. 

Now, take the city of St. Paul, and my colleague will concede 
that Minneapolis and St. Paul together are vastly greater and do 
an immensely larger business than the city of Washington, that 
Der aate greater interests every way, and the municipal expense 
f the city of St. Paul is less than $2,700,000. 

Mr. BURKETT. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. LIND. If the gentleman will wait until Iconclude. So 
that the expense of the administration of the city of Washington 
is greater than that of the entire State of Minnesota with its capi- 
tal city added. The gentleman asked me whether the statement 
I made a moment ago included the expense of the schools through- 
out the State. The entire amount collected in the State of Min- 
nesota for all A ee pie and municipal government and 
expenditures of all kinds—is only $18,000,000. 

This is in excess of the average in the States. For the adminis- 
tration of all of the affairs of the great State of Minnesota—State, 
municipal, educational, and township—we expend less than $18,- 
000,000, and here we are appropriating almost $11,000,000 for the 
city of Washington. Now, I say that under those circumstances 
it does not 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, right here will the gentle- 
man yield a moment? 

Mr. LIND. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. He does not want to be unfair. In his 
figures he does not include the amount of money expended by the 
local townships for charities, does he? 

Mr. LIND. Ido. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. In the counties for charities? 

Mr. LIND. Ido. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman say that $18,000,000 
is the total amount of taxes collected for township, county, State, 
and cit 3 in the State of Minnesota? 

Mr. In the State of Minnesota; yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. In the municipal estimate the gentleman does 
not include the cost of paving? 

Mr. LIND. Ido. 

Mr. BURKETT. That is done by a separate estimate charged 
against the property, is it not? 

Mr. LIND. Les; it is in a measure. But let me say in that con- 
nection 

Mr. BURKETT. They do not build their sidewalks there out 
of city funds? 

Mr. LIND. They do not here; they do not pretend to; but let 
me call the attention of the gentleman to what your committee 
has done. You spk See some $12,000 for the administration 
of a sidewalk fund of $160,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for five 
minutes more. It does not take an expert to know that it is 
ridiculous onits face to appropriate $12,000 for the administration 


of a fund of $160,000. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 


the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman may be extended 
five minutes, Is tliere objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LIND. Now, when you appropriate $2,500 for a superin- 
tendent of street sweepers and give him, say, eighteen or twenty 
assistants—that may be more than the bill shows, but it isa large 
number—and salariesrunning from twelve to fifteen hundred dol- 
lars, I think I am justified in saying that the committee is some- 
what extravagant, and that would appear so to a man who has 
only had experience in Minneapolis, or St. Paul, or Chicago, or 
=e other city, I venture to say. 

ow can you justify paying the principal of a school, a college 
graduate, only $1,500—and that is in harmony with the salaries 
of teachers all over the country—and then appropriate in the 
same bill and pay the superintendent of street sweepers $2,500? 
How can 575 justify paying the teacher who teaches your children 
and my children only 8520 and pay an assistant superintendent 
of street sweepers $1,500? I would like to have these anomalies 
reconciled. I say under these cireumstances that the members 
of the committee ought to be willing to hear a little comment 
and possibly a little criticism on this bill. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen 
of the committee are not only willing but anxious to hear all the 
criticism that is directed toward the public good, and so far as 
this criticism ministers to the public good the committee will lis- 
ten to it and heed it and try to act upon it the next time it handles 
a bill. That is the disposition of 
generally ought not to misund 

Mr. LIND, Mr. Chairman, let me call attention to one other 


e * and gentlemen 
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thing. Here you have an excise board. What do excise officers 
do in this city? Exactly what they do in Minneapolis or St. Paul 
or Chicago—look after the liquor licenses. We have in Minne- 
apolis one officer who gets, I think, $1,500 a year. Here you have 
a chief clerk at $2,000, one clerk at $1,200, one clerk at $1,000, and 
a messenger at $600—in all, $4,800. Just think of that, for look- 
ing after the liquor licenses in this city! It is absurd. Then take 
your office for collecting the personal-property tax here. We have 
appropriated for a collector $4,000, a deputy collector $1,800, and 
so on—I will not read it all—a total of $19,400, twice the amount 
that the administration of the State treasury costs the State of 
Minnesota. 

Mr. DUNWELL. May Task the gentleman one question? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. 

Mr. DUNWELL. Does not the gentleman consider that it 
would be fairer to line up the expenses of a great city like Wash- 
ington with the expenses of some other great city, rather than 
the governmental expenses of a State? 

Mr. LIND. I did that. 

Mr. DUNWELL. The gentleman will allow me to inform him 
that the city of New York raises every year for the purposes of its 
government $100,000,000, while the government of the great State 
of New York does not cost one-fifth of that sum. 

Mr. LIND. New York City is in a class by itself; I concede that. 
I am not here to discuss New York; but I venture to say to mem- 
bers of this committee that if you take the budget of any city in 
the country of the size of Washington, or approximately its size, 
you will find that that other city does not appropriate half the 
money that this city is spending. 

The CHAIR % e time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. LIxp] has expired. 

Mr. MoCLEARY of Minnesota. I should like to ask my col- 
league just one more question, and then I will yield to him my 
time for an answer. Does my friend undertake to say that the 
cost of collecting the State taxes in the State of Minnesota bears 
an 1 to the expense of such collection in this city? 

Ar. D. I do mean to say that I have a right to compare 
the expenses in the city of Minneapolis with the expenses in 
Washington City, and to say that in the city of Minneapolis we 
do not spend one-quarter of the amount that is spent here in the 
same way. In Minneapolis the collections are made by the treas- 
urer and his deputies without any other expense to the city, and 
the cost there is not one-fourth of what it is here. 

You have no treasurer here in the sense that we have in Min- 
neapolis. I realize that perfectly. But take the city comptrol- 
ler’s office of any city in our State—an office which I judge is 
substantially the same as your auditor’s office here—and you will 
find that the administration of your auditor’s office here costs six 
times as much as the administration of the corresponding office in 
Minneapolis. It seems to me that such a condition of things is 
absolutely indefensible. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move toamend by strik- 
ing out the last word. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Lip] has been comparing the expenditures for the District of 
Columbia with the expenditures for the State of Minnesota—a 
very unfair comparison. The gentleman must understand that 
in one institution over here which is provided for in this bill there 
are over 100 people that come from different States of the Union. 

Mr. LIND. I understand perfectly well—and I do not want 
my language to be otherwise construed—that it does cost more in 

ashington for many of these items of expenditure; and we are 
all willing that the appropriation shall be liberal, but neverthe- 
less there ought to be a limit even to liberality and generosity. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; but the gentleman comes now with 
this explanation, when his speech was along the other line—mak- 
ing 5 of expenditures here with expenditures of the 
State of Minnesota. And, as I started out to say, he forgets in one 
institution over here there are more than 100 people who come from 
different States of the Union and who are taken care of upon this 
bill. All along through this bill you will find not only expenses 
of the District of Columbia taken care of, but expenses of people 
that come from the different States who are here, and provision 
for their care is made in this bill. 

The gentleman said a while ago in his explanation that he real- 
izes that it costs more here than in some other places to provide 
5 these ipa aces ey a 8 ach gentleman comes 

ere upon a 0 „000. o not suppose e speculates u 
it. Yet if he could have $5,000 in the uty of Minneapolis — 75 
member of the State legislature of Minnesota, it would be a mag- 
nificent salary, and he could save out of it considerable money. 

Take the whole public service for the District of Columbia and 
itis n more expensive than that of any other city in the 
United States. Why? This is the capital city of the United 
States. We maintain more parks here all over this city than 
there are in other cities of the Union. For these numerous parks 
here watchmen must be provided, Do you find this extensive 


park system in Minneapolis? How many cities have parks that 
compare with the parks of Washington? 

The parks in other cities are but as a drop in the bucket com- 
pared with those of Washington. 

e LIND. We bhaye 40 miles of parks in the city of Minne- 
apolis. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. All these parks here in the city of Wash- 
a must be provided for. All along the line there are marked 

ifferences between this city and most other cities. The condi- 
tions in a State are wholly different, and it is unfair for any gen- 
tleman on this floor to compare the expenses for the District of 
Columbia with the expenditures for a State, because, as everyone 
must realize, it must be much more expensive to care for this 
capital city of the United States, which is being made the most 
beautiful city of the world, than to pay the expenses of maintain- 
ing some other city of the Union. 

Now, as to these charities. 

The Committee on Appropriations does not legislate. It reports 
appropriations in compliance with law; and if we place upon this 
bill a single item that is not authorized by law, any Member of 
the House may take the provision out of the bill by a point of or- 
der. We do not make the law. It was made by Congress at the 
suggestion of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Now, as to the charities, we all agree that it seems as though 
there was too much money paid out here for charities. We have 
been trying to solve the problem. The Committee on the District 
of Columbia have been trying to solve the problem, and some two 
or three years ago they worked out this legislation for a board of 
charities. Upon that board they placed these distinguished gen- 
tlemen, George W. Cook, Charles C. Neill. Simon Wolf, John Joy 
Edson, S. W. Woodward, conceded, I believe. to be some of the 
most 1 citizens not only of the District of Columbia, 
but of the United States, and said to them: Gentlemen, here is 
a serious problem. You are paying too much of your money out 
for charities. Here is the District of Columbia paying one half 
of this money and the Government of the United States paying 
the other half by way of a tax upon our great public buildings 
here. Figure this out and see if you can not saye some money for 
the people.” 

This board of charities have gone to work. They are men of 
high character. They say they are working it out, but yet the 
gentleman from Missouri . COWHERD], who helped inaugurate 
this legislation, comes in and says that the board are not working 
it out to his satisfaction. They are not working it out to my sat- 
isfaction. But naturally we come back—— 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Iask unanimous consent for five minutes 
more. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We come back, naturally, and ask the 
question, What are we going to do about it?” The Committee 
on the District of Columbia performed. Congress has per- 
formed. This board has been created. They say they are doing 
the best they can. It is easy to criticise. Some one gets up and 
criticises and says they are not doing it. Gentlemen, suggest a 
remedy! Your committee will legislate. Your committee has 
the power to bring to Congress some bill to remedy this defect. 
Come along with it. We wantit. The subcommittee in charge 
of this bill for three or four days worked with this board of chari- 


ties . 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD. I think the gentleman is mistaken in saying 
that I do not spror the report of the board of charities on the 

uestion of the Government ceasing to go into partnership with 
these charities. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But the gentleman says we are spendin 
large sums of money to carry into effect their work. The boerd 
of charities recommended the expenditure of every dollar carried 
in this bill and more. The Committee on Appropriations cut 
down their recommendation. 

Mr. COWHERD. That isa question of the pay roll: but on 
the question of their recommendation as to the way that the 
charitable appropriations should be expended I want to say that 
I do not agree with them; and I want to ask the gentleman if it 
is not a fact that the board of charities recommended striking out 
these appropriations for a lot of these small charities with which 
you are in partnership, and you refused to accept their recom- 
mendations, but rie ea for them. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman, for instance, move 
upon the floor to strike from this bill the appropriation of a thou- 
sand dollars for the Newsboys’ and Children’s Aid Society? And 
does he believe for a minute that if the Committee on Appro- 
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priations had stricken from this bill this item some Member 
would not have got up on this floor to move to put it back so 
quickly that you could not have had time to think about it? And 
nearly every Member would have been scrambling to his feet to 
vote to put it back. Take any one of these items, and let the 
Committee on Appropriations strike it out, as they have tried to 
do in the past, and see how quickly the Members of this House 
would get to their feet to vote to put each item back in again. 
Why, 1 see sitting all around me Members who, if you touch any 
one of these little items here, will rally their friends around them 
and put them back into this bill so quickly you would hardly 
know what had happened, if the Committee on Appropriations 
undertook to strike them out. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
his colleague? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I think instead of 
retarding reform it is the duty of the gentleman to promote it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman will please put his ques- 
tion, if he has one. I have only five minutes, and I can not yield 
fora 1 25 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The House has courteously ex- 
tended the gentleman's time and I will get my own time. How 
does the gentleman explain the fact that it costs for the support 
of an inmate of an eleemosynary institution in the city of Wash- 
ington one-half more than it costs in the State of Indiana? And 
that is the system that the gentleman is defending. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How can the gentleman explain that it 
costs iwice as much for him to board in a hotel in Washington as 
it would to board in a hotel in Fort Wayne? 
te ROBINSON of Indiana. There isa difference entirely in 

t. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. There is absolutely no diference in the 
rinciple. I did not yield to the gentleman to make a speech. 
How does he explain that he pays at his hotel more than twice as 
much for his living as he would at Fort Wayne, Ind? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That would have no application. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. It necessarily costs more here, and the 
Committee on Appropriations can not regulate the cost; and 
it is therefore for this board to regulate the cost. And the dis- 
tinguished gentlemen I have mentioned as being in charge of this 
board of charities do that. 

The Committee on Ap iations cut down their recommen- 
dations until they insist that it would not be possible to properly 
take care.of the charities of the District of Columbia. They come 
back and say, You are putting the knife in here so deep that peo- 
ple are going to suffer in this District; that people are going to go 
without coal or without food when they wantit, because the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is cutting down our estimates.” Yet 
we have the criticism, and what does it amount to? The gentle- 
men who criticise do not get up and move to reduce these appro- 
priations. They do not want totake the responsibility that some 
one who deserves charity shall not get it. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam glad to do so. 

Mr. LIND. For one whois not on the committee it is not prac- 
ticable to move amendments. But, for instance, take this pro- 
vision on page 7. lines 1, 2, 3, 4, ö. 6, and 7, where you appropriate 
86.008 for the sealer of weights and measures, 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes. 

Mr. LIND. It is ridiculons on its face. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman know what his duties 
are? 

Mr. LIND. Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has not investigated to 
me — 90 the sealer of weights and measures does, or he can not 
say that. 

Mr. LIND. Iknow what they do elsewhere. 

Mr, HEMENWAY. But the gentleman does not know what 
they do here. Now, let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. LIND. Yes. 

a CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- 
pired. 

Mr, HEMEN WAT. I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that his 
time may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection. 
[After 5 The Chair hears none. 

Mr. NWAY. The gentleman from Indiana and the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota and other persons have criticised the 
appropriations for charities? 

r. LIND. I have not. 

Mr, HEMENWAY. The gentleman has compared the appro- 
priation here with the statement of what is done in his own State. 

Mr. LIND. Now, Mr. Chairman, I criticised no portion of this 
appropriation for the schools nor charities, under the circum- 


stances. I agree with the gentleman from Missouri and the 
chairman of the subcommittee that it is a proper subject for 


reform. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. And the gentleman compares the expendi- 
tures here with those of his own State, and by that very compari- 
son indicates that extravagant appropriations are made. Now, I 
want to ask him this question. 

Mr. LIND. Well. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The board of charities, composed of these 
distinguished gentlemen whose names I have given, recommend 
tothe Committee on Appropriations that we appropriate $1,265,000, 
in round figures, for charities. The Committee on Appropriations 
only appropriates $785,000 for charities, or nearly $500,000 less 
than their recommendation. Now, these gentlemen say, Your 
cut will result in somebody suffering.“ Now, will the gentleman 
suggest that we cut the appropriation? 

Mr. LIND. Not at all. Thegentleman entirely misapprehended 
my remarks. These things I would not cut; but it was on the ad- 
ministrative features, where you have too many officers drawing 
extravagant Salaries; it is that portion that I would get at. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Which one of the salaries? 

Mr. LIND. Ihave not studied them in detail. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. That is it, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. LIND. I will mention some. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. When we get back to the details of the 
question they never answer. 

Ar. HEMENWAY. They mak with th 

Mr. HE X ey. e comparisons eexpendi- 
tures for the charities of their States and expenditures for chari- 
ties of the District of Columbia, and when we get back to the 
merits of the question, and say.“ Will you take the responsibility 
of making the appropriation and cutting the appropriation as you 
think it should be?” they say “No.” Yet the criticism comes by 
way of comparison. 

Mr. LIND. Now, I want to ask the gentlemana question, if 
he will yield to me. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. Here you appropriate $1,600 for superintendent of 
electric work. He is probably a college man, a man of scientific 
attainment. Do you think that is too much? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think not. 

Mr. LIND. Do you think it is enongh? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not know whether it is or not. I 
should think it is. 

Mr. LIND. I should think it is. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Is it not a good service? 

Mr. LIND. Yes. Now, how can you justify an appropriation 
of a like amount of salary to the assistant superintendent of street 
sweepers? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well, the gentleman hangs onto the street- 
sweeping business as if it were honey. 

Mr. LIND. No. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The city of Washington boasts that it has 
the cleanest streets 

Mr. LIND. A gentleman here suggests that it is pie,“ not 
“ hone f 39 

Mr. HEMEN WAY. Well, he hangs onto it as if it were honey 
on buckwheat cakes. š 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit 
me? The salary to which the gentleman from Minnesota refers 
was fixed in a Democratic Administration, and we have simply 
repeated it. 

Mr. LIND. Does that justify it? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I donot say it is justified on that ground. 
In reply to the criticism the gentleman has made, which I think 
is made purely to go to the public, I will state that this salary has 
not only run for years, but the duties of the superintendent of 
street sweeping is not such an insignificant duty. 

Mr. LIND. No; this is the assistant. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. He is the man in charge of a whole lot of 
men. Heis aman who must have the ability to see that these 
men perform their work and perform it properly and keep the 
streets in good order. Now, you can not find that kind of a man 
for less than $1.500 a year. 

Mr. LIND. You give him §2,500. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. No; that is the salary of the chief. 

Mr. LIND. Yes. : 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman think that a laboring 
nian who is competent to superintend a gang of street sweepers, 
covering a large section of territory, is too well paid when he gets 
$1.500 a year? 

Mr. LIND. No; but very few of them get it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Is the gentleman complaining that labor 


is 3 paid? 
Mr. Labor is not getting too much; that is the misfor- 
tune; it is the superintendents here who are getting too much. 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. What is the gentleman’s criticism, then, 
if labor is not too well paid? Does the gentleman say that the 
superintendent does not have to labor; a man who has to move 
around from one crowd of street sweepers to another, does he not 
have to labor? 

Mr. LIND. Yes; but any lahorer would be glad to exchange 
jobs with him every day in the year, and the laborer is paid $1.50 


per day. 

est a HEMENW AY. Yes; but, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, 
I want to say that I am tired of these gentlemen dealing in gen- 
eralities, saying that as compared with the States our charities 
here are paid too much, yet when you get down to break sticks 
with them and ask them whether or not they are willing to take 
the responsibility of making a deeper cut than the Committee 
on Appropriations made they say No.“ Then meet the ques- 
tion fairly. If the Committee on Appropriations does not cut this 
item enough when they cut off $500,000, be kind enough to say so, 
and do not by comparison undertake to state that this committee 
has been extravagant in its appropriations. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

r. HEMENWAY. Yes, if I may havea minuteor two later, 
I will yield. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman believe that his defense 
here—dbes the gentleman wish to put the defense for his commit- 
tee upon the ground that some Member not familiar with the 
items of the bill ought to offer here on the hasty reading of it a 
substitute, and that if he does not do that therefore he does not 
do his duty? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I am not offering a defense; I am asking 
gentlemen when they attack to say why they attack. 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman not know that no man 
except the members on the committee who sat at the hearings and 
eect the evidence is prepared to offer a substitute to these items 
5 say just what clerks should be taken off and what should be 

eft on? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest that any man who does not un- 
derstand the question he is discussing ought not to attempt to 


criticise. 

AR COWHERD. But the gentleman admits the justice of the 
criticism. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not admit the justice of the criticism. 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman in charge of the bill ad- 
mitted it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I 3 say here that gentlemen who 
have been trying to criticise these appropriations for charities 
have not the courage to stand up and say that the Committee on 
Appropriations did not cut deep enough—and possibly too deep— 
5 — they cut these estimates. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in his capacity 
as watchdog of the Treasury would not be found in this Congress 
obstructing reform in the interest of the „Which, he 
stated in a former speech, was threatened with a deficit of forty- 
two millions; but he complains of criticism not specifying, and 
seeks to charge on the Members of this House not on the Appro- 

riations Committee the duty incumbent upon the Appropriations 
l of saving us the very fear that he has already referred 
to in the matter of a deficiency. Now, if the gentleman wants a 
specific illustration, I will give it to him, and it is with reference 
to the cost of maintaining the insane at the insane asylum of the 
District and of the United States, where it cost $220 per capita— 
which will be a surprise to Members on this floor to know—when 
in their own States and in my State it costs less than $150 per 
capita, and in the estimate in my State is included improvements 
of a minor nature. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me ask the gentleman if the cost 
which he mentions of $220 per capita has not been materially re- 
duced by Republican administration? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman will inject poli- 
tics into this nonpartisan question of reform and economy, show- 
ing the animus that inspires him in criticising us for insisting, in 
line with his original suggestion that we should have the probe 
put into the District of Columbia, where he knows the greatest 
evils prevail. Has he not read the public press? Will he stand 
up in defense of institutions by private parties coming to the pub- 
lic Treasury for their support, as they have done this morning, 
and say he is oblivious to the recommendation that these should 
be cut down? And yet he essays that rôle as chairman of appro- 

riations, charged with economy in the administration of the 
vernment. This bill to-day provides for the support of the 
department in the District of Columbia that has in one of its 


offices a $500 imported rug upon which they wipe their feet when 
they enter. 
The gentleman stands 


up for this system which charges $220 


per capita for care of the insane when he knows that the State 
charges less that $150 for the same support, and he justifies it on 
the ground that the exorbitant hotel keepers regard Members of 
Congress as legitimate prey, and he fails to state that we are in 
the city of Washington but six months in the year and must pay 
double the price for hotel accommodations. The gentleman from 
Indiana says that the Republicans of the State of Indiana have 
done something, and that the criticism of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee is unjust because some Member not connected with that 
committee should do this or that to correct these evils and se- 
cure reforms. In face of this declaration of the chairman of the 
on 1 a eg Committee, who stands, like Dame Partington, 
with a mop to keep back the ocean, do you expect the Democratic 
party to be here, with the chairman of the 5 Com- 
mittee representing the extra ce and evils, to present meas- 
ures to the Republican side of the House? Are we not justified 
in relying upon the statement that you are threatened with a 
deficit of $42,000,000? Are we justified in asking the Appro- 
priations Committee of the House to perform this duty? No 
more fertile field has ever been presented in any portion of our 
country than is here offered—this splendid field for reform which 
is presented by the District of Columbia—and the gentleman him- 
self knows it. Therefore our presentation of these matters, as we 
go along, in opposition to the gentleman and his colleagues, who 
wince under presentation of extravagance, will not be criticised 
by the country when we come to find the amount of the appropri- 
ations at the end of the session. [Applause. ] 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, when the chairman of the 
e greet Committee attempted to opiy to the criticisms 
leveled at this bill, he carefully shunned details. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Linp] called his attention to the ap- 
5 of $6,000 for the sealer of weights and measures. 

id the chairman of the committee discussit candidly? No. He 
turned upon the gentleman from Minnesota and inquired: ‘‘ Can 

ou tell me what this officer does in the District of Columbia?’ 

e did not take us into his confidence and tell us what showing 
was made before the Appropriations Committee to warrant this 
outrageous appropriation. ashington is not a great commercial 
city. It is a capital city. In point of commerce it is not nearly 
as important as cities of a hundred or a hundred and fifty thou- 
sand inhabitants elsewhere? What doesthe sealer of weights and 
measures do in other cities? He verifies the accuracy of the 
weights and measures in commerce. Does he do anything 
else here? If the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
knows that some extraordinary duty devolves upon him, the sealer 
of weights and measures in the capital city, it would afford us 
much pleasure for him to rise and state what that duty is. When 
my colleague from Missouri directed attention to the employment 
of 40 officials at comfortable salaries for taking care of 250 boys 
in the Reform School, the gentleman from Minnesota disregarded 
the question raised. and scolded critics who complain of such ap- 
propriations. 

It is not true that in all respects the expenses of the municipal 
government in Washington differs in its responsibilities and neces- 
sities from municipal governments elsewhere. For instance, the 
gentleman from e [Mr. MCCLEARY] says that there are 
a hundred men in public institutions here who came from the 
States of the Union. Why, if he is informed on this subject— 
and I doubt not that he is—he knows that this complaint is uni- 
versal. All other cities suffer the same misfortune. The subject 
has been discussed by economists in the magazines. Inevitably 
the unfit drift to the cities. In proportion to the importance of 
the commercial city this drift is large or small. e result is 
that in cities like St. Louis and Chicago, and even Kansas City, 
St. Joseph, St. Paul, and Minneapolis, in the West, this drift of 
the criminals and degenerates is very large and is constantly in- 
creasing. Recently 7 saw in a newspaper a statement to the ef- 
fect that in the city of St. Louis over 70 per cent of the persons 
confined in the different eleemosynary and charitable institutions 
of that city came from neighboring counties and States. 

I know that in my own city they drift in npon us from Iowa, a 
neighboring State, from Kansas, and from Nebraska, and from 
the adjacent counties of my own State. Why, if this great cit 
escapes with only 100 nonresident inmates of its charitable ant 
eleemosynary institutions, it is very fortunate, for I will venture 
the assertion that a similar showing can not be made by any other 
city on the continent. Furthermore, in proportion to the conges- 
tion of the ulation, in proportion to the hard conditions of 
human life, in proportion to the insanitary conditions of the peo- 
ple’s houses, you will find disease, deterioration, and a failure of 
self-support prevalent among the weaker classes. 

PO paon cities suffer far more than Washington from these con- 
itions. 

Mr. Chairman, it may be said that this is mere cheese paring; 
that only a few items in this bill are open to these criticisms. These 
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items are manifestly open to eriticism. Their absurdity is dis- 
closed by a mere glance at the bill. What, then, shall we say as 
to those items not self-explanatory and concerning which infor- 
mation is not forthcoming? Eight hundred thousand dollars for 
charity in a city like this, every paragraph punctuated with an ex- 
travagant salary list, is not a fair appropriation. If so large a sum 
were needed for charitable sd er. ere is not a Member on this 
floor who would withhold one dollar or one cent essential to the 
discharge of all the duties of humanity im upon us by mod- 
ern notions of municipal duty. We would vote more than that if 
it were necessary; but when in every page and every line of it there 
is manifest extravagance and misappropriation of the money of the 
taxpayers, it will take something more than the generalization of 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to justify its 


passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I think few of the Members of 
this House are familiar with these organizations in the city of 
Washington, 5 for the care of the unfortunate people 
of this city. e have here a cosmopolitan population. Men 
come here from all over the United States. Ihave examined this 
ck of the bill pretty carefully, and the only fault that I have to 

d with the committee is that their appropriations are below 
what they ought to be. Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
ROBINSON] a few moments ago opposed some of the appropria- 
tions. I want to say to him that what he knows about the insti- 
tutions of this city which must care for the unfortunate he could 
put in a pamphlet of two pages, and what he doesnot know about 
it would take a book of 400 pages to tell. There are the blind, 
and there are the ony bee and there are all classes of unfortu- 
nates. Now, what has Congress done to provide for these people 
in the District? There is not an institution as large as a dog 
house or a henhouse in which to take care of them. Thatis true. 
If the Congress of the United States would appropriate money to 
put up an asylum for the blind or an asylum for the people who 
are unfortunate in many other ways, then we could care for them; 
but there is absolutely not an institution ten feet square wherein 
we may provide for these unfortunate people. 

Now, what is the result? You have got to put them in Catho- 
lic institutions, and institutions run by Presbyterians, and by 
Methodists, and by Lutherans, and by various denominations. 
There should be no objection made on this ground. I have made 
careful examinations in this matter, and I say we have 50,000 
people in the city of Washington coming from all the States who 
are 3 and have got to be cared for by these institutions. Now, 
the proposition is here that the Secretary of War shall be the 
custodian of this fund. He makes the contracts with these dif- 
ferent institutions to care for these unfortunates. 

Mr. LIND. Did I understand the gentleman to say that there 

x le in this city receiving charity? 

Mr. M ON. Yes; that is below the amount. They come 
from your State; they come from my State—— 

Mr. LIND. I think not from my State. 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, they do; they come from every State in 
the Union. There are here more than50,000 of those people, who 
must be cared for by these private denominational institutions. 

Mr. i , in the Fifty-fifth Congress we had a fight here 

about voting money to sectarian institutions. I took the position 
on this floor that until Congress provided institutions for the care 
of these unfortunates we had no right to refuse to make these ap- 
propriations, Take the Providence Hospital—a Catholic institu- 
tion—a magnificent hospital. In that institution there is what is 
called an alcoholic . Over 3,000 men from this city are sent 
to that institution to be cared for, and their lives sayed from de- 
struction by excesses in drink. You have the Presbyterian Hos- 
pital; you have the Methodist Hospital; you have all these insti- 
tutions. : 
Now, there is no justification for anybody attacking these ap- 
propriations. I say they are insufficient. If we want to care for 
these people outside of sectarian institutions, then let the Congress 
of the United States make appropriations for an institution for the 
blind, an institution for ytics, an institution for infants 
thrown out upon the world without any fault of their own. We 
must make appropriations for the care of these people in public 
institutions, and until we do that there is nothing else to be done 
except to make contributions to private institutions for the care 
of these unfortunates. : 

Mr. Chairman, I undertake to make this declaration—that there 
is not a city in the United States or a State that cares for its un- 
fortunates as the city of Washington is doing in these private 
institutions. The expense for the care of these unfortunate people 
is 35 per cent less than expenses for similar purposes in the States 
of the Union. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
p RogNsoN], who is opposed to these appropriations, and I say 

y are not large enoug I know that the Committee on the 
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District of Columbia have cut down this bill to the last bottom 
dollar; and what the gentleman knows about the institutions of 
this city and the care of the poor and unfortunate in these insti- 
tutions could be put, as I have heretofore said, in a pamphlet of 


two , while what he does not know on this subject would 
fill a volume as big as Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I think the gentleman is mistaken 
about the per capita cost in the District of Columbia of caring for 
these people, as compared with the cost in the various States. 

Mr. MAHON. No,sir. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I only desire respectfully to call 
the attention of the gentleman to that point. 

Mr. MAHON. the gentleman made any investigation on 
this subject? 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Ihave. 

Mr. MAHON. Let the gentleman take the State of Pennsyl- 
vania or the State of New York or the State of Indiana or the 
State of Illinois, and other States, and he will find that the per- 
centage there for taking care of these unfortunates is 34 per cent 
higher than in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman mean the 
percentage for the whole of them? 

MAHON i 


Mr. Tes, sir. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Take the gentleman’s State. 
What is the expense there for taking care, we will say, of the 


insane? 

Mr. MAHON. It is 40 per cent in my State, and in this District 
20 per cent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The expense per capita for the 
care of insane persons in this District is $220. 

Mr. MAHON. The asylum for the insane here isan institution 
owned by the Government of the United States. In this District 
we have to care for infants born out of wedlock; we have to care 
for the poor woman who becomes paralyzed or blind, or the unfor- 
tunate man who becomes a victim to alcoholic excesses. Fifty 
thousand of these people are thrown upon this city. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. MAHON. I ask an extension of my time for two minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHON. Now, what are you going to do with these peo- 
ple? Thus far this Congress has put them under the care of pri- 
vate institutions. You have your Providence Hospital, your 
Presbyterian Hospital, your Home for Children, your Home for 
Old Women, your Home for Old Men, embracing many people 
who do not belong to this District, but who come here and through 
unfortunate circumstances are thrown upos public charity. 

Now, I say again (and I am able to back up the statement with 
figures in my possession) that the cost of caring for these unfor 
tunate people in this District, through these private institutio; 
is 30 per cent lower here than for similar support in any State o 
the Union, and this bill, instead of being regarded as excessive in 
its appropriation, should make appropriation 30 per cent higher 
than those that are re I take it for granted that no Mem- 
ber of Congress would want these poor unfortunate people, who 
thus become objects of charity, to die absolutely from disease or 
destitution. They should be cared for with the same benevolent 

ta that is shown for the unfortunate in any of the States of 

e Union. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, the committee having this 
matter in charge has very kindly seemed to court yj emer 
even though they border on criticism of number and amounts 
of the appropriations which are proposed in the bill in 
out a policy of administration in this city which is main‘ 
upon an extravagant basis. Now, I wish to call the attention of 
the House and the administration of this city to one point. The 
gentleman having this bill in charge [Mr. McCieary of Minne- 
sota] and the chairman of the great Appropriations Committee 
[Mr. Hemenway] have seen fit to-day and upon a former occa- 
sion to speak in high terms of the cleanliness of this city. I join 
issue with them on that proposition. I undertake to say that, 
taking into consideration the conditions, natural and artificial, 
here in this city, Washington is the dirtiest city that I ever set 
foot in, and the dirt and filth contribute to disease more than in 
any city that I know. As authority for that statement I have 
the physicians of this city. 

The most of your great avenues and streets are paved with 
asphalt. In some places you have cobbles or granite blocks, but 
most of the pavement is asphalt, making the streets as level and 
smooth as a billiard table, and hard and impenetrable. Nothing 
can get into cracks and crevices, joints or apertures. All the 
filth and increment is left and exposed right on the very top, 
where it can be taken off as readily as it could be taken off from 
any smooth, solid surface. All that is required to be done is for 
the superintendent of the sweeping of the streets, or others hav- 
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ing the matter in charge, to see to it that the filth is thoroughly 
and wholly removed—simply a matter of sweeping clean on a M. Case 


smooth surface. You would to find a clean street under 
these conditions; but what condition do we find? A half-swept, 
bedaubed. and besmeared street or avenue. This winter we have 
es an e here of what 3 only eh Kz “ grip,” 
affecting a far greater on 0 le o i m 
than are affected in gay weber « hal vara 
ing to the population, so I am told. Ithas been attributed, in large 
measure, to the impurities of the atmosphere, filled with poison- 
ous germs and bacteria caused by the filth accumulating upon 
the streets in a dried, paoues condition, and then beiag scat- 
tered abroad in the 

and ears and mouths, inoculating the system with millions of 
poisonons germs and causing sickness. we had advanced in 
the science, skill, and facilities in cleaning streets here in Wash- 
ington as they have in many other places, we would not have the 
deplorable condition of the streets which we now have. Up in 
my city of Worcester, with 125,000 inhabitants, we have a car 
sprinkler, which can do the work of twenty horse sprinkli 
carts, and itis in use whenever the streets are dry and dusty, sum- 
mer or winter. I was rised when I came here and saw noth- 
ing of the kind, but that the old-fashioned water carts were used 
when any sprinkling was done. 


My attention was also called tothe fact that there was but very | S. 


little sprinkling of the streets anyway here, either in summer or 
winter. Whatever filth falls, after a little of the thickest of iton 
a 8 scraped off, the rest. which is usually about one-half, is left 
to be ground and pulverized when it gets dry, so that it is almost 
as fine as flour, and then in that condition the wind takes it 
and scatters it through theair toa ceof 50 or 100 feet from 
the surface of the ground, polluting and and breeding 
bacteria in its course. In mycity of Worcester thiscar sprinkler 
does a great deal toward keeping the surface of the pavement 
moistened, but not sloppy. Pennsylvania avenue is one of the 
finest avenues in the world, and one of the easiest to be kept re- 
tably clean, and if a car sprinkler was run over it at different 
times of the day, the dust and filth would be kept down, and then 
when night came the streets should be t, not by one of these 
little white-winged fellows, but witha steam sweeper, or a 
sweeper to which ho T is attached, that could cleanse the 
streets between 12 o'clock at night and 6 o'clock in the morning, 
so that for a little time at least in the forenoon of each day we 
might have clean streets. Then in theafternoon the hand 
ing could take place, if this sweeping was thoroughly done in- 
stead of half done. We see these men who go about with their 
little hobbyhorses in the form of hand sweepers. They take off 
only the top surface of some of the filth upon the streets, not get- 


ting it all, and spread the remainder over a large surface, where | Slad 


it is left to dry. 

The man passes on with his little cart and scraper, taking some 
of the scrapings, and the rest is left to be pulverized by the teams 
that go over it. In a little while it is as as flour and is scat- 
tered abont in the air. I have no doubt every Member of the 
Honse noticed when he first came here how much more fre- 
qnently he had to brush his clothes and wash out his ears and 
nose than he did at home, because of this pulverized dust in the 
atmosphere, which contains bacteria and which impregnates 
everything with its poisonous germs. I say that if the superintend- 
ent of the sweeping of the streets in this city would get out and 
see what is being done in other cities and introduce here some of 
the improvements that we find in the smaller cities of the coan- 
try, we could make the streets of this city far more cleanly than 
they are. and, what is of more vital im ce. contribute largely 
to improved health conditions here. you pass from here to the 

Department this afternoon and look along on either side 
of the street you will find ample evidence of the truth of state- 
ments I make; you will find little bunches of poisonous substances 
waiting for the sun to dry them and germinate the bacteria and 
for the wind to blow them about before they are gathered up. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Henry of Connecticut 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 

H. R. 2204. An act granting an increase of pension to Addison 
B. Stone; 

H. R. 807. An act granting an increase of pension to William F. 


Benefiel; 
3 R. 4466. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
. Burton; 
H. R. 1317. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. McIntire; 
H. R. 2995. An act granting a pension to Mary Korth; 


er city in the whole country, accord- | Smith 


orm of fine dust, getting into our nostrils | W. 


H. R. 8769. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton 
. yi 

H. R. 4391. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Schwemler; 


H. R. 6951. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
. Corr; 
H. R. 7486. An act granting an increase of pension to James 


H. R. 10192, An act granting a pension to Martha Mullins; 
H. R. 10991. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarland; j 


H. R. 1563. An act granting an increase of pension to Ory 

arriner; 

G00 oT- panion tn; doia 
om ; * 


ee . 8936. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
er; 

H. R. 6602. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Hackett; 


pill R. 1066. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellis T, 
erce; 

H. R. 8284. An act gran an increase of pension to Samuel 
G. Woods; 3 


H. R. 2470. An act an increase of to Harriet 
i granting pension 


H. R. 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Foland; 


H. R. 4198. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


e; 
St R. 4892. An act granting an increase of pension to Abbie E, 
ebster; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
g; 
H. R. 1287. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 


P; 
Dop! R. 4702. An act granting an increase of pension to John T, 
H. R. 9710. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


„ E B 10682. An act granting an increase of pension to Marion 
old; 

H. R. 1485. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
ra R. 877. An ting a pensi M 

à ` act granting a on to Ann M. Dri $ 

H. R. 880, An act granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn: 
5 An act granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus 
H. R. 4314. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 

e; 

H. R. 4750. An act granting a pension to William J. Jackson; 
H. R. 4540. An act granting a pension to Amanda Skinner; 
—— R. 5045. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 

ore; 
H. R. 5149. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


H. R. 2930. An act granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 
M. Greene; 


H. R. 719. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


Willey; 
H. B. 10968, An act granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamilton; 
H. R. 4192. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
A. Slocum; 
5 — R. 720. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 


Tay; 
H. R. 910. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
ork; 
H. R. 1314, An act granting a pension to Denison L. Brown; 

H. R. 4642. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
airy lives 

. R. 4872. An act gran an increase of peusiun to Albert 

W. Bradbury; 

H. me 5750. An act granting an increase of nension to William 
Cassidy; 

H. R. 4589, An act granting a pension to Henry H. Barrett; 

H. R. 8984. An act granting an increase of pension to John I, 
Rundberg; 

H. R. 9778. An act granting an increase of pension to Loriston 
W. Adkins: 

H. R. 4679. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
M. Pierce; 

H. R. 2769, 
fl. R. f. An ting f pension to William 

. 2573. act gran’ an increase o on to 

G. Cronkite; 

H. R. 4624. An act granting a pension to Isabella Phelps; 
See R. 4449. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Wu; 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
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H. R. 7368. An act granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood; 
H. R. 8370. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


dams 
o EE- am. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 


ag reh 4180. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
omas; 
B R. 11 An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 


ae 2001. An act granting an increase of pension to Nora J. 


H. R. 6879. An act granting a pension to Reuben A. Finnell; 
a x 4719. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 


H. R. 5006. An act granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer; 
pa R. 4119. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
ercer; 
H. R. 4326. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilfred 
OC. McCardell; 
H. R. 859, An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


IT; 

H. R. 8909. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Hayden; 

ee R. 789. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Lach- 


ie 8 An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. R. 3402. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
megi 1005. An act granting an increase of pension to Marab E. 
74 K 4964. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Erki 5342, An act granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin; 


nat < 9060. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

H. R. 7003. An act granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch; 

H. R. 906. An act granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell; 

H. R. 4910. An act granting an increase of pension to Pruden- 
tia L. D. Nugent; 

H. R. 10700, An act granting a pension to Ella D. Madden; 

H. R. 2116. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
O. Ivory 

H. R. . öl. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Taylor; 

H. R R R. 10794. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Hurlbut: 


H. R. 5030. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Mount; 

H. R. 4605. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Herlinger; 

H. R. 8922. An act granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen. 
H. R. 8924. An act granting a pension to Georgia A, White- 


head; 

H. R. 1623. An act granting a pension to John H, Reed; 

H. R. ziki An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Anderso 


H. R. 2192. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
j M. “aN An act granting an increase of pension to Enos D. 
He “BR. 9035. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
= H. R. 60018. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 


ffin; 
H. R. 5610, An act granting a pension to Annie Dorfner; 


H. R, 2692. An act granting an increase of pension to Elwood 


Finle 
ae H E. a: An act granting an increase of pension to James M, 
emphill 
H. R. 9791. An act granting a pension to Abram Claypool; 
1 R. 9999. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
gar; 
8 H. ik, 9695. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
Pear. 
H. R. 5603. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. McCormick; 
H. R. 5879. An act granting an increase of pension to Bennett 


Putnam; 
George R. 6038. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
x ; 
5 R. 6703. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
mick 


an R. "7080, An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt 


Folsom 
Sak oe R. 5 An act granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 
amba 
e h 918 An act granting an increase of pension to Caswell 
or 
H. R. 8008. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


pE trer An act granting an increase of pension to James 
m, 
H. R. 10741. An act granting a pension to Mary Tate: 
H. R. 11345. An act granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie; 
H. R. 8733. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. McGraw; 
o Roe 19 An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Nex R. 7096, An act granting an increase of pension to Eva A. 
urgess; 
5 8 8966. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 


H. R. 7559. An act granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; 
Agde An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

atfie 

R. 7444. An act granting an increase of pension to Wash- 

11 5 J. Dutcher 
1 9376. avast ranting an increase of pension to Martin 

H. R. 10208 An act granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
ret E. A 
8 E Ri k 1343. An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 

eS 


1 9587. An act granting an increase of pension to Bartlett 
n 
2 R. 9753. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 


H. R. "7787. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 
McGuire; 


a B 9273. An act granting an increase of pension to James H, 
ett; 
H. R. 9037. granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke; 


An act 
i R R. 10850. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
ower; 
a Wes 10706. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
es 
H. se 10094. An act granting an increase of pension to Alderson 


. Kee: 
nek: R. 10748, An act granting an increase of pension to Kate 
idgewa 


H.R R. 11418. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper 


H. R.5999. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann | F. Morton 


Jennett Whitne 
H. R. 10194. 


Lon 

HR. 7248. An act granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke; 

H. R. 11076, An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira 
Miller; 

H. R. 10640. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 
E. Wood; 

H. R. 9084. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


Tidd; 

H. R. 7719. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
B. Cozine; 

H. R. 7382. An act granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon; 

H. x 7 An act granting an increase of pension to 


M. E 
‘i R. 7814 An act granting an increase of pension to qames G. 
Tews; 
Bee R. 7088. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert P, 
ackson; 
H. R. 9739. An act granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster; 


H. R. 11319. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 


Dh act granting an increase of pension to Marion | Arnold; 


H. R. 7311. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 
ma: 10068. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 
H. 1 R. 9421. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
LRS 5153. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
E me 8771. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter F. 


H R. 10046. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


to Emma | J. Campton; 


ai = 8070. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. R. 11194. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 


S. Nickerson; 
w- Dayi 1316. An act granting an increase of peasion to George 
yi 
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D. Hier; 6869. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 


H. B- 11039 An act granting an increaso of pension to Mary 
Eaton Livingston 

aan ea h! ok panaia 46 Pilak 
Gin 5508. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 


pman; 
H. R. 5749, CCC Combs; 
increase of 


„„. pension to Mary A. 
ER: 10378. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
W. B An act granting an increase of pension to George 
8 — 11810. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 


"H.-R. 0024. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob George 


8 for the diplomatic and consular serv: 


Frey Laer by 
ending June 80, 1905. 
ele e announced that the Senate had to tht 
report of the committee of conference on the di ng votes of 


tives to the bill * 8317) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to t right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands. 
message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
tatives was requested: 
S. 569. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse B. Nurse; 
S. 556. An act granting an increase of on to William Stall; 
c increase of pension to Rinaldo M. 
riswol 
5 An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
8. 447. An act granting an increase of pension to David H. 


8. 58 An act granting and increase of pension to Phebe A. 


H. R. 9426. An act granting an increase of pension to William | F. 


S. Campbell; 
H.R. 7002. An act granting an increase of pension to Isidore F. 
Chamberlain; 


S. 98. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
IL!!ß EEE pennion bo Jab ee 


dane An act granting an increase of pension to John | Evans; 


angwisc 
HB 7000, An ack granting ce tanten of ramon to Dard | a 
act gran an increase of pension vi 
Wa Soe eet ting pee OMAD Ow 
gran a en; 
oe 6999. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
ones; 
H. R. 10180. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. aoe 
H. R. 5582, An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 


Vassar 

o “an ER to Anna 

aters; 

H. R. 8648. An act granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin; 

H. R. 7236. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. McCullough; 

H. R. 9988, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Ellis; 

H. R. 8840. An act granting a pension to James S. Lauder- 


dale; 

HE, R.5949. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
R. Brown 

H. R 6816. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


tzel; 

H. R. 6817. An act granting a pension to Rosa Glass; 

H. R. is ‘An act granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Barn: 

H. Bid An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


. M 

H. R. 9127. VF 

H. R. 11556. An act granting an increase 
M. Tappen; 

oie 10648. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 


Sheare: 
H R. 7712. An act granting a pension to Emma Crosier 
H. R. 7805, An act granting an increase of pension to William 


Hall; 
HB. 74, An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 


M 
Ps ee e 
H. R. 8991. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
2.1. K. 8004 An act granting an increase of pension to William 
a f 8079. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Ear R 8908 An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


O'Malley 
ER R. 9010. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


Ha 
H. . K. poa. So ee ee eae 
H. R. 9683, An act granting a pension to Henry A 
H. R. 5868. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


Simmons 

H. R. 10004 cei granting an increase of pension to Edson 
H. Crawford; an 

H. R. 8835. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


. Jackso 
gg ingen Se ees es se ee to the 


The message 
report of the ot the committee of 5 on the votes of 


disagreeing 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. Steele; 


libra 236. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Jack 
8. 140. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 


Bailey; 
8. 100. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie Wages; 
3 2857. An act granting an increase of pension to Onne H. 


wi 200, An act granting an increase of pension to James 
EA T Aa ait print ee e W DA 


Legro 
SFO, An ack granting an incase ot pension to Jacob A. 
S. 2029. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter P, 


Dobozy; 
S. 1959. An act granting a pension to Mary Remington; 
Sh 1899. An act granting an increase of pension to Thompson 
arren 
8. 12761. An act granting an increase of pension to John Shehan; 
S. 1667. Aa Oe T a peaos to Stalnaker Marteney; 
. increase of pension to Mary E. 
e 
8. 2 An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Wentworth; 
8. 1428. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel F. 


wide An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. 
ebster; 
seville An act granting an increase of pension to Orson H. 
wtelle; 
S. 885. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Gillham; 
8. 883. An act granting a pension to Ephraim L. Herriott; 
45 827. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias S. Gib- 


x An act granting an increase of pension to William 
c 4458 


4455. An act granting an increase of pension to Ansel J. 


Bus y; 
S. 4454. An act granting an increase of ion to John Seiler; 
S. 4871, An act granting a pension to Alison Clifton; 
S. 4349. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann 
Seaton; 
ae a An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E 
esmit 
1 — 4317, An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 
ugur; 
8. abs. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


note ß act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
a) 0 

G Àn not granting an increase of pension to William H. 
3 4248. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Grover- 


va: 4257. Fee tr lh Pean: W ae egw hen 
8. 4078. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 


of pension to Edward | Murry 
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stig An act granting an increase of pension to Sterling L. 


e avis. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
owa: 
8. 3977. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 8. 


aker 
8. 9040. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse prg; 
Chen 3930. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvania 8 
eney 
8. 3919. An act granting a pension to Florence E. Foster; 
Nbg 3896. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard F. 
88997 
3879. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Q. 
N 
8. 3878, An act granting an increase of pension to George Cof- 


fee 
8. 3860. An act granting a pension to James Henry Martineau; 
is ae An act granting an increase of pension to George T. 
wards; 
Doone 3827. can ee een V 
905 
S885 VT 


8. 3810, An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia B. 
S. 3774. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, Fel- 
n; 

S. 3771. An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia C. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Headley; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


654. An act granting a pension to Hannah Hall; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Mildred S. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


. An act granting an increase of pension to John Walton; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 


Butz 

8. 3519. An act granting a pension to Ruby A. Stirdivant; 

8. 8500. ‘An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin L. 
Mann 

8. 3499. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E, 
Lookingbill; 
ao 9101. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 

owe; 

S. 3417, An act granting a pension to Garrett V. Chamberlin; 

S. 3457, An act granting an increase of pension to Marcellus M. 
Parker; 

S. 8394. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 
Crawford; 

8. sible An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


8. 3301. An act granting an increase of pension to James I. 
afer 
S. sti, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Brownin 
8. 2971 An act a pension to Amelia Walsh; 
Küng 2960. An . 

8. 2002, An act granting an increase of pension to William J. 
P. Buc 

S. 2946. W on to Joshua Day; 

. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Ackley; 

8. 3037. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 
Bodenstab; 

S. 2894. ‘An act granting a pension to Clara J. Garretson 

S. 2872, ‘Ap ace grankiug: am increase of persion to Albert 
Schermerhorn; and 

5 2871. An act granting an increase of pension to Justin M. 


a message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 50. 
CCC 
ver, 


pose of dete the ac advisability md cost „ Shoe 
of determining the an 0 

said rivers and . widening of Little River, so 
to ig provides a Ciona, farot ei for commerce from Dover, Bel. re 


The eige also announced that the Senate had passed with 


amendments bills of the following titles in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was 
= . R. 8925. AE aE AE an TROA A R A Talia 

eayer;- 
1 1851. An act granting an increase of pension to David T. 

owles; 

H. R. 2947. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Thompson; and 

H. R. 3011. An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip 
Duttenhaver. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
CHILD-CARING INSTITUTIONS. 
Board of Children's eee e Fo the Board of Children's 
2 1892, namely: 

and visiting en, and all o 

Mr. MIERS Sof Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the 
gentleman of the subcommittee for a little information. I poa 
in line 19, for administrative expenses, sundries, etc., $10, 000; in 
line 23, for maintenance, etc., $12,000; for the board and care of 
children committed, etc., and the total appropriated for this board 
is $62,000. Can the an the gentleman state how many children are cared 
for in these institutions? I have no information upon that sub- 
ject, and I should like to know. No doubt they are t institu- 
tions and probably the money is pi Serji but I should like 
jui? a little more information on the 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. y peara to the report of the 

board having 8 of these 3 


art a: 116 inp private h homes, for 
670 in free homes, nothi t the 
poy oer ta the latest reportof the of Guardians, 


The ARMAR, Ter Clerk will read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 3. That until and e 1905, the Secretary of the eee 
6 and directed to on the requisition of the Commis- 
soy A the District of n du made Peace now 

w, out of any moneys 
y ne be n . 


made 
une 1, 1 and March ae 1508, a reim- 
bursed to si de Tr nited States on or sof te June shall 


rt of the cost of street mansions, eat 
8 set for this purpose 8 the Secre 
repaid in full from 8 District of geen 
Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out the last word, for the 
of a cue of the gentleman in charge of the 
I should like to ask, Mr. , what is the amount of 
ee that have been made by the United States to the 
District of Columbia? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, It is about $1,600,000 at this 


Mr. PERKINS, How much will be made in this bill? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. About $400,000, in round 
numbers. 

—5 PERKINS. we more than that? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think not. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 
sees any reasonable ground to expect that these advances will 
ever be 3 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I do, Mr. Chairman. For in- 

stance, take the bill we are now considering. Many of the expendi- 
tures in this bill are for permanent improvements which will be 
completed in the very near future. For instance, we spend $1,600,- 
000 in round numbers this year in completing the water-filtration 
plant. That will be out of the bill the next year entirely. We ex- 
pend other large sums for approximate completion of rae 
disposal system, of which I spoke TEIN: If not next year, the 
year following we will have that general system com: 5 8 We 
the large appropriation for it will be out of the bill. 
items out, there will be a remainder every year from the: age 
income of the District out of which we can pay all the interest 
and make some percent on the e 


granting an increase of pension to Jacob | date, 


Mr. PERKINS. Now, does entleman think that the ex- 
pensas of the District will be less? ill they not increase in the 
ture as they have in the past? 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We have not increased cur- 


rent expenses very much this year, Mr. Chairman, nor last year. 
Last year, in answer also in part to what has been said on the other 
side, I think we put in only two increases of salaries and practically 
no increases of employment aside from the schools and police force. 
This year we putin some additions for the schools and for fire so 
tection. So after the regular payment of the expenses of the Dis- 
trict there will be left, we believe, a reasonable sum to apply on 
Pe pha of the debt. 

. PERKINS. Why is it impossible to increase the revenues 
of the District? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We have just got through last 
year making an effort to increase them, and we have materially 
increased them. Weadded a tax on personal property which had 
theretofore not been made, and increased the rate of taxation upon 
real estate. We framed a bill last year on what seemed to be 
the judgment of the committee and of the House and of Congress 
as to what ought to be done in the premises, and it does not seem 
as though we should open the matter again now. We should 
york new plan of taxation in undisturbed operation fora while 
at least. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 72, after line 8, insert: 

“No part of any money Dee by this act shall be available for pay- 

f hi rriages or drivers thereof for the personal use 
of any officer provided for by this act.” 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, that amend- 
ment i, 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
point of order, so as to hear the Sh rams 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman presenting his point of order at this time. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment is probably not subject to a point of order, but I would be 
glad to have the gentleman explain his amendment and its neces- 
sity, in view of the fact that we have already covered this same 
ground in the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The amendment which I have 
sent to the Clerk’s desk, and which has been read, is the language 

laced on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 

ill that passed the House, restricting the use of carriages by 
Government officials. The bill in that form went to the Senate, 
and I find, as shown by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, on page 2459, 
that the Senator having the bill in charge said: 

There has grown up a practice whereby almost every head of a bureau or 

Secretary or Assistant Postmaster-General seems to have been able 
to get a carriage at Government e re has been a good deal of 


xpense. The 
about it, and almost a scandal, and the committee 8 t was desir- 
able to limit it to certain officials, so that there should be no 


urther question 
as to whois entitled toa carriage at Government expense. We have none 
ourselves at Government expense, anda good many other people ought not to 


have them, I think. 

The language of that bill also included, in addition to what the 
amendment now proposes to include, that the heads of Depart- 
ments and the Secretary to the President should be allowed this 
privilege, suiting itself to the purposes of that bill. Mr. Chair- 
man, the purpose of this amendment is to make it safe. The 
Senate, however, in their amendment adopted an amendment to 
the House amendment saying that in the legislative, executive, 
and judicial bill and in all other acts by Congress no carriages 
shall be permitted to the various officers. 

Now, if the g:ntleman has in mind the superintendent of 
schools and the superintendent of waterworks, as to those two 
I have no objection if he desires to amend by including their right 
to this privilege. But the act passed by the Senate cuts them all 
out, excluding those I have mentioned, in all bills. I think there 
should be a restriction on this right to the use of carriages. And 
in the interest of orderly legislation I want this bill to say so, as 
the matter isin the interest of reform and meets a crying evil. 
Now I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. M Y of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, as I under- 
stand the gentleman, he says that in a bill which has already 
passed this House and is pending between the two Houses, the 
provision appears which he has just sent forward to be added to 
this bill. I correct? ` 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Butitalsoincludes this—and the 
gentleman may not have heard me in making my statement—it 
includes the Senate amendment, that in no other acts of Congress 
shall this privilege be allowed. 

Mr. M: Y of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Chairman, takin 
the statement of the gentleman just as he makes it, I would like 
ee KOON gS pen is to be served by adding to this 
bill the paragraph which the gentleman himself says isin another 
bill which will be enacted into law before this bill has i 
a bill which has already passed the House and is now pending be- 
tween the two Houses, being perfected, and which will become a 


g | officers as the chief of the fire d 


law sooner than this bill? What good purpose will be served by 
pone on this bill the identical paragraph which will become a 

w before this bill does? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. This House has not passed upon 
that question. The Senate has passed upon that question, and I 
desire to support the proposition of the Senate and make this in 
the interest of orderly legislation, so that this bill may contain 
that provision which the Senate amendment carries upon it. On 
that the Senate has acted; this House has not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does the gentleman Coubt 
that this House will agree to its own provision as amended, if the 
amendment is a one? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. You can not tell when it goes 
into conference how this House will act upon any proposition be- 
fore it, unless you resort to the difficult task of voting down the 
conference report. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And therefore the gentleman 
would send with this bill similar language to conference? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would send it to this particular 
conference, and I would have the House pass upon this salutary 
eye that met with the unanimous support of the Senate. 

t is a provision which the gentleman will not deny is a salutary 
one. dI 5 75 that he will accept the proposition, because it is 
in the line of the House legislation on that subject in the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. It is in this in- 
terest and in the same language as the Senate passed unanimously 
upon that subject. And now let the conference committee on 
that bill be supported with this provision now passed. What ob- 


jection is there to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Then, Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
my own right. I invite the gentleman's attention and that of the 
committee to page 12 of this bill, where will be found, in lines 15 
and 16, these words: 

Provided, That horses and vehicles appropriated for in this act shall be 
used only for official purposes. £ 

I repeat the language, since the gentleman from Indiana does 
not seem to have heard it— 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes, sir; I did hear the language. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota (reading): 

That horses and vehicles appropriated for in this act shall be used only for 
official purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, there is nothing new in the amendment intro- 
duced by the gentleman, as we already put into this bill a para- 
graph having every good effect to be accomplished by the amend- 
ment 1 Sear 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, The gentleman’s provision, just 
read, says they may use carriages for official purposes, and my 
amendment seeks to escape the very language in which the gen- 
tleman affirmatively recognizes the use, 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Why, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
tleman assuredly will not say—just let me read this again. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It says that they may employ 
these carriages for official use. 

Y of Minnesota. Does the gentleman object to 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I say they shall not use carriages 
at all, except if the gentleman desires the superintendent of 
schools and the superintendent of waterworks to use them. If 
that is necessary, he can move that the amendment be amended 
for that purpose. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman would not al- 
low the chief of the fire department, for example, a horse and 
carriage to be used in the discharge of his official duties. Is that 
what the gentleman means? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If thatis true now, the Senate has 
already deprived you of it, if the language of its amendment pre- 
vails. I would permit necessary use, and so 17 to the gen- 
tlemen the amendment to the amendment. the Ey aha in 
this act would hold the construction claimed, it would be objec- 
tionable to that use. The Senate has already cut you out. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Indiana is willing that his proposed amendment shall be 
amended, showing that he recognizes that in its present form it 
is not only faulty, but mischievous. 

In this bill we have already, as I have shown, taken the oppor- 
tunity of forestalling any use of horses and 3 except for 
official Pape. That has been accomplished in the paragraph 
which I have already read. We are not going to agree that such 
ent shall be denied a horse 
and carriage for his official use; but our provision denies horses 
and carriages ‘* soari for official use, thus accomplishing every 
good p sought. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman deny that 
carriages haye been used for official purposes unwisely, unjustly, 
and without warrant of law? 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Let me read the language of 
the provision again: 

That the horses and vehicles appropriated for in this act shall be used 
only for official purposes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Which is the same purpose that 
a have been pretending to use them for_—official purposes— 
under this system of abuse. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. How can the gentleman make 
it any stronger than that makes it? It is a waste of time to con- 
sider this amendment, for it is already in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was considered; and the amendment was rejected. 
: ae Clerk proceeded and read the last section of the bill, as 

ollows: 

See. 4. te dying Do i laws to the extent that they are incon- 


sistent with this act are re 

Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This bill is about to be reported to the Honse for final 
consideration and enactment. In my jod t the most difficult 
problem that faces us is municipal control. A great many other 
things demand attention, but no one problem seems to present 
difficulties so insoluble as that of ci vernment, The expenses 
of other cities haye been mentioned here, and it has been said 
that they afford no criterion by which to judge of the sufficiency 
or the insufficiency of the provisions for the expenses of this capi- 
tal. One statement concerning them may be safely made. Ex- 
travagance, wastefulness, and dishonesty is the rule and economy 
and honesty the exception in the government of our cities. One 
gentleman said he thought the 1 carried in this bill 
ought to be 30 per cent larger. I can well conceive of a bill car- 
rying 30 per cent larger appropriations which would meet my 
cordial indorsement. Were a bill offered here to-day providing 
appropriations 80 per cent larger than this bill provides and the 
ae. of the appropriation was to beautify and adorn this great 
capital it would receive my support and the indorsement of the 
people of Missouri. 2 

Butif it provided for a sealer of weights and measures at a 
salary of $6,000 a year, and came from a committee whose only 
answer toa criticism os 8 * 

entleman making it knew the precise duties o offici 

think there is no sane voter in the United States who would not 
say that it was time to inquire Where the n that is voted 
out of the pockets of the taxpayers of the whole country to ex- 


pend here in W n. 

Mr. i , we are the accredited representatives of the 
people of the several States. Most of us were sent here because 
the people of our districts thought that, to the extent of our abil- 
ity, we would faithfully perform the duties of lawmakers. The 
duty that devolves upon us to-day is to contribute to the solution 
of this insoluble problem of municipal control our best offering. 
Would you invite the city councils of the great cities to inspect. 
this bill as a guide? Would they find in it an example by follow- 
ing which they may sift out wrongful appropriations? The evil 
of city government most injurious to the public is the spoils sys- 
tem. It is a fact that with a large and frequently transient pop- 
ulation it is very difficult to obtain in cities the very best results 
at the ballot box. It is difficult to place in of municipal 
governments those best able to administer the of a great 


city. 
Bat here no such difficulty exists. To safeguard Washin 

inst evils unescapable in other cities, you abolished the right 
of self-government in the District of Columbia, and Congress 
undertakes to perform duties elsewhere performed by aldermen 
chosen at popular elections. This bill goes to the country as the 
highest exemplification of our capacity, sitting as a board of alder- 
men, for to-day we are charged with the duties of a city council. 
This bill goes to the country—exp by the subcommittee 
charged with its preparation, and defended by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations—as the best offering of the 
most inefficient city council that cursesan American municipality. 
ae on the Democratic side.] 

he MAN. The Chair will state that the reading of the 
bill is concluded. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I now ask to 
return to page 22, as was agreed when we were on that pe to 
offer the following amendment, which I will send to the and 
ask to have read. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 


Pro this sum shall be used, the Ana- 

costia and Potomac Ra: 

of the District of Columbia the entire cost of the 
‘terior rails of the tracks and for a distance of 2 feet from the said exterior 
on each side thereof and support- 


tes Treasury 
to the credit of the United States, nor shall said ay: 
until said y shall ‘ee to assume one- the cost of main- 


railroad compan 

tenance and repair of said new bridge to be collected in the same manner as 

the cost of laying pavements between the rails and tracks of street railways 

as provided for in section 5 of ‘An act providing a t form of gov- 

ernment for the District of Columbia,’ approved June II, 1878: Provided 

further, That this appropriation shall not beavailable until the Anacostia and 
mpany shall agree any other railroad com- 

pany now or hereafter authorized 

the right to use the tracks of the 


Com: thereon procal trackage 
may be mmutaally agreed upon, and in case of failure to reach such an 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the 
point of order to the substitute offered on the ground that itis 
not authorized by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman, if he 
desires to be heard, 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the chairman of the subcommitteein charge of the bill a question, 
if he will permit me. 

Mr. M Y of Minnesota. Certainly, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The bill as original ly presented to 
the committee and as read yesterday was apparently for the pur- 
pose, at least this section was, of constructing a new bridge. I 
will ask now if that is still the intention, to construet a new bridge 
and at the same place? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The ay sie the provision 


anew ee ; 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, That is a matter for the Com- 
missioners to settle when they finally investigate the matter. 
How much of the existing bridge can be used I do not know. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I notice that the gentleman has 
changed the lan now to “‘ repair” the bridge. 

Mr. Mc vY of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Is that done simply to avoid the 
point of order? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We think this work should be 
done, and we know that we can repair a bridge. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Then the gentleman will say that 
this is not to construct a new bridge? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman” will say 
that itis just what it purports to be—to reconstruct a bridge that 
is now there. How much of the existing structure can be used 
‘the gentleman ’’ does not know; does not pretend to know. He 
does not believe that anybody knows. That is a matter for in- 
vestigation when they come to arrange for the repair or recon- 
struction. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr: Chairman, I still insist on the 
point of order. I should hate to call this a subterfuge; but even 
if the Spi amendment truthfully states what it is intended 
for, still there are other provisions of the bill that F think are 
subject to the point of order. I desire to read a portion of Rule 
XXI, section 2: 

Noa on shall iati 
be in ordar as an J.... fie ETTO A or eee 


authorized by, law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such blip 
works and objects as are already in progress. sa gt 


rule that it is an appropriation for a work now in Progress; that 


amendment, which the Clerk will report. it is an expenditure previously authorized by law. e amend- 
The Clerk read as follows: ment provides that the appropriation shall be withheld unless 
On page 2%; after line 15, insert: certain conditions are complied with. All the provisos are dis- 
“For there ofthe Anacostia under direction of the Commission- | tinct limitations upon this appropriation. The ir will over- 
ers of the District of Columbia, $100,000), and the said Commissioners are au- | rule the point of 9 The question is on the amendment offered 


thorized to enter into a contract or contracts edhe. tome said bridge, to 
be completed within two from Jul 3 Rot be ag. f. 
to be paid from time to time as app tions therefor may be made by law: 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota called for a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 76, noes 8. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move that 
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rot: THOMAS of North Carolina. And that no time will be 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, if this request is ted, will the 


the committe: now rise and report the bill as amended to the Private Calendar be in the same situation on Tuesday that it 


House with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- j 


sumed the chair, Mr. LAWRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union had had under consideration House bill 
12833, the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and had di- 
rected him to report the same back with sundry amendments and 
with the recommendation that the bill with the amendments be 


The SPEAKER. Is there a separate vote demanded upon any 
of the amendments? [A pause.] In the absence of any demand 
for a separate vote the question will be taken upon the amend- 
ments in gross, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota, a moticn to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CONFERENCE REPORTS ON PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the several con- 
ference reports, which will be found in print on pages 2850 and 2851 
8 725 RECORD. They are conference reports on private pension 


The SPEAKER. That is a matter of the highest privilege. 

The House proceeded to consider, respectively, the reports of 
committees of conference on bills of the following titles, the re- 
ports haying been already published on pages 2850 and 2851 of 
the RECORD: 

H. R. 958, An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 


Hf. end. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred I. 
Judy; 

H R. 6022. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Travis; 

H. R. 468. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


H. 2. 8006 An act granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Sherman; 


H. R. 892. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 


Hunt; and 

H. R. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Dutch. 

The conference reports as read were respectively adopted, on 
motion of Mr. Gipson. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to reconsider the several votes by which 
these conference reports have been agreed to, and also move that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill, and 

nding that motion I ask unanimous consent that the order of 
7 5 for to-morrow be postponed until Tuesday next, so that 
when we have begun the consideration of this appropriation bill 
we may continue it from day to day until it is concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] asks unanimous consent that the order of business under 
the rules for to-morrow be transferred until Tuesday next. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, I would like to understand 
whether the regular order for to-morrow will be the considera- 
tion of bills from the Committee on War Claims? 

The SPEAKER. No; bills from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Committee on War Claims has no objec- 
tion to this change in the order of business. 

Mr. SHER The War Claims Committee does not object, 
and at any rate business from the Committee on Claims has 
preference to-morrow. I consulted the chairman of the Claims 
Committee before making this request, and he has assented to it. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I will not object. I simply 
wished to understand the matter. 2 

I understood that to-morrow was War- claims day. I now un- 
derstand that it has been displaced by claims. 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. To-morrow is private-bill day, with a pref- 
erence for claims, not war claims. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. And I further understand 
that claims will be taken up on Tuesday. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. You will lose no time. 


otherwise would occupy to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

= GRAFF. With reference to all bills on the Private Cal- 
endar? 

The SPEAKER. Precisely. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I should like to make 
some agreement with reference to general debate, if possible. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would inquire of the gentleman 
if points of order haye been reserved on the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, yes; they were reserved long ago. Lask 
unanimous consent that general debate on the bill be limited to 
four hours. Is that agreeable? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think five hours will be as little 
as we could consent to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that general debate 
be limited to five hours. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate be limited to five hours. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Two hours and a half on a side? 

The SPEAKER. Two hours and a half on a side. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should have included in the request that 
the minority time be controlled by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. STEPHENS] and the majority time by the chairman of the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT. Iaskthe gentleman from New York to yield to me 
for a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do, with pleasure. < 

Mr. HITT. I desire to call up a conference report that has just 
come over from the Senate, on the diplomatic and consular ap- 
propriation bill, and I ask that the conference report itself be 
omitted and that, instead of reading it, the statement be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has it been printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask if the conference re- 
port has been printed in the REcoRD? 

The SPEAKER. Has the conference report been printed? 

Mr. HITT. Ithasnot. It just came in. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then it must take its usual 
course and be printed, under the rule. 

re SPEAKER, It will be printed in the RECORD, under the 
rule. < 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disa ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 118870 making a priations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 0 
1905, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

t the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 48, and 44. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate Bp Te eee yesh pry S 23, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 6, 
87, 38, 39, 40, 41, and 42, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9 That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment, 
2 on page 15 of the bill, between lines 16 and 17, insert asa paragraph the 

‘ollowiug: 

“Lourenço Marquez, Africa.” 

And the te to the same. 

Amendment num 35: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered W. and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum p: insert “four hundred 
and ninety-six thousand five hundred dollars; and the Senate agree to the 


same, 
ROBERT, R. HITT, 
ROBT. ADAMS, Jr., 
HUGH A. DINSMORE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 
S. M. CULLOM, 


H. M. TELLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Statement of the on the part of the House to 5 the con- 
ne report upon diplomatic and consular appropriation bill (H. R. 
19. 


The managers on the part of the House of Representatives make the fol- 
lowing statement of the result of the conference with the managers on the 
part of the Senate on the ing votes of the two Houses — the 


amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for 
the diplomatic and consular service for the fi ear ending June 8), 1905: 
Theamount 9 by the bill as it passed the House was er 
by I that the bill as it 
‘ 


y 
passed the Senate a ted .69. 
The Senate receded its amendments providing $30,000 for legation 


The increases 
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buildings at Seoul, Korea; $2,000 for the cost of cablegrams, etc., for consular 
8 $36,000 to provide for thirty clerks at the pringipal consulates. ` 
ouse receded from its disagreement to the provision for $1,000 addi- 
tional for the minister to Roumania, Servia, and Greece; $5,000 addi- 
tional for the affaires ad interim; for the secretaries of tion at 
Denmark and Portugal, at $1,800 each; for an increase of $1,000 to the consul 


pad pian e u ca: to the creation of consulates at Chungking 
china’ to £ $500 each in the consul’s 


wick; Port au Prince, Haiti, and Turks Island, West India. 

The clerk-hire allowance at Monterey, Mexico, was increased $600. The 
titles of the 1 at Lourenco Marquez, Tientsin, Chefoo, 8 
and Hankow were “consuls,” instead of consuls-general,” as provid 
by the Senate amendments. 

The net decrease in conference from the bill as it the Senate is 
$53,000, making the amount of the bill as now reported . 0. 100.09. 

R. R. HITT, 
R. ADAMS, JT., 
Managers on the part of the House. 


DIPLOMATIC, 1808. 


An —2 $1, 995, 800. 69 
%%% ATT 77,300.00 
Amount as passed Senate 2,073, 100.69 
Decrease in conference, namely: 
Legation buildings at Seoul, Korea 30, 090. 00 
Cost of cablegra: te., consular reports 2,000.00 
8 8 4 
Clerks (0) at principal 000.00 
Total decrease 000.00 
Increase in conference, namely: 
Consuls 8 l by Senn te) 16,000.00 
h AAA dnc tadacsannowcevs cauaccne 15, 000. 00 
eee . T AER 100. 00 
Net decrease in conference 00 


Amount as agreed to in conference 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 12684) making appro riations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indi ent 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. BoUTELL in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy but a very 
brief portion of the time of the committee in stating the amounts 
appropriated by this bill and for what purposes and referring 
very briefly to the legislative matters contained in the bill. 

In total there was estimated this year in the original estimates 
nearly a million dollars less than was carried in last year’s appro- 
priation bill. The bill as now presented to the House carries 
some $200,000 more than the amount found in the Book of Esti- 
mates; but save one or two items there is no appropriation in the 
bill that isnot recommended by the Department or by the Bureau, 
either in the Book of Estimates or in some subsequent communi- 
cation. 

The total carried by the bill is $7,610,000. The total carried by 
the Book of Estimates was $7,400,000 and some odd. The amount 
appropriated last year was $8,500,000. ‘ 

e general policy of the Government in reference to the In- 
dians has not materially changed in the last three or four years. 
It has been extended. particularly in reference to doing away with 
rations and using the treaty moneys. especially for the Sioux, 


that it is provided we shall expend for them, in paying the Indians | the Indians 


for their labor. In other words, they have enforced labor rather 
than feed them in idleness. That policy began some years ago, 
and pursued year by year has brought about a very much better 
condition of civilization and morality among the Indian tribes 
than had heretofore existed. ; 

I have prepared here a statement, somewhat voluminous, taken 
from the reports of Commissioners of former years and taking 
extzacts from reports of various agencies upon this general sub- 
ject of employing Indian labor, which I will not detain this com- 
mittee to 8 will insert in the Rrcorp. To my mind itis 
entertaining, and it is exceedingly gratifying to those who are 
interested in the uplifting and civilization of the Indian tribes. 

The appropriation for schools is somewhat larger than it was 
last year, and somewhat larger than originally estimated for in 
the Book of Estimates. i : z sie 

I think it is known that the entire Indian population now is, in 


round numbers, 270,000, of which the New York Indians and the 
Indians of the Territory number some 70,000 or 80,000; so that 


there are, in round fi , 200,000 Indians in the United States 
exclusive of Alaska. ing the past year there was enrolled in 
the various Indian schools, reservation and nonreservation—I am 
using entirely round figures—25,000 Indian children of both sexes, 
and an average attendance of some two or three thousand less 
the enrollment in Government schools. The progress made 
in the schools, as apponi br ma report of the superintendent of 
schools, and of the head of the educational division of the depart- 
ment, and of the Commissioner, is gratifying. 
think I hardly need to elaborate before this Committee of the 
Whole the different kinds of schools and what is attempted to be 
accomplished thereby. I think it is pretty well known here. I 
think that is all I need to say in reference to schools. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the rt, 
which is No. 1022, in which this year, for the first time, we have 
set out in full the various treaty stipulations ander which all the 
treaty provisions are made in the bill. I think the members of 
the committee and of the House will find that, not only in con- 
sidering the bill at the present time but in future years, a ready 
pamphlet of reference. 

There are a number of provisions in the bill, Mr. Chairman, 
which you will readily see are entirely out of order, obnoxious to 
the rule, and I shall not contend if any gentleman sees fit to make 
the point of order against them after hearing the explanations as 
we reach those provisions of the need and the requirement for 
them. If any gentleman raises a point of order at the time, they 
must go out. ' 

There is no provision in the bill of a legislative nature that has 
not had the approval of the Committee on Indian Affairs as well 
as the approval of the Department. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs has given to the bill this year exhaustive consideration 
and examination. We have consumed all the time in at least a 
dozen or fifteen meetings in going over with great care each par- 
ticular item of the bill; and they have been wonderfully unani- 
mous in the conclusion reached in reference to all these items, 
whether they carry appropriations or are purely legislative pro- 
visions. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that is all I care to say at the present 
time. When we reach the reading of the bill it will give me, or 
give other members of the committee better versed in reference 
to certain provisions of it, pleasure to answer any inquiry that is 
made by any gentleman on the floor, giving them the fullest pos- 
sible information that is to be obtained with reference to the items. 


APPENDIX. 
LABOR IN LIEU OF RATIONS. 


Prior to 1902 rations were issued to all the Indians of a tribe without regard 
to their worldly condition, the well off as well as the poor. In that year, after 
consultation with the President, the order was given to drop all of the self- 
supporting from the ration roll. 

After further consideration of the subject it was decided not to issue rations 
to any of the able-bodied at all, but to give them a chance to earn their own 
living; and an order to that effect was also given. 

The steps that led up to that are described in the following pages. 


PRECEPT AND PRACTICE. 


Cutting off rations.—In previous rts some space was given to the dis- 
cussion o Indian's progress and the difficulties to be overcome on his 
way to civilization. It was pointed out that among the obstacles to his self- 
support the firstand perhaps the principal one was the then prevailing ration 
system, which was justly condemned as encouraging idleness with its attend- 
ant vices and as foreign in its results to the very purpose for which it was 
designed, At the same time, while an evil, it was admitted to be a necessary 
evil, to be endured only while the Indian was jarning the art of self-support, 
or at least put in a way where, by the exercise of ordinary industry, he 
could support himself. e continuance, however, of the practice of the in- 
discriminate issue of rations to all alike, without regard to their worldly 
condition. was earnestly opposed, and it was laid down as a 2orrect rule of 
action that only the old and helpless should be supported, while the able- 
bodied, if not Already self-supporting, should be given the opportunity to 
work and should then be required to take care of themselves. 

Faith without works is dead. Realizing this, the Office set to work to show 
by its acts the sincerity of its belief. 

And here it is proper to say that this change in the manner of dealing with 

e wasnota hasty conception on the pare ofthe Office. Indeed, it was 
not newat all. It has been the hope and desire of enlightened men for many 
years. But inasmuch as it has been the subject of some harsh criticism and 
severe condemnation, and as the Indian Office has been freely charged with 
ignorance and blunders, it is simply fair that the motives which governed it 
and the principles which actuated it should be known and understood in 
order that the 7 may form an intelligent judgment on the matters in- 
volved. For this purpose it is necessary to go over some familiar ground and 
give it a somewhat extended notice. 

The present movement began some two years ago, and arose out of a com- 
munication from chiefs and headmen of the Sioux Indians of the Rosebud 
Agency. About October, 1900, they addressed a letter to the President rep- 
resenting that er vere the headmen of the Sioux Indians of Rosebud Agency 
and represented tribe; that under the Black Hills treaty ™ of 1876 they 
were to be given certain rations; that these rations had been cut down from 
time to time until they were getting much less than the amount stated in 
that agreement; that they were hungry most of the time, especially the old 
and cri and that re the winter was over they would er very 
much; tin former years they could make some mone by prelghting. but 
as their annuity goods been taken away, a 2 part of their freig 
had fallen off; that in yonn Gy thoy got the hides from the beef cattle 
for issue, which were a great help in procuring things to eat; that they would 
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sold and he money paid to tho ongo a Yar: that Gey moded ho dra fo 
e mon them once a 7 they need 
8 pech 


to o 
star vo; that 
less to do anything ore 
e to have assurance 


if he 1 1 ag their 
verse of tho 


1 of tha that lottor was asa ape 22 
= 55 + tho conditions 
at t theo other Sioux and, 
ly situated, the the office, =e nim 
r 
matters referred to, sub- 
to the 
Tha 
Hills 
the subject of so much con 


agreement relating to the matters under discussion, as follows: 
“Ant, 4 The Government of the 1 States an sant the said Indians, being 


apn hse tg cena ama shall be located in a country whero they 
y eventually become ae and 9 civilized life, 
itis 7 therefore * that tho ae of five or 
ae ee 3 5 sen ye vane 
e Terri er the protection persons, to 
ba appointed for that pu tof the Interior, witha view 
ta ee 8 


n —.— or the said 
n shall make a selection 


“Tf which shall a States hen 
themselves, the Sone groa they —— and to the United sta rere 
the ne they will remore to the country so 


and e ein as provided for by the 


de the said Indians with subsiste: 
8 


— one hundred unds of Ets 

ds of- af tho Gomm Hew ‘of sa at 

— Commissioner of In 

fas may oan ay be necessary, shall be continued 

emse 

in all cases, be issued oo tie need of cack smparate family: 

and ae schools shall have been provided by the Government for said 

In rations shall be issued for children between the of 6and 14 
years (the he sick and infirm excepted) unless such children regularly 


ttend school. 
3 e tho sald Indians shall be e de in lands which aro suitable 
ion, rations issued o o persons and families of 
seg persona who Ix 1 5 ne ae aged, sick, and infirm excepted); and as an in- 
3 . the Commissioner of Indian Affairs may provide 


tary artists as are r= ished 25 pa ote for their labor such other neces- 
are c 
— les an are requisito Indians as far as possible in finding a mar- 


said 
55 for fo surplus productions and in finding employment, and will par- 


chase lus, as far as may be required for supplying food to those In- 
dians. parties O this $ —— 1 7 ꝗ— eee 8 n themselves: and 
will y Indians, so far as p in the pbs dither of Govern- 
ment work their 


upon reservations," 
It was then shown that the rations provided for the Sioux at the timo were 
suficien pe CES e rovident, 2c bgt roc een 
oux ra as well as the rations for all other 
— baa, had been y y reduced; tha TA was in accordance the 


5 5 
the tra true intent and mes: 


did tot expects t, 
object of the rations was not that 


ent, but simply that they mi ht be assisted from want during the 

—— Teber bation while they o of self-support. 
don question the wisdom of se Hey. No intelligent man will 
doubt that the welfaro of the Indian de: 5 ust as soon as possible he 
be self. that any help in the way of food or 


pplies byth e Government in excess of 
. è spur and stimulus to labor is not a kind- 
an 
“The only serious on which can be raised in this connection is, how 
longa Aem -e to be continued and under what circumstances 
the or discontinue them. 


Governmen’ 
“Tt should be . that th thea 0 expressly “Bo e that 
“+ Whenever the said Indians shall be located — — — nds which are suit- 
Rt eben hi gar thi 115 85 N ex cepted): and as = 
1 
4 5 industrious ha’ AE x er of Indian 5 
vide that ‘coal persons 


be Turned d in T tor their labor such o 
0. 
“It certainly will be ed as a truism that the Government had a 
to 5 —.— of the Indians kunt! they put forth for self-sw whatever 
— —.— hag sig be demanded of them, considerin; A eir nature and 
surroun will be admitted tha consider in g the end in view, it 
. the part of A the ra- 


even such decrease should Leyte ig hd 
such hardship serve as a stimulus to labor and self-help. course 
ay beh arent) neat open: R EA 

emanded, treaty o tion or as an act of justico 
or humanity, is this, that the put forth all 
1 their own labor, as other men are forced 
to do, and t in connection wi EEN AEE O ee hag 
shall be issued to in such quantities not exceeding amounts named 
i the agreement and for FW 

Welfare 


CCC that the Sioux 
aside from rations, had received annually daring tho, . 
material to make 


years received 
derived from beef cattle; tha more benefit from them 
were rece! 5 per cent anm 
in education 2 one-half in cash; 
that at the time of that 
pe renee 


noted 


report, 
for Indians either to support themselves or at least to furnish a 
own support; and this conclusion was h 
It then being . it was not Mg ha ju 
diate change in yok oe 
ned as so 
8 however, st peed were taken to 1 — 
oux 


first Aaaa r ra 85 the future policy to be pursued, is given in full; 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
20 ien O OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
“Washington, June oe oar 
“Sir: As the next fiscal year is approaching, when new. 
ao effect for the support and civilization of your ins, feis 
you on the subject of the issuance of ra ia proper 
on thet Sioux reservations. 
As you are doubtless smire agar subject has had the earnest attention of 
those who are active} ers dian Service as well as those who, 
connected with itin — Me capacity, sympathize in the work, 
on is that the in te of rations is 


On 
nts, which, as it is the 


aie EE ae, V 


the agreement refe 
In order that there may be no derstanding as to the meanin o: 


misuni 
oe the earnest ee of your Indians is invited toa 
place last fall. In Oc! 


ber, 1900, the office received a b 
, addressed to the President, E RS y 


Blows P nalang of 50 Rosebud Agen 
their condition, their and their needs. They referred to the Black 


e ment of 1 uction that had been 3 in the ration pre- 
thereby, the loss of income by reduced poe SMER ting, their inability to 
orn much upon their land, asked the President to answer them through 
their raeme and tell them if he could help SE vag 10 
“ letter was fi to the honora Becretary of the Interior, 
witha brief rtas tothe number of the Sioux, the benefits and nreaning 
of the so-call k Hills treaty, the rations vided: for the current 
the income from r trust fund, the nanoa 


the Government to te issued back again, an 
rs rela welfare. 


their 
“The Secretary of tating to thelr w transmitted the Indians’ letter to the Presi- 
dent on the 26th of November this 


ratified by the act of Congress 5 . — E A An poset fae Bi 
vides for assistance for the said Indians in the work of civi 
them schools and instruction in mechanical and agricultural pursuits; also a 
certain prescribed ration, bb ration, “or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, shall be continued until the Indians are able to support themselves." 


sustain themselves, which they a r to be able to do, and 
the 5 1 5 individual Indians 
20,000 head of cattle, and that more than 1,500 head 


em last year, at a cost to the Government of more 
afterwards issued to and eaten up by the band, 


è spese his letter by saying—and nis is commended to the serious 
consideration of your Indians: 

From ‘the fees stated it does seem that the time has come when in- 
dividual 6 8 at least 8 


seem to be should be required to take 
the burden of their Lada ee The Govern- 


“Itis understood that this matter received 
President and that he gave the Secretary's letter just quoted his unquali- 


WA 
face of this the indiscriminate issue of rations to all alike must 
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“It therefore becomes your first duty to go over the ration rolls of 
agency and erase therefrom all those who are sol self. our 
text duty will be to F te the ration issued necessities of the re- 
cipients. As now it is understood that rations are issued to all 
alike—that is, they are distributed —— among the Indians of your reser- 
. without 3 their worldly possessions. This should sot be con- 
y families are, 3 DOTEA PILIN self-supporting, but in 

Firini egrees. as such cases the rations issued according to the 


cular n 
“In determining who shall receive rations one important consideration 
must not be pct Reb Rations must not be issued to those who have no 


disposition to attempt to support themselves. The law and regulations to 
this effect are old, bati in Bar cases seem to haye been honored more in the 
breach than in the observance, 8 they are good, and should be 
enforced so far as conditions will allo 

“The Office is unable to lay down Ades 3 rule Pad — Ne 
agents in arriving at correet conclusions in these an ark: 
trary rule would not work satisfactorily. In some eh Swill’ not 01 an an a diffi am 


mentin which 5 nt will or should largel 
“The duty herein prese: 


of bringing to its discharge the 8 imps 91 7 — 
ven for 


sagt from the ration roll, and thus contribute to the cause 
the knowledge of this Office there have been instances 


therew wo 

“Tt is admitted that 8988 gress will be sow, but the time to 
it is hers, ana the object of etter is to bring the Indians to a rea! 
sense of the attitude of the Government. 

“At the proper time it is 1 send you, as was done last a 
statement of the: quantities of subsistence purchased for your Indians Yor the 


next ear. are believed to be ample for needs of all who 
should ve Tare the spirit of this letter is observed. 
“There is another class of Indians to w pam Rin iasa oi TAOS WONG seem 


be drawing a salary from the Government. 
The number of these is large, many of then! holding desirable re —— 
very liberal salaries. A hasty examination of the 
agencies shows that over 150 of the scene er one are er ern re- 
salaries from $840 Hew annum down very few, mowers; of the 
latter. The majority of these earn as much as, if not more, year in and year 
out, than the average laborer of the country. There is no question in the 
mind of this Office that the issue of rations to these should 
“There are also a large number employed 9 ‘salaries from 
— S down, besides quarters and other conveniences. Tapes pre- 
vails here Office can 


ese tw therefore, should Bote eliminated noe the ration roll, 
o classes, re, this 


ing the na W that man must earn his li by the aevet of his brow, 
ing tho natural law that man most emn hia living by £ ward on flowery beds 
of ease. been &bout this tG pante Ai bapt fadar 


Much been 
made to check it, but with little avail. a tot the Indians had been fed 


be 
$ tors Vite S to_ be dealt with asa 


the ways of idleness. Necessity, 
must want before he would wor. 
idleness and — 
hand to the 


d necessity 
8 nn come to the bitter realization that 
in hand, and that he aes 
owt be. would live. His rations would therefore 


p 
esent 
owi 


would bah oa notonlya see wi 
him benefit in the future. 
and then get to provide for 
ly in eee part of Jan be Temoa to tho mt nts were 
advised that rations won no konger be to the able bodied, agers 1155 
the money thus saved would be used to pax them in cash for la 
dams, or reservoirs for N of water, or any othe 55 meee te qa: 
ive them profitable occupation for the nt and lead to their self- 


wowa 
inthe serene xa were to be paid sioe 


and it was su 


te Soe for them in the surrounding 75 
the part of their time to 
of administration 


r details 


to 
senim: 
to subor- 


lies, 
this has been the subject of considerable animadversion and been stig- 
lan for the encouragement of contract labor, it is Bier mias 
r Beene should be taken of these ictures, an 
eee that the 8 
Taid can be further the truth. In all 
e 


if such were 


gad it for them if they could. And ccd igs their Livre yg duty. If reference 
js made to the Black Hilla trea 5 3 it will be seen that the 
Government obligates itself to aid the Sioux Indians in finding employment, 
The agents, therefore, in publishin Tadia 
e O ere nap ply „ i 
men allof this there was no ightest suggestion of hiring 
out undercontract. Thatimplies 8 There was not a tho 
athing. He was to be given an opportunity to work; that was 
Government did not have a itwas to find it for him. He could work or not, 
as he chose. He was as much a 85 ent with respect to this as anyone else, 
5 wee . tunity to work and refused he was not to 
a E ted by the 8 
e new lhe sec received with ae discontent in some quarters and 


paseito, if 8 n, o tion in others. There were a few mutterings and a 
food deal o about vested ge me 8 expressions over the 

rd luck of r Lo, and here and pecans or an “uprising.” In- 
terested es endeavored to create a sentimen 


tuted conservators of the Indian either cast 
damned it with faint 8 
In spite ot these other adverse influences the offi with its 
policy and is now in a position to form an intelligent idea ¢ 0 52 et Every- 
where the results have been favorable even beyond expec ving 
in — 55 marters has given p to confidence, and whil wie, — e ex- 
has not been passed, there is every reason to eve that 
e s Anat success of the plan, if carried out judiciously, is assur 
over 12,000 have been rom the ration roll, being 
wholly self-sup As a second result a number of Indians have 
poen pok at to wou or work has been found for them. As to the effect of this 
0 
Ones t writes: 


ndians areeager for work, even some of the older ones, classed 
he physiciansas physically unable to work, on ha: work, * * 
‘king as faithfully and inte 


dians are wor gently as could beex- 


ected of of le who have never had occasion to work for their support, sud 
no question as to the wisdom of the new polioy and and ite good 
fect on the these p poopie: 


and soem or oa piensa paym med oy bd There is no question but that the 
was ripe for the adoption of the 5 policy.“ 

Another: 

“I think this new po 


50 per day; 


ee e 


been have ever 8 known. i yr 
In es gra eh I beg to recommend that the present policy of handling ‘the 


dians a be continued.” 
And tal 3 


from Tode say that they gave perfect satisfaction to their maple ei who 


re informed me that th: 15 would rather have them than white laborers. 
* * * The ‘ect on 22 Indians of the work done on the reservation 
F has been very sa tory from all s 
pona 


Apove all Teles T believe the best lesson an able-bodied tunan can bave is 
to convince him that he must work or starve, If he ome ins that there is 
m with labor on 


1 9 4 ditches, coal fields, lum camps, etc. For such work let 
him be paid a moderate sum in cash, To pay in rations or to pay more than 
the Indian earns are both errors which experience has proven should not be 
age But if the Indian says he 8 let him be shown the Goy- 
. wood pile’ Ser be compelled to work K his way through it.” 
3 t of thirty ä rience writes 

“Yourletters * * + point toward the fact that the Indian Office expects 
in the near future to discontinue the taitous issue of rations. Any 
FCC Te hailed this step as a boon to these 


eir extra 
“After over thirty y years 


ears or issuing tuitous rations, after distributin 
many carloads of im if s and 


two cash Senate on 


1 from leasing their allotments and 
by the Government, made their 

they were no aoe to work for a living, and as they were 
do so ‘as ey were pastime. 


I heartil radores Se c roposed by the Indian rag 

Tele own a and in furnishing them F ie 
but those given are sufficient to show 
g an experimental knowledge of the 


— it tmay besaid that these arein theseryiceand their zonos are colored 
from in motives. Let us therefore see how it looks to outsiders. 
Here isa 2238 article taken from the New York Sun of last summer: 

“SIOUX HAVE LEARNED TO WORK, 
“ROSEBUD INDIAN AGENCY, S. DAK., June 29. 


“On July 1 the order of the Interior Department requiring the Sioux to 
to work ———— effective on this reservation. But th the Sioux, he who ho forty 


not ae 


These extracts could be soa 7 — 
the trend of sentiment of those 
situation. 
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years ago inspired terror in the Northwest with tomahawk and rifle, has In October. F 

ee TTT “July 1,192, we cut from ə ration rolls 1,000 Indians, and at the begin- 
civiliza in the history of the Sioux. Not only has the Department suc- | ning of fiscal year we intend to take one-half as many more from the 
ceeded in making the fiercest Indian tribe self-dependent, but a sacred tradi- 2 Our Indians are well informed as to the intention of taking from them 


Belknap agent, Montana, wrote, in September, 1903: 
the white in blouse and overalis—which t have seemed a dream a quar- N. — has been cut off to the very lowest point. 
intel tip ee ces e y by any visitor at the Rosebud bling and made 


Reservation. 
When Commissioner Jones announced that the Indian must give up his 


1 a others on the outside of the reservation, and others in the cultivation of the 

> said the grizzled “He make | soil. However, during the winter aid have to be given to quite a number 
ty an othe us, and now paleface won't doit. The | whoaro their own living at the ttime. 

Great White Father said it, and now make us work.“ The Fort agent, Montana, said, in August, 1908: 

“The wrinkled tribes men were t and they resented this apparent bad “New Indian .—The new Indian policy as rong Seeger over a 
faith. The Sioux nation was the most in the Northwest. It cost has been very successful on this reserva’ On May 1, 1901, over 
thousands of lives to subdue it and the t was glad to make a lib- o Indians were stricken from the ration roll and a number have been 
eral treaty. Seine SPS ay Seon ioe Sane te Taans Soc ea ee dropped since that time. No able-bodied Indian pT gery hope aga 
selves tocertain territorial and in return should be supplied with food 76G the reser- 
and raiment and stock for thirty years. vation. Ifan bodied Indian comes to us asking for bread, we give him 

“Tn 1878 gold was found in the Hills. There was a white invasion. | a shovel; if he won't use F 
The whites wanted the cession of the hills from the Indians. The Sioux | have had few cases where work was provided the Indian would 
. The commissioners laughed at the demand, and the In- refuse to do it to support himself. very large do 

see 


dians left the council furious. Red Cloud interceded, and the Indians not bother the cy at i it from outside sources, or 
. tho Government would agree to keep them in and | work for ves. Quitea number of have engaged in co 
clothing for an indefinite period after the thirty years stipulated in the 1868 | in the 5 ing such work sa Doming SAL acre, or 
treaty until they should 6 making ditches by the yard, eto. course,in the dead of winter little work 
“Tho treaty the Government many millions. When it expired, | can be obtained, ei on or off reservation, and at times 
in 1893, the Interior Department was not disposed to the paternal sys- | necessary to feed some of the able-bodied. At least % per cent of the money 
tem, ed to put the redskins at work. earned by the Indians is spent for food and clo 2 
The Sioux remembered the treaty and grum and agents sent word In August, 1903, the Jicarilla agent (New Mexico) wrote this: 
to Washington that the order could never be enfi Then the Sioux ran “When I assumed of 


I nee re a eg member of the tribe was 
Provisions were running low under the curtailed orders. | allowed to participate in therations buted, i 
Agri tools had been sent from the Department that the Indians ht | who were receiving salaries of $00 per month were allowed the same share as 
go to work on July 1. It became noised about the reservation that all who | those unable to work. This practice was discontinued, and the number 
3 Id be paid at the rate of $1.25 a day. The Indians thought allowed rations gradually decreased, until at present the ration roll carries 
g 


over their pipes. 309 persons. 
To labor,’ grumbled White Crow, is demeaning.’ That the of rations to the whole tribe is neither necessary nor 
“To Work, added Red Feather, may also mean to eat and stuff to 2 — by the fact that a conservative estimate of earned 


the 
concluded Moon. ditches, and em, ,000; earned labor on neigh! ranches, $2,000; 
“The thres Indians went to the agent with their request. N sig omg 3 . — etc,, $3,000. 
8 6 5 Tobe tinned f fı ... Apaches be 
rakes and plows ani away. To ‘ora few can 
asked TOMATIT for work by the Indians, therelara, manda “tise official ih mack A PONE shat hey MII T 
speechless with astonishment. ; Government., pag n A as now, in the building of storage 
. to show them how. The three Indians trotted | reservoirs, will enable the tribe ve an assured means of support through 
behind He was puzzled how to initiate them, but he set up.a | the tilling of the soil.” 
g and showed theredskins how it was used. ‘Thedirt soon began From . 
fx,. WWF Bg cae eee $20, 
made. 


u n 
came to look on. They said nothing, but when at night | roads, and general improvements to the reservation. Th 
— madaat 25 eboney ven o bane 


Big 

that day, too, 5 wanted work. tendency toward a of greater self-reliance and independence amon: 
The squaws of bewilderment, 1 S s 4 

Indians approaching with picks and shovels they imagined that their har of tho 

lot as tillers of the field, hewers of and drawers of water wasto be made | agency. A large number of the older Indians will, of have to be more 

harder by ts cumbersome tools. en the Indians went on out into the | or less supported by ration issues, but this number is 

fields an 


era. From Cheyenne n Okla., September, 1908: 

he will become a citizen. Condition. It affords me no little pleasure to state that there is abso- 

“ But not all the young Indians are so n . There are many who | Iutely no doubt but what these Indians are, as a whole, in better condition 

8 found that in ill health would be excused, 717... S AA eg Thro the year they have 
è 


want to esca; 

and they flocked to the inventing oe ee ee ae 

most astonishin has not been fooled, few | heretofore been placed in the of ers are to do somethin 
and families. to 1 


tribal practices are ra 
r > vari R away, and the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indian is i y 
to the Sioux attracted the Pine Ridge Indians. They heard of the Siouxand to take his as a citizen to hold his own inst even the 
the big dollars and swooped down on the clamoring for work. They at - 
were told it was only for the Sioux, and went away grumbling. The The tendent 
paradoz ot aa Dalan i because can not work may yet make zaba ii klahoma, who 


ugust, 1908: 
“Co opriated $22,000 for an effort to make the Rosebud Reserva- In to the industries carried the Indians in agen 
oting venture is 5 ony i this 5 


may : 

Some of this may be ; there are some inaccuracies, and doubt- | versity of industries which gives needed experience opportunity 
less the characters are fictitio FFF of | to acquire skill in the work they engaged in. It be seen that 
the situation and is ye of the change ths is on. Thera — — ona necessi 5 


homes. commission D: the : 
of 1588 will come true. Mechanics and artisans will enter, trade will spring | for ration day to come around. It will be seen by this that the In- 
formed. dians of this asa whole have added to their support no small extent 


È 


abe k, and I pleased that this system has ‘ked well, nt visitor at this while watching of Indians 

0 work, and I am worked w: rece: * wa a gun In som 
SUNM usly opposed we @ a A Two AAA work A ENDA WRA LOUT hase but ATA 8 
eee rations. — 71 —— 200 were draw- PCT 
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ina ted by the 
5 
Agency, S. Dak., A t, 1908: 


elfare of these 


and 20 miles of wire fence was constructed tocom: 
connect same with Rosebud north line fence. 
our work laid out for this summer will be in 

Water will be diverted from all 


build a pile driver, and 


ms. 
g. and as ample funds are available, work 
the summer. From amount of funds 


of beef, flour, hay, and other for this 

Year 190, a saving of about 0,000 was mate. 

“The new system with a fair of success on this 

tion. ETA tare element of Indians are 
team r did l TAPTE their + for 

are t 

wh earnings spen! 
eat and 
sayi em not more than one meal 

a day. 

boen at work duro the Asca! year bldg e 

at wor e ear and re e 


t off the reserve, but by far the greater number acce 
y here provided for them, ma bate done quite well, not on 
isting themsel 


the work and 
of work performed, but also in subs: ves an 


in the amount 


It gan not be expected that these Indians can yetsuccessfull: 
white labor, but in course of time they will be able to, aud y 
must doso, for it may be that the Government will not continuo to provide 
em ment for them any great num years to come, althoug 
it would be wel to continue the work along present lines for ai 

e" 

From Yankton Agency, S. Dak., Au 198: 

2 . doubt as to the wisdom of cu off rations. 
About 20 per cent of the tribe is now borne on the ration roll. ose cut off 
uring Sep es Jon AoA & DAIS Ore BYNG A9 OUTITOTIADIT oe DATGA: ADL Sere 
the knowledge that they are existing by their own efforts.” 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, would the gentle- 
man think it an inopportune time for me to ask him about the 
policy which may be considered or outlined b; committee or 
embodied in this bill with reference to the abolition of or the con- 
tinuation of the Dawes Commission in the Indian Territory? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill in terms limits the life of the Dawes 
Commission to the end of the next fiscal year. In other words, it 
provides specifically that the work of this Commission shall be 
completed and the Commission cease to exist on the ist of July, 


1905. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the tleman or the com- 
mittee any information that that work can be accomplished by the 
Commission in that time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has, if Congress does not impose upon that 
Commission added duties. In my judgment the work of that 
Commission would have been compl before now, and it was 
prognosticated here two or three years ago that it would have been 
completed ere . If Congress had not imposed additional 
duties and work on the Commission, the work would have been 
completed. But I believe, spurred on with this declaration that 
the ission must cease to exist on July 1, 1905, that all the 
work that is now imposed upon the Commission can be completed 
prior to that date. 4 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not want to im upon the 

tleman’s judgment, but there is a bill that has been recently 
troduced here which seems to have the sanction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and is it not his judgment that that would 
im great duties upon the Dawes Commission and lead to its 
indefinite life? 

Mr. SHERMAN, The bill that the gentleman refers to is a bill 
introduced by my coll 5 ], who for some years 
has been chairman of the su ttee having in charge the 
matters ially relating to the Indian Territory, and that gen- 
tleman . CuRTIS] advises me that this does not impose duties 
upon the Dawes Commission which would necessitate the con- 
tinuance of their existence longer than the date I have mentioned, 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the gentleman im the appro- 


and . however, enabſe them to 
three times a day. Under the ration syste they were economic. is. 
akord th 


priation here gone to the end that the of the Government 
shall be a discontinuation of that e i 
Mr. SHERMAN. That certainly is our declaration just as dis- 


tinct as it is 5 possible to make it. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And you think will be 
language of the gentle- 


able to accomplish that result with 
man’s bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no question in my mind about ac- 
complishing it with the language. The language is, And said 
Commission shall conclude its work and terminate on or before 
5 1 uly, 1905, and said Commission shall cease to exist 
on July 1, 9 B 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will permit me, 


rare 2 heard evidence and gotten up their written decisions where 


they d tl cases, and in 
that way they added to their life tenure almost, and I hope the 
gentleman and his committee will see a termination of that con- 
dition, so that we may find that the people of the Indian Territory 
are not suffering any more in the deplorable conditions aggra- 
vated and accentuated by reason of the entangling system of the 
PANU E The 

. SHERMAN, gentleman has declared what his belief 

He has not asked me what mine is. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would like very much to have it. 
Mr. SHERMAN, | I disagree with the gentlemanin a large part 
of his sweeping criticism of the Dawes Commission. I think that 
Commission has done wonderful work. It has brought about the 
betterment of conditions down there to an extent that ten years 
ago noone would have believed was possible. Possibly they have 
taken more time than another commission would have taken. In 


pt my judgment, as I stated a moment or two ago, they would have 


completed their work long ere this had not Congress in its wisdom 
constantly added other duties; and I believe now that the termi- 
nation of this work is in sight, and I shall be surprised if we find 
it necessary next year to that this Commission be continued 


bern July 1. 
te . ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman tell us about 


how much of theannual appropriation is for the machinery of this 
Commission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The p Nicaea all told, are something 
under a million and a half dollars, My colleague tells me $1,400,- 
000, all told, from the creation of the Commission down to the 
present time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What would the gentleman say 
toward cutting down the appropriations, so that we would have 
only one i instead of the entire body of the Com- 
mission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That suggestion was quite fully discussed 
the committee. We had two members of the Contention ae 
us, and it seemed at this stage of the work unwise to make this 
change. We have been crossing a river. We have reached al- 
most to the far bank, where we are taking hold of the grass or 
stubble zna palling our boat to the shore, and therefore it seem 
unwarranted at this time to change our policy. If the Commis. 
sion were cut from four to one, it would be necessary to employ 
certain high-salaried clerks at least to perform the duties that 
other members of the Commission now perform, so that in money 
there would not be a total saving. It would only bea partial 
saving at most. I think it would be bad policy, in my judgment, 
at present to change the Commission. 

. PERKINS. Whatare the duties of this Commission? Will 
the gentleman state them briefly? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The duties are defined in the various acts 
which n To cover it in one or two sentences, 
they were originally to enter into an agreement with the five 
tribes known as the Five Civilized Tribes.“ and then to carry 
out all the provisions—thatis, the several agreements, making up 
the rolls of citizenship, allotting land, setting aside town sites, 
and all that sort of thing. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for five minutes? 

Mr. I give to the gentleman from Iowa five min- 


utes, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel willing to allow the 
attack on the Dawes Commission to go by unchallenged. The 
Dawes Commission has been a very useful organization. 

So far as I am concerned. I do not think it ought to be finally 
dischar until the new State comes into the Union, by which 
some additional local government can be established over that 
region. The Dawes Commission has served as a controlling body 
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between the white people on the one hand and the Indians on the 
other. They have served the of molding the heterogene- 
ous and complex conditions into a more simple form in that 
Territory. 

We found ourselves in the preparation of the Curtis law, for 
instance, confronted with Indian customs, Indian laws enacted 
by Indian Fp jaca Indian treaties, complex situations be- 

ifferent tribes transferred from the different parts of 
the country in that Territory. The Dawes Commission having 
the confidence of the Indians and having been headed by a man 
that they looked upon all their lives as their tried and true friend, 
Sénator Dawes, yielded their judgment to the views of that Com- 
mission. It has been aconciliatory organization and has enabled 
the Government to enforce and carry into operation the wise 
measures involved in the Curtis Act. 

It is hardly possible to listen with patience to the assault that 
has been made on these gentlemen. e Commission has wisely 
managed the affairs of the Territory. There is a Territory with- 
out any organized government at all, without any general system 
such as is known to the other Territories, and this Commission 
has taken the place of the Government, in some sense at least, 
and has enabled the Federal Government to bridge over the diffi- 
culties with which it found itself confronted. 

This Dawes Commission has done a good service. When the 
history of that Territory is written the names of these commis- 
sioners, and the eminent gentleman whose name is associated with 
the Commission, will receive the honor they deserve. If my 
friend from the Committee on Territories [Mr. Rosryson] is able 
to aid in bringing in a bill that will transfer that Territory toa 
condition of statehood in the new State, provide legislative con- 
trol there to take the place of this arbitration control, or the board 
of conciliation, as you might call it, the Dawes Commission, he 
will do well, and if they will frame a bill putting the Indian Ter- 
ritory into a new State of Oklahoma, they will do well to recog- 
nize the good work that the Dawes Commission has performed in 
the last ten years in getting that country ready for statehood. 

i „1 do not care to speak er, but I did not 
want these criticisms to go by uncontradicted, without some pro- 
test on the part of the Committee on Indian Affairs, who cer- 
tainly know that the distinguished men have done a wise and 
F : 

Mr. FINLEY. ill the gentleman from Iowa yield for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. FINLEY. Ihave heard it stated—I do not know with how 
much truth—with reference to the Dawes Commission, that the 
members of that 8 ae some of them, were 5 
in land speculations and corporations making investments in the 
Indian Territory. I would Ike to ask the gentleman if he has 
any N of that? i 

Mr. 1 That 1 5 ee Tenau by Mr. 1 
parte, and the report wi ubli y soon giving de- 
tails. My understanding is that some of the Dawes Commission 
have owned stock in banks there. 

Mr. FINLEY. And land companies? 

Mr. LACEY. No; not in land companies, but in trust com- 
panies, investment pom panies, and a 

The CHAIRMAN, e time of the gentleman from Iowa has 


e 
. SHERMAN, Iwill yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman if he thinks that 
it is prudent, and for the best interests of the Indian Territory, 
for the members of the Dawes Commission to be interested in in- 
vestment companies and trust companies? 

Mr. LACEY. I think it is wise for a man to shun even the ap- 
pearance of evil; but my understanding is that investigation has 
shown no wrongdoing on the part of any member of the Dawes 
Commission. My own judgment is that if the time of the life of 
the Dawes Commission expires under the bill before the Territory 
is admitted into the Union, that time ought to be extended by 
further legislation. I do not know whether the balance of the 
committee will agree with me, but I do believe that this Commis- 
sion ought not to go out until the State comes in, and the State 
ought to come in in time to take up the work where the Dawes 
Commission leaves it off. i : 

Mr. THAYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. : 

Mr. THAYER. I know the gentleman from Iowa is as con- 
yersant as any man in the House with the status of the Indian 
and is as good a friend as the Indian has in the House. I would 
like to ask the gentleman whether he thinks the poopie of that 
Territory—Indians, full bloods and half bloods—having had no 
government ERE tribal government, are now fitted for the dig- 


nity and duties of statehood as we recognize them here in the rest 
of the Union? 
Mr. LACEY, That involves entirely another question. 


Mr. THAYER. I notice that the gentleman said until they 
were admitted.“ 
_ Mr. LACEY. If they are not qualified, the necessity of continu- 
ing the existence of the Commission to which they can look as an 
intermediary between it and Congress, between them and the exec- 
utive department, is all the more necessary. The Indian Territory 
is not made up of Indians, but a very large proportion is white. 
Mr. THAYER. Is it not true that the Indian lands constitute 
a great majority of the whole Territory—some sixty-eight seven- 
tieths—and that the population of whites are in the townsand vil- 


lagos, 2 75 ly in cities, huddled together? 
r. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, that will be solved by the com- 
ponon of the allotments, by leases, and by sales to the whites. 
t is true that the white lə have settled there in cities of ten 
or twelve thousand i itants, some of which, I am satisfied, in 
five years from now will have only three or four thousand inhab- 
itants, because the men in the cities will scatter into the country 
and occupy the farms; and the Indians are proposing to lease 
their lands to these people. 

There has never yet been an Indian reservation of valuable 
land that the white population has not beaten like a surf alog its 
shore, ready to go in and occupy the land as soon as it could be 
opened up, and the Indian Territory is not being approached in 

t particular way, but in the towns. The people are settled in 
the towns and are waiting to get possession of the farms of the 
8 as soon as they can arrange with the Indian allottees. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, are there not treaties now ex- 
isting between the United States and the Indian Territory which 
oe from taxation a good share of their property for a num- 
ber o 2 
Mr. LACEY. That is undoubtedly one of the problems that 
will confront the new State when it comes in. It burdens the 
Territory now, as does the question of public schools, as the land 
is untaxed and untaxable, and it is that very complex situation 
that the Dawes Commission has been working on for all these 


years. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 


“ar, SHER 

Mr. MAN. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad if the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] would proceed now, Iwill ask 
the Chair how much of my time has been consumed, 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-two minutes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the bill now under 
consideration carries an 5 of over 86,000,000. This ap- 
1 has been greatly decreased by the poner of allotting 

in Indian reservations to individual Indians, thus breaking 
up their tribal relations and making them self-supporting. This 
policy should be pursued until all Indian reservations are broken 
up and all of their lands allotted. 

All Indians should be put on their individual responsibility and 
compelled to live by their own labor and exertions. It is anin- 
poean white race to be taxed to support the red man in 
dleness. Aside from this injustice to the white man, it would 
be better in every way that the red man should be taught that he 
mo opiy with the biblical injunction and live by the sweat 
0 ace. 

The average Indian will remain a vagabond and pauper just as 
long as the Government will support him while idling away his 
time on reservations. 

I think Congress should give statehood to all of the Territories, 
and thus comply orig abies the platform pledges of the two 
great political parties. ngress should also at once allot to the 

dians their lands, break up their tribal relations, and make the 
Indians self-supporting citizens of the United States. The juris- 
diction of the United States over the Indians and of their property 
should then cease, and the State in which they live should take 
charge of them. 

The State legislature where the Indians reside knows much bet- 
ter how to legislate and care for the Indians within ita borders 
than Congress can possibly do. I believe, moreover, in local self- 
poen and that each State should control the people in its 

ers. 
Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield tothe 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask the gentleman if both po- 
litical parties in their national platforms did not pledge them- 
selves to give se’ te statehood to each of these three Territories 
and not join O oma and the Indian 8 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will answer the gentleman by 
stating that there was, as I remember, nothing said whatever 
about the Indian Territory; and, looking at that question from 
a nonpartisan standpoint, it would be better for the Indians and 
the white people of the Indian Territory, as well as the oe 
of Oklahoma, that they should have but one State. As to New 
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Mexico and Arizona, those two Territories are separated by the 
Rocky Mountains, which mountains form a natural barrier be- 
tween these two Territories. They are two very large Territories; 
either is twice as large as the Indian Territory and Oklahoma 
combined. 

Thereis a natural barrier between them, as I have stated—the 

Rocky Mountain Range, which tes those two Territories. 
They have two systems of civilization there. The one on the Pa- 
cific coast, Arizona, has the Anglo-Saxon civilization, but in New 
Mexico you find largely a Mexican element, which belongs to the 
Mexican or Spanish civilization. These two Territories have a 
different nucleus around which the settlements have been formed; 
they have separate and distinct railroad and business centers; 
they have separate capitals; and it is not right, it is not just, it 
is not the policy of either party in this Government, or should 
not be if we take the platforms to mean what they say, to 
make these two Territories into one State, and I hope that no 
such measure as that will receive the favorable atten of this 
Congress. 
There are many Indian reservations known to contain valuable 
mineral deposits. I would these lands for mining purposes 
under the United States mining laws and Aber the money to the 
Indians arising from its sale to miners. e Indians will never 
work their mines; and if the mines were ed and worked by 
white men, employment would be furnished the Indians at their 
homes. and they would become civilized and industrious by being 
brought into contact with the white miners and furnished with 
work by them. They could then be induced to cut off their long 
hair, give up their tepees and wickedness, build comfortable 
homes, throw aside their blanket covering and eagle feathers, and 
* the white man's clothing, manners, and customs. 

e often hear the complaint made by persons living in the 
East, who know nothing of Indians, their habits, or character, 
except what they have learned by reading Cooper’s novels, that 
the le of the United States have always robbed and mis- 
treated its Indian wards. Thislibel on the white American people 
has been so often repeated that it is generally supposed to be true. 

The truth is that from the year 1789 to 1903, inclusive, we have 
paid the Indians for their support and education the enormous 
sum of $402.217,528. Our expenditure on account of Indians in 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1903, was $12,935,168. There are 
about 270,000 Indians in the United States. These figures show 
that in that year we have paid them about $47 capita. Does 
this look like robbery? I must confess that it . but it is the 
white man that is being robbed to support the red man in idle- 
ness. The white citizens have been taxed and paid during that 

ear for the support of the Government, including Indians, $707,- 

7,004, or a tax of about $10 per capita, no part of which has been 
paid by the Indians, but on the other hand they have received $47 
per capita out of that fund, hence I fail to see any just ground 
of complaint for our treatment of our Indian well a I desire 
now to call the attention of this House and the country to the 
reckless expenditure of public money in the Indian T by 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Dawes Commission. 
Commission has been in existence about ten years, and, including 
the present . has spent in round numbers the enor- 
mons sum of about $1,500,000, amounting to $20 per capita to each 
Indian enrolled. 

According to the last report of the Commissioner on Indian Af- 
fairs, on page 91, the Department has approved the enrollment of 
72,517 Indians, including the negro citizens of this Territory. 
According to the recent statement of its chairman, Mr. Bixby, 
before the House Committee on Indian Affairs only one-third of 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws and one-fourth of the Cherokees 
have been allotted lands, and it has cost this Government up to 
eee, Spence sum of $40 to enroll and allot land to one 

n. 

On page 93 of the last report of the Commissioner on Indian Af- 
fairs we find that 4.175 applications for Indian citizenship (as 
heads of families) have been made to the Dawes Commission; that 
Commission has only transmitted 3.272 of these applications to 
the Interior De ent for its action, leaving 903 Indian families 
asking for enrollment whose names have not been forwarded to 
the Interior Department for the Secre s approval. Some of 
these have been held up for three years. I inquired into the rea- 
son for this delay on the jas of the Dawes Commission and find 
that the Secretary of the Interior is largely to blame. 

The same of the Commissioner's report above alluded to 
shows that the applications of 1,301 of these Indian families are 
now pending in the Interior Department and have not been acted 
upon. Three hundred and ninety-four of these are before Secre- 
tary Hitchcock and 907 before the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
but I am reliably informed that the Secre has ordered the 
Commissioner to hold them without action. analysis of this 
official report shows that 4,175 of these Indian families have filed 
applications for citizenship, and 2,204 of these have been held up 


by the order of Secretary Hitchcock. Mr. Bixby, chairman of 
the Dawes Commission, on January 28, 1904, on pages 6 and 7 of 
his printed hearings before our Indian ittee, stated that his 
Commission wanted $259,000, in round numbers, to carry on the 
work of his Commission for another E which amount the 
committee allowed, and it is part of the now under considera- 
tion by this House. 
I asked Mr. Bixby this question: 


wil aeons Soa ty te enero meray eases 
on COT m e Wor. wes 
Commission] sighteen mouthal 

Mr. Brxsy. Yes; I believe so. 

Mr. STEPHENS. | advocated giving you this amount? 

Mr. Brxsy. Yes, 


Mr. STEPHENS. Since that time four years have elapsed and still we are 
9 Kasong annual) appropriations? - 


Mr. STEPHENS. Is it nota fact that the Secretary of the Interior, bya good 
many rulings, 1 your work from being effective? For 

in the Choctaw Chickasaw nations, are they {meaning the Interior De- 
portent) holding up bundreds of claims that you [meaning the Dawes 


have approved and passed upon? Are those claims [mean- 
ing now tel on beds Bone of the Interior? [ 
e CHAIRMAN, I think it y fair to ask Mr. Bixby, who isa subordi- 
nate of the 8 of the Interior, to criticise his actions. 
dressing Mr. Bixby). And is it not a fact that you hada 
nesting you not to send [meaning the Sirya Sade 
those applications up t were favorable to 


Mr. BIxBY. It seems to me perha on ‘ht excuse me from answering 
questions of this kind. The telegram Taliad to is as follows: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 10. 
To DAWES COMMISSTON, Muskogee, Ind. T.: 


telegram recenti: 
Interior] any ae 
zens? 


8 1 letter Moromor 18, I. T. D. TISI, etc., 88 to 
sons wor 1 
ted Paani Choc Chickasaw nations by nations’ au- 


THOS. RYAN, Acting Secretary. 

It clearly appears from these facts that Mr. Bixby desires to 
shield Secretary Hitchcock, who, in my judgment, is responsible 
for these great delays and enormous expenditure of money, and 
these delays and waste of public funds are brought about by his 
utter disregard of the acts of Congress, his vacillating course, 
contradictory rulings, and incapacity to fill the public office he 
now holds. 

I have recently received a letter from a very 1 and re- 
spected citizen of Muskogee, Ind. T., which fully and accurately 
nea the effect of the Secretary’s rulings and actions. It is as 

ollows: 
M IND. T., Februa: 3 
Hon. JonN H. STEPHENS, ene 3 

Washington. D. C. 

DEAR SIR: 9 to Hon. Tams Bixby, chatr- 
man of the Dawes Commission, when he appeared before the House Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, and from the resolution introduced by you in the House 
of hire cig Lape a it seems that you are the first Congressman to understand 
conditions in the Indian Territory 

The delays in the Dawes Commission work are almost entirely due to the 
Secre of the Interior or the Interior Department, and the Department, 
by delavin the work of the rtually throws the Commission 
approp. naway. The nt is withouta rule of decision aud with- 
out any settled policy in 
Sore ts Oe Territory 22 botch t the t depart- 
wor è mt, or 
mental system for the Territory, is not ek ogee the work. and ote 
it tas roven itself absolutely incompetent. 


connection I desire to call your attention to the following cases: 
The Curtis bill contains this s provision: 
who bas not heretofore removed to and in 


“No person shall be enroll 
good faith settled in the nation in which he claims citizenship.” 

The Dawes Commission passed upon the first case in which s cosstegstion 
of this provision was eran Fou oe April or May, lun. The opinion of the 
Comunission was forwarded to the Interior Departmen 


the ho the Commission. (Let- 
ter of December 12, 1901, Ind. T ions, p. s, 1901.) Following the deci- 
sion of the Department the ion allo’ contests to be filed. heard 
and decided the — and 22 of the cases were taken to the ent 
on appeal and decided by the Department. The records of the Commission 
were to conform to the Department's decisions Then, after two 
ears, the Department discovered the a in the agreement and held 
t no land contest could be filed in the Creek Nation after ninety days 
from the ratification of the Creek ment—the Commission's original 
holding. (Major v. Thom No. T3. Letter of October 13. 198, Ind. T. 
dace . . 6152, 1908). October 24, 1904, it seems the Department dis- 
covered [| had rendered conflicting opinions and wrote the Commission to 
take no further action in Creek contests until instructed by the nt. 
Letter of October 24, 1908, Ind. T. Decisions, pp. 5398, 1901, and 6757, 1908.) The 
eee e is still waiting for instructions and the litigants in contest cases 
N rook citizenahtp f Mary L. Harwell the De has 
n the CASE o . Harwe e partment ren- 
dered a decision denying her eudro enrollment 8 12, 1901) and 
another decision e: her children (May 13, 1908). Since the last deci- 
sion the Department has notified the Commission to hold the matter up and 


return the pa so thatit can be considered further (June 6, 1908). This 
was nine mon bain oe Pu eon eatin e nomen 
In the Choctaw and Chickasaw ment work the attorneys fo · the Choc- 


taw and Chickasaw nations 
classes 


uested the Secre to not on certain 
of cases at that time. PATDA. Che sores 


e Secretary request and the 
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Commission prepared of the Choctaw and Chickasaw rolls, which were 
approved by the of the Interior, and the Commission to 

e allotments on said roll. On January 28 the Secretary ordered the 
Commission to hold . class of persons he had heretofore refused to hold 


In the sale of Creek land the Secretary of the Interior 


ulgated rules 
about one mon 


the rules were 


and 3 impossible for an actual settler to buy land. 
It takes too long; too much tape,and too much expense. Thelandissold 
. The Dawes on has nothing 


tent, a matter of form, as the rs ed men, and 
resumed to be competent. I believe the end of the work is further away 
3 than when Secretary Bliss m the Cabinet. It seems very 
hard and unjust to we people wholive in this country that the Government's 
money should be thrown away asit has been. Itis to abolish the Com- 
mission, or take it from under the control of the Secretary. 
The cases cited in this letter are not isolated cases, but the rule. I can fur- 
nish you with many others. 
Very truly, J. H. HILL. 


Mr. Chairman, to further show how Indians desiring to secure 
their allotments in the Indian Territory are now being treated by 
Mr. Hitchcock, I will submit three letters from Indian citizens for 

our consideration. Doctor Fortson is the editor of a paper. I 
ye known him for many years, and know him to be a truthful, 
honest, and upright man. The other gentlemen are excellent men 
in every respect. These letters are as follows: 
Kiowa, IND, T., February 22, 1904. 
Hon. J. H. STEPHENS, United States Congress. 


DEAR Sm AND OLD ACQUAINTANOE, if you are theS ens of Stephens & 
de ben d e een Wading that they worsadyised to notity mo 
t wes ion 

cher would be no more allotments made tone until rey orton Aee 


the Secretary. 

Now, when I received this no filed upon all the land al- 
lowed me; the last filed on was at mingo. I filed on my homestead at 
Atoka. My homestead is near Kio Choctaw Nation. I wish 
whether the Choctaw lawyers can 55 

was 


eans they make millions at our expense. 
7 Respecteully submitted for your consideration. 


Mr. Askew writes me as follows: 
MARIETTA, IND. T., February 26, 1904. 
Hon. Jonx H. STEPHENS, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SIR: Yours of the 224 instant to hand, and 8 say that I 


than to have a letter from you and to know that you were de- 
— te matvers in this country, and 1 will gladly give you all 


I possibly can. 
receipt of a letter from the Dawes Commission, which I will hand 
FFT 
oe ereby acknow 
will receive a certificate m your hom allotment after the Aon 
In reply to your letter, you are advised that it a from our records 
that at the Chickasaw land office of the Co: u. on — . 1904, you 
selected as your homestead the east half of the southeast of section 
e eee ee tiat ou January M tie the Oo 
w owever, 
instructed by the S Secretary of the Interior to take no further steps ooking 


to the enrollment or allotment of porone “o vers 15 5 8 ve ci peg 


J. R. Fortson, M. D. 


It ap 
the Choc 


er acti 
te in your name at 


“T, B. NEEDLES, 
“Commissioner in Charge.” 


I trust from the aboye letter you can see just what is going on down here, 
and you will be able to do . A with such do 


i If you should want the letter from the Commission, I will gladly 
ou. 
ihare are 8 le here who have been refused to file by the Com- 


mission on account of the Secretary's orders. 
you can see the condition of this country and people, 


I 0 trul 
sin sea ls SHELTON S. ASKEW. 

Box 136, MARIETTA, IND, T. 

McGen, Inn. T., February 15, 1994. 
Hon. Jonx STEPHENS, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR AND FRIEND: We write you in regard to the present status of 
affairs now 5 this country the recent action of the hon- 
orable Secre of the Interior, in which he by his ruling stopped the 
filing of hundreds of Chickasaws and Choctaws, who are recognized and have 
valuable improvements, and is doing great injustice to them. 


In the first what is the object in the honorable Secretary in so doin: 
Gisele Ge ok 2 
Erion tae DATO SIONA DISS Miei Do s Tee Tune 8 Dee 
and doing our . Knowing your kindl to 
o people of the Indian 8 we tally eee 
E EEEE CEOS ONEAN nition ta t bs bats lief 
ow, Mr. HENS, if an ion ‘or our relief, 
we ask you o to remember ws on fines of justice and right. You under- 
stand the situation far better than we do. e understand that you have 
rT championed our cause, and write you only to get your understanding 
fi to 5 ee Think legte will ha to be had to get relief? 
p or do you n ve 
P. excuse this lengthy letter and let us hear from you. s 
Hoping to hear from you soon we are, 
Very truly, your friends, 
JosEPH A. EDWARDS. 
Wair W. HYDEN. 


Mr. Chairman, these men are highiy respected and reputable 
citizensof the Chickasaw Nation, and their statements are entitled 
to full faith and credit, and the injustice done them should be at 
once corrected by Con x 

On May 21, 1903, an opinion was rendered in the Wiley Adams 
case by the Interior Department, which holds that the act of 
Con of June 10, 1896, conferred on the Dawes Commission 
no right or power to strike from the rolls persons placed thereon 
by the action and the consent of the tribe. This ruling is openly, 
wilfully, and clearly violated in the Fortson and ew and 
hundreds of other similar cases, The Wiley Adams opinion is as 
follows, viz: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, May 21, 1903. 
The COMMISSION TO THE Five CIVILIZED TRIBES, 
Muscogee, Ind. T. 


GENTLEMEN: I haye considered the proceedings of your Commission upon 
the application of Wiley Adams for enrollment as a citizen of the Choctaw 


Nation. The facts as found by your Commission are that Adams 8 
before the Commission in the year 0 tats., 
321); that he is a white man, and about 1877 married a Creek, the ow of a 
w citizen, ene by a special act of the Choctaw council, appro’ 
November 6, 1884, admit to 3 of the Choctaw Nation, and has 
ever since been as a citizen of that nation, and permitted to vote 
at their elections. application was denied by the Commission, and no 


F 1l of 1898 as an intermarried citi 

o was borne upon ioctaw census roll o; as an - 

The act of June 10, 1896 (29 Stats., 321, 339), provided: 

aooi alk ia ee ae 8 cite t inconsistent with 
ws of the several na ani no n 

the laws of the United States, and all treaties 5 said nat ions or 


Zen. 
+ 


ship of the several tribes as now 
son who shall claim to be entitled to 


may within 
of this act desire such citizenship, may apply to the legally consti- 
ta 5 court or committee ted by the several tribes for such citizen- 
th 

Your Commission was of ion that: 

“Under this act the rolls of citizenship of the several tribes, as then exist- 
ing, were conformed, and the Commission under said act had the power only 
777 ß 
who app! em for e and no autho! 0. 0 
Comnilesion, at that time, power to eliminate from the tribal role thes name 


of anyone thereon.” 

* * His (the a bee he met appeared upon Choctaw census roll of 

1896, 380, No. 1 which is the latest roll in the possession of this Com- 
n. The act of Congress of June 28, 1898 (30 Stats., 495) provides: 

“Said Commission is authorized and directed to make correct rolls of the 
citizens of blood of all the other tribes (except Cherokees), eliminating from 
the tribal rolls such names as may have been placed thereon by fraud or 
without authority of law, enrolling such only as may have lawful right 
thereto, and their descendants born since such rolls were made, with such 
intermarried white persons as may be entitled to Choctaw and Chickasaw 
citizenship under the treaties and the laws of said tribes.” 

Not until this act became a law did the Commission have any authority to 
deal with the applicant's name, and under this act the only power the Com- 
mission has is to strike his name from the rolls, provided it is made to appear 
that it was placed there by fraud or without authority of law. No charge of 
fraud is ested in the record, and it is conceded that the national council 
of the Choctaw Nation in 1884 had the authority to admit this applicant to 
citizenship in said nation 


It is therefore the opinion of the Commission that its actjon upon the poti- 
tion of the applicant for citizenship under the act of Congress of June 10,1800; 
was without authority of law and of no force and effec 0 


upon tho status 
this applicant as a ci of the Choctaw Nation, and also that Wiley Adams 
is a citizen of the Choctaw tribe of Indians in the Territory, and that his 
application therefore should be granted and it is so ordered. 
‘A special action of the nation's council is no less a law of the tribe than is 
been one of the well-known usages and customs of the 


Commis- 
sion no power to strike from the rolls persons borne thereon by the act and 
with the full consent of the tribe. The action of your Commission is there- 


fore approved. 
THos. RYAN, Acting Secretary. 


ery respectfully, 

Mr. Chairman, this opinion in the Wiley Adams case con- 
clusively shows that the Choctaw and Chickasaw councils had 
the right under existing laws to enroll their citizens; and when 
so enrolled by their respective tribes they were entitled to have 
their names approved by the Dawes Commission and the Secre- 

of the Interior. But the Secretary has openly and willfull 
violated this ruling and repudiated the law, even after enroll- 
ment and allotment had been made, as in the Fortson and Askew 
cases, 


1904. 
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These outrages on our helpless Indian wards are due to the Secre- 
tary’s utter disregard of the rights of others, and to the further 
fact that he seems to be a tool in the hands of Mansfield, McMur- 
ray & Cornish, who desire to earn as the attorneys of these In- 
dians a great contingent fee by preventing the enrollment of 
hundreds or Indians, and thus leaving more money and lands to 
be divided sjone eg remaining members of these tribes. It is 
an open secret that this firm of lawyers have a contract with 
these nations for a contingent fee of 10 per cent of the value of 
each Indian’s property that they prevent from being enrolled. 

Mr. Mansfield, one of these attorneys, in an oral argument be- 
fore Judge Campbell, assistant attorney-general of the Interior 
Department, in $ anuary, 1904, stated that each estate in question 
is worth from $6,000 to $8,000. He was contesting a question 
which involves the rights of about 4,000 Indians to their share 
of the tribal property. Taking $7,000 as an average value, we 
have as a total value $28,000,000. If these attorneys have a 
contract with the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations whereby they 
are to get 10 per cent of the value of each estate that they save to 
said nations Py getting an individual off of the tribal rolls—and 
this contract, I am informed, they admit, and everyone, includ- 
ing the Dawes Commission, is said to be aware of—then I submit 
that this fee would be, if they cut from the rolls 4,000 names, the 
enormous sum of $2,800,000. 

Many of the Indians whom these attorneys propose to disin- 
herit are now on the tribal rolls, placed there by the Indians them- 
selves, and many of their names have been approved by the Dawes 
Commission. Some of them have had their land allotted to them, 
and deeds made conveying the lands to them. The Secre of 
the Interior now is arbitrarily endeavoring, in violation of a plain 
act of Congress, to prevent these deeds from being recorded by 
the recorders of the district where the land is situated. 

I present for your consideration a letter from Commissioner 
Jones, dated October 5, 1903, which fully exposes the purpose 
of these attorneys to disinherit and pauperize hundreds of poor 
people who are now on the Indian citizenship rolls and have lived 
in that Territory all of their lives and have their homes and all 
of their property there. Commissioner Jones decides against 
these attorneys, and on November 18, 1903, Thomas Ryan, Act- 
ing Secretary of the Interior, affirmed the opinion of Commissioner 
Jones. 

Strange to relate, on January 28, 1904, Secretary Hitchcock, for 
some unknown reasons, or. rather, for no reason, reversed these 
opinions and decided in fayor of the contention of Mansfield, 

cMurray & Cornish. This letter exposes the schemes of these 
lawyers and is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Washington, October 5, 1903. 

The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Sin: I am in receipt of your communication dated August 25, 1903, for- 
warding for consideration and 5 a communication from Messrs. Mans- 
field, McMurray, and Cornish, dated August 15, 1903, asking that the Dawes 
Commission be directed to withhold action on enrollments and allotments to 
that class of citizens of the Choctaw_and Chickasaw nations whose rights 
will be adjudicated before the citizenship courts, 

With said letter of Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish there is transmitted 
a copy of another letter from them dated July 8, 1908, and addressed to the 
Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, in which they call the attention of 
the Commission to the fact that various persons have applied to it for enroll- 
ment as citizens of the Choctaw Nation and been listed as such who rely, as 
a basis of their citizenship, upon acts of admission to citizenship by the gen- 
eral council of the Choctaw Nation, or by the decision of the United States 
Indian agent overruling adverse action by the council. 

M eld, McMurray & Cornish then call the attention of the Commis- 
sion to the cases now pending before the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship 
court, wherein the court will decide the rights of persons whose status, an- 
cestry, and family relationship are identical with those persons who rely 
7 acts of council and decisions of the United States Indian agent, as above 
8 


tated. 
It is the contention of Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish that if said citi- 
zenship court decides that such persons are entitled to admission as citizens 
of said nations, then those persons occupying the same statusand having the 
same ancestry, and who have heretofore been admitted by act of council or 
by a decision of the United States Indian agent, should also remain admitted 
and enrolled as citizens of said nation, but that in the event said citizenshi 
court should decide that such persons are not entitled to be enrolled as citi- 
zens of said nations that such pergons as have heretofore been admitted b; 
act of council or by the decision of the Indian agent, and whose status and 
ancestry are the same as those persons whom said citizenship court find are 
not entitled to admission, the names of such persons should be stricken from 
the rolls of citizenship of said nations. 

A list of such persons as rel npon acts of the general council of the Choc- 
taw Nation and the decision of the United States Indian agent upon appeal 
from said council is submitted by said Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish, and 
itis claimed by them that persons with the identical status, an „and 
family relationship as those so admitted by the counciland the United States 
Indian agent are now having their cases passed upon by the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw citizenship court. 

Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish then advise the Commission that the pur- 
por of their communication is to ask that no further action be taken with 
reference to the enrollment of or allotment to persons rel upon said acts 
of the council or said decisions of the Indian Sent and that final action in 
such cases be postponed until the final determ: on by the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw citizenship court of the cases invol the status of persons re- 


lying upon the identical ancestry and famil; mshi: 
fle mmission, replying to said letter ona it 6, 1963, states that it has 
heizetofore enrolled as ci of the Choctaw Nation a number of persons 
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whose rights are dependent upon acts of the Choctaw council and decisions of 
the United States Indian nt; that the names of such persons have been 
laced upon a schedule of citizens of said nation for forwarding to 
he Secretary of the Interior, and that their allotment has been approved, 
and that they are now, under the provisions of the act of Congress approx. 
July 1, 1902, as provided by section 11 thereof, entitled to selection of allot- 
meuts. 

The said letter from the Commission is signed by T. B. Needles, commis- 
sioner in N. and appears to have been written by for he states that 
in these cases I do not feel warranted in the absence of the other members 
of the Commission in issuing any order to the Choctaw and Chickasaw land 
offices, prohibiting the allotments of land to any person whose enrollment has 
thus been approved by the Secretary of the Interior." He further states that 
in those cases where the Commission has not yet rendered a decision and 
where the rights of persons are dependent upon the acts of the Choctaw na- 
tional council and the decisions of the United States Indian agents, he has 
instructed the Choctaw-Chickasaw enrollment. division to take no further 
action with respect to the enrollment of such persons as citizens of the Choc- 
taw Nation until otherwise advised. t 

The letter from Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish, dated August 15, 1908, 
and transmitted by the Department for consideration and report, seems to 
be the outgrowth of this cor mdence between these attorneys and the 
Commission to the Five Civ: Tribes, and the purpose of the said letter 
appears to be, as stated by them, that the Department direct the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes to withhold f er action either in the matter 
of enrollment or allotment to persons falling within the class referred to in 
their letter of July 8. 1903, to the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, and 
that no further action relative to them be taken until the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw citizenship court passes oyn and finally adjudicates the rights of 
persons who are applicants before it, having an identical status with the per- 
sons ng within the class referred to. 

The office is unable to see wherein this request of the attorneys for the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations can, under the law, be complied with. The 
citizenship court, of which it speaks, is created by section & of the supple- 
mental octaw and Chickasaw agreement, approved July 1,192. The 

of the establishment of the said court is set out in section 31 of said 

lemental ment, as follows: 

“It being claimed and insisted by the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations that 
the United Stetes courts in the Indian 3 acting under the act of 
Congress a ved June 10, 1896, having admit rsons to citizenship or 
to enrollment as such ¢itizens in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, respec- 
tively, without notice of the proceedings in such court being given to each 
of said nations; and it being insisted by said nations that in such proceedings 
notice to each of said nations was indispensable, and it being claimed and in- 
sisted by said nations that the proceedings in the United States courts in the 
Indian Territory under the act of June 10, 1896, should have been confined to 
a review of the action of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes upon 
the papers and evidence submitted to such Commission, and should not have 
extended to a trial de novo of the question of citizenship; and it being desir- 
able to finally determine these questions, ete.” 

Section 32 of said supplemental a; ment defines the appellate jurisdic- 
tion of said courts, but I do not find in said supplemental a ment where 
this citizenship court has any jurisdiction whatever over such cases as those 
referred to by the attorneys for said nations, for from that part of section 31 
above quoted it clearly Appears that said citizenship courtisnow constituted 
for the sole pu of determining whether or not the ties com- 
plained of, to wit, the failure to give notice to the nations of such proceed- 
ings as were had, and the failure to review the action of the Commission to 
the Five Civilized Tribes upon the papers and evidence submitted to the Co: 


su; 


m- 
mission, instead of having a trial de novo are sufficient to annul or vacate 
the judgments of the United States court acting under the act of Con: 
1 June 10, 1896, and if such judgments are annulled by said citizen- 
court, then it is given authority upon the ruper Spe n to conduct 
such further proceedings therein as ought to have n in the court in 
which the same was taken on a from the Commission to the Five Civil- 
ized Tribes, and as if no judgment or decision had been rendered therein. 

The office can not see wherein the action of this citizenship court can in 
any way affect the rights of those persons who have been tted to citi- 
zenship in tbe Choctaw Nation by an act of the Choctaw council, or who have 
been tted by the United States Indian agent upon appeal from the ac- 
tion of the national council. At the time that these parties were so admitted 
by the national council and the decision of the United States Indian agen 
both the council and the agent had jurisdiction, and there is nothing in sai 
supplemental agreement giving said citizenship court any jurisdiction to 
retry or rehear such cases. 

The office does not consider that the attorneys for said nations are correct 
in contending that if the citizenship court denies the right of citizenship to 
some applicant whose ancestry and family relationship is identical withsome 
person who has heretofore been admitted by the national council, then such 
person so admitted by the national council should also be denied the right of 
citizenship. The office knows of no authority for canceling the acts of these 
nations, nor for 3 citizenship to those invested with it by the act of 
the national council. The nations themselves are ce: y powerless at 
time to repudiate their acts of the council and deny ci to those upon 
whom it has lawfully bestowed the same. 

The reasons ned for the creation of said citizenship court are (1) be- 
red the . d not have notice Ne 51 caaea of the eg for 

mship therein were originally an or the reason that on appeal 
from the Commission to the Five Ondine ribas additional poek prie was 
taken by the sopoia court and a new hearing had. Neither of these rea- 
sons is applicable to the case submitted by the attorneys for said nations, 
since the nations not only had notice of their application for citizenship, but 
acted thereon through their national council. 

‘The office does not consider that the status of these persons referred to by 
said attorneys can now be distur nothwitstanding that said citizenship 
court may determine that persons of the same ancestry and same relation- 
ship are not entitled to citizenship in said nations, and it is ring aged rec- 
ommended that the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes be advised to 
continue to enroll the names of and allot land to such persons as have been 
admitted by an act of the national council or the decision of the Indian agent 
ong erefrom without regard to such decisions as may be hereafter 
rendered by said citizenship court. 

Very respectfully, W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, November 18, 1903. 


COMMISSION TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 
Muskogee, Ind. T. 

GENTLEMEN: October 5, 1908, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs rted 
relative to a communication of the Department by the attorneys for the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations of August 15, 1908, submitting a copy of their 
letter to you of July 8, 1903, in reference to persons enrolled as citizens of the 


Choctaw Nation who were admitted 


th ti: by decision of the U; e ot 
e nation or m of the Uni - 
verse action by the nation’s council. 

‘The attorneys state that there are pending before the Choctaw and Chick- 
asaw c court cases wherein the court will decide the rights of per- 
sons whose status, ancestry, and famil Pea tommy ening ny Teena yer 
who ag Bol acts of the council and decisions of the Indian t referred 
to. To illustrate: 8 the general council of 


and who was enrolled by the — 
der the treaty of 1880. 


i of their rights upon his status as a Choctaw Indian: 
tis contended that if the citizenship court determines, in the matter of 
the application in the case of James A. McLellan et al., that James Foster was 
not a Choctaw Indian by blood and such a Choctaw Indian by blood as under 
the treaties and Jaws would enable his descendants to be admitted to citizen- 
ship, then the claimants, relying upon the acts of council, are likewise not 
entitled and should not be corolla: 

Seven. cases are mentioned in which the acts of the council of the Choc- 
taw Nation or the decisions of the United States Indian agent are relied upon 
by the applicants for their citizenship, where such identical status, er 
pr ee Ee TOONID Seat Clams. will, Lies AGa, DAEA Naot DY 

mship co 

It was asked of your Commission that no further action be taken with 
reference to the 


citizenship.court 
should be adverse to the ts in the cases mentioned before it, it would 
be asked that the enrollment of the relying m the acts of council 
and decisions of the United States nt be denied and that in rt 
DE a eee ef be filed certifi of thep 


i es 
red by the court, together with the views „ as 


In communica 

8 F . 
octaw Nation a number of persons whose are en 

ee eee eee 
e enro! 0 n a 0 

that Lagos Toactof July 1, (32 Stat., 641), 


any order prohi land to ; 
has thus been —— S 5 ‘where the — has ro 
dered a decision, and w. 0 o persons are dependen 
the acts of the Choctaw council saad the decisions of the United States In 
agent 


such persons until otherwise advised, and that at the next regular 
of the Commission he woe bring this matter to its attention. 


If any: action in the matter the Department has not 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs entersat considerable length into this 


question, and states that he can not see wherein the 
can be complied with. Referring to the portion of the act of July 1, 1002, 
creating said citizenship court, he states that he does not find thatsuch co 
bas any 1 whatever over such cases as those referred to 
amines ‘or the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, where es had ad- 
mit act of council or by decision of the United 8 Indian agent. 

As to that the Department does not understand that the attorneys for the 
nations make any such contention. It agrees, however, with the statement 
of the Commissioner that the action of the citizenship court can not in an 
way affect the rights of those persons who have been duly admitted to citi- 
genship in the Choctaw Nation. It also agrees with his statement that there 
appears no authority for “canceling” the acts of the Choctaw Nation, nor 
for denying citizenship to those invested with it by the act of the national 
council. He concludes, therefore, that the status df these persons referred 
to by said attorneys can not be disturbed, notwithstanding that the citizen- 
ship court may determine that persons of the same ancestry and same rela- 
tionship are not entitled to e in said na 

While the act of June 28, 1898 (00 Stats., 495), directs your Commission to 
make correct rolls of the citizens by blood of the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
nations, and to eliminate from the rolls such names as may have been 

thereon without authority of law, there is Peet ampere made for any 

vestigation in regard to the rights of persons a ted by the legislative 
bodies of either nation. In fact the act of May gl. 1900 (31 Stat., 221), = 
nizes the right to enrollment of persons tted to citizenship, when it di- 
roots your ission not to receive, consider, or make any record of any 
application of any person for enrollment as a member of any tribe in Indian 

erritory who has not been a recognized member thereof and duly and law- 
fully enrolled or admitted as such. 

You are accordingly directed, as recommended by the Commissioner, to 


of saidattorneys 


infamous order issued on the 28th day of January, 
1904. to the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, which order 
commands them not to enroll or allot lands to any persons who 
base their rights to membership in the Choctaw or Chickasaw 
nations upon an act of the Choctaw or Chickasaw council or the 
Dawes Commission or the United States court. This order is the 
most unwarranted assault upon the members of these nations 
ever trated, and came at a time when most all of such citi- 
zens already filed upon their lands. 
Following the instructions, the Commission commenced on the 
same day to check off all members of the two nations who had 
been admitted by either council or were descendants of persons 


who had been admitted; also those who had been admitted by 
the.Commission and those admitted by the courts. 

This order affects at least one-half of the total number of the 
citizens of both nations, and among the old-time citizens affected 
are, I am informed, such families as Capt. James S. Standley and 
family, including the editor of the Indian Citizen, who has fought 


tted | so hard against all other citizens. This family came to the Terri- 


tory in 1872 and by an act of the Choctaw council of 1874 were 
admitted. Captain Standley served as national agent and na- 
tional delegate of the Choctaws for many years, and was chair- 
man of the Choctaw and Chickasaw delegates or commissioners 
who made the famous Atoka treaty. No question was ever en- 
tertained against his rights, and the fire that his. danghter was 
fanning in her columns in the Citizen were never suspected by 
her to be the death of her own birthrights. Captain Standley is 
well known in Washington City and has many close 1 
friends there. It was not generally known that his rights were 
based upon an act of the Choctaw council, as the act been 
passed so many years ago. His family consists of four daughters, 
and B. S. Smiser, the present town-site commissioner for the Choc- 
taw Nation, is the husband of the Captain’s oldest daughter. As 
the law regulating the qualification of the town-site commissioner 
requires t he shall be a member of the Choctaw Nation, the 
question is now being agitated for his removal from office. 

All the freedmen of the. Choctaw Nation were adopted by an 
act of the Choctaw council in 1888, and the order as written would 
affect every one of them. 

As early as the year 1847 the Choctaw national council passed 


‘and àn act conferring rights upon the newcomers, and as most of the 


paa generation of citizens either came here since then or are 
escendants of such it is almost impossible to know just what per- 
sons are to be thus arbitrarily robbed of all they have. 

This infamous order was procured from the Secretary by the 
attorneys who haye been employed by the two nations to repre- 
sent them in certain matters. They found that the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes were about to wind up the citizenship 
business and the affairs of the Choctaw Nation, and thus shorten 
their lease on the national treasury of each nation, and in order 
to avoid the seeming end they have labored hard with the Secre- 
tary to tie them up.“ 

The action of the Secretary is not only unwarranted, but either 
shows that he knows but little of affairs here or wants to keep 
this country under his iron heel of oppression, and at the same 
ane have a political pie counter, where deserving politicians may 

There is being an effort put forth to keep the news of this order 
from the citizens, and all manner of excuses will be made about 


urt | it, but the fact remains that there is in the office of the Com- 


mission in Muscogee the order and the names of such persons 
checked off. It is generally known that one of the attorneys 
for these tribes is a noted Washington lobbyist, and he expects to 
slip a scheme through Congress, perhaps as a Senate amendment 
to the Indian appropriation bill, setting aside the citizenship rolls 
made by the Indians themselyes in their councils. The Members 
of Congress will be told that the law, if passed, will affect but 
few persons and that those few secured their admission from the 
councils by fraud, and the matter will be made to look very 
plausible; but when Congress passes the law it will then be used 
to disfranchise Indians by the wholesale. 

The scheme is to have all these citizenship cases held up until 
legislation can be secured requiring all such persons to submit 
their claims to the Choctaw and Chickasaw court, which court 
was created in a deal between the United States and the Choctaw 
and 8 zans, in we 2 as the“ 3 

ent,“ for the purpose of knocking out” all persons who 
had been admitted by the United States courts. 

In that event the burden of proof will be upon these people, and 
as that court holds that the citizens must prove facts that took 
place in 1830, it is readily seen that but very few persons can 
make the proof. 

It is stated, on what seems to be good authority, that these at- 
torneys have by some means secured a contract whereby they are 
to receive the sum of $250,000 and a conditional fee of $500 per 
head for all persons they can deprive of their rights as Indian cit- 
izens. Considerable alarm is felt along that line because of the 
fact that on the 3d of last March these attorneys secured a clause 
to be inserted in the Indian appropriation bill providing that this 
citizenship court should allow them a fee to be fixed by the court. 
The law creating that court was so carefully guarded ae the 
friends of these attorneys that an appeal was not allowed, and 
that was absolutely necessary, for the very questions to be sub- 
mitted to that court had already. been decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and in favor of the citizens. ap- 
peal from this citi ip court means reversal. The citizenship 


court. by one stroke attem to deprive every person formerly 


pted 
admitted by the United States courts of their rights, and if the 
judgment of that court stands the test then these citizens are 
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down and out and have lost their last dollar, as all their property 
is located upon their farms in the Choctaw òr Chickasaw nations. 

It we are asked, Who is a bona fide citizen of these nations? 
we can only answer that a man is acitizen because he has so been 
recognized by these nations. È 

The theory advanced by the attorneys trying to deprive these 
people of their rights is that the councils had no authority to ad- 
mit persons without the concurrence of the other nation, as they 
claim a property right in the lands was involved, and both nations 
were interested in the lands. The contention isa new one, or, 
rather, has so little in it that the nations and the United States 
Government have always recognized the rights of these nations 
to decide, each for itself, who were citizens. And that was so 
well understood and recognized that the two nations, in the 
Atoka treaty of 1898 and the supplementary treaty of 1902, agreed 
thatall such citizens should be enrolled and have allotted tothem 
lands. The nations themselves are not asking any such legisla- 
tion, and the effort of the attorneys in this matter are not backed 
by the people. The people have voted by an overwhelming ma- 
jority for the ratification of these treaties. These Indians have 

rotested against this legislation, as shown by House Document 
No. 575, this Congress. 

In the last treaty it was provided that all should be enrolled 

except those whose cases were being contested either in ori, i 

roceedings or appellate proceedings, and none of the class stabbed 
by this order were being contested. As before stated, many of 
these people have already been approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and have filed upon their lands, and certificates of allot- 
ments have been issued to them. It is stated by the best legal 
talent in the nations that those who have been approved by the 
Secretary can not now be affected, as the law provides that the 
Secretary’s approval shall be final. y l 

The important question with these people is: Will Congress be 
duped into passing a law that will rob them of their rights and 
property? I say rob them of their rights and property, because 
all the property these people have is what they have on the lands 
in these nations, and if now forced to again peers their rights, 
they can not do it because the witnesses are dead, and many of 
them almost forgotten. These people know that Congress would 
not rob them knowingly, but fear that the usual schemes will be 
resorted to, a strong lobby employed, and all kinds of misrepre- 
sentations made to the various Members of Congress. So many 
of our Congressmen have so much to look after that they have no 
time to inform themselves on Indian Territory affairs; they take 
the word of a friend or some person who ought to know, and un- 
suspectingly vote for a measure that when understood shows to 
be a deep-laid scheme. 

There is no necessity for the legislation, for it has already been 
held that if persons were admitted by the councils through fraud, 
the Commission could strike their names off. 

If there ever was a time when Congress should watch schemes 
for despoiling a helpless people and forever brand them it is now. 
Millions of dollars would be lost and thousands of persons of In- 
dian blood made paupers and driven from the homes where they 
were born and have grown to be gray-headed. The man who 
urges the passage of such a bill by Congress should at once be 
given a searching investigation and his connection therewith 
fully developed. His should be a stormy reception, and the 
lash of outraged resentment should be applied so vigorously that 
he will forever hide his face in shame. There are many more 
reasons why this scheme should be thwarted and such a de- 
feated. Congress should not lend a 8 to those seekin ing 
to perpetrate a wrong on our helpless Indian wards. This 
against which I so vigorously protest is House bill No. 12764,and 
was introduced February 22, 1904, and is ptt panang before the 
Indian Committee of this House, where it should forever sleep. 

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior, not satisfied by 
annulling and setting aside his own rulings and holding up in- 
definitely the Dawes Commission and setting aside its work and 
canceling the rolls of citizenship made by the Indians, has gone 
in his recent rulings (at the request of attorneys Mansfield & Co.) 
a step further, and is endeavoring to cancel the deeds to lands 
made under his own directions to the Indians who have already 


had their lands allotted to them by the Dawes Commission. He | each 


has gone so far as to set aside an act of Congress providing for the 
registration of deeds in that Territory and ordered the recorder 
of deeds not to record the deeds made to the Indians for their 
lands. The following letter from the president of a bank in the 
Territory explains the matter fully: 

CHOCTAW NATIONAL BANK OF CADDO, 


Ind. T., February 20, 1904. 
Hon, Jonx H. STEPHENS, M. C., 


DEAR Wi th dn N ha representative in Con. 
Sin: of the In T í no ta in 
gress, are obli occasionally to impose upon tatives from our 
native States about matters in which we have an interest, and I desire to call 


your attention to an order issued out of the office of the Attorney-General 
and directed to the clerks of the central and southern judicial districts of 
the Indian Territory, who are ex-officio a copy of which follows. 


NOVEMBER 7, 1908. 


Mr. C. M. CAMPBELL, 
Clerk District Court, Ardmore, Ind. T. 

SIR: I send you herewith a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, dated the 4th instant, requesting that clerks of the central and southern 
judicial districts of the Indian Territory be instructed to refuse to record 

eeds to allotments in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations executed in 
violation of the law. 

I also inclose for your information a copy of a letter addressed by this 
Department on 5 30, 1908, to the clerk for the district court for the 
western district of the Indian Territory, advising him to refuse to record 
deeds to allotments in the Creek Nation requiring approval by the Secretary 
of the Interior unless so approved. 5 

Although the . oon upon the subject of alienation of allotments in 
the Choctaw and ckasaw nations differs from that in the Creek Nation, 
considered in my letter above mentioned, it seems that it would be safe to 
follow the same advice in regard to refusing to record deeds, the execution 
* yey ns by sections 12, 13, 15, and 16 of the act of July 1, 1903 

At., 772). 
Respectfully, ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

The copies referred to in the order go to show that the order was issued at 
the suggestion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

You will understand of course that conveyances of land in the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw nations, when they can be lawfully made,are not required 
to be re by the honorable Secretary of the Interior. However, in this 
order the recorder is advised not torecord deeds “ execution of which is 
hibited by sections 12, 13, 15, and 16 of the act of July 1, 1903 (82 Stat., 772).” 
ut upon these recorders the responsibility of 
determining whether or not the given conveyance or deed is prohibited b 
ant, of the sections referred to, and these clerks of course avoid the respon: 

ty by declining to record any deed whatever. The effect of this order 
will be to tly hamper and hinder legitimate business in this country, 
already ering under rules and regulations enough. 

Of course the opinion is that an SPPON to the courts for a writ of manda- 
mus would b relief, but we think that if the honorable Attorney-General's 


The effect of this order is to 


attention was called to the fact that this order put rather too much authority 
in the deputy clerks some action would follow. 
The reco to its validity, and it seems to 


g of a void deed adds nothin; 
er should bo withdrawn and the clerks directed to record 
whatever instruments are offered them, for whether the lands are alienable 
now or not some of them will under ting provisions of Jaw soon become 
00 and here will be this order in the way of purchaser having his deed re- 


co 2 
Weare troubled with lots of things down here in this country, but will 
try to trouble you with as little of it as possible. Will be glad to know if 
you think you can help us in this matter. 
Weare to address you for the reason that we have heretofore found 
‘ou willing to heed our appeals and notice that you are taking quite an in- 
erest in Indian legislation, being a member of the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 
Very respectfully, H. M. DUNLAP. 

Mr. Chairman, it clearly oppeens from this letter that the re- 
cording of deeds in the Indian Territory has been stopped, and that 
this unjust ruling of the Secretary has not been annulled. 

Mr. BURKE. Will my friend permit a question at this point? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE. Are the recorders in the Indian Territory under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior? Does he have juris- 
diction to say what will be recorded and what shall not be? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will state to the gentleman that 
they are not. They are under the Department of Justice; but the 
Secretary of the Interior has gone beyond his legitimate duty, 
and asked the Department of Justice to have these recorders to 
= the Serer of deeds. Theletter just read states the facts, 
and shows that the Secre is not only running his own office, 
but is endeavoring to run the Department of Justice as a side 
show, I presume. 

Mr. i , I now desire to call the attention of this House 
tothe status of what is known as the “‘ court-made citizens of the 
Indian Territory. A legislative and judicial outrage has been 
perpetrated on about 2,500 citizens of this Territory, who hold 
judgments of the United States courts decreeing their rights to 
citizenship. A court, known as the “‘ citizenship court,” recently 
created in that Territory, on a mere technicality of law has dis- 
inherited all of these citizens. I have introduced a bill in this 
Congress providing for an appeal from this court to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in order to test the validity of this 
3 and unjust decision. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I will read a letter from a reputable firm of 
lawyers in that Territory, showing the necessity for the passage 


of my bill. 
SOUTH MCALESTER, IND. T., February 29, 1904. 
Hon. Jonx H. STEPHENS, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: Since wri you I have received a copy of your bill, and as I 
understood it, it embodies the tion that I made in the letter addressed 
to you a day or two that is to say, that an appeal should be ted in 

ease on both the law and the facts of the case, all these appeals to beem- 

a in as case, all of 2 cours claima: hee whe re eh out in od — 

co 5 case, a nts, and the nations as a es, 

andallowing to the — Het exoss a Za in all cases where tke applicant has 

recovered a eo in his favor before the Choctaw and Chickasaw citi- 
ip cou 

This would entail but little work on the United States Supreme Court,and 
especially so if the facts were found by the Court of Claims or some other in- 
dependent tribunal. If the appeal should be granted and the case referred 
to some tribunal other than the Supreme Court fora finding of fact, great 
care should be taken toselect such tribunal as was without udice 
the court claimants, and which would not begin the inves 
na 
e 


all 
tions; an 
'ngaged in the practice 0 law for about fourteen years, and, in my humble 
1 — has miscarried in the general course of litigation in the 
num 


Same tize 
These court claimants in the majority of cases are among the best citizens 


us that this or 


these applicants are perjurers and thieves, and are 
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the ti f law affecting appli aiet her deen hold. 
uestions ot law affec’ applicants by ut con! i - 
t the evidence is not Lulllelent to establish the fact of eee eed, 


sufficient, and in nearly all the Dawes 
Commission has heid the evidence sufficient. z 
One of our cases was decided this ay ar fey the applicant was A. F. 
Cowling, and the evidence showed that he been in the T since 
about year 1877, and that his father made application to the Choctaw 
for enrollment, but that they were told by the Choctaw authorities 
that it was useless, that all knew they were Indians, and the matter was not 
further before the council. That applicant has since at all times 


years; everything he 
has is here, and it is all swept away by one stroke of pen. This is just one 
case, and 1 do not e more 1 cent of the applicants by 


bs cases against me. „1 simply stating facta, as will be bare oot and 
ded me. Iam S as wi rne an 
— every lawyer who ea had experience in this class of litiga- 
aa S AA ENAT alt verte the ESAO 
t exerc a es in uc- 
n It has — tient in its and all that, but still 
3 not change the absolute importance of right of appeal being 


The court has even gono so far as to refuse the appellant the right to come 
a 


into court and dismiss ppeal, some that ve never before heard 
of except where there was a cross appeal. There is too much involved, the 
magnitude of this litigation istoo t, the setting aside of thesolemn judg- 
ments of courts of com t jurisdiction is fra t with too much impor- 
tance to be treated li and to be closed these applicants without 
giving to them the i ht of a the right to have their cases heard and 
na eek cor eir country. * + + 
With much respect, * + + 


Mr. Chairman, a bill should be passed by this Congress pro- 
viding for the appeal of one case from this citizenship court 
of the Indian Territory to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

The Congress of the United States, by act of June 10, 1896, 
authorized the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians 
to make, upon certain conditions, a roll for the Chickasaw and 
Choctaw Nations; and this act of Congress, following all former 
acts of the same nature, did not provide for any noticeto be given 
to either of said tribes of any application for enrollment; and this 
act of Congress required the Commission to have due regard for 
the laws, usages, and customs of all the tribes. : 

The Chickasaw Nation, by virtue of an act of its legislature ap- 
proved September 10, 1874, and the Choctaw 1 by an act 
approved October 19, 1876, provided each a local and separate 
committee at pry on questions of citizenship in each tribe and 
had not provided for notice to any tribe of the filing of any appli- 
cation for citizenship. y ess N 

The Chickasaw Nation, by virtue of its constitution adopted in 
1867, provided for citizenship by marriage, adoption, and other- 
wise; and the treaty of 1866 between the United States Govern- 
ment and the two tribes of Indians had also provided for such 
citizenship. 

The Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, acting under the 
law of Congress of June 10, 1896, undertook to make such rolls as 
therein 5 and prescribed certain rules for the applicant for 
citizenship to comply with, under which it was required that no- 
tice of the application be served upon the tribe in which citizen- 
ship was sought. A very large number of applications was made 
under the said law and according to such rules, many of whom 
were admitted as citizens, but many more rejected. 

It was provided by the act of June 10, 1898, that either party 
dissatisfied with the decision of such. Commission might ap- 
peal to one of the United States courts for the Indian 5 
which cause should there be decided and which decision should 
be final. Many appeals were taken to such courts and many of 
the applicants admitted to citizenship and others rejected; and 
these judgmentsremained in force about four years, under which 
su nonr acted relying upon such judgments. 

e Congress of the United States, by sections 31, 32, 
and 33 of an act E p a July 1, 1902, provided for a citizenship 
court before which a test suit should be brought by said nations 
in order to test the question as to whether or not notice to both 


ed | mony 


of thesaid nations 
to the right to 

cause de novo before the United States courts as therein pro- 
vided rendered such judgments a nullity, regardless of the fact 
that the nation in which citizenship was sought by the applicant 


a prerequisite under the act of June 10, 1890, 
ent, and whether or not the trial of said 


had ap in the original cause, had itself taken new testi- 
erein and tried its cases de novo without objection, it 
being claimed that the main object of the proceeding was to pre- 
vent fraud or wrong against the Indians. 

The two nations, acting under the act of July 1, 1902, did bring 
a test suit before the citizenship court at South McAlester, Ind. T., 
styled, “The Choctaw and Chickasaw nations or tribes of In- 
dians, plaintiffs, v. J. T. Riddle and others, defendants; and 
the court rendered an opinion in said causes in which it holds that 
all of said judgments were a nullity because of the failure to give 


uced | notice to both tribes of the application for citizenship before the 


said Commission under the act of June 10, 1896, and because that 
on appeal to the said United States courts of the Indian Territory 
the said causes were tried de novo. 

Much of the testimony taken before the Dawes Commission upon 
the original applications has been destroyed, most of it was taken 
by ex parte affidavits, many of the records and papers have been 


th | destroyed, a large number of witnesses have died or removed 


from the country, and in many cases practically no testimony was 
taken until after appeal of the cause, and itis now claimed that the 
result of this decision is of very t detriment and hardship upon 
some four or five thousand applicants for citizenship, and in many 
instances, if not all, is absolutely destructive of their rights. These 
apne desire:to bring this test suit before the Supreme Court 
of the United States on a , that the two questions therein in- 
volved may be finally and permanently determined before a court 
whose special duty itis to construe the Constitution and the laws 
of Congress, it being claimed that the decision of the citizenship 
court is in conflict with the decision of the said Supreme Court of 
the United States on the same general question. 

It is also claimed that while technically the two tribes may hold 
their lands in common, yet that an application for enrollment is 
only an application to fix a status and not for property, and that 
if notice to any tribe was necessary at all that it was sufficient to 
notify the tribe in which citizenship was claimed, that being the 
tule heretofore adopted by each of said nations, who operated 
under different laws, different constitutions, and with separate 
governments, and who haye not in any wise at any time consid- 
ered that one nation or tribe had any right to question an appli- 
cation for citizenship in the other. 

Mr. Chairman, to more fully illustrate the unfortunate condi- 
tion of these court-made Indian citizens, I will read two letters 
received by me from reputable attorneys of that Territory, which 
letters show the true status of these unfortunate people; and I 
hope to arouse such an interest in their behalf that this Congress 

pass a bill granting them the right to appeal one test case to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, 
PURCELL, IND. T., January 6, 1904. 
Hon. Joun H. STEPHENS, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


My DEAR Sin: Iwish you would kindly send me 
copies of the bill that Iam advised you introduced in Congress providing for 
an appeal from the Chickasaw and w citizenship court to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

Iam tly interested in this question, both as a practicing attorney aud 
as one who wants to see fair play and justice done. Ifeel that no ter out- 

rte . 2 senn of the 
em o right of an appeal 
—— the judgment of the so-called citizenship court. ane rig 


should be denied this right in cases such 
herein millions of dollars’ 


return mail several 


as the one under consideration, 
worth of property is involved, is simply out- 


us. 

ca TE of these 8 for citizenship have for many prior to the 
June 10, 1896, made application to the Indian councils of 
and Choctaw nations, but use of their lack of means and 
ability to F. boa price demanded" were never enrolled by the tribal au- 
fact is a notorious one, not — 8 the Chickasaw and Choc- 

taw nations, but extends far d their limi 
To court should in seventeen days time vacate and set aside 
the rendered during a period 

0 


t 
W. 


say that 
pemes of the Federal courts in the Territo: 
t ost seven years’ time, without even the right of an appeal toa higher 
tribunal, is something unheard of in American lence. 

I most sincerely trust that you may be able to give this bill your earnest 
support and attention. Nomore just measure affecting a r elass of 
people could, it seems to me, come up for your consideration. 


nking you for numerous past favors, lam, 
Very 1 


CoMANCHE, IND. T., January 19, 100. 


J. F. SHARP. 


Hon. JoHN H. STEPHENS, 
Washington, D. C. 


most remarkable piece of legislation when Congress provided for three men 
ha Re power toset asido the judgments of Judes of the United 


and beable to do this absolutely 


tany right 
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of appeal or remedy whatever to correct their judgments if erroneous. Plac- 
ing in their hands these interests, with the absolute power of disposal subject 
to influence of the vast sums of eer Waon the opponents of these pie 
could afford to provide, I can’t think that the Members of Congress vouug. or 
such a bill could have comprehended just what they were doing. 


If they could know the feeling of d t with which the public in this 


country generally view this citizenship co Iam sure they would not re- 
fuse to Save the citizenship court of the odor that now hangs over it 
by allowing their judgments to be reviewed by that tribunal in whom the 
American people have confidence, the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Especially should this be true when you remember that all these cases have 
been tried in the United States court, first by a master in chancery, and 
finally by the {page of the court, and these courts have pronounced aj 
ment adverse e judgments heretofore made by the citizenship court. 
haye never yet in my conversation with people in the Territory heard any 
express a word of confidence inthe judgments of the citizenship court. On the 
other hand, the feeling seems to be unanimons that the co is not a court, 
but the agents of the attorneys representing the Chickasaw and Choctaw na- 
tions. Ican‘t think that Congress can have any other desire than that jus- 
tice may be done, and I know that no reasonable objection can be made to 
submitting the matter on a test case to the Supreme Court, and to 

this by representatives of the Indian nations is to confess the truth of the 


opinions of the public as to the citizenship court. Personally I know nothing 
of would not in any way cast any reflection on 


the members of the court and 
their honesty; but I say that it is oy justice to them as well as sne poopie 
to place them beyond any charge by allowing their judgments to be reviewed. 
Trusting you may succeed in passing the Dill, 

Iam, as ever, yours, very truly, H. B. LOCKETT. 

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior and the Dawes 
Commission have deliberately violated an act of Congress and an 
Indian treaty by refusing to allot timber lands to Choctaw In- 
dians, Mr. Bixby, when before the Indian Committee recently, 
was asked the following questions: 


Mr. STEPHENS. I believe, under an a: 
Chickasaw In and the 
lands; that the only lands ted were mineral lan k 

Mr. Bixuv. The Choctaw and Chickasaw 3 unquestionably give 
the membersof the tribes a right toselect lands upon which pine timber was 


En iir. STEPHENS. Upon which they had their homes? 

Mr. BIX Bx. Whether they had their homes there or not. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I can not account for the reason why an 
executive officer refuses absolutely to pérmit a plain act of Con- 
gress to be carried into effect. Mr. Bixby explicitly, when before 
our committee, admitted this to be a fact. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Witha great many things the gentleman 
has stated I agree; but if I understand correctly the explanation 
made for this action before the committee, it was that there was 
an attempt being made at present to obtain possession of vay 
valuable timber lands through allotments that might be made. 
wish to ask the gentleman if it was not a fact that it a ed that 
it was for the p of subserving the interests of thə Indians 
that those timber lads were withheld from allotment? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that 
ensar entertaining an evil design always haye some excuse to 
give for it. S 

It is clearly evident to my mind that the Secretary has violated 
the law by refusing to allot land to these Indians, and he must 
have some excuse; and the gentleman from New York is correct 
in stating that he said the fear that some white men would come 
and take these Indians’ timber land away from them was the rea- 
son. Any lawyer knows that the timber growing upon land is 
part of the realty. The law clearly stated that the homesteads of 
these Indians are inalienable; then how would it be possible for 
some man to come along and buy or take the timber away from 
them? It is not reasonable. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it not a fact that there are certain 
white men in the Indian Territory practically obtaining possession 
of Indian allotments in spite of the restriction of inalienation by 
means of leases and subleases? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman is correct, and I 
will further state that the report of Mr. Brosius, the secretary of 
the Indian Rights Association (which report you will find in a 
recent CONGRESSIONAL RECORD), shows that several members of 
the Dawes Commission belonged to some of these trust companies, 
and some of the clerks and other governmental officials have also 
belonged to the companies, and the very object and purpose for 
which these trust companies were organized was to get hold of 
these valuable Indian lands and lease and deal in them for the 

of specvlating on them. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I understood the 
gentleman to say that under the law the Indians could be allotted 
this land; that it was made the imperative duty of the Dawes 
Commission upon application to allot them. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It was. 


ent between the Choctaw and 
ey had the right to select timber 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And they have persistently and 
deliberately refused to observe that law and allot the land? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; and they are now refusing to 
observe the law by refusing to allot the timber lands to the In- 
dians, to which they are entitled by treaty and by the act of Con- 


gress. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And it is to be clothed in the Cur- 
tis bill, section 6, with the power to sell the timber upon this land, 


and as I am informed the scale or estimate that has been made, 
that is now in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, apprais- 
ing them at about one-tenth their value will be the basis upon 
which the Secretary approves the sale of these lands at a reason- 
able value. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman, that 
the gentleman is correct in his statement, and the following let- 
ters from a prominent attorney at Chickasha, Ind. T., explain the 
true situation. The letters are as follows: 

CHICKASHA, IND. T., December 22, 1903. 
Hon. Jonx H. STEPHENS, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Stn: Your favor of recent date in regard to the interest of some 
Choctaw Indians as set forth in my former letter received and noted. I 
rather think 1 5 misca the meaning of my former letter. as it seems 
ou received the idea that it was the failure to approve certain Choctaws b 
nt. The matter to which { 


nothing in the treaty to te that this character of land should be with- 
held from allotment for vy! reason. 
My information is that it is withheld from allotment for the of 


trying to secure | tion by Congress giving the Secretary authority and 
power to sell Said te by sealed bids. fhis it seems to ne, would M fe a 
383 9 for fraud and for speculators upon the property of the 

dians then could be obtained through any other means. it seems that the 
Indians should be permitted to take their allotments out of the common 
lands of the two tribes anywhere they desired, especially on said land, as it 
is not specially reserved under the treaty and if you are familiar with the 
supplemental ment with the Chickasaws and Choctaws you will note 
that there is no to indicate that this character of land should be with- 


I thought per haps a resolution ht bo introduced in Sope calling 
from allot- 


upon the Secretary to show cause why this land was withhe 
ment, and it might cause the same to be opened for allotment. 
I do not desire to trouble you too much with this matter, but if you could 
aid me in any way along this line I will appreciate it very much. 
Yours, very truly, F. E. RIDDLE. 


CHICKASHA, IND. T., February 12, 1904. 
Hon. Jonx H. STEPBENS, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: I received the examination and statement of Mr. Bixby be- 
fore your committee. I note he states that unless the committee recommends 
some legislation in regard to the timber proposition they will go ahead and 
allot it under the we laws. 

Iam reliably info by some of the best Indian citizens who reside in 
the timber beit that the Indians are not desirous of having any new legisia- 
tion on the subject, but are insisting upon selecting their allotments under 
the treaty as it now exists and as has been ratified en that they have 
been living in that section of the country for years, they and their families 
and relatives, and to be refused to select their allotments as they see fit and 
want them will cause them to be separated from their relatives and families 
and will not at all suit them. 

I think Mr. Bixby is mistaken when he claims that the Indians were about 
to be robbed of their timber. I do not think there would be near so much 
danger of their robbed of their timber as there would be of their being 
robbed of the rents of their la nd when Mr. Bixby says that they rent 1% acres - 
of the best farming land here, which is already in cultivation, for 5 per 
year, and that he thinks that is the best arrangement that they could make, 
As you will see. that would va Chase 15 cents per acre, and our land here 
is worth $3 per acre, if it is worth a cent. So you see that Mr. Bixby’s state- 
ments that the Indians are being robbed, on one hand. and, on the other hand, 
in to oe So ee that they are making the best arrange- 


gs Mg ea ler ti this line will simply tend to te 

ea new 

8 and delay the werk of ie N and Se advised t by 
fairly good land for cultivatio 

5 5 e te in the funds received from the sale 
and the Indians who live in —— of the country would have to take 
the land from which timber was cut and only get a very small per cent of 
the money received from the timber. If a portion of the Indians are per- 
mitted to select their lands under the treaty it seems that it would only bo 
fair that all of them should be treated alike and all have the same privilege. 

I hope your co ttee will not recommend any new legislation that will 
aey elay and prolong the work of the Commission. 

ishing you much success in your endeavors, I beg to remain, 
Yours, very truly, 
F. E. RIDDLE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas permit mt 
to make a suggestion? It is not a question. Is not this the condi- 
tion of affairs, that it is thought unwise for the Dawes Commis- _ 
sion to allot those timber lands? The Dawes Commission and the 
Secretary are not refusing to obey the mandate of Congress, but 
they are 5 duties that they must at the same time 
perform and are delaying for the time being the purpose of this 
statute so far as timber land is concerned, and in the meantime 
bringing the matter to the attention of Congress, so that if Con- 
gress in its wisdom sees fit to change this statute it can do so, and 
then ter will goright along in accordance with the desire of Con- 
gress and perform their duty. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But, Mr. Chairman, it can not be 
true that the Dawes ission has so much work to perform 
that they can not allot this land to the Indians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman was present when Mr. Breck- 
enridge—no; I think it was Mr. Bixby who stated 
- Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I care not what was stated. The 
fact is that this Commission has recently discharged a number of 
clerks because they claimed they have no work to pérform in the 
Indian Territory, 
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Mr. SHERMAN. But that is another class of work. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is not the entire work of the Indian 
Territory under the control of the Dawes Commission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then, why should they discharge 
their clerks and claim that they can not reach this timber-land 
matter and allot it to the Indians? 

` Mr.SHERMAN. There are various divisions of work. The 
gentleman here and myself, in Congress, have one line of work to 
perform, and the gentleman from Minnesota has another. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is there anything to prevent this 
Commission from receiving the applications of the Indians and 
sending men to allot lands to them? I will explain to the gentle- 
man from New York the reason is given plainly by letters and 
telegrams from the Department showing that they 8 to hold 
up these allotments for the purpose of securing from Congress 
legislation to carry out other designs. They do not assign the 
reason of their failure to comply with the law to be that they do 
not have the time to do it, but the other reason that they propose 
the ee order to secure legislation that will merge many 
thousands of acres of valuable pine timber land and have them 
sold in unlimited quantities to lumber companies—in other words, 
to the lumber trust. d : 

Mr. SHERMAN. They assigned, if the gentleman will permit 
another brief interruption, as a reason before our committee no 
desire to hold up Congress and hold up the work or hold up any- 
body, but they stated that, in their judgment, it was wise to make 
this change that was suggested, and so they med that di- 
vision of the work until they could bring the subject to the at- 
tention of Congress, and if Congress then thought wise not to 
make any change, then they would go along and complete the 
work as 8 17 contemplated. _ 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The question is this: Does the 
9 3 for a eae that Se dat Cosa ae 
right to re orm a duty expecti ngress 
change the line of that duty as marked out by law for him to fol- 
ow? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I contend that an executive officer who is 
given not only authority, but to whom is in ed a certain 
amount of work, can use his judgment in 5 por- 
tion as he desires first, and if, in his judgment, he thinks it is un- 
wise to perform some portion of it, he may temporarily delay that 

and go on with other work until he calls the attention of the 
legislative body to it to take action and make change if that body 
deems it wise so to do; and that is this case. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the statement of 
Mr. Bixby, alluded to by the gentleman from New York, is 
printed, and I will put it in the Recorp with my remarks, and 
that will explain his object and also that of the Secretary of the 
Interior. e statement made by Mr. Bixby was in answer to 
questions asked by me, as follows: 

Mr. STEPHENS. I believe under an original ment between the Choc- 
taw and Chickasaw and the Congress that they had a right to select timber 
lands; that the only lands se ted were mineral lands? 


n 
Mr. Brxsy. The Choctaw and Chickasaw ments unquestionably give 
the members of the tribes a right to select upon which pine timber was 


wing. 
vat ScEPHENS. U; which they had their homes? 

Mr. Brxsy. Whether they had their homes there or not. 

Mr. STEPHENS. And is it not a fact that recently the Secretary of the In- 
mos pan prevented those people from taking those lands, without any law 
W ver? 

Mr. Brxey. It is a fact that upon the recommendation of the Commission 
those lands are not allotted at the present time. 

nd STEPHENS. The law requires that they havea right to select timber 

ba 


Mr. Brxsy. I think it did. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Then, why does the Commission disregard the act of Con- 


gress? 

Mr. BIX RV. I am glad you ask me that, because perhaps I should explain 
this situation. J apy bo the opening of the land offices in the Chickasaw 
and Choctaw nations I received letters from Governor McCurtin advising me 
that certain syndicates or rescind ahha ae ae were about to re- 
ceive Sag of the pine timber in the Choctaw Nation at a consideration 
entirely inadequate, and that as a matter of fact the Indians were about to 
be robbed of their pine. 

I presented the letters to the Commission the next day, and the Commis- 

instructed me to make an examination of the situation immediately and 
to report back to the Commission what I found. I immediately went down 
to the Choctaw Nation, looked the und over, and made inquiries and in- 
vestigations, and made up my mind that Governor McCurtin did not over- 
state the situation. I so ried to the Commission, and recommended 
three propositions, any one of which, if adopted, would of the matter. 
The proposition adopted was that these lands-should be withheld from allot- 
ment until the Secretary of the Interior could be advised of the situation, 
and with the thought also in mind that perhaps een might also be ad- 

. That recommendation was approved. We did advise the Secre 
that we had withheld these lands Lc 1 from allotment, not in a t 
of attempting or of thinking we ought to o a law of ae 

Mr. STEPHENS. But that prevented the Indians from taking their allot- 


ments? 
Mr. Brxsy. Yes; but not fer aac to their injury. 
Mr. STEPHENS. It has inde — — the allotment? 
Mr. Brxsy. Not necessarily. 


I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, how much time I have 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has used forty-two minutas, 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, on the gd day of 
March, 1901, Congress passed an act providing for the sale of 
town lots in the towns of Lawton, Hobart, and Anadarko, in 
Oklahoma. Under this act, at a public sale in that year, these 
lots brought about $750,000 cash. This money was placed in the 
hands of tary Hitchcock, where it has since remained, despite 
the fact that the towns to which it belongs have used every means 
in their power to secure this 1528 

The following letter, dated nearly OT lige ago, is only one of 
many such efforts, and I will add that Mr. Hitchcock utterly ig- 
nored this courteous request: 


LAWTON, OKLA., May 20, 1902. 
To the Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 1 
Washington, D. C. 

Sin: The county commissioners of Comanche County, Okla., request the 
authority to incur an indebtedness of $5,000. 

Said indebtedness to be paid from the funds derived from the sale of town 
lots in Lawton, Okla., in the month of Au 
provisions of the act of March 8, 1901. (31 Stat., 1093-1004.) 

Said indebtedness to be incurred for the purpose of providing additional 
init 6 estimate, the mmi tate tha 

ollow. e request an county co: ssioners state t 
the tem: ry iI building is wholly inadequate for the accommodation of 
its inmates at this time; that it has a capacity sufficient toaccommodate only. 
sixteen prisoners, and that there are at this time twenty-six inmates in said 


This is an extensive county, one of the largest in the Territory, and next to 
the Indian Territory, where bands of criminals congregate and commit 
. in our countx. 

t the last session of the grand jury, in three days twenty-nine indict- 
ments were returned, eight of which were for murder, and all the remainder, 
except two, were for serious felonies. 

More than fifty cases where prisoners were out on bond in felony cases 
were not considered. 

It is the opinion of the board of county commissioners that when the grand 
jury can sit for a sufficient length of time to consider these matters, that 
many indictments will be returned for various offenses committed against 
the laws of our Territory, and that unless the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior will grant relief at once criminals will have to be turned loose from 
our jail upon the people of our county. - 


[SEAL.] £ 
Attest: 


SAM STRAUSS, 
Chairman Board of County Commissioners, 


W. G. GORMAN, County Clerk. 

Mr. Chairman, the law relating to the sale of these town lots 
within what was formerly the Kiowa and Comanche Indian reser- 
vations in Oklahoma provides that— 

The lands so set a) and F the opening, be 
surveyed, subdivided, and pla under the direction of the orcas of 
the Interior, into appropriate lots, blocks, streets, alleys, and sites for parks 
or public buildings, So as to make a town site thereof: vided, That no such 
perron shall purchase more than one business and one residence lot. Town 
ots shall be offered and sold at public auction to the highest bidder, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, at sales to be had at the open- 
ing and subsequent thereto. 

e receipts from the sale of these lots in the ive county seats shall, 
after ded the expenses incident to the surveying, subdividing, platting, 
and selling of the same, be disposed of under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior in the following manner: Acourt-honse shall be erected there- 
with at such county seat, at a cost not exceeding $10,000, and the residue shall 
be applied to the construction of bridges, roads, and such other public im- 
poromis as the Secretary of the Interior shall deem appropriate, includ- 

the payment of actually necessary to the maintenance of the 
county government, until the time for collec county taxes in the calendar 
year next su the time of the opening, No indebtedness of any char- 
acter shall be contracted or incurred by any of said counties prior to time 
for ene Sanat taxes in the calendar year next succeeding the opening. 
2 where the same shall have been authorized by the Secretary of 
o 


June 30, 1902, the law was amended to increase the appropria- 
tion for court-houses, and gave to the Secretary of the Interior 
authority— 
to cause to be 
. — eee eee Aged 05 — 9 
for the construction of waterworks, schoolhouses, and such other municipa 
improvements as may be advisable and advantageous to the inhabitants of 
— towns, the following additional sums, to wit: For the town of Lawton, 
$150,000; for the town of Anadarko, $60,000, and for the town of Hobart, $50,000. 

The Secretary of the Interior designated as county-seat town 
sites Lawton, Anadarko, and Hobart, and all the lots were sold, 
the sales aggregating $736,033. (See Annual Report Secretary of 
the Interior, 1901, p. 63.) The moneys were deposited with the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at St. Louis, Mo., to the 
credit of the Secretary of the Interior on account of town sites. 
It appears from the daily statement of assets and liabilities of the 
assistant treasurer dated August 31, 1903, that there remains of 
this sum now on deposit $623,156.43. f 

The claim of the Government to the lands of Indian tribes ex- 
tends to the ultimate title and to the exclusive power of acquiring 
possession. (Johnson v. McIntosh, 8 Wheat., 543.) The fee was 
inthe United States, subject only to occupancy. (United States 
v. Cook, 19 Wall., 592.) e right of occupancy was relinquished 
by the Indians and the Government entered into 5 of the 
lands. The moneys derived from the sale of public lands are pub- 
lic moneys, to be covered into the Treasury of the United States as 
other public revenues, and can be appropriated to such uses as 
Congress may by law designate. 

Mr. Chairman, public moneys, whether in the Treasury of the 
United States, deposited with an assistant treasurer, in the hands 


t, 1901, in accordance with the 


of an officer of the Government. or in any other place, retain the 
character of public funds; the title remains in the United States; 
they cease to be poe moneys only when paid out in liquidation 


of a legal demand and to a lawful claimant. (4 Comp. Dec., 210.) 
In section 22 of the act of May 2, 1890, which act created a tem- 


porary government for the Territory of Oklahoma (26 Stat., 92), it 


‘was provided:. 

That in case of any lands in said Territory of Oklahoma which may be 
occupied and filed upon as a homestead, under the provisions of law app: 
bie to said Territory. by a penn who is entitled to perfect his title thereto 
under such laws, are for town-site purpose, it shall be lawful for 
such person to apply to Secretary of the Interior to purchase the lands 
emb in said homestead, or any part thereof, for town-site purposes. 
He shall file with the application a plat for such proposed town site, and if 
such plat shall be approved by the etary of the Interior he shall issue a 
patent to such person for land embraced in said town site upon the payment 
of the sum of $10 per acre for all the lands embraced in said townsite, except 
the lands to be donated and maintained for public purposes as provided 
in this section. And the sums so received by the Secretary of the Interior 
shall be paid over to the proper authorities of the municipalities when or- 
ganized, to be used by them for school purposes only. 

Comptroller Matthews, replying to a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior relating to the disposition of moneys received by 
gi Secretary of the Interior under this provision, on July 13, 1892, 
said: 

I have the honor to say that, in my opinion, 
the moneys geriven from the eof | fe sites in 


did not intend that 
oma, under the act 


referr „should be disposed of in such a manner that no account thereof 
could be kept at the Treasury. The act sets a the moneys received from 
the the respective town sites for school purposes, and provides that 


o 
8 of the proceeds of sales of such town sites for the purpose indicated. 

here is therefore no reason why the p th 
should not be deposited in the as other public revenues, to the 
credit of miscellaneous “on account of sales of town sites in Okla- 


homa Territory, under section 22, act of May 2, “and under the author- 
ity of said act the Secre of J.... TIR I wae: 


rants for the amounts so deposited, setting them apart and making them 
subject to the requisition of the Secretary of the Interior for the purposes 
indicated in the act. 

A detailed account of the deposits made on account of sales of each particu- 
lar town site should be kept in order that payments may be made by settle- 
ments in favor of the respective municipalities when organized, as suggested 

I would say that I have ascertained that the moneys received 
from town-site sales, under section 22 of the act of May 2, 1890, 
above cited, have been covered into the Treasury and paid out on 
warrants, in accordance with the decision of the Comptroller, and 
it is clear that the funds received from the sale of town lots un- 
der the act of March 3, 1901, is in every respect the same as under 
the act of May 2, 1820, and Congressin both cases appropriated 
the proceeds so received for specific purposes. 

Section 234, Revised Statutes, provides that— 

All claims and demands whatever by the United States or against them 
and all accounts whatever in which the United States are concerned, either 
Se DENEA creditors, shall be settled and adjusted in the Treasury Depart- 
men 

Section 3622, Revised Statutes, provides that— 

Every officer or agent of the United States who receives public money 
which he is not authorized to retain as salary, pay, or emolument shall ren- 
der his accounts monthly. 


Section 7 of the act of July 31, 1894 (28 Stat., 206), provides 
that— 


The Auditor for the Interior ent shall receive and examine all ac- 
counts * * * relatingto * * public lands. 

Mr. Chairman, the Comptroller of the Treasury in a decision (to 
the Secretary of the Treasury) dated December 13, 1900, held— 

When the Commissioner of Indian Affairs assumed the porn Gag collecting 
funds properly collectible by Indian agents he also assumed the duty of ac- 
counting for said funds in the manner prescribed by law and regulations. 

If it were conceded that the receipts of Indian moneys, proceeds of labor, 
need not be accounted for, it would be an easy 0 to the concession that the 
disbursement of such funds need not be accounted for. 

The only safe, proper, and legal view of the question seems to 
be that set forth in your letter to the Secretary of the Interior, 
dated July 10, 1900, as follows: 

It seems to be clearly the duty of an officer of the United States who re- 
ecives moneys which belong to the United States, either in his own right or 
as trustee, to render such full and explicit account as will admit of a proper 
and exact audit, 

Mr. Chairman, under this rule it seems incumbent upon the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to keep an accurate record of all 
funds received by him from miscellaneous sources, whether from 
mining leases. grazing leases, or otherwise, and whether the funds 
are of the class known as Indian moneys, proceeds of labor,“ or 
otherwise, and to render such full and explicit account thereof as 
will admit of a proper and exact audit by the Auditor for the 
Interior Department. and it is so held. 

Again, on December 3, 1902, in what is known as the ‘‘ Menom- 
inee logs case,” the Comptroller said: 


I think the Aas: was justified in raising the point that the method pur- 
sued leaves a defect in the records which oa come up to plague future in- 
business is not the work of a day, of even the 


vestigators. Governmental 

lifetime of any person. It is a continuing business, and ence as well as 
experience dictates such a 8 in records as will leave to future offi- 
cers a record that will enable them to ascertain what their p. rs have 


done and the reasons for their actions. 


quar- 


record of the 
for it hereafter. 


Mr. Chairman, the large sum of money arising from the sale of 
these Oklahoma town lots has never been ee in the Treasury 
of the United States, as is shown by the letter of the Acting Treas- 
urer. It is as follows: . 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, March 2, 1904. 
Hon. Jonx H. STEPHENS, 
House of Representatives. 

Sin: Referring to go communication of the 2th ultimo, in relation to 
a bill passed d Fifty-sixth Congress providing for the sale of town 
lotsin the towns of Lawton, Hobart, and Anadarko, Okla., and 2 
information as to the amount of money in the Treasury to the credit o 
said towns, I have the honor to state that the town lots referred to were sold 
by the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of the act cf March 3, 
1901 (31 Stat., p. 1094), and the proceeds thereof disbursed by him. 
v N SS of the sales have ever been covered into the Treasury of the 

nii 


y, R. B. ARMSTRONG, 
Acting Secretary. 

Mr. Chairman, it is clear to my mind that in this matter we 
have another illustration of the manner in which Mr. Hitchcock 
has ignored the plain laws of the United States, and thereby dis- 
regarded his oath of office as well as the a ESR of the citizens of 
the counties and towns to whom this money belongs. There have 
been several destructive fires in these towns which destroyed 
hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of property. Mr. Hitch- 
cock should be compelled to refund to those people the money 
lost by these fires, for the reason that had some of this money 
been put into waterworks this property would not have been de- 
stroyed. Some time ago I introduced in this Congress a resolu- 
tion calling on Mr. Hitchcock to account for this strange viola- 
tion of law. A few days ago he ordered work to begin on these 
waterworks. ; 

Iam glad to know that the Secretary has in this instance recog-« 
nized that the Congress of the United States can at least inquire 
into his arbitrary actions and call him to account for his refusal 
to obey the law that he has sworn to obey as an officer of this 
Government. 

Mr. Chairman, the best thing in the message of President Roose- 
velt is as follows: 

No man is above the law and no man is below it; nor do we ask any man’s 


permission when we uire him to obey it. Obedience to the law is de- 
manded as a right, not as a favor. 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to know why the President, if he means 
what he says, does not cast out of his Cabinet Secretary Hitch- 
cock, who in the many instances I have cited has openly defied 
the law and refused to obey it. By removing this member of his 
Cabinet the President would do more to earn the gratitude of mil- 
lions of western people than he has ever done by any official act, 
and I speak not as a partisan, but as an humble citizen of this 
great Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States at the begin- 
ning of this Congress in his message points out the fact that 
almost every Department of this Government is reeking with 
fraud and corruption. He says that— 


The special investigation of the subject of naturalization under the direo- 
tion of the Attorney-General and the consequent prosecutions reveal a 
condition of affairs calli g for the immediate attention of the Conran: For- 
geriesand perjuries of less and t racter have n perpe- 
trated, not only in the dense centers of population, but throughout the coun- 
try; and it is established beyond doubt that very many so-called citizens of 
the United States bave no title whatever to that right, and are asserting and 
enjoying the benefits of the same through the grossest frauds. 

Again, he s: s in the same message: 

I now recommend, as a matter of the utmost importance and urgency, the 
extensicn of the purposes of this appropriation, so that it zony be 8 
under the direction of the Attorney-General, and until used. tor the dus en- 
forcement of the laws of the United States in general and especially of the 
civil and criminal laws relating to public lands and the laws relating to postal 
crimes and offenses and the subject of naturalization. Recent investigations 
have shown a deplorable state of affairs in these three matters of vital con- 
cern. By various frauds and by forgeries and perjuries, thousands of acres 
of the agen domain, embracing lands of different character and extending 
through various sections of the country, have heen dishonestly acquired. 

It is hardly paing duo urge the importance of recovering these dishon- 
est acquisitions, stolen from the people, and of promptly and duly punishin 
the offenders. I in another pare of this message of the widesprea 
crimes by which the sacred right of citizenship is falsely asserted and that 
“inestimable heritage" perverted to base ends. By similar mean$—that is, 
through frauds, forgeries, and perjuries, and by shameless briberies—the 
laws relating to the Tropes conduct of the public service in general and to 
the due administration of the Post-Office Department have been noto- 
riously violated,and many indictments have been found, and the consequent 
3 are in course of hearing or on the eve thereof. For the reasons 

hus indicated, and so that the Government may be prepared to enforce 
promptly and with the greatest effect the duo penalties for such violations 
of law, and to this end may be furnished with sufficient instrumentalities 
and competent legal assistance for the investigations and trials which will 
be necessary at many different points of the country, etc. 


But, Mr. Chairman, the most startling declaration made by the 
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President in this message is the following, every word of which 

is true: 
While there may have been as much official corruption in former years, 
immediate past 


there has been more developed and brought to 
than in the preceding century of our country’s ry. 

It might be well for us to inquire into the cause of this recent 
official corruption which surpasses that of the preceding century 
of our country’s history. Can it not be found in the fact that one 
political party has practically been in power for more than forty 

, and that the conditions surrounding this party make it 
impossible for it to throw out of office such men as Secretary 
Hitchcock and numerous others that I might mention, who are 
responsible for or have participated in this wholesale plunder of 
the people? 

Mr. irman, I have cited the President’s recent statement, 
showing that there is now more corruption in this Government 
than ever before, and I will cite another very eminent Republi- 


ht in the 


can authority giving the remedy for this corruption. The last 
ave of the Republican party’s platform in 1856 gave thisremedy, 


The recent startling developments of fraud and corruption at the Federal 
e show that an entire change of administration is imperatively de- 
manded. 

Mr. Chairman, I earnestly hope that the Democratic party will 
adopt the whole of that section as part of its platform in the com- 


ing national Src i, E and make it the battle cry and ount 
issue therein, in the hope that the gallows erected by Haman (the 
Republican party) in 1856 for the Democracy will be the gallows 


7 hai this Haman will be hanged by the American people in 

The following is section 6 of the Republican platform of 1856, 
to which I have alluded and from which I have quoted: 

That the people justly view with alarm the reckless extravagance which 
pervades every department of the Federal Government; that a return to 
rigid economy and accountability is indispensable to arrest the systematic 

lunder of the public Treasury by favored partisans, while the recent start- 
ng penitent jorge oe of frauds and corruptions at the Federal 5 show 
that an en change of administration is imperatively demanded. 
Mx. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Texas does not want to 
use any more time to-night? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No. 2 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will yield to the gentleman from 
South Dakota some time if he desires it. 

Mr. MARTIN. I do not like to ask the House to remain any 
longer to-night. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BOUTELL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12684, the In- 
dian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent 
resolution was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 50. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an examination and 
survey to be made from the St. Jones River, at Dover, Del, to a point on 
Little River and thence to Delaware Bay for the purpose of dete the 
advisability and cost of constructing a canal between the said rivers and 
the deepening and widening of Little River, so as to provide a channel suit- 
able for the needs of commerce from Dover, Del., to ware Bay. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 18290. An act making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice. 3 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 3780. An act authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern 
Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the 
city of Yankton, 8. ; and 

S. 121. An act granting additional lands adjacent to the site of 
the University of Montana to the State of Montana for uses of 
said university. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 


rted that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 
H. R. 8850. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Joyce; 

me * 6089. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 
. Nagle; 
H. K. 865. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 


1021. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Fi 


. 2019. An act granting a pension to Mallie Gwynn; 
2. An act granting a pension to Huff; 
8227. An act granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; 
R. 4045, An act granting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 
ee 5 19. An act establishing a United States court at Marietta, 

H. R. 10145, An act to provide for appeals, writs of error, and 
other appellate 8 from the circuit and district courts of 
Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas; and 

H. R. 9308. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi River between the counties of Wright and Sherburne, 
in the State of Minnesota. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

HARDWICK for ten days on account of important business, 
ADJOURNMENT. 
4455 SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock) the 

House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the snowing executive comniu- 
e were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ollows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mahlon Hamilton, administrator de bonis non of estate of John 
Hamilton, against The United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor submitting an. estimate of appropriation for repairs of 
Government property at Ellis Island—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. HINSHAW, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11585) to amend section 493 
of the Revised Statutes, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1320); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3204) permitting the Kiowa, 
Chickasha and Fort Smith Railway Company to sell and convey 
its railroad and other property in the Indian Territory to the 
Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma 
Railway Company to lease all its railroad and other property in 
the Indian Territory to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail- 
way Company, and thereafter to sell its railroad and other prop- 
erty to said the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, 
re the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1824); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 5 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 9872, reported in lieu 
thereof a bill (H. R. 13416) providing for the licensing of custom- 
house brokers, and for other purposes, accompanied by a report 
9 oe 8 which said bill and report were referred to the House 

alendar. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11348) to set 
apart certain lands in the State of South Dakota as a public park, 
to be known as the Battle Mountain Sanitarium Park, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1334); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2863) granting an 
increase of pension to David C. Coleman, reported same with- 
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out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1302); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8462) granting an increase of pension to 
James Walts, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1303); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4330) granting a pen- 
sion to Catherine Tully, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1804); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11906) 
granting a pension to Margaret Jones. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1305); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12498) granting an increase of pension 
to Sarah N. Maddox, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1306); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11616) granting a pension 
to August Bockerman, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a Tepors (No. 1307); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2914) 
granting an increase of pension to Charity M. Farmer, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1308); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7482) granting an increase 
of pension to Jennie Pettit Morrison, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1309); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11597) ting an increase of pension to 
Amanthus P. Joyner, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1310); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LONG WORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9599) granting a pension 
to Grace P. Paddock. reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1311); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11402) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes B. Hesler, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1312); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12504) granting an increase of pension to 
Juliett Field, reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 1313); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H, R. 11612) granting an increase 
of pension to G. H. Abney, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a ay ke (No. 1314); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9834) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth McL. Haughey, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1315); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6923) 
granting a pension to Olive Bassett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1316); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 878) 
granting a pension to Robert S. Rose, reported the same with 
amendment, 8 by a report (No. 1317); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania,from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12491) 
granting a pension to Peter Scott, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1318); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5533) granting an increase 
of pension to Hugh L. Freeman, reported the same without 
amendment, accom ied by a report (No. 1319); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- | 


Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8113) for the relief of Agnes 
W. Hills and Sarah J. Hills, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1821); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1352) for the relief of Lindley C. 
Kent and Joseph Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1322); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3950) for the 
relief of W. R. Akers, of Alliance, Nebr., reported the same with- 
ont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1323); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9758) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of George McGhehey for services rendered as 
mail contractor, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1825); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1127) for relief of Wil- 
liam J. Hines, reported the same without amendment,accompanied 
by a report (No. 1326); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 64) to correct the 
military record of William B. Thompson, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1332); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3976) for the relief of 
John Thomas Owen, reported the same adversely, accompanied by 
a report (No. 1327); which said bill and report were ordered laid 
on the table. 

He also, from the same committee. to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Emanuel Peck, re- 
ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1328); 
which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2997) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Bernhard Stueber, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1329); which said bill 
and report were ordered laid on the table. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2828) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of H. C. Haynes, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1330); 
which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2827) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James L. Northcutt, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1331); which said bill 
and report were ordered laid on the table, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12108) for the 
relief of Mary Douglas Griffiths, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of A following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 13414) to provide for the 
temporary government of the territory or zone of land to be occu- 
pied and controlled by the United States for the construction of 
an interoceanic canal and other works necessary and convenient 
for the operation and protection of said enterprise, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 13415) to place the page force of 
the House of Representatives on the annual pay roll—to the Cem- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means: A 
bill (H. R. 13416) providing for the licensing of custom-hotse 
brokers, and for other purposes—to the House Calendar. 
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By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 13417) for a public building at 
the city of Bainbridge, Ga., and appropriating money therefor— 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13418) in relation to the 
elective franchise, defining offenses against the same, and pre- 
scribing punishments therefor—to the Committee on Election of 
President, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 13467) to promote the safety of 
travelers on railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in 
interstate commerce to strengthen the construction of day or pas- 
senger coaches, mail cars, chair, smoking, and combination cars 
ani tourist sleepers, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A resolution (H. Res. 240) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to appoint an 
assistant clerk for the remainder of the session—to the Commit- 
teo on Accounts, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ne following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13419) granting an 
increase of pension to George Weeks—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 13420) for the relief of the estate 
of Samuel Chapman, of Pickens County, 8. C.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 13421) granting an increase 
of pension to Micajah Hill, alias Michael C. Hill—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13422) granting a pension to Jesse C, Thomas 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Bu Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 13423) granting an increase of 
ion to Christian P. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid 
nsions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13424) granting an increase of 
pension to John E. Ault—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 13425) granting a pension 
to William H. Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13426) granting a pension to Caroline Har- 
ris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13427) granting a pension to George W. Mc- 
Collen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18428) to correct the military record of John 
F er,of Whitehall, Pa.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 


By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 13429) granting a pen- 
sion to Martha A. Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18430) granting a pension to Selestine Ran- 
dall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13431) granting a pension to John Scanlon 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 13482) granting a pension to John Nixon— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13433) ting a pension to Jacob T. Child 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13434) granting a pension to R. A. Dough- 
erty—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13435) granting a pension to Archibald 
Groom—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13486) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 13437) granting a pension to 
William P. Crawford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE; A bill (H. R. 13438) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Comer—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: A bill (H. R. 13439) granting 
an increase of pension to Cornelius B. Alliger—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 13440) granting an increase of 
pension to R. R. Dill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13441) granting a pension to George W. 
Drake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 13442) to reimburse Clyde 
P. Halfhill, late a member of Company H, Fiftieth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILDEBR : A bill (H. R. 13448) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Charles W. Burger—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 18444) granting an increase 
< pension to Eugene H. Harding—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 13445) for the relief of E. J. 
Seeds—to the ittee on Claims. 
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Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 13446) granting a pension to Sara 
A. Wardell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13447) granting an increase 

of pension to Nancy A. Rickman—to the Committee on Invalid 
‘ensions, í 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1344$) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan D. Lovell—to the Committee on Pensions. i 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13449) for the 
relief of Mrs. Rebecca Love—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 18450) for the relief of Robert 
L. Moore—to the Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. SOUTHARD): A bill (H, R. 13451) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank Wenzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13452) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Bunting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13453) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezekial Steele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 18454) for 
the relief of James W. Kenney and the Union Brewing Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 18455) granting an increase 
55 pension to Henry L. Robinson to the Committee on Invalid 

nsions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13456) for the relief of Richard E. Cross—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 13457) granting a pension 
to Catharine Essig—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13458) granting a pension to Hannah A. 
Robison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13459) granting a pension to Sarah Soper— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 13460) for the relief of Reuben K. 
Deayer—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Minois: A bill (H. R. 18461) granting 
an increase of pension to William Curtis—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 13462) for the relief 
of Annie White—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13463) for the relief of certain ie fe or 
claimants or owners of property at Nogales, Ariz.—to the 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 13464) to amend 
the naval record of William H. Harlin—to the Committee on 
Wld a bill (H. R. 18465) ti ion to Jacob Wei 

„ R. granting a on aco eiss— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ae 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 18466) for the 
relief of William G. Keats—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. : 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Shipowners’ Association of 
the Pacific Coast, against bill extending time for applying coast- 
ing navigation laws te the Philippine Islands—to the mmittee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the National League of Commission Mer- 
chants of the United States, defining the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of residents of Woodland, III., against repeal of 
the anticanteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Elias Block & Sons, of Cincinnati, Ohio, against 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

Also, petition of C. Drayer and 41 others, of Momence, III., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
10170, granting increase of pension to Wilhelm Dickoff—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 13016, to 

.—to the Committee 


establish a court of record at Grove, Ind. 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Five petitions, representing 181 citi- 
zens and two Christian societies of Kansas, in favor of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Typographical Union No. 805, 
of Newburg, N. V., relative to an eight-hour law, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Washington Camp, Patriotic Sons of America, 
of Newburg, N. V., relative to a bill to regulate immigration 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of the Baptist Church of No- 
ank, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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Br Mr. BURTON: Resolutions of Commodore Perry Post, No. 
350; Memorial Post, No. 141, and Cleveland City Post, No. 403, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Cleveland, Ohio, in favor of a sery- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

so, petition of Ohio Universalist Convention, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of London Grove 
Grange, No. 63, Patrons of Husbandry, of Avondale, Pa., in favor 
of increased appropriations for agricultural experiment stations— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 


leta, Ill., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the 1 

By Mr. HO Lof New Jersey: Petition of the First Presby- 
terian Church of New Brunswick, N. J., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of New Jersey, in favor of 
n the Passaic River to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of citizens of Toronto, Ind., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 


By Mr. CAMPBELL: Nine petitions of residents of various | Judi 


rural routes in Kansas, relative to increase of salary for rural 
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of T. F. Jones and 59 others, of Walnut, Kans., 
and Rey. T. E. Nichols and others, of Labette County, Kans., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolution of the National 
League of Commission Merchants, in favor of legislation defining 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petitions of J. P. Burdslee and 5 others, of 
Tama, Iowa; A. L. Cotton and 14 others, of Taylor 5 
Iowa; E. L. Price and 39 others, of Tama, Iowa, and Rev. G. H. 
Crocker and 24 others, of Marshall County, Iowa, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petitions of R. B. Hatch and 40 others, of 
Peterboro, N. H.,and Lisbon (N. H.) Methodist Episcopal Church 
and 31 others, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAN TELS: Resolutions of Grand Army posts in Cali- 
fornia and Nevada, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petitions of Rey. Powell M. Cain and 
27 others, of Ray County, Mo.; James Kelly and 124 others, of 
Davies County, Mo., and Rev. R. K. Kelly and 47 others, of 
Grant City, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Two petitions of J. A. Gorton and others, of 
Arcadia, Wis., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Enosburg Falls, Vt., in favor of the 
pange of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Charles Sabin and 55 others, of 
Rockford, III. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J ce gf 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Petition of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Thomas W. Chilton, of Tennessee, praying 
for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petitions of the People’s Distilling Company 
and the Turner-Looker Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, against 


the e of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the E, 


By Mr. GRAN GER: Petitions of Roger Williams Baptist Church, 
of Providence, R. I., and W. E. Dennett and 43 others, of Burrill- 
ville, R. I., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of members of Ohio University 
faculty, of Athens, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Keys Post, No. 574, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Ohio, in favor of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Eleventh Con ional district 
of Ohio, against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAY: Papers to 5 bill H. R. 2130, for the 
relief of the estate of Branon Thatcher, deceased - to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the United Pres- 
byterian Church of Thompsonville, Conn., in favor of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of John Williamson and 23 others, 
of Tingley, Iowa, for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Griffin Circle, Ladies of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, De ent of Nebraska, in favor 
of aservice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Rev. M. C. Smith, the Woman's Christian Tem- 

rance Union, and 18 others, of Valparaiso, Nebr., and William 

stelle and 11 others, of Aurora, Ill., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. HITT: Petition of Rey. C. W. Marlow and others, of Co- 


udiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of J. W. Usher and others, of Ken- 
tucky, in favor of bill H. R. 3574, for the relief of farmers and 
tobacco growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resolutions of the Gloucester Board of 
Trade, recommending that the Navy Department set aside a vessel 
for the purpose of destroying derelicts along our coast—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Gloucester (Mass.) Board of Trade and 
the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, recommending an arbi- 
tration treaty between the United States and Great Britain—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of E. W. Northup, M. D., and other 
citizens of Nebraska, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

oh pet KLUTTZ: Petition of Rev. J. W. Long and 8 others, of 
Rockford, N. C., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. = 

By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of W. U. Ratcliff and 109 others, of 
New Sharon, Iowa, and James Bridge and 58 others, of Oskaloosa, 
ee 1 favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill to the Committee on 

e Judiciary. 

By Mr. L E: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South of White County, Ark., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of Rev. F. R. Lewis and other 
ministers of Kennebunk, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: Petitions of John T. McLean and 4 others, 
of Clarks, Nebr.; Rey. J. B. Leedon and others, and D. M. Sigler 
and 36 others, of Silver Creek, Nebr., and J. S. McLaughlin and 
others, of Emerson, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. r 

By Mr. MONARY: Petition of the Massachusetts State Pharma- 
ceutical Association, in favor of bill H. R. 9303, for a reduction 
of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petitions of T. A. Thompson and 12 
others, of Hope, N. Dak.; P. J. Henness and 30 others, of Niagara, 
N. Dak.; the Fargo Woman’s Christian Temperance Union and 
8 others, of Fargo, N. Dak., and Rev. O. N. Oleson, and 6 others, 
of Elliott, N. Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Burns, Kans., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
increase of pension to Mrs. Susan D. Lovell to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Nancy A. Rickman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of Robert V. 
Taylor, praying reference of claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petitions of the Methodist Protestant Church 
and Christian Endeavor Society, the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, and Rey. Atvill Conner and 8 others, of Buckeyetown, 
Md., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill for relief of Robert 
L. Moore—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petitions of the Ministerial Association and 
8 others, of Monroe City, Mo., and Rev. Henry Eubank and 49 
others, of Triplett, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of H. C. Gilbert Post, No. 160, Grand Army of 
the Republic, De ent of Missouri, in favor of a service-pen- 
sion bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 4369, to increase 
pension of August Strick—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. SCOTT: Resolution of James Shields Post, No. 57, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Wellington, Kans., in favor of a serv- 
ice-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
resolution of the Kansas River Improvement Association, 
relative to the improvement of the Kansas River—to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers an ‘bors. ' È 
By Mr. SCUDDER: Petition of the Bausch Picture Frame and 
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Molding Company and others, in favor of reduction of taxation 
on grain alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. : 

By Mr. SHIRAS: Petitions of the Sixth United f resbyterian 
Church, the Union Methodist Church, and John W. Gazaway and 
19 others, of Allegheny, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of Rev. F. M. McConnell and 50 
others, of Brownwood, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of Charles L. White 
and 14 others, of Cherry Valley, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of William G. Kopp, of Defiance, 
Ohio, recommending an increase of salary of rural carriers to 
$850 per year—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of W. D. Jolly and 23 
others, of Panhandle, Tex.. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the Free Metho- 
dist Church of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petiticn of the Norwegian-Danish Methodist Episcopal 
Church of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of a bill to prevent nullifica- 
tion of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of Park Congregational Church. of 


St. Panl, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the | 


Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Also, petition of Zion's German Evangelical Church, of St. 
Paul. Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the German Emanuel Church Evangelical As- 
sociation, of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of a bill to prevent nullifi- 
cation of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of St. Paul, Minn., 
relative to a bill to t nullification of State liquor laws—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Also, petition of the Duluth Builders’ Exchange, against the 


anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 11828, granting a pension 
to Mary C. Whitten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Retail Grocers’ Association of Minnesota, in 
favor of the Tawney bill (H. R. No. 6)—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, petition of the Duluth Board of Trade, in favor of the 
les-Cooper bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
mmerce. 

Also, petition of the Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders of 
America, relative to a bill to extend laws for coastwise trade to 
the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Minnesota State Association of Builders’ 
Exchanges, against an eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
Labor. 


Also, resolution of the Minnesota State Association of Builders’ 
Exchanges, against the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of C. S. Clark and 36 others, of 
ripe Boos N. H., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 314, 
in favor of bill H. R. No. 6—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Also, resolution of Charles * Post, No. Pain 3 Army 
of the Republic, Department of Michigan, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

Also, petitions of Fred W. Luft and 10 others, of La Salle, Mich., 
and C. C. Hitchcock and 8 others, of Flat Rock, Mich., in favor 


of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricul- Ro 
ture. 
‘Also, memorial of Willis H. Birtram, of Addison; petition of Jud 


Charles Strewing and 23 others, of Flat Rock: memorials of Wil- 
liam B. Fuller, of Addison; James B. Saunders, of Ann Arbor; 
Martin Brockway, of Petersburg, and Franklin Craig, of Pal- 
myra, all in Michigan, in favor of bills H. R. 5760 and 9318—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Temper- 
ance Union, of Detroit, Mich., and O. J. Blackford and 34 others, 
of Detroit, Mich., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of W. W. Frank and 34 others, 
of Pomfret, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

112 Mr. a ee FADE PIONO S disor 

g a pensien to W. L. Lawrence; pa accompany bill gran 
ing an increase of pension to Uriah J. Chesshir, and papers to 


accompany bill granting a pension to Margaret J. Thackery—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. j 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolution of the Consolidated 
Stock and Petroleum Exchange, of New York, in favor of bill 
H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of Rev. M. L. Smith and 234 
residentsof West Virginia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. E. Cochran and 5 others. of Salama, W. Va., 
2 Seria of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 

iciary. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 4, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

~~ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
prov 

DISTRICT EXCISE BOARD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, 2 to law, a report of the operations of the 
excise board of the District of Columbia for the license year ended 
October 81, 1903; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The PRESIDENT p tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report concerning the disposition of useless papers in the 
files of that Department; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Depart- 
ments, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS UNDER ACT OF 1893. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of the 2d instant, certain statements, with pro- 
gramme attached, showing in each case proceedings under the 
act of February 20, 1893, known as the Tarsney Act.” relating to 
the completion, construction, and bids for public buildings in the 
| country, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
| to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Martin a director 
on the part of the Senate of the Columbia as oa for Women 
and Lying-in Asylum, under the requirements of the act approved 

| June 10, 1872. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 12833) making appropriations to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 

of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the follow- 


ing bills: 
A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


aå bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 
unt: 
A bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 


gers; 

A bill (H. R. 8776) granting an increase of pension to Alfred I. 
y: 

A bill (H. R. 3903) granting an increase of pension George C. 
erman; 

A un (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
te . 


A bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Travis: and 

A bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1905. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the S er of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 121) granting additional lands adjacent to the site of 
the University of Montana to the State of Montana for uses of 
said university; f 
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A bill (S. 8780) authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern 
Railway Company to construct.a combined railroad, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city 
of Lankton, S. Dak.; and 

A bill (H. R. 13290) making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac river of ice. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIATS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of the 
Schwaebische Saengerbund, of Buffalo, N. Y.; of the St. Michael 
German Roman Catholic Benefit Society, of Philadelphia; of the 
German Roman Catholic Knights of St. George, of Pittsburg, and 
of the Turn Verein of Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Baptist 
and Methodist peel churches of North Bingham, and of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Wayne County, 
in the tate of Pennsylvania; of the congregations of the Wesley 
Methodist and Methodist Episcopal churches and the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Willis, Kans., and of the congre- 
gation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Geneva, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the. Judiciary. if : 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Bay City, Mich., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for the closing on Sunday of the Lewis 
and Clark Centennial Exposition; which was ordéred to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Grand Rapids, 
ofthe Woman’s Missionary Society of Grand Rapids, and of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Grand Rapids, all in 
the State of Michigan, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Pivileges and 


ons. 

He also presented a petition of Edwin Colwell Post, No. 23, De- 

` partment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of Bloom- 
ingdale, Mich., and a petition of Henry C. Rowe Circle, No. 8, 
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Benton Harbor, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
were referred the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the congregations of the First 
Christian, Presbyterian, Methodist Episcopal, Baptist, and Evan- 
gelical Lutheran churches of Marshall, Mich., and a petition of 

the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal, Free Baptist, and 
Congregational churches of Grand ge, Mich., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
15 e liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 

e Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Baxter Post, No. 123, Depart- 
ment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Baxter Springs, 

Kans., praying for the enactment of aservice-pension law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition.of Osawatomie Lodge. No. 82, 
Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Iron-ship Builders, of Osawato- 
mie, Kans., and a petition of Pittsburg ge, No. 221, Boiler- 
makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Pittsburg, Kans., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to develop the American merchant 
marine; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Belpre, Kans., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privi- 

leges and Elections. 
e also presented a petition of sundry patrons of rural free- 
delivery route No, 4, of Fredonia, Kans., praying that an appro- 
riation be made providing for an increase in the salaries of rural 
etter carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Labette County 
and Morris County, and of Grand Lodge, Independent Order of 
Good Templars, all in the State of Kansas, praymg for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of Warmaton 
Lodge, No. 202, International Association of Machinists, of Fort 
Scott, Kans., praying that an a priation be made to increase 

‘the capacity of the Naval Gun „at Washington, D. C.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of the Kansas 
Federation of Commercial Interests of Topeka, Kans., praying for 
the passage of the so-called Brownlow good-roads bin 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


ill; ” Which the 
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He also (for Mr. Burton) a. a petition of the legislative 
and executive committee of the National Association of State 
Dairy and Food ents and of the representatives of manu- 
facturers and distributors of food products in the United States, 
praying for the passage of the so-called ‘‘ pure-food bill; which 
Was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of Burlingame, Kans., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to increase the salaries of free fural delivery mail carriers; 
afers was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 8 

He also (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of James Shields 
Post, No. 57. Department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Wellington, Kans., and a petition of James A. Garfield 
Circle, No. 22, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic. of 
Emporia, Kans., praying for the enactment of a service-pension 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr. BURTON) presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of Colomy, Anderson County, Pretty Prairie, Larnell, Niotaze, 
Oneida, Havensville, Jetmore, Lyon, White Water, New Albany, 
Topeka, Belpre, Fall River, Kansas City, Fort Scott, Mineral 
Point, Jewell, Walnut, Phillipsburg, and Spearsville; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Baldwin; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Peabody, and of 
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Kansas City, all in 
the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the J 5 

right. of 

Church of 


the qudiciarx. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented sundry petitions of citizens of Balti- 
more, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Asotin, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called Brown- 
low good-roads bill; which was referred to the Committee on 

iculture and Forestry. 

¢ also presented a petition of James A. Garfield Circle, No. 15, 
Ladies of the Grand Army- of the Republic, of Everett, Wash., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee tn Pensions. 


mittee on 8 Elections. prs 

petitions o congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Ipswich; of the congregation of 
the Ruggles Street Baptist Church, of Boston, and of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Mansfield, all in the State of 
Massachusetts; of the congregation of the Christian Church of 
Duhring, W. Va.; of the Ministerial Association of Bellaire. Ohio; 
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Joliet. TIL; of 
the congregations of the Reformed Presbyterian, United Presby- 
terian, and Methodist Episcopal churches. of West Middlesex, 
Pa., and of Rev. David S. Warner, principal of the Spring Arbor 
Seminary, of Spring Arbor, Mich., praying for the enactment of 
legislation toregulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LATIMER presented a petition of the South Carolina Agri- 
cultural and Mechanical Society, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing for the establishment of experiment sta- 
tions and schools of mines; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Foresiry. 

Mr. GIBSON presented a memorial of the Retail Merchants’ 
Exchange of Great Falls, Mont., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called parcels-post bill;*’ which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Granite, Mont., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Brownlow good-roads 
tee was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

or i 

He also presented 3 of Wadsworth Post, No. 3, Depart- 
ment of Montana, Grand Army of the Repnblic; of George G. 
Meade Post, No. 16, Department of Montana, Grand Army of 
ic, and of Willi English Post, No. 10, Department 


lof Montana, Grand Army of the Republic, all in the State of 
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Montana, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 
Mr. DIETRICH presented petitions of sundry citizens of Lex- 
ington, Cody, Middleburg, Lincoln, St. Edward, Naponee, Brown- 
ville, Hansen, and Weeping Water, all in the State of Nebraska, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Concord, N. H., Praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
crease the salaries of rural free- delivery mail carriers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the National Pure Food Congress, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called 
9 — bill,” which was referred to the Committee on Man- 

actures. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Philolectian Society, of 
Anoka, Minn., praying for the establishment of a national forest 
reserve in the White Mountains of New Hampshire; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- 
tection of Game. 

McCUMBER. I present a memorial of the legislative and ex- 
ecutive committee of the National Association of State Dairy and 
Food Products, and from the representatives of the manufacturers 
and distributers of food products in the United States, relative to 
the passage of a pure-food bill. The memorial is short, it will 
take less than a column, and I move that the body of the memo- 
rial be printed in the RECORD and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

To the Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialists, J. W. Bailey, A. H. Jones, J. B. Noble, R. M. Allen, 
representing the National Association of State D: and Food Departments 
of the United States, and Edmund W. Taylor, Graeme Stewart, Len M. 
Frailey, T. B. Wagner, and S. Mueller, r resenting the manufacturers and 
distributors of food products in the United States, respectfully state that 
they constitute a committee on legislation appointed at a conference held in 
the city of W November 18, 1908, and that they firmly believe they 
voice the best ng sentiment of the country in favoring the 8 at the 
earliest ble date of Senate bill No. 198, entitled “A bill for preventing 
the adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of foods, beverages, candies, 
drugs, and condiments in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and 
25 ee interstate traffic therein, and for other purposes,” amended, 

0 
That all of the section on page 6, line 9, be stricken out after the word 
“so,” as being unnecessarily proscriptive; so that the section will read as fol- 
lows: “If it be labeled or branded with intent so as to deceive or mislead the 


e only of citizens in States where they arise, but the rights of the 
ci of other States as well. 

We need this law to effectively control the evils of food adulteration, to 
stop the adulteration and misbranding of food productsat the point of origin, 
before the adulterated or misbranded article of food becomes scattered into 
thousands of stores, hundreds of miles away from the point where the article 
was adulterated or misbranded. 

We need this law to harmonize the discordant provisions of our State laws 

JF 

en w to encourage and pro on ess an guaran- 
tee honest markets for honest products. 

. Wen law to encourage and protect the purity and quality of the 
food products of American fruit gardens and farms. 

We need this law to protect the health, the purses, and the tastes of the 
consumers in all 8 of food products, and we deem it of the greatest 
importance to this nation that we safeguard the purity and quality of the 
foods which we bring into our homes. 

We believe that its ah ele jer and its operations only, can eliminate adul- 
terations before the food product is setafloat into the intricacies of interstate 


commerce. 
We believe that the of this law will j 
will only control the sale of food products where they are subjects of inter- 
state commerce; and we believe that this law will only be enforced where 
manufacturers and distributers are en in interstate commerce and 
where the result of analysis and ex: tions give the most certain and 
scientific evidence that its provisions have been violated. 
The National Association of State Dairy and Food Departments has lon 
labored to bring about such legislation as would govern an 
te the interstate traffic of foodstuffs and cp enable the workings 
of the pure-food commissioners of the various States of the Union to be con- 
ducted upon uniform lines. 
The manufacturers and distributers of food products in the United States 
are also the enactment by Congress of some national law which will 
ve them uniform „55 policies, and uniform labels for all 
l which they send out from their factories into the different States. 
e believe that the bill which we now recommend embraces all the essen - 
tial points desired by all interested parties in securing the le e 
tion, while nonessential details are omitted, and it is a upon which all 
friends of pure-food legislation can a and for which they can work. 
We er urge upon your attention that the measure the enactment of 
which is sought is desirable from the standpoint of 8 e 
and from the t of view of our national honor an blic m ty; that 


rdize no State right; it 


beneficial! 
dustries of wage-earners, and t wise legislation framed 
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enforced for that 
cial effect upon the entire nation- °° Have the most salutary and benef- 


We therefore trust that in presenting this petitio shall 
1 honorable body urgent and — — 8 for the 8 


Witness our hands this 19th day of N: 
On behalf of the food „„ * 


Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the con tion of 
the First Congregational Church of Fargo, N. . for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. SIMMONS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Win- 
ston and Winston-Salem, and of the congregations of the Baptist, 


Presbyterian, and Methodist Episcopal churches of Winston, all 
in the State of North Carolina, praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

r.CULLOM presented . of sundry citizens of Prophets- 
town, Dakota, and Deer Kk, in the State of Illinois, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Colonel Albert D. Shaw Circle, No. 
10, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Chicago, III., 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Read- 
ing and Meadville; of the Friends’ First-Day School of Millville; 
of the Sunday School Convention of Laceyville, and of the Wyo- 
ming Sunday School Association, of Skinners Eddy, all in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. GORMAN presented petitions of sundry citizens of Balti- 
more, Catonsville, New Windsor, and Westminster; of the Ep- 
worth League of 8 and of the congregation of the Emory 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Baltimore, all in the State of 
Maryland, praying for an investigation of the charges made and 
filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 

He also 1 petitions of sundry citizens of Jefferson, 
Cherry Hill, Buckeystown, and Rising Sun; of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Buckeystown; of the Wo- 
man’s Christian Temperance Union of Buckeystown; of the con- 
gregation of the Methodist Protestant Church of Buckeystown; 
of the congregation of the German Reformed Church of Buck- 
eystown, and of Damascus Lodge, No. 199, Independent Order of 
Good Templars, of Damascus, all in the State of Maryland, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ASSESSMENTS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present some tables prepared by the 
assessor of the District under the direction of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, showing the property exempt from 
taxation in this District. I move that the tables be printed as a 
document and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 

Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10670) making ap- 

ropriation for the support of the Army for the year ending 
1 30, 1905, and for other purposes, to report it with amend- 
ments, and I submit a report thereon. I give notice that I shall 
ask the Senate to take up the bill for consideration at the earliest 


moment possible—I hope to-morrow morning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 8481) to amend the act of February 8, 1897, 
entitled An act to prevent the carrying of obscene literature and 
articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one State or 
Territory into another State or Territory,” so as to prevent the 
importation and ae ar of the same, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2362) for the relief of the 
heirs of Melvin B. Smith, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4405) to correct the military 
record of Carl W. Albrecht, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. G. GER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
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whom was referred the bill (S. 1284) to restore to the active list 
of the Navy the name of Talleyrand Desaix Myers, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
on the 18th ultimo, proposing to appropriate $10,000 for continu- 
ing the grading of Pennsylvania avenue east from Branch avenue 
to the District line, reported it without amendment, submitted a 
report thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred Senate resolution No. 112, submitted by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Stewart] on the 28th ultimo, to report a substitute 
therefor, and I ask for its present consideration. Let the substi- 
tute be read. 

The Secretary read the substitute, as follows: 


mittees on the bi before said committee; to ns 
of the Senate; to haye its — 7 printed, and that any expense incurred 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the resolution just read? A 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the original resolution, Senate reso- 
lution 112, be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4767) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Snidemiller; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4768) authorizing the President to 
appoint Charles H. Pendleton a lieutenant-commander on the re- 
tired list, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington introduced a bill (S. 4769) validat- 
ing certain conveyances of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany and the Northern Pacific Railway Company; which wasread 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4770) for the extension of 
Kalorama avenue, and for other purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 4771) to classify mail matter, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4772) granting a pen- 
sion to Helen G. Evans; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4778) granting a pension to Juliette 
Nunez; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 4774) granting an increase of 
pension to George Shelton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 3 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4775); granting a pension to Ga- 
retta L. Hodgkiss; which was read twice byits title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, . 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S, 4776) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jesse Maurer; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4777) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas McCormick; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 4778) for the relief of Pay In- 
spector E. B. Rogers, United States Navy; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


On vill (8. £779) tin ion to John W, Hall 

. 4779) granting a pension 0 8 ; 

A bill (S. 4780) granting an increase of ponen to Webster N, 
Smith (with an accompanying paper); an 

A bill (S. 4781) granting an increase of pension to John Judge 
(with accompanying 29, 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 4782) for the 
conveyance of public lands belonging to the United States in the 
State of New York; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying paper, referred to the ittee on Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 4783) for the relief of the 
heirs of James E. S. Hollyday, deceased; which was read twice 


by its title, and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. - 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4784) for the relief of Nicholas H. 
Clemson and Rachel Clemson, executors of John B. Clemson, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
Denying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 4785) granting an increase of pora to Joseph Ward; 
_ A bill (S. 4786) granting an increase of pension to A. W. Ban- 


ister; 

ae bill (S. 4787) granting an increase of pension to George C. 
A bill (S. 4788) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
A bill (8. 4789) granting an increase of pension to Rose Brad- 


ord; 
A bill (S. 4790) granting an increase of pension to W. H. Dunn; 
me bill (S. 4791) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
amous; 
A bill (S. 4792) granting an increase of pension to C. W. Gibson; 
A bill (S. 4793) granting an increase of pension to John T. Gray; ` 
A bill (S. 4794) granting an increase of pension to John F. Har- 


n; 
A bill (S. 4795) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F, 
ey; i 
A bill (S. 4796) granting an increase of pension to Mahlon B. 


A bill (S. 4797) granting an increase of pensionto William Hood; 
A bill (S. 4798) granting a pension to Joshua Jones; 

A bill (S. 4799) granting an increase of pension to T. E. Kelley; 
A bill (S. 4800) granting a pension to Alexander McCormi 


and 
= bill (S. 4801) granting an increase of pension to William H, 


8. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S. 4802) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Stewart; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NELSON introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4803) granting a pension to Susanne P. Thorns; 

A bill (S. 4804) granting an increase of pension Calob D. Burnly; 


and 

A bill (S. 4805) granting a pension to Margaret F. Hallig. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4806) to remit the sentence 
of general court-martial against Milton Osthein, late a private of 
Company H, Twelfth United States Infantry, and grant him an 
honorable discharge; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4807) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Dennis Buckley McCready, alias Dennis McCready, alias 
Thomas Buckley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
srg pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FO. R introduced a bill (S. 4808) granting an increase 
of pension to John Worley; which was read twice byits title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Claims: 

A bill (S. 4809) for the relief of the heirs of Henry N. Harris, 
deceased (with the 3 paper); and 

A bill (S. 4810) for the relief of the estate of Cyrus Martin, de- 


ceased (with the accompanying paper). 

Mr. GORMAN BEE N a Ul (S. 4811) granting an increase 
of pension to Phebe Sibley; which wasread twice by its title, and, 
8 the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4812) for the extension of Ritten- 
house street, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4818) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to transfer to the Columbia Military Academy 
certain property in Maury County, Tenn.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4814) granting an increase of 
pension to Marcia H. Edgerly; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. On February 25 I introduced a bill (S. 4586) 


granting an increase of pension to Angeline P. Root, which was 
referred to the ittee on Pensions. I move that the com- 
mittee be from the further consideration of the bill 
and that it be med indefinitely. 

The PR pro tempore. The bill will be postponed 
indefinitel; 


Mr. DOLLIVER,. [now mirosne anew bill, which Tak taf 
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be read twice and referred to the Committee on Pensions, in the 
place of the one just postponed indefinitely. 

The bill (S. 4815) ting an increase of pension to Angeline 
P. Root was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 56) relative to 
the semicentennial anniversary of the completion and utilization 
of the ship canal around the falls of the St. Marys River, at the 
outlet of Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ANKENY submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $2,400 to pay the heirs of Darius B. Randall, deceased, for 
certain improvements situated on the Nez Percé Indian Reserva- 
tion, relinquished -by the said deceased to the United States for the 
use of the Nez Percé tribe of Indians, intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALGER submitted an amendment authorizing rural mail 
carriers to do an express-package business, provided the packages 
and articles are not allowed by law to be accepted for mailing, 
and authorizing them to make and perform contracts with pub- 
lishers of newspapers and periodicals and news agents to distrib- 
ute newspapers and periodicals which are admitted to the mails 
at second-class rates of postage and upon which one rate of post- 
age has been paid, etc.. intended to be propones, by him to the 
post-office appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. . 

Mr. McCOMAS submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $3,000 for pang and improving Flint and other streets 
in the American University Park, intended to be proposed by him 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
5 Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
printed. 


- Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment authorizing the Sec- | 265 


retary of the Interior to issue patents in fee to Frank A. A. Rob- 
ertson, Edmond Cheney Robertson, and Ella F. Robertson, mem- 
bers of the Yankton tribe of Indians, for lands heretofore allotted 
to them in the State of South Dakota, intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. ; 
` Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $1,000 for the payment of a reward to John J. Cain, Charles 
Stripp, and James F. Vallely for the arrest of Harry Russell, upon 
the presentation to the Postmaster-General of proper proof of such 
arrest, intended to be proposed by him to the post-office appro- 
priation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads: 5 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $1,000 to pay C. H. Kitson, or his legal representatives, for 
money advanced to the Menominee tribe of Indians, of Wiscon- 
sin, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 

iate $9,718 to purchase two lots adjoining the Magruder school 

uilding on the east, to provide a 3 for the children of 
the Magruder and Sumner schools, intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered 
to be printed. 
BERTHA BIERWORTH SCHIER. 
On motion of Mr. PENROSE, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate 
the pa: in the case of Bertha Bierworth Schier accompanying Senate bill 
2919, -eighth Congress, second session, copies of the same be left in 
the files as provided by clause 2 of Rule XXX. 


REPORT ON SHIPPING BILLS, 


Mr. CARMACK submitted the following resolution; which was | 


considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate 


rig = bes the recent hearings had before him with respect to S. 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask for the immediate consider- 
ution of the bill (S. 2665) to provide for the allowance and pay- 
ment to the employees of the Government Printing Office of the 
same leaye of absence as is allowed to the clerks and employees 
of the Executive Departments of the Government. The bill was 
placed on the Calendar when reported, and I present a letter from 
the Public Printer which meets the case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill was reported from 


2259 and 


| ing business, the Senate shall take up proposed Alaskan 


the Committee on Printing with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert. The substitute will be read. 
The Secretary read the proposed substitute, as follows: 
That from and after the date of the passage of this act the days’ 


annual leave of absence with pay in any one year to employees of the Gov- 


ernment Printing Office, authorized by the existing law, be exclusive of 


Sundays and legal holidays: Provided, i 
ting of anual leave with pay to clers and employees in the Exsontivo 
a clerks and e: 
ing Office who are annual or monthly salaries or „ 9 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. Hoy does the bill come before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the request of the Senator 
from New York. z 

Mr. PLATT of New York. It was put over for certain infor- 
mation, which I have obtained. 

185 HALE. If it does not give rise to any debate, I will not 
object. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Committee on Printing, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Senator from New 
Tak send up a letter which he desires to have printed in the 

ECORD? 

Mr.PLATTofNewYork. Yes; a letter from the Public Printer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be printed in 
the RECORD, if there be no objection. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

ah GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
OFFICE OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., February 23, 190h. 
Hon. T. C. PLATT, 


Chairman Committee on Printing, United States Senate. 


Sim: Replying to p letter of the 18th instant, wherein you ask from me 
a full statement of the situation in respect to the amendment to Senate bill 
5 by me. I have the honor to state: 
irst. The employees in the office are now paid for twenty-six working 
days’ leave of absence for each fiseal year, which must be taken after the ex- 
iration of the fiscal 2 — in which it is earned, under the law as construed 


y the Se es of the Tr 

Second. The amendment to the bill ig cba by me extends the annual 
leave of all employees to thirty working days in each fiscal year. The word- 
ing of the amendment was copied from the proviso in section 4 of the legisla- 
tive act of February 24, 1899 (30 Stat., 890), and that form was suggested for 
the reason that the proviso has been held by the Optone of the Treasury 
to accomplish in the Executive Departments the end which this bill seeks to 
effect in the Government Printing Office. 

Th The proviso to the amendment was ested as a means for sim- 
plifying the work of kee the leave accounts of the employees in the office 
engaged on supervisory clerical work, and who are paid annual salaries, 
or gany or monthly compensation. All other employees are paid at daily 
or hourly rates. The advantage gained will be that the separate “pay roll“ 
now ac, in making payment of money for leave to the former class of em- 
ployees will be done away with, and — will be paid in the same manner as 
are the clerks and employees in the Executive De ents. There are 
Shoah fee med Res who will be affected by the proviso, 

espec „ 


F. W. PALMER, Public Printer. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concu in. i 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED ALASKAN LEGISLATION, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— s 
: Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me? 
Mr. HALE. Yes. I shall ask that the appropriation bill be 
proceeded with. In the meantime the Senator from Indiana has 
some suggestion to make about the order of business. I yield for 
that purpose to him. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent that on next Wednesday, after the conclusion of tia morn- 
egisla- 
tion and consider it. ; 
Mr. HALE. Subject to appropriation bills. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, with reference to the Alaskan bills, 
I put the date on Wednesday next, thinking that the Senator’s 
naval appropriation bill, which is now up, will be disposed of, and 
that the army appropriation bill will be up to-morrow, and that 
on the day named none of those bills will be up. These Alaskan 
bills will all together occupy perhaps no more than two hours. 
They really must be disposed of. They are on concerns of imme- 
diate importance. I deferred the time of the request for the 
unanimous consent until Wednesday because I had taken into con- 
sideration the appropriation bills. I hope the Senator will not in- 
sist on that ers 
Mr. HALE. t is invariably done. The rules also provide 
for it. I have never known any instance to the contrary. If the 
situation is as the Senator describes, he will get the benefit of it. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very good. 
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Mr. HALE. 
ified in that wa 


s have no objection to the Senator’s request, mod- 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to object to the 
Senator's est; I am anxious that the Alaskan bills shall be 
pees plies do not wish to have the unfinished business dis- 


I understand there is to be very little more debate on it, 
and I hope it will be disposed of and out of the way before that 
time; but Ido not wish to agree to a continuing order. If the re- 
quest isto take up the Alaskan bills on Wednesday—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. After the morning business. 

Mr. LODGE. And if at 2 o’clock they are not 5 © of, 
that the unfinished business shall be temporarily laid aside, I 
have no 1 but I do not wish to displace that bill with a 
continuin 

Mr. BEV ERIDGE. Mr. President, in placing next Wednesday 
as the date of the unanimous consent I took into consideration 


also the Senator’s bill, which is now the d business, as- 
, of course, that by that time it would be of. 
DGE. Of course I hope it will fo sd of but Ican 


. BEVERIDGE. All right. 
Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to provide that the unfinished 
8 if the Philip 5 Behe bill is still the unfinished busi- 
ll not be ed by the agreement. 


ness, sha 

Mr. E That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no need of that if 
the unanimous 5 simply that the Alaskan bills 
shall be taken up for tion after the routine business, be- 
cause at 2 o'clock the unfinished business will be laid before the 
Senate, and then the arrangement can be made in regard to it. 

Mr. LODGE. 5 1 8 
I wish to include in the unanimous-con- 
sent 55 5 then, s some words which will give us that day. 

T. that the unfinished business of 
which I have ate ie D temporarily laid aside at 2 o'clock, 
so that the Senator may have the whole day. 

435 5 That and any other measure which on that 

y may 


Mr. 0 E. . agreement in re- 
gard to the bill I have in charge. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I Phal ask that the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement shall include the Senator’s bill or any other 8 
which at that time may be unfinished business, save and except 
1 appropriation bills, which at 2 o’clock shall be temporarily 

aside, so that the entire day of next Wednesday, after the 
2 business , may be devoted to Alaskan legislation. I think 


1 eg amply sufficient. 
ESIDENT vies me . The Senator from Indiana 
ibe erations consent tha Alaskan bills—— 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, 5 have no special objection to 
the consideration of the Alaskan b 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are ar or three of them. 

Mr. GORMAN. There are two or more bills. I suggest to Sen- 
ators on the other side, who have sbi e consider any 
bill by motion in the Senate, that 
almost daily of fixing, by boi consent, the conside 
of a bill a Sak hence and interfering with the general run of the 
business of the Senate. I do not apply it particularly to the Sen- 


Mr. GORMAN. I object to the general rule we have fallen 
into of fixing C in the future for the 
8 of bills. I have no objection so far as I know to the 
bills referred to by the Senator, and I have no doubt if it is nec- 
essary to have them considered after we finish the naval appro- 
priation bill to-day they can be taken up to-day by motion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No, if the Senator will permis me, the 
Senator from Massachusetts has up as the unfinished business a 
bill concerning shipping between this country and the Philippine 
Islands. I took that into consideration. That is the unfinished 
business, and therefore we can not take up the bills to-day. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I object to the 8 of the 
Senator from Indiana. 

„„ pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland 
objec 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 12833) making r to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for pede purposes, was read 
aoe oy its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 

ons, 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the naval appropriation bill be laid be- 


fore the ceive 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 

eration of the b bil (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the 

naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT 05 tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. 60, line 9, after the word bandmas- 

ter,” strike out at one jr two hundred and insert in 

lieu thereof ‘‘ who shall have the rank and pay of an ensign of the 

Navy, at one thousand four hundred.” 

amen t was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. There are three amendments simply correcting 


totals. Imove,on 60, line 18, rap Shera all,“ to change 
the total to read as fo wa: $05,522.52 
The amendment was 


Mr. HALE. On page 62, tines 22 and 28, I moye to charge the 
total to read $328,308.46 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 66, lines 7 and 8, I move to change the 
total to read 82, 127,676.78.“ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HALE. On 27 I move to strike out all after the word 
dollars,“ in line 19, and insert: 


To enable the 8 oet Hai Navy 
8 con ter supp at the Portsmouth Na 


to continue and complete rene exami- 
rected by Cae act ot Yuly 119 8 or so much thereof as may 


di- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move to change the total on page 37, lines 16, 17, 
and 18, to read as follows: hie 859,071. 

The amendment was 

Mr. HALE. I move to 8 on page 27, line 15, by inserting, 
after the word dollars,“ the words “ quay walls, to continue, 


ator from Indiana, Moina Ain te Shae and for the | $50,000.” 


moment I shall object. 
Merd BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me, I think I 
lain this request as to that day watistactorily to him. 
RMAN. Very mek if there is any special reason. 

Mr BEVERIDGE. Yes; I "think I can explain it to the Sena- 
tor’s satisfaction. 

There was a unanimous-consent agreement that the Alaskan 
legislation should be considered on last Thursday, not to inter- 
fere with appropriation bills; but on hata the Senator from 
Maine oes to take up the naval a La gre bill. I should 
then have asked unanimous consent e Alaskan legislation 
be considered next, when the adbar bill was out of 725 
Sheth but the bill which the Senator from Massachusetts 

Loba] has in charge is the unfinished business, So that 

in the way. 

e considering the condition of the appropriation bills 
pending and now 9 and when they would probably be 
considered, and the which is now the unfinished business, I 
fixed the nearest possible date I could within the limits of fair 
probability. That is the reason why I selected that day. 

The reason why I ask unanimous consent for this Jegislation at 
all is that they are bills which undoubtedly will not be objected 
to. They are things which concern practical matters there, such 
as municipal corporations, schools, and the building of roads. I 
hope this explanation is satisfactory to the Senator from Maryland. 


XXXVII—175 


. The amendment was to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 27 I move to amend the amendment just 
adopted concerning the fresh water supply at Portsmouth Navy- 
Yard by striking out the total 8150, 000“ and inserting ‘*$200,000.”” 
This is made necessary by the amendment just ent to, insert- 
ing “ quay w: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 37, in the total for “publio works,” I 
morn to amend 8 it 12555 ve y oo. ieee this being neces- 
sary by reason of the appropriation o just agreed to. 

The amendment wad wicked to. : 

e eee 9 There vo two amendments 
over yesterday. page 38 an amendment was over. 

Mr. HALE. Let that amendment be read. I tok there was 
an amendment offered to it. > 

The PIRO pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
mi ARLES] offered an amendment to the amendment. 

Let the clause in the bill be read and then the 
Pein proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. That will 
show exactly what is before the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. On page 38, after line 22, the committee 
amendment is to insert the ollowing: 

val training station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the 8 
training s 


PE ledar of a naval tation on the 0 of Lake Michigan, south 
latitude 43° 30’, $250,000. 
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The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES] proposes to amend 
the amendment by adding: = J 


The President is — authorized and empowered to a it a board 
consisting of not less than three membe: — — 9 — de a resident 
of any State adjoining Lake 3 it shall be to select the 
most available site for such naval 8 the Great and 
havin; 5 — sit hey 99 ropas w probable noon ie 
pro’ expenditure w necessary for improving the same, 
Sa To naka a ADISA dd. 
and to a report e to 
. to be transmitted by the President to for m. And 

to defray the snes of said board the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to 9 available, is hereby a of 
any money in the Treasury no wise a ted, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to have the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Maine who has the bill in charge. Itis 
very difficult just by the reading of amendments and amendments 
to amendments to get at the real point which is involved in either. 
I wish the pore „ state the 

original amendment or the amendment proposed 
tee and how the amendment to the amendment changes tha 
pose, so that we may understand the ꝗ 

Mr. HALE. The original action 070 eo upon this subject- 
matter grew out of the 5 providing more men for the 
Navy. It has been found to be impossible to get any considerable 


number of recruits for the Navy from the m t marine. Out 


of F in that marine very few ever go 
into the 
The Navy been much exed in times past, but has at 


2 kallen nore the practi 
land and son for the caval BARDOS and 
they are 6 present conditions 


naval ships they 
soon become good sailors. Of course the 1 
ew ey ma ar uid tk ag agrais ear e apa ships of 
the line and masted ships. 
Se ed SE 


rome that a naval 
Great . and 


The commission repo p 
vided that the training station, aan seiner i 
low a certain parallel of latitude. They did not select any — 
site, but reported in order several sites, and the appropriation 
which 


the committee has put upon the bill is to give them money 


to it ont. If the 555 passes, the ent then 
N undoubtedly one of the sites which has been named by 
the board. 

The conflict which has arisen comes from local f with ref- 
erence to the sites, each locality believing, and na y, that its 


own site is the best. 

The operation of the amendment offered by the Soset from 
Wisconsin would be that a new commission, e Se 
and with no local bias, constituted of aoe one: not living in the 
regions or States where the sites are situated, shall finally deter- 
mine this matter. 

That, I think I may say, is a brief a of the condition. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. A naval training station is what 
we understand 5 Bie term school? 

Mr. HALE. 3J3J%%Fͤͤ ».. TEELE A 
Bay and another in California waters. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is a training school? 

Mr. HALE. It is a training school, and call it a naval 
training station. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Where boys are entered and en- 
ae and taught? 

Mr. HALE. Itis not like the old naval apprentice school, but 

it is the enlisting of landsmen from large cities almost entirely. 

Mr. GALLING GER. Or farms. 

Mr. 3 Wherever it may be, but they come largely from 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is not apprentices? 

Mr. HALE, No, it is not; it has not anything at all to do with 
that, They are taken on, they are given instruction, practice 
eee the land, and so far as their minds 
and bodies are concerned they are made accustomed to the needs 
that arise upon war ships. Then they are taken and ly 
enlisted into the Navy for the time of service all seamen lands- 
men are req to serve This is an additional training 
station. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In this connection I want toask the chair- 
man of the committee a question for information. I notice that 
the amendment pro Aes the Senator from Wisconsin 
QuUARLES] provides that this shall be com of 


e of enlisting landsmen and | the 


officers who are not residents of the immediate vicini I would 
ask the Senator if 125 was com of officials 
who could be that respect? I know nothing abouts it. 
. 


Mr. CULLOM, I think Rear-Admiral Taylor was chairman of 
that commission. Ido not remember who were the other mem- 
pyr aga ect 


Mr. HALE. Chief of ent Bureau of hata 
Mr, HOPKINS. Tes, sir; and the other two members were 
Chief Engi Rousseau and Lieutenan Winslow, 
men of the highest character. 
Mr. LE. They constituted the naval board. 
Mr. HOPKINS, y constituted the naval board to select the 
site for the naval station. 
also, to say, in answer to the on 
by the Senator from New oa [Mr. GaLLINGER], 
a) the agyas the tor from Wi 


I suggest to the Senator that it would seem 

8 eee, 
to say some about it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin that 

Lam not at all attempting to limit the Senator. He can have all 

if he wants it. I am simply stating what the lan- 


afternoon, 
when | guage of the amendment 


Mr. GALLINGER, I asked my question in entire good faith 
for ee I certainly did not then exactly understand the 
matter, but I do 5 


The PRESID adel oy The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 88 
eee y we have the amendment again read, Mr. 

en 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be again 


The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. QUARLES. 

Mr. ALGER. I wish to offer an amendment to the amend- 
ment. There are other lakes besides Lake 
Lake Erie and Lake Huron, the 


“Lake Superior,” Mr. none 
Tho PRESIDENT pro tem re. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ALGER] would not be in order 
now, as it is an amendment to an amendment, in the third de 


The would state that the amendment would be in if 
the pending amendment were agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Isu , from a parliamentary standpoint, 
if this amendment be voted 8 then other amendments 
would be in order. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. U p 

Mr. QUARLES. . President, I . before we talk about 


jected to any inane Hebe that may be brought, and I have no de- 
sire whatever now to narrow the inves 
The reason why the amendment was offered in its present sha 
is that the committee amendment proceeds upon the basis of 
tentative finding of this board. board said that the proper 
for this naval training school was near the south end of 
e Michigan, below 43° 80, running slightly north of 


proceeds upon that basis. Without assum- 

ing to change that, I merely added the amendment, in which I 
am interested and my State is interested, to have a new board 
aser seeps en the President for the purpose of pong a fair and 
ion of a site on phase 0 which, I think, I can 


ern eas I will come to that in a moment. 
I beg the Senator’s pardon, 

Mr Gl I wish to say, Mr. President, at the outset 
that I am wholly in sympathy with the proposition contained in 
the committee amendment. I believe it is wise that these young 
men should receive some before they are 


preliminary training 
put upon battle ships in actual sea service. I have no purpose of 
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contravening that proposition; but I appeal to the Senate that we 
ought to have in all fairness—speaking now in the interests of 
the State which I have the honor in part to represent upon this 
floor—another board, with such a determination as Congress has 
expressed its wish to have, and as the existing board has not been 
pleased to give us. j 

I would remind the Senate that the first legislative step looking 
to the creation of this naval training school was in June, 1902. 
Let me just read that and see what this board was required to do 
by the mandate of Congress. I read from House Document No. 
6, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session, which is devoted to this 


subject: 
Naval station, Great Lakes: The Secre of the Navy is 2 
directed to appoint a board com: of 3 whose daty it 
be to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an additional naval train- 
ing station, and having selected such site, if upon private lands— 
Note the language. Here is the mandate of Congress— 
the cost for 
and actio: 


eee eee eer ct maid board te aaa OF D 
ecessary, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated out 

oft eas moneys in the Treasury not — Sppropriated. i 

The Senator will notice that Congress directed this board to do 


two things: First, to select a site and make a final determination | P389 


of that question, and, secondly, to report to Congress the price at 
which this pro can be purchased. Mr. President, the exist- 
ing board has done neither of those two things. My first propo- 
sition is that we ask for anew board now to determine those 
questions which the first board was commanded to decide and 
which, for reasons which I will later explain, it has failed and 
neglected to do. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from 


Indiana? 

Mr. Tan Certainly. ; 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin whether 
his amendment is intended to accomplish what was accomplished 
by the original action of Congress? 

Mr. 8 Precisely. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. And nothing more? 

Mr. QUARLES. That, and nothing more. If this board had 
made a report following the language of the act of Congress, and 
the information which desired 


1 Ir. 
the ae being embodied in Senate 
seven poe hese 0 

tor here. ey made a tentative—a preliminary—report on De- 
cember 13, 1902. 

I can state the substance of it without reading it. In substance, 
instead of deciding upon any site, they indicate a zone within 
which the site should be selected, and that zone is a line drawn 
at 43° 30', which is slightly north of the city of Milwaukee, right 
across Lake Michigan, and the zone which is approved b t 


board is south of that line, pry fe both shores of Lake - | age 


gan. Mr. Secretary Moody sent that tentative report here. 
board has therefore the honor to submit with this 

naval station on the 

below latitude 43° 9, and to further 

tio’ $250,000 be made for the 

ə development of the station, the exact eae be 

r 
0 a au conclu 

the „ 3 board és soon aa practicable after 


This board, in substance, says to Congress, We have not se- 
lected any site, but we advise that you approntato the money to 
purchase this site; and the Secretary o the Navy says that as 


its rec- 
reat Lakes 


center of ulation, the facilities for transportation, and other 
elements that they mention concur in fayor of a site in that par- 
ticular region. : 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is it not a fact that another reason was on 
account of our treaty relations with England affecting all the 
other lakes excepting Lake Michigan, which is an inland lake, 
both shores of which are controlled by the American Government? 


Mr. QUARLES. That was one of the propositions that was 
considered by the board. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it not true that in a subsequent 
report, in Document No. 45, the board made its first choice at 
Lake Bluff, 32 miles north of Chicago? 

Mr. QUARLES. Iam coming to that in just a moment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. QUARLES. In November, 1903, something like eighteen 
months after this board was appointed, they made another report, 
which is found in House Document No. 6, Fifty-eighth Congress, 
first session, and I wish to call attention briefly to that report. I 
shall take up some of the items of the report later on; but on 
10 of that document the board tabulate the results of their 
investigations, and report as follows: 


The combined of the above comparison as regards the four 


qualifications is as follows: 

First choice, Lake Bluff. 

Lake Bluff is situated 82 miles north of Chicago and about 4} 
miles south of the city of Waukegan. 

The second choice is Racine, which is in Wisconsin, 20 miles 
south of Milwaukee and about 57 miles north of Chi . The 
third choice is Muskegon, Mich.; the fourth choice is Milwaukee, 
Wis., and the fifth choice is Michigan City. 

I want to call attention to what the board say in regard to the 
matter of cost, which they were commanded by this act of Con- 
gress to report. On page 10 they say: 
carried on negotiation with the owners of the above 


e on regarding 
Chicago and Milwaukee would be whether the Sheridan 
driveway would of necessity pass through the Government reservation. 

So, Mr. President, the Senate will observe that the board, in- 
stead of selecting a site, have selected five sites, indicating their 
preference in the order named, but not definitely selecting any site. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin Flag to the Senator from Michigan? 

a 8 Certainly. 
Mr. BURROWS. May I call the attention of the Senator to 


page 9 of this report, where the board states that— 


With regard to the cost of land the following average prices were named 
by the board for property in the five localities that are r consideration: 


Per acre. 


Lake Blur 5 — 8⁰⁰ 
Which stands first in the opinion of the board. 

A T TT—T—T—T—T———... —. — 
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Mr. QUARLES. I am thankful to the Senator for the inter- 
ruption, because I should have called that to the attention of the 


Senate at this point. 

With 5 the cost of land, they say the following aver- 
prices were named.” They expressly say that they have 
taken no step to open up any negotiations with these owners to 
ascertain what the actual price is, but they are proceeding upon 
rumor. Evidently somebody has told them that the prices in 
those several localities will average about what has been read b 
the Senator from rere. om [Mr. Burrows]. The Senate will 
notice right there that the Racine site is put in at $250 an acre, 
while the Lake Bluff site is put in at $900 an acre. 

To show that this was not intended to be a final but a purely 
tentative report I call attention to the first page of document 
No. 6, where Mr. Secretary Moody, in transmitting this report, 
says: 


i i hono transmi 
sa aa fhi bear e e eee 
Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? | Nom note this: 5 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon-| Now, note this: 
m P : In vi f the lar; t which land at that point is held 
ge? Sy to the Senator from Florida? the board met e as 9 W. ich. in aie of their 
Mr. 1K Wil the Senator tell me why the board lim on J aay oe ape T A ae ag 


ited the northern limits of this zone to 43° 807 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, the board discuss the whole 
subject in this Senate Document No. 45. They discuss it in a 
highly scientific way and arrive at that conclusion, because the 


Now, Mr. President, who is going to make the selection of this 
site? It has not been selected yet, because the factor of price has 
not been considered. This report is entirely limited to the ques- 
tion of desirability, the element of price being left out of view. 
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Congress has said to this board: You shall determine that ques- 
tion; you shall consider the matter of cost, and report to us finally 
which selection you make.“ Instead of that the board has re- 
ported five sites, giving what they understand to be the approxi- 
aaah of the land and leaving the question of selection 
entirely o 
3 notice that they leave another on open. They 
that somebody ought to determine w pics the Sheridan 
drive is to pass near this property. Who is to decide that ques- 


e ce eee eee 
200 acres, but the matter is entirely left Some bod 
make a final decision, and, therefore, it is, Mr. Presiden 5 — 
are asking that an impartial board may be named by the ident 
of the United States, none of whose members live adjacent to 
this territory, who shall go there, and do what Con asked the 


other board to do. and t, for some reason or o , they have 
been reluctant to do. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senatora 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the tor from Wiscon- 


sin yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not ae anything about the membership 
of the beard. Of whom was it co 

Mr. QUARLES. Admiral Taylor, and a Mr. Rousseau, who is 
@ naval officer, were first appointed, and at a later period they 
brought in Mr. Winslow, so that the board finally consisted of 
three naval officers, Admiral 3 being nominally at the head. 

Mr. LODGE. Do I understand the Senator to say that the mem - 
bers of the board were not impartial? 

Mr. QUARLES. Not at W 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator said he wanted a board that had no 
Dreois, „which 3 imply that the other board had some preju- 

ce in the matter, 

Mr. QUARLES. I do not understand that they had. Iam 
simply r against any possible chance of prejudice in a 
new tribunal, 

Mr. LODGE. Were these officers less impartial than other | facts 


officers? 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the question? 

Mr. LODGE. I asked why these officers were less impartial 
than other officers? 

Mr. SPOONER. We have heard that they have not been im- 


partial. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know an: about that. I simply 
asked the Senator why they should be less impartial? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam not able to see wherein they have been 
at all partial, except they have indicated, as their judgments led 
them to do, what they thought was the best site in the interests 
8 

Mr. QUAR Mr. President, I am treating of this as a busi- 
ness proposition now. This is business, pure and simple, There 
is no sentiment in it. When that board was instructed to select 
and report a site, that was their business; and when re- 
quired them to report the cost of that. site, it was their ess 
to make that report; P DAA ORO eee e Iam 
not now dealing with the motives that actuated this board, 

Mr. HOP . Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin erin Cathe 

Mr. SOPEINS. I ‘fall insist that they have reported 

respectfully ve 

‘can ca te ioe eee If that site and the price 
there is not acceptable to Congress, they have su 

that there are other sites, which, while they do not stand in the 

estimation of this board as favorably as the site they have desig- 

nated, would be sites that could be used, and the board have also 

given the prices for them. They have gone beyond, in other 

words, what they were required to do, but they have filled to the 

8 5 the requirements of the act of Congress. 

UARLES. I should like to ask my ed friend 

Paci V be taken? 

syi HOPKINS. The Secretary of the Navy has said in his re- 
port here: 

I have the honor now to transmit a V 
in which Lake Bluff, which is 32 miles of Chicago, is recommended 
the most suitable site for a naval training station. 

The Secretary of the Navy, who appointed this board, had no 
trouble in dete: that the report was clear and definite. 

Mr. QUARLES. ill the Senator read the next sentence? 

I will read the whole report if the Senator 


QUARLES. I have no such desire. 
Mr. OPKINS. The next sentence is: 


0 N 9 — 


o owners, 
board suggests four other sites as in the re of their 


Ss: are as follows: Racine, Muskegon, Milwaukee, and Michigan 

Just as I have Stated they have selected their site and have 

the price; but if that site and the price charged by the 

owners of that pre pesto not acceptable to Congress, then, as I 

say, they have gone beyond what they were required to do in the 

report and have designated other sites and the prices charged for 

ht QUARLES. Yes; they ha far be 

es; they have yond what they 

8 pag — if I appreciate the pur- 

pose of Congress in passin ties Original ack, it was to prevent a 
essional neues a a ee over this question. It was to 
e a board that sh consider not only availability, but cost, 
and make a final eee but as it is now, under this tenta- 
lve Ending, „it is thrown again into -like an apple of 

or 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not in the estimation of the Secretary of the 
Navy. The of the Navy, whoa ted this board, has 
stated clearly and distinctly that Lake Bluff, 32 miles north of 

„located in the State of Ilinois, is the site most suitable 
for this naval training station. 

The Senator will note that in the original authority the board 
were not authorized to purchase. They were simply to do what 
the Secretary of the Navy has said they have done here; and there 
is no chance for Congressional difference, as suggested by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, unless it is forced by Senators living in 
other States than that wherein is the 26 designated by the 
board and indicated by the Secretary of Navy in his report, 

Mr. FORAKER, Will the Senator permit me 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I 5 rose to call attention to the fact that 
. to the original provision under which the board of 
naval officers acted the result of the action which they were di- 
rected to take was to be reported to Congress for its action. I 
understood at the time we enacted that provision that it m- ant 
that Congress would have supervisory power with respect to all 
they ap gp do, It was their ess to ascertain and give the 

give us the benefit of their judgment, and that when 
they made return of it we could accept their recommendation, or 
we could adopt something else if we saw fit, It does not change 
that fact that they mention four or five sites. 

Mr. HOPKINS, I think the Senator from Ohiois entirely right. 
They have followed their instructions, and the Secretary of the 
Navy has reported to Congress as was intended by the original 
resolution. 

Mr. BURROWS, Mr. President 

ane PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 

ield to the . from 
5 Corny. 

Mr. BURROWS, Itis y for a moment, as to the power of 
this board to select a site. They have outlined the general terri- 
tory and mentioned several points which would be available, but 
I omi the 5 that they have not selected a site. 

ey I will come to that in a moment. 

Mr. BURROWS, Just a word. In Document No. 6, on page 2, 
paragraph 2, they say: 

The selection of a site in this general area remains to be accomplished. 

And in the other 

Mr. HOPKINS. what page is the Senator reading? 

Mr. BURROWS. Page 2 of Document No. 6; and in Document 


“Sis 90 e What pago 
Me. URROWS. Page the bottom of the page. 
board deemed that its 


to me only upon 
question. 


To wit, the selection of a site. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will be kind enough to yield to 
me, as I am compelled to go to a conference, I wish to make a sug- 
FFV bill. 

2 8 ARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. It says: 

The purchase of land and the establishment of a naval training station on 
the shore of Lake Michigan, south of latitude 43° ., $250,000. 

Nothing is said about any site. That is the point to which I 
"Ye: QUARLES. ni 


M, If the Senator will allow me one word fur- 
Mr. Q QUARLES. Certainly. 
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Mr. CULLOM. So there seems to be no great materiali 
the discussion of this question now as between points ot 


Mr. LODGE. I I ought to know from the statement 
of the latitude, tat do not, it cut out any of the sites 


named? 

Mr. 8 It shuts out a large number of sites. 

Mr. LODGE. I mean any of the five named here. 

Mr. Popes. E Michigan 
eee amendment? oe 
Yes, sir; they are all within the amendment. 

amendment does not locate it at any one 


Mr. Q That is right. 
Mr. LODGE. But leaves it to the Secretary to determine where 
it EEA AA 
Mr. QUARLES. It leaves it to the board. 
Mr. LODGE. Does it leave it to the board? 
Mr. QUARLES. As it stands now, the selection as between 
“ie er Rees oe ern er eee Oo SOR 


r. QUARLES, I do not see any other way. There is no pro- 
vision TT 85 ea ste determine 
r e not a proper person to Wens 
Mr. QUARLES. 5 Congress has left 
it to a board. If he was the proper person fo make te selection, 
S pegi er He oo ah But instead of that 
Mr. CULLOM. I understand that the of this amend- 
ment itself is to get a new board which take in all the lakes, 
Mr. HOPKINS. No; if my colleague will allow me. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin 5 to the junior Senator from Illinois? 
M OPEINS. 5 ae Teagu 
r. $ 3 u my co e, with 
isconsin, that the amend- 


with nay Tas t that be limited to 
Lake Mi It excludes Ohio. 
Mr. M. Mr. President 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis- 
ield to the Senator from Dlinois? 
ARLES, Adar great pleasure. 
M. I wish to make one remark. I dislike 
the Senator from Wisconsin, but, as I sta 
3 e Chamber, and I will tako the liberty of mak- 


ing a re 

Šer. . 80 AF Sen with 2 pleasure. 

5 wig — ö I was thinkin, 
ob tk the amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan and | ti 
was under the impression that it was before the Senate. But I 
think it is not now. 

However, the fact is that this provision of the bill does not do 
anything excep t to keep the locations south of 43° 30’, which will 
take in the 3 

Mr. QUARLES. That is right. 

Mr. M. It does not determine at all which of those 
5 5 or five shall be selected. 

UARLES. No. 
ORAKER. But it prohibits Congress and everybody else 
fen ‘considerin 51 fe the oa advantages Sof] Put in Bay. 

Mr. CULLO I suppose the Senator ill refer 
to Put in Bay shortly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have been trying to 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, now if Toan gather upthe tan- 

led threads of the discussion, I would say that the senior Senator 
Fees Illinois is right and he has hit the nail exactly on the head. 
Instead of having a selection of asite by this board, we have favor- 
able mention of five sites whose desira ity isindicated by the or- 
der of mention, and I mat 10 if nothing further was done the final 
selection of that site would be made by the Secretary of the Navy. 

But Lam calling the attention of the Senate to the fact that it was 
its will, an emmboriod ins KIN law, that that final selection should be 
made by a board. If it had been desired that the Secretary of the 
1 ould make the selection, Congress would have so indi- 

We did not so indicate, and I am, therefore, simply pur- 
suing the course that Congress has itself marked out as a proper 
rig ts of determining the question of selection. 

Before I pass from that 2 Mr. President, I wish the Senate 
to keep in mind during this discussion some fi The board 


gures. 
gay they want 200 acres of land. If they go to Lake Bluff, III., 


200 acres of aor repay sey va If they go to Racine, 200 acres 


the selection of the Racine site 
ne basis of $130,000. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish again to call the attention of the 
Senate to Document No. 6, on pages 2 and 3. There the board 
has framed the local conditions which they recognize as necessary 
to be observed in the selection of this site, and you will see that 
the sixteenth requirement, on page 3, is— 


The site should not be in a manufacturing district. 


Now, I submit that there is no condition here that is more im- 
portant than that. A manufacturing district is a bad environ- 
ment for a schoolof any kind. I submit that the selection of the 
Lake Bluff site would be a violation of the sixteenth condition 
which this board itself prescribes to control its action. 

I presume that the Senate may not be familiar with the situa- 
tion, and therefore I will venture to say that Lake Bluf is south 
gome one and a half or two miles from orth Chi This site 


of land will cost $50,000. 
there would be a savi 


cago. 
between Lake Bluff and North Chicago, about a mile and a 
half from North Sip ee Now, Senators, North Chicago is 


purely a manufacturin There are great iron factories 
and factories of — — and 


North Chicago is to Chicago 
what the outlying districts of Pittsburg are to it. As factories 
have been crowded out of the great city of Chicago for one reason 
or another, they have gone to this place, which has taken the name 


of North Chicago. 

Five years ago I had occasion to become pretty familiar with 
that situation 17 —— at the city of Waukegan I was called upon 
to try a lawsuit involving the question of title and value of lead 
in North Chicago, and for two or three weeks we took the testi- 
mony of „in which was developed the whole future and 
destiny of orth. Chicago as they bear upon the value of land. So 
I am tolerabl Tait e e tran there as it was five 
years ago; and I am familiar en casual inspection as we 
dass on the cars from time to time to 
crease in the man resources of North Chi during 
the last five years. It is imbued with the energy of that 3 
ar and is devoted solely to the matter of manufacture. 

constantly reaching out, and land down there which a few Bick 


The manufacturing reaching 
north of Lake Bluff, and I believe that in less than five years it 
will entirely envelop it and hold it ee Se oky embrace 
and make it as unfavorable a position for l as could well 


Mr. President—— 
pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
s: UARLES. With pleasure. 
ORAKER. In view of the Senator's statement that he is 


luff. 
ur QUAR LES, I will come to that, if the Senator will permit 
me, in due order, 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 

Mr. QUARLES. I can not think of a worse mistake that could 
be made, whether the selection is to be made by a board or by a 
Secretary, than to go down into that region, w . 
E district, and to take these coun- 

e there. 


other thing, a President.. Whe is it that the lake shore 
land there commands $900 an acre, as the board reports? Is it 
worth $900 an acre for purposes of residence? Manifestly not. 
Itis because of its connection with and proximity to that great 


That is what has controlled the price and led the board to re- 
port, as they undoubtedly ought, that it would take $900 an acre 

to procure that 

Iam surprised if it can be got for that sum, and I think if we 
should select that site and go there and try to procure the land at 
$900 an acre it would be found that the price had been raised, 
e I know something about the value of Iand in that neigh- 

Now, as corroborating this view, I wish to read from page 4 
of Document No. 6 what the board say on this subject. They fix 
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on page 4 a limit which they say ought not to be exceeded in 
pne in the purchase, and they are careful to fix it at a thousand 

ollars an acre, an intimation to these people who own the Lake 
Bluff site that if they see fit to put a hundred dollars an acre more 
on the board haye made their course easy. They fix a thousand 
dollars an acre, and then they say: 


While this means the elimination of several sites that possess more or less 
attraction, and which are held to ba worth much more than $1,000, the greater 


t 51557 has been the ence of the 
po that Government reservationsshould be established where they will not 
terfere with or check the growth of manufacturing interests of the com- 
merce of a locality, for as soon as commercial needs become of sufficient ur- 
the removal of the reservation to some less desirable situation wiil be 

3 and expected on the grounds of public expedien 


cy. 

That is better stated than I could state it, and it fits the situa- 
tion exactly. 

Now, on page 6, the board reject the South Milwaukee site be- 
cause they say it is in a manufacturing district—that is, adjacent 
to South Milwaukee. ButI wish to say to the Senate that the 
factories that are clustered at South Milwaukee are of very small 
value and extent as compared with the factories that are now 
found in North Chicago, and much less than they will be in the 
near future. 

Mr. President, I have here a letter which presents another 
phase of this question, which the board evidently did not consider, 
and that is that the Lake Bluff site will require lake shore pro- 
tection, That may seem of slight importance to some gentleman 
who is not familiar with the ravages of a great lake, but no man 
who has lived upon one of those great lakes is in any doubt as to 
the importance of the suggestion. We have for many years in 
the region where I live, been compelled to combat the forces of 
nature as they are arrayed in a great lake. We have seen those 
waves tear to pieces breakwaters that were bolted together by 
great heavy bolts of iron, and I may say that a suitable water 

rotection against Lake Michigan will cost from twenty to twenty- 

ve dollars per linear foot. ou may add to the expenditure 
necessary, if this site is selected, about a hundred thousand dol- 
lars for necessary lake shore protection. 

I will take the liberty of reading from a letter addressed to me 
by a very 1 gentleman, Who recently made a personal in- 
spection of the shore along Lake Bluff. He says: 


Ata very recent date the lake has been cutting into the bankin this vicin- 
ity and 5 it away, 500 or 600 feet. Immediately south of the mouth of 


Pank of bis pong should jd, was f am 50 15 75 Toot fine. The 8 
bank v59 1.200 Peot fr width, the bank would be from 10 to 20 feet above lake 
level where they would have to dredge it out for a harbor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator state whois the author of 
that letter? : . 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes; it is written by a gentleman in Racine, 
Mr. R. M. Boyd, a very trustworthy, reliable gentleman, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is he a civil engineer? f 

Mr. QUARLES. He is not a civil engineer, but he is a very 


ent gentleman. 
OPKIN S. What is his business, please? 
Mr. r He is engaged now chiefly in real estate. 
I wish to call attention to another proposition. You will notice, 
on page 8, that the tenth requirement which this board lays 
down is: 

There should be a bathing beach. 

Mr. FORAKER. I rise to ask the Senator .whether he has 
passed now from the subject of a harbor? 

Mr. QUARLES. No; I have not reached it. 

Mr. FORAKER, The letter referred to the harbor. 

Mr. QUARLES. I know it did. 

I to call attention to another proposition, and that is the 
bathing beach. At the city of Waukegan, which is about 4 miles 
north of this site, there are located upon the shore some great 
factories, and among the others a sugar refinery and glucose fac- 
tory, a very extensive one, ; i 

I may say for the information of the Senate that in Lake Mich- 

the current is from the north to the south and the prevail- 
ing heavy winds are from ths northeast. This great glucose fac- 
tory, in the preparation of its material, discharges into the lake a 
large amount of refuse matter, that is, waste matter from the 
corn they treat. In that preparation they use some acids, which 
also pass with the waste into the lake. Iam informed that the 
refuse material is carried by the current and the wind down to 
Tako eg ye that at times we oe in that vicinity is only 

a nyard or a sauer. u factory. 

Stil hicks of the glucose factory there is the American Steel and 
Wire establishment, a mammoth establishment, that also uses in 
the preparation of its products some acid which contaminates and 


in 


pollutes the water, and I am informed from credible sources that 
it renders the water at this place in Lake Michigan unfit for use 
and unfit for bathing. 

I have here a letter written by a gentleman who investigated 
that question. He says: 

T obtained a statement from the mayor of Lake Forest 

Lake Forest is still farther south than this site— 
that the glucose works at eat pag sag ar! into the lake quantities of 
vegetable matter removed from the corn by the use of acids in the manufac- 
ture of sugar, and that this discharge of then works into the lake polluted 

ere was becoming vi 

rest. That large eo of this refuse di 


can Steelan Company at Wauke also large quantities of acid in 
the manufacture of th 1 which was also allowed to be r 
into the lake, and the acid and rust from the steel and wire that they used 


That is the mayor— 


how it was possible for the Government to utilize the site proposed from this 
one objection, if there are no others, 

Another yery prominent gentleman by the name of Miller, who is presi- 
dent in one of the large banks in Chicago, said that he ho to secure the 
location of the naval station between Lake Forest and Waukegan for the 
express p of having the Government abate this nuisance, but he 
thought most of doing so as the Government was all-powerful, while private 

dividuals were unable to remedy the evil. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to 
have him state who is the writer of that letter. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. W. A. Walker, city attorney of Racine, 
a lawyer there in good standing, and a i A estimable gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Has the Senator any further information as 
to the Chicago banker by the name of Miller? 

Mr. QUARLES, No, sir; I read the letter just as it was sent to 


me. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The Senator does not know of what bank he 
is president? 

Mr. QUARLES. I do not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Or his full name? 

Mr. QUARLES. I do not. 

Mr. HOPKINS, I ey asked the question to enable me to 
communicate with Mr. Walker, of Chicago. My information, I 
will state to the Senator, is entirely different from his, and that 
is the reason why I asked the question. 

Mr. QUAR Now, there is another 3 That is 
the eighth proposition that this board lays down. 

Extensive grading should not be required to secure level ground for drill 
and recreation purposes. 

Mr. President, before I pass from that point I wish to say that 
at the Racine site, which the board has named as second in choice 


a | there is absolutely no factory anywhere near it. Itisaresidential 


quarter. Thereis a great peninsula of land making outinto Lake 
Michigan a long distance, which, without any extensive cutting, 
could be converted into an island, nature haying done the larger 
portion of it already, so that it will be entirely free from any of 
the objections made to the site which I have been considering, 

I now want to pass to the point that there should be no necessity 
of amag. I haye here some photographs of the Lake Bluff site 
[exhibiting], which I should be glad to have any Senator con- 
sult, if Senators have any doubt of the situation there in this re- 
gard [handing E to Mr. l I am very glad 
to have you look at them, and I especially attention to No. 
4, as indicating the erosion of the bank by the lake. 

Mr. FORAKER (examining). Where is the harbor? 

Mr. QUARLES. There is not any harbor there. I called at- 
tention tothat. If Senators will examine those photographs, they 
will see that all this land is cut up with ravines, some of them 25 
to 50 feet deep, with steep banks, so that while for some purposes, 
as a park or for residential purposes, that would not be objection- 
able, for the p of a school I submit that it is in violation 
of the very condition that the board has presented, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask my honored friend from 
Wisconsin if these photographs were also taken by a Racine pho- 


pher? 
tre UARLES. I donot know. If they were, it would not 
impeach them. The sun paints for a Racine photographer quite 
as faithfully as for a Chicago artist. 

Mr. HOPKINS, The Senator from Wisconsin is a good enough 
lawyer to know that a picture depends entirely upon the point of 
view at which it is taken, and that you can make a molehill seem 
like a mountain, or level a mountain almost to a plain from the 
point of view at which the photograph is taken. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator from Illinois present a pho- 
tograph aoe Chicago photographer? 

Mr. HOPKINS, It is not necessary. I rely on the reports. I 


1904.1 


am not bringing any intrinsic evidence here or attempting to 
prejudice the minds of Senators by going outside of the reports 
which have been made by three honorable men, who are entirely 
disinterested, and are looking solely to the interests of the Gov- 
3 7 8 of special location. 

r. 


uire an enormous expense to excavate those 
e water in from the lake. It would really 
ficial harbor, calling for an enormous ge eg 
Now, in regard to the Racine site in respect, as I said be- 


fore—— 
Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator can he give us any 
estimate, VVV as to the cost 
a QUARLES. Tt woud moaia 2 ctvil 8 PRA 

. QUARLES, It would require a engineer to go there, 
of course, and figure the number of cubic yards of material that 
would haye to bo taken out. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not know but that some one had done 
that. Ihave been told within the last twenty-four hours that it 
would cost more 
would at all answer thenecessities of a naval training station such 
5 we shall have at Lake Bluff. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I think that statement has been 
made from no authoritative source. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was not made pran engineer, but by a 

I on some points of 


mtleman who has more information 

is subject, at least. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Some gentleman who wanted some other site. 

Mr. FORAKER. A gentleman interested in another site, it is 
true, but I think he is a gentleman who would tell me the truth 
about the matter; and since I have looked at the 
am p to believe what he said. I do not any Senator 
Tia ill examine the photographs will come to a different con- 
Clusion. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not want the Senator to be governed en- 
tirely by those photographs, because, as I said to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, everybody und 
raphy of a country can be distorted by a photograph. 

r. QUARLES. Well, there is one thing that will not be dis- 


torted by the photograph, and that is that bluft which is shown | This 


in photograph No. 4, showing that the loose material is all disin- 

tegrating and falling into the lake from the È iene of erosion. 

There can not be any question about that; it shows for itself, 
Now, Mr. President, in regard to the site at Racine, as I had 


reagan n say a moment since, ere eh this — of ~~ 
is great peninsula reaching ou W. 
furnishes in the bay adjoining a complete protection from all of 


our north and northeast storms, and my good friend the Senator 
from Ilinois well understands that all. our us storms: 
come from that direction on Lake Michigan. It is a place that 
nature has provided where the sailing ships have been in the habit 
for guey years of irana ks under the shelter of that or clay 
bluff and riding out an rm that might come. It is the best 
holding 2 for that there is on the Great Lakes. 
The bottom is clay, hard clay, and the facilities for a 
harbor there for small boats are described by the board i as 


great promon or that runs out into 
the lake there is a slough et Be a thonsand feet. It is 
hardly above the level of the lake. It is 150 feet wide where it 
enters into the lake, and all that would be required 


the cutting a 


Now, Mr. President, I fear I am too much time, but I 


what the Benatar e said on the floor a few min- 
ay seat beak ie ae tual contre eg ay ee eee A 
8 eir Say D. 
Mr. President, they are exactly in the condi in whi 
1 SEA passed a j 


by 

turned by the findi of fact that are laid down by the 
themselves, and I will ask the attention of the Senate to it. 
is done in a somewhat ingenious way, and I do not intend to 
offensively when I use that adjective. 
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But on page 10 this board has summarized and tabulated 
various sites with reference to four points of availability: First, 
population, which means accessibility to the school; second. poe 
ical characteristics; third, harbor facilities; fourth, cost of land. 
The arrangement of the sites in this table would warrant the 
conclusion of the board. Buttheerrorinheresin the tabulation, I 
prefer to take the several facts which have been found by the board 
and see if we can not make out another table, and it will be a 
very different table from the one which the board have arranged. 

al, ig this document I find these several sites treated 
separately; and that is what I what I want to get at, the exact 
fact. Here is the Racine site: 

No.5, North Point, Site A.—Three miles north of Racine and 20 miles south 
of Milwaukee. 


I hope the Senate will listen to this language: 
Possesses very excellent— 


Why, Mr. President, that is a degree of commendation that is 
not conferred upon any other site in the list. 
Very excellent physical characteristics and harbor accommodations, 
Now, there are those two points, physical characteristics and 
harbor accomodations, very excellent— 
and Is favorably situated as regards population. 
Now, you take the Lake l site and see what they say about 


than a million dollars to make a harbor that | that. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator will please sus- 


“pend one moment. 


Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 


The 8 re. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished which will be sta 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2259) to re in trade 
es 7 a the United States iad = in the 
between or Phili 
eee e = 


Aan MALE. 
Mr. Let that be aside 2 
The PRESIDENT 3 The Senator from Maine asks 
i the unfinished 


unanimous consent business be temporarily 
laid aside and that the Senate with the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill, Chair hears no objection, and 
that order is made, 


Mr. QUARLES. Now, Mr. President, I was going to read to 
the Senate what they say about Lake Bluff, on page 7: 

Thirty-twomilesnorthof Chicago. Hasexcellent physical characteristics. 

They state the 3 site has very excellent characteristics, 
one exi characteristics. 


And well situated as regards population— 

Sa: nothing about harbor facilities. 

Then I want to call attention to what they say on page 9, On 
page 9 they say: 

As regards isolation, Muskegon and Racine rank first. 

So there is another respect in which Racine is ahead of Lake 
Bluff, the possible isolation of which I spoke a few moments 


Sinoe. 
Now, farther down on page 9, they say: 
Pig bigeye mee, at eaw sang mat Ton te Fa ergy or a with reference 
e na 


3 — 5 ged — 7 agrees Be 
cy Mala e with small amount of dredging, could be converted 
intoa thoroughly protected inland harbor, ™ 


That is how deal with these respective sites. 
Mr. HOPKINS Wil thə Senator read the next sentence right 


followin 1770 7 

Mr. QUARLES. Why, with great pleasure. 

Lake Bluff is similarly situa’ 

. ited with regard to possessing a ravine that 

But at what cost? They are careful not to enter on that 
field further than to make the ed statement that there is a 
ravine, Those photographs disclose that it might be dredged out; 
but in the case of Racine they go further and say that with slight 
ee tae eee 

. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 

eld to the Senator from Indiana? 
. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Idid not observe whether the Senator read 
what was said in that paragraph with reference to the harbor at 
Michigan City. 

Mr. QUARLES. I did not, I will, however, if the Senator 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. ‘The Senator will notice that the board 
says: 

The harbor at Michigan City would offer convenient protection. 

Mr. QUARLES. That is right; and they rank that harbor 
above Lake Bluff in their report, as they should. 

Now, Mr. President, having taken up the principal facts as this 
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board find them, I want now to turn to the tabulation that this 


board assumed to make, and the conclusions they have assumed 
to draw from those facts. That is found on page 10: 

First choice as to population, Lake Bluff. 

Second choice, Racine. 

As to physical characteristics, Lake Bluff first, Racine second, 
although, by the facts that they found, they gave Racine far higher 
commendation than they gave Lake Bluff; but they arbitrarily 

ut Lake Bluff in here as being more advantageous than Racine. 
en it comes to harbor facilities, Muskegon stands first, Racine 
second, and Lake Bluff third. In cost of land, Muskegon first, 
3 City second, Racine third, Milwaukee fourth, and Lake 

Now, Mr. President, that table is absolutely erroneous on their 
own finding and is impeached by their own showing. There is 
only one t under the findings of this board wherein the 
Lake Bluff site is entitled to stand in the first class, and that is 
what they call “population.” On the facts, the verdict should 
have gone in favor of Racine. 

I wish to right in this connection of the matter of popu- 
want to say that the technical, learned discussion 
that this board indulges in over the matter of population is a 
mere bit of special pleading that fails to illumine the subject. 

The strip of territory we are considering starts with Chicago 
on the south, a city of 2,000,000 people, and it ends at Milwaukee 
on the north, a city of 325,000 people. Twenty miles south of 
Milwaukee is Racine, with 35,000 people; 10 miles below that, 
Kenosha, with 15,000 people; 15 miles below that, Waukegan, 
with ten or twelve thousand people, and so on, 

Now, through that region runs the Northwestern system of 
railway, and no other. e genius that can devise a theory by 
which a given point in that continuous railroad line can be desig- 
nated as more accessible than any other point in that same line, is 
certainly mone hig Sarees: 

These two sites, ə Bluff and Racine, are only 27 Sb, e 

ight in this densely settled region and right on the same railway 
and at either one of those points a school of this kind would be in 
touch with 4,000,000 people. 

Now, that board lost sight of a very important fact when they 
were treating of population or accessibility of 
school. What is it? At Lake Bluff there is only the one system 
of railway, the Northwestern Railway. At Racine there are two 
gross systems, the Northwestern and the St. Paul , the 

ter having 6,000 miles of line that gridirons the whole North- 
me So there are two great trunk lines available there instead 
of one. 8 

Not only that, sir, but at Racine there are two lines of steam- 
boats that run out of that harbor away ay in the year. The ice 
is broken, the harbor is kept open; so that there is access by those 
steamboat lines all the time. And yet this board assumes to put 
its finger down on that one little smoky spot down there called 
Lake Bluff and say that it has a material advantage in point of 
accessibility. 

I say it is absurd, Mr. President. Any point along that line is 
bi situated, so far as accessibility is con with Lake 
Bluff, and Racine is very much more accessible. At Racine they 
have a natural harbor made by a river that runs up many miles, 
which is docked, a harbor that has 21 feet of water, with all 
modern facilities, while 44 miles from Lake Bluff there is an arti- 
ficial harbor made at Waukegon, where they have no stream 
whatever. They simply run out into the open lake—a system of 
breakwater—and that a harbor, And still this board has 
found that Lake Bluff ought to be preferred in point of accessi- 
bility to the site that we have offered them in Racine. 

Mr. President, it . 5 seem to an unprejudiced Senator that 
this was a very remarkable report for this to have made, 
considering all the facts and circumstances of the case; but our 
people in Wisconsin are impressed that, as there is a reason for 
everything, there is a reason for this. Lake Bluff happens to be 
within the Congressional district of Mr. Foss, who is an able 
Lc apiece ieee in Con . He holds a very honorable and 
high position at the head of the great Committee on Naval Affairs 
in the House. I want to say that he not only holds that place, 
but he fills it with eminent ability. Heis a gentleman against 
whom I would not say one word and of whom I would speak only 
words of commendation. I can understand that it would be the 
most natural thing that this board of naval officers, or the Navy 
Department, might feel inclined to defer to his wishes in regard 
to the selection of a site. 3 

But, Mr. President, it ought not to enter as a potent factor into 
this selection. My good friend, Mr. Foss, accompanied this board 
when they went up to examine these sites. He was in the special 
train. Ido not think he went over to examine the Racine site; 
but he had sufficient interest in it, so that he was there presiding, 
if you please, with his superior influence, holding the purse strings 
of the Navy, as he does, while that board was proceeding to make 


pulation to the Ape 


these examinations; and the people whom I haye the honor in 
part to represent here are convinced that this selection has been 
made not wholly upon the merits of the case, but that it would 
8 have — torte aria Lake Bluff if it had not been within the 

mgressional district of my distinguished friend, the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House. 

Right in that connection I think this suspicion is fortified, Mr. 
President, by some correspondence that I hold inmy hand. On 
the 4th day of August this board came to the city of Racine and 
went within a mile and a half of this beautiful site, looked across 
this bay, and got, of course, a general idea of the lay of the coun- 
try; but yet they were pressed for time and did not go and make 
a personal examination such as was desired by the people who 
were advocating this site. 

No member of that board came back until the 3ist day of Octo- 
ber, when the two junior members of the board came, Admiral 
Taylor not honoring the occasion with his presence. They then 
made a mere tory examination. 

_ The lights had been lighted in the farmhouses before they ar- 
rived, and they did make a cursory examination; but I want to 
call attention to the fact that on the 29th day of October—I want 
the Senate to keep the date in mind—this examination of the Ra- 
cine site by the two junior members having been made on the 
81st of October, on the 29th of October an order was given by the 
Navy Department to the Geological Survey to prepare a topo- 


graphical map of this Lake Bluff site. Why? What was needed 
with a Mh aha orev map of the Lake Bluff site if the question of 
selection 


5 not been settled? The 5 shows that 
the direction given to the topographer of the Geological Survey 


was as follows: 
OCTOBER 81, 1902. 
Mr. D. L. REABURN, Topographer. 55 
DEAR * You 2 moonen a — ae — a 9 
survey of a tract o of a hich i 
between the red lines on the bl = 8 — 8 
The scale for the field work be 400 feet to the inch, with a contour in- 
terval of 5 feet, and the 10, , and 30 foot contours below the level of the sur- 
Lake will be located. The cleared and wooded portions of 


feet above mean sea level, and on this datum will be based the lan eee 
permanent bench mark will be established near the lake for future refer- 


They were locating permanent marks there. 

From this bench mark sufficient elevations will bə determined with the 
spirit level to control the general work, which will be done with plane table 
and stadia. e survey will be contro! by an astronomic determination 
of azimuth, in conn with which the magnetic declination will also be 
determined. 

Now, notice: 

The object of the survey is to determine the adaptability of the prop 
fora naval training station, and it is understood that the resulting map 
form a basis for the consideration of various improvements— 

They were not going to make improvements there before the 
site was selected— 


including the meme of the main stream or ravine which debouches into 
Lak higan from the tract of land 


Ə Mic. of 4 
The agent for the peg is Mr. John Gould, room 849, Marquette Build- 
ing, Chicago, II., and it is advisable for you to consult with him before com- 


2 nse of the survey, includin salary, will be paid by the N 
e mse of the , inclu ur 4 i e Na 
tment, but vouchers will be tabeh ms wealth the work of the Geolos- 


ical Survey and forwarded to this office for approval before ion to 
the Navy t. 
I have here the remainder of the co ndence which resulted 


in that letter, but I shall not take time to read it. I may, how- 
ever, ask to insert it as a part of my remarks. 

Mr. President, I do not feel justified in detaining the Senate 
longer with these details, for I fear I have already wearied your 
patience. I have only to say that what we want, and all we want, 
is a fair, impartial determination of two questions: First, the se- 
lection by a suitable board, to be appointed by the President, of a 
site—my amendment says the most available site—together with 
definite information as to its cost and the cost of harbor improve- 
ments. We do not think that we are asking for anything unrea- 
sonable. If Lake Bluff is the better site, it can certainly stand 
another test of competition, and if Racine is not the best site, we 
have certainly no desire to press it upon the attention of Congress 
or upon this board. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I think the Senate is indebted 
to the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES] to an unusual de- 
gree for a discussion of this question in the elaborate and detailed 
manner in which he has ted it. It has been to me, ever 
since this report was made, inexplicable how the board which 
acted in this matter could have reached the conclusion the board 
did reach, but it has never occurred to me—and I will not accept 
that suggestion now—that that board has been at fault in any 
sense, except only in its judgment. I have the highest respect 
for Rear-Admtiral Taylor, the most unlimited confidence in his 
ability as a naval officer and in his integrity as a man. With the 
other officers who are associated with him I do not happen to be 
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e e and Ican not, therefore, speak of them. But it is never- 
theless, as I have said, inexplicable to me how they could have 
reached the conclusion they did reach. So much for that. 

I want now to call the attention of the Senate, although the 
Senator from Wisconsin has done that in a very thorough way, 
to the instructions under which the board acted and to the rules 
laid down by the board for its own government in taking action, 
and to the departure from those instructions and those rules by 
the board for some reason or other, which it is not necessary for 
me to explain and which I am unable, as I have indicated, to ex- 
plain. e first direction was given by Congress in the provision 
which it enacted. That provision was incorporated in the act of 
June 30, 1903, which has already been quoted, but I want to quote 
it again. It is as follows: 


ing station, and having selected such site, if upon private lands, to estimate 
its value and ascertain, as nearly as practicable, the cost for which it can be 


urchased or acquired, and of their gs and actions to make fulland 
Zetalled re to the Secretary, who shall transmit such senor’ with his 
recommen: fray the ex- 


tions thereon, to Co: for its action; and to 
penses of said board the sum of 000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
gary, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

In other words, Mr. President, this board, when appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy, was to do, as the Senator from Wis- 
consin has pointed out, two things; but their action in that re- 
spect was not to be final, but was subject to revision by Congress. 
They were to take action, however; they were to make investiga- 
tion; they were to ascertain all the facts; they were to determine 
in their own minds upon a site for this naval station, and they 


were to make report of that to Congress, together with the cost | di 


of the same and all other data necessary to enable Congress to in- 
telligently act. Then it would be for Congress to say whether or 
not we approved the action of that board so appointed and so 
acting. 

Now, in a certain sense and to a certain extent they have un- 
dertaken to follow those directions of the law. But, before I 

point out to what extent they have followed those directions of 
the law and to what extent they have departed from them, I want 
tocall the attention of the Senate to the instructions given to this 
board by the Secretary of the Navy when he pointed out and di- 
rected them to discharge this duty. He was governed by the 
statute which I have read. When he had selected his board, he 
issued to them a letter of instructions, the substance of which let- 
ter is quoted at page 3 of the report of the board, which we have 
before us as Senate Document No. 45, second session Fifty- 
seventh Congress, in this language: 

. nt's orders, based on the act of frees, uired th 
4 1 re 3 ri pooper: location: for the Soi ois — to the fol 
lowing conditions— 

Now, these are the conditions, if the Senate please, that were 

rescribed by the Secretary of the Navy when he appointed that 

d and indicated to them the duties they were to discharge 

and the conditions by which they were to be governed in the dis- 
charge of them: s a 

a access ly settled 
gts ) ares that phos Looe 1 enlist e at 3 
tance to travel from their homes. 

There is not anything of that kind in the law. That originated 
with the Secretary of the Navy. But that instruction was, I 
think, within the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. Ido 
not complain of it; I am only calling attention to the fact that it 
is the Secretary speaking in this instance, not the law, when he 

ifies what is meant by ease of access” and why ease of 
access” should be considered. 

The first condition prescribed by the Secretary of the Navy is, 
therefore, that they consider ease of access, for the reason 
that he desires that young men wishing to enlist shall not have a 
great distance to travel in reaching that place from their homes. 

Second, or b“ as they have it here } 

(b) Ease of access and rtation from the point selected to the Atlan- 
tic coast, in order that the recruits when ready for sea service can be trans- 
ported without great expense to vessels on the Atlantic seaboard. 

(c) Convenience of harbor accommodations near the point selected. 

I pass over, for the present at least, the second condition of the 
Secretary and call attention to the third—the convenience of har- 
bor accommodations. 

That is the third condition, one that the Secretary of the Navy 
expressly commanded them, in his letter of directions, to take into 
consideration, and which, if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
QUARLES] has been heard to any purpose, it appears they abso- 
lutely disregarded, for according to my information, and according 
to the exhibition made by these photographs, there is no harbor 
facility at all at Lake Bluff, the selected, and there is not one 
word that I have seen in either of the reports made by this board 
in approval of harbor facilities at Lake. Bluff, required by the 

instruction given by the Secretary. 


The fourth instruction is as follows: 
(d) And also by such other considerations as may suggest themselves to 


the F 7 
With this broad precept in mind the rd has been peng the investi- 


gation, which has led it to the conclusion given hereina 

Now, Mr. President, let us see whether or not they had that 
broad precept inmind. The language of the statute is that a 
board shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy for the 
p of locating a suitable site on the Great Lakes. There is 
2 said about any part of the country being taken especially 
into consideration, and the language of the directions given to 
that board when appointed by the Secretary of the Navy is that 
they shall consider the question of a suitable site on the Great 
Lakes. Thereis nothing said about the West, the East, the North, 
or the South, and yet, with these broad precepts in mind, as the 
board said, they proceeded straightway to forget apparently that 
the whole country was embraced within the provisions of the law 
and the instructions of the Secretary of the Navy, and to com- 
mence to talk to us about the States of the Middle West, as though 
they alone were taken into the account as manifestly they alone 
were taken into consideration except only in the most perfunctory 
manner. Other States may possibly have been thought of to the 
extent of finding some way to exclude them. 

With these precepts in mind, however, we will see what they 
did. They say: 

The board considers that no site will be suitable, as defined by Congress, 
unless it is in the general area established by the first of the above steps. 

Ah, I must commence back a little. 


6. The whole region of the Great Lakes possesses great natural advanta 
Nature has been most profuse in her gifts, and it Ean eb study and dellber. 
ate consideration to determine the location that satisfies the given con- 

itions. There are, however, certain principles resulting from the 
above precept which, if Apolon successively to the whole region, will lead tọ 
the 1 ofa 3 of shore line of greater or less extent (possibly sèv- 
eral hundred miles) which possesses as a whole a advantages that 
will accrue to any particular site that may be selected therein. 

7. The selection of a suitable site fora naval training station, therefore, 
consists of two distinct steps or operations: 
oe ssc determination of the location of this area of maximum desira- 
ty, an 

Second. The selection of the best site within such area. 
Now comes what I read a moment ago: 


The board considers that no site will be suitable, as defined by Congress, 
unless it is in the general area established by the first of the above ste: The 
first and most important matter is therefore to define the limits of this area 
of maximum d bility by the application of the following general prin- 
ciples, in the order of their relative importance: 

Then they lay down the rules that are to govern them in de- 
termining in what general locality this site shall be located. They 
are as follows: 

First. The location with respect to nearness to the center of ulation of 
the States of the Middle West that are adjacent to the Great Lakes. 

Second. The location with respect to distance from the Atlantic seaboard. 

Third. The location with respect to the strategy of the Great Lakes, etc, 

And so on. 

The first complaint I make, Mr. President, is that they have 
prescribed a rule which was not authorized by the statute and 
was not authorized vy the instructions of the Secretary of the 
Nayy—that they should take into consideration. in determining the 
maximum of desirability or the territory within which it should 
be located, the States of the Middle West instead of taking into 
consideration all the States that border on these lakes, 

Proceeding in that way they laid down, which was not required 
by the Secretary, quite a number of conditions that have been re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuaRLEs}. I do 
not want to go over them in detail, but I want to point out that 
the first thing they did in taking the first step was to make Chi- 
cago a center of population, and then they proceeded to establish 
a zone, and the first zone su; was one that included all the 
territory within a hundred miles of Chicago. 

Then they established a second zone, which included all the ter- 
ritory within 200 miles of Chicago, and then they looked in the 
census reports to ascertain what population was included, respec- 
tively, within these zones. 

Then they established a second center of population at Toledo, 
Ohio, and syi drew a like zone, including all the territory within 
100 miles of Toledo, and then a second like zone, including all 
the territory within 200 miles of Toledo, their theory being that 
they were carrying out the first instruction of the Secretary of 
the Navy to locate it at such place as would give easy access to it 
for the young men who are to attend this naval training station 
in visiting it from their homes. In all this they treated popula- 
tion as the first consideration. 

They came to the conclusion that only a zone at the outside 200 
miles from the center of the point taken should be considered. 
Thereupon they proceeded to ascertain which was the preferable 
zone by consulting the census to see in which zone there was the 
greater population. 

Iam speaking now simply of the two zones to which I have re- 
ferred—to the 200-mile zones of Chicago and Toledo. They find, 


— 
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and so state in the map attached to their 


report, that the popula- 
tion in the Chi zone Was 8,651,216, while the total population 
included in the Toledo zone was 8, 326,075, a difference of about 
800,000 in favor of Chicago, 
wick Se ere need e eee 
a erence o 3 cut any figure, a zone 
is to be established by character. 
reference to the ease 


80 € 


trary. 

I call attention now to the fact that Lake Erie was entirely 
eliminated by this resort to zones, on the theory that the popula- 
‘tion was ter in the zone established about Chicago, and that 
was true by reason.of the fact that the zone was limited to 200 
miles instead of 210, or perhaps 205 miles, which would haye 
changed it entirely. 

If Senators will look at the map attached to the report, which 


zone. 

At any rate, that is a mere arbitrary regulation of ‘this board, 
prescribed by this board for themselves, as though they were try- 
ing, by the prescribing of a zone, to te from any further 
consideration all the different sites that had been to their 
attention situated on Lake Erie. 

It is in that ig: Ber President, that it got rid entirely of the 
consideration of 


of easy access, at is all the Secretary of the Navy said. It 
was this board that established a zone just big enough for Chi- 
cago, to give it the advantage of population, and stopping it at 
precisely the size that they did not dare to go beyond without 
making the Chicago zone inferior to that of the Toledo zone. 
You will see by your map that if that had been a zone of 210 
miles it would haye included Pittsburg, and the whole of that ad- 
ditional 10 miles would have been through populous territory: 
so populous that the Toledo zone would have the advantage 
in the first of these considerations. 
` The second consideration that the Secretary of the Navy di- 
rected that they should take into account was access to the At- 
lantic coast from this naval training station. What will be the 
cost of transporting these young men from the nayal station to 
the Atlantic coast when they are ready for service? On that 
point the board finds in favor of Toledo, They could not very 
well take Toledo off the map or change its relative position, so 
that while in the matter of population, by a resort to zones, they 
gave the advantage to Chicago, they could not change the rela- 
tive tions of the two cities, and they find that it would make 
uite a considerable difference in cost—some twelve or fifteen 
— dollars a year, I think—in favor of the Government 
the 5 778 training station 3 as 
against i zone. i young 
students ie the A — Set bre be Ard Pease ess. 2 
next thing, Mr. Presiden whic Secretary of the 
Navy called their attention, was harbor facilities. What is meant 


by that? There isnot a word of praise in either one of these re. i 


ports, which I have been able to find, from these three naval 


Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator from Ohio allow me fora 
moment? 


Mr. NER. If he will turn to page 9 of Document No. 45 
he will note that the inaccessibility to.a harbor on Lake Erie, 
because of the ice 

Mr. FORAKER. Because of the ice? 

~ SPOONER. Because of the ice. 

Mr. FORAKER. I was coming to that in a moment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has much to do with the exclusion of that 
area. 

Mr. FORAKER. And so they go farther north into Lake Mich- 
9 
ee NER. Where there is no harbor at all to be ob- 

c 


ice. 
Mr. TORATER, There is no trouble abont ice in any harbors 
around Lake Bluff, because, as the Senator suggests, they have 


no harbor. 

Here [exhibiting] isa of it. I heard only yesterday that 
there was no harbor at Bluff. I thought that of itself was 
a Sort of bluff, but I am informed now that 
reliable, a teil ro was said eens i 
consin, who pu otographs in evidence, the ting of the 
sun, which is as „ It gives us 
an unquestioned tion of what there is there. I seo 
kee hills; I seo plenty of ravines; I seo plenty of forests, and 

see some breakwaters. o or three of these photographs are 
pane You would probably also see plenty of ice if we bad 
them all before us, 

But I do not see any harbor, and it is admitted, I think, that 
there is no harbor at Lake Bluff; and the reason why they say 
es papasa Lake Bluff, although it has no harbor, is that no 

s necessary, because these men are to be trained on the 
land. We don’t want web-footed soldiers, but we do want web- 
footed sailors. Weare getting ready here, as we understand it, 
to train such sailors as sailed with Dewey and such as have ever 
on the sea, in bearing our flag to victory, won for that branch of 
the service of the country imperishablerenown. Ishould like for 
all tors to see this picture of the kind of harbor or the absence 
of harbor that there is there. There is none. 

Now, what follows from that? I asked my informant if they 
would not need some kind of a harbor. The board perha 
thought they would not, but the Secretary of the Na Shows: t 
they would, and the Secretary of the Navy said, in the para- 
graph of his letter of instructions, Lon will consider, after you 
pe the 8 of access, the question of harbor facilities.” 

id they follow that instruction? Why did they not follow it? 
I do not know why cg Are not follow it, but I do know, as I 
said in the beginning, that it is inexplicable to me that they did 
not, for it is no answer to say that these students at the training 
school are to be trained chiefiy on the land. They are to go to 
the water from time to time at least, while they are there, and 
eventually to the water altogether. Ido not need to argue that 
in connection with a training school for naval students we will 
need boats and harbor facilities, and the students will have to go 
upon the water in connection with that training. To say that no 
harbor facilities are necessary is to say that the Secretary of the 
Navy had an incorrect impression of what was needed when he 
gave this letter of instructions; at least that much. In truth, we 
can not well conceive of a naval training school except in connec- 
tion with the water. 

Now, I asked another question, and I told the Senate what it 
was. Ialso asked the ion of the Senator from Wisconsin 
when he had the floor. I asked my informant if he knew what 
it would cost to makea harbor of adequate facilitiesat Lake Bluff, 
and he said he did not know, that he was not an engineer, but he 


if | had beeninformed that the cost would be considerably more than 


81,000,000. It did not occur to me that it might be more than 
that when he was telling me that there was no Harbor at all there. 
But since I have seen 


officers about the harbor facilities at Lake Bluff. At Put in Bay, | $5.000,000. 


which is included within the Toledo zone, and for which I speak 
to the extent of securing a consideration by some fair and impar- 
tial tribunal, there is one of the finest harbors to be found any- 
8 os Taxa Pen feet 8 5 from = e. rr bt 

35 is required some 15 or 18 by es 
and feddej alh which the board ibes for its own govern- 
ment. There does not have to be any dredging there at The 
harbor is there, and it is not only ample to float all the navy we 
will ever have on the Lakes, but it needs no improvement, no 
dredging, no extension, no work upon it of any character whatso- 
LLE 


Mr. SPOONER. The Senator ought not to forget that in this 
whole business progress has been made by the process of elimina- 
tion, and the report clearly shows that harbors are necessary 
everywhere except at Lake Bluff, but because Lake Bluff is nearer 
Chicago than any of the other places, harbor facilities are en- 


tirely unnecessary. 

Mr. FORAKER, That seems to have been a sufficient explana- 
tion for the board, but I have not heard of anybody else being 
satisfied with it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to say that Lake Bluff has as 
good harbor facilities as Racine, 
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Mr. SPOONER. Have you ever been at Racine? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Many times. eat 

Mr. FORAKER. How does it compare with Put in Bay? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will discuss that later, but Putin Bay has 
been put out of the question by the report made eighteen months 


3 FORAKER. Ah, Mr. President, Put in Bay was put out 
of the question because they drew a zone, having reference to 
population, which stopped at the outskirts of Pittsburg, and thus 
excluded what would have put Put in Bay in the front. I sup- 
pose there are many in Pittsburg who would like to go to the 
naval school, and that that city will contribute students as liber- 
ally as Chicago, in proportion to her population. I have no doubt 
of it. Then why arbitrarily exclude that city? 

I call attention to that because manifestly the zone thus estab- 
lished was an unfair zone. I do not attribute it to anything but 
lack of judgment and a desire to get away from the consideration 
of all the sites on Lake Erie and confine consideration to Lake 
Michi Certainly from every other point of view that we 
have discussed, Put in Bay is as good a place as, and a better 
place than, many of the others, and certainly a great deal better 
than Lake Bluff. Put in Bay no more ice than Lake Bluff 
has. Put in Bay has a harbor, and Lake Bluff has none. Put in 
Bay has a harbor that does not need any dredging, that does not 
need any improving, any extending, any expanding, with 35 feet 
of water 15 feet out from the shore line. It is a place of great 
historic interest and a healthy location. There areno mountains 
to dig away, no leveling, no grading. The natural conditions are 
not excelled by any place that has been suggested, and there is no 
comparison between the natural conditions at Put in Bay, so far 
as the topography of the surface is concerned, and the condition 
we find at Lake Bluff. k : . 

Now, the board considered other thin They considered rain- 
fall. That is practically the same in the two places. They con- 
sidered temperature. at is practically the same at the two 

laces, only in so far as there is a difference it isin favor of Put in 
So it was on everything else. The only thing as to which 
Take Bluff has any advantage over Put in Bay is that it is nearer 


to Chicago and it is on Lake Michigan, and they wanted to locate 
it on e Michigan, according to their report, because of stra- 
tegic reasons. 


Now, Mr. President, what are the strategic reasons which in- 
duced this board to pass by such places as Racine and Put in Bay, 
leaving them entirely out of the situation—Racine tentatively, 
Put in Bay cut off absolutely—the whole of Lake Erie excluded? 
What is the reason why they did that? l 

They thought Lake Michigan, inasmuch as it was surrounded 
on all sides by American territory, was a safer place for these 
naval students; that is, the station would be safer from attack in 
case we get into war with some foreign nation. I suppose they 
mean with Canada. 

In the first place, I do not belieye we will ever get into war 
with Canada or England, and if we did I do not believe the sta- 
tion would be in any danger, no matter where it might be along 
the lake shores. 

Mr. ALGER. It would be near the scene of war. 

Mr. FORAKER. Andif it were near the scene of war, as the 
Senator from Michigan suggests, that is exactly where we would 
Want it to be. SoIsay there is nothing that ap to me, however 
much it may appeal to others, in the suggestion that Lake Mich- 
igan should be preferred because of strategic reasons. 

But there is another consideration here which ought not to be 
overlooked. This board tells us with great particularity of the 
shifting sands of Lake Michigan; how the winds blow and the 
harbors fill up, and how there are bars of sand here and there and 
everywhere almost, near the shore. That isan important con- 
sideration. There is no difficulty of that kind at ne, as I 
understand, and there is no difficulty of that kind at Put in Bay. 

But, Mr. President, I do not care to pursue this matter further. 
I have said enough already, if I have spoken to an pat pore to 
show that this board’s report should not be accepted by the Con- 

of the United States. We ought not to appropriate $250,000 

establish a station in accordance with their recommendation, 

5 it to be, that we shall locate this station at Lake 
Bluff. 

Iam, therefore, in favor of a new authority which shall de- 
termine this matter, or a new board who may determine it. The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLEs] in that behalf presents an 
amendment. It is an amendment which, as it now stands, I can 
not support, but I understand the Senator is willing to enlarge it 
so I can support it. What I call attention to is that his 3 
amendment follows after the committee amendment. e com- 
mittee amendment restricts the location of this site to the shore 


of Lake Michigan. 
Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the Senator from Ohio would like 
to put in Put in Bay. 


Mr. FORAKER. I would rather have it put in than to have 


it left out. But I do not expect the Senate to with me in 
naming Putin Bay at this time. But if I get a chance to present 
the merits of Put in Bay to some authority that will give me a 
fair hearing, I will giye Racine a hard tussel for it at least. I 
think Lake Bluff will be out of it as soon as we put it out here; 
but I may be mistaken about that. I am speaking only from the 
information I gather from the report and from what has been 
said here by others. 

I want the committee amendment so changed, therefore, as to 
provide that the naval training station shall be located on the 
Great Lakes, just as the law provided. I do not want any Mid- 
dle West,” or middle anything else, about it, and then, with the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin following in the form 
in which it is now, I shall support it. But if we can not secure 
the adoption of that amendment, I am against the committee 
amendment and want it to go out of the bill altogether, for I 
have heard enough and I have seen enough, as a result of my in- 
vestigations of what this board did, to cause me to lose confidence 
in their judgment. 

I could not vote away $250,000 to be expended upon the report 
that has been made to us. I could not do it, because the board 
have violated or at least disregarded the instructions of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy given to them to govern them, and they have 
disregarded the rules and conditions prescribed by themselves to 
such an extent and so without any satisfactory explanation 
therefor that I have no confidence or would not have that I was 
doing right in voting for this appropriation. For these reasons, 
I say, I will support the amendment of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, changed as I understand he is willing to change it; and if 
that can not be done, I want the whole thing to go out and thus 
leave the bill without any amendment of any kind. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few ob- 
servations in support of the report made by the committee and 
in support of the suggestions which have been made by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. There are two questions pending before the 
Senate. The first is the amendment proposed by the Naval Com- 
mittee, and the second is the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES] to the amendment. I desire 
cifically to call attention to the fact that the Senator from Wis- 
consin desires in this amendment of his not only to do away with 
the report made by this board appointed by the Secretary of the 
Navy, but to have all this work gone over again by a new board, 
and instead of limiting the boast to naval men, who are familiar 
with this matter and who can exercise great intelligence upon the 
subject, it simply authorizes the President to appoint a board con- 
paang 5 not less than three men, none of whom shall be resi- 

ents, etc. 

As I observed earlier in the debate, this language leaves it so 
that F ge may be appointed or military men, men from 
civil life, and of course the President would have a right to ap- 
point a naval board. Secondly, I desire to challenge the attention 
of the Senators to the fact that instead of following the language 
of the original resolution, which directed the Secretary of the 
Navy to appoint a board composed of naval officers, whose duty 
it was to select on the Great Lakes a suitable site for an addi- 
tional naval training station, etc., this provides that in addition 
to that they shall report the probable expenditure which will be 
necessary for improving the same, including lake shore protection 
and the construction of necessary harbor improvements. 

After listening to the ent which has been made here to- 
day by the junior Senator Wisconsin it is quite obvious that 
this resolution was so framed as to exclude Illinois entirely and 
paria to leave the site of Racine the only site that could be 

en. : 

Tt is not my p to note all of the objections that were 
made by the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] and by 
the honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLES]. It is im- 
portant for us to understand the object and purpose of this pro- 
posed legislation. The time was, as all Senators understand, 
when our sailors were taken from the Atlantic coast. Men who 
lived along the Atlantic coast and were familiar with the sea 
were the men who were selected for this duty in the Navy, but 
under the conditions of modern naval warfare it was found that 
the men who are brought from the interior make as good sailors 
and are better in some ways than the old-time sailors who were 
selected from the seacoast. 

It has also been found important in the development of our 
Navy to establish naval training stations in different sections of 
our country, and many years ago Co rovided that one 
should be located at Newport, R. I., and later that another should 
be located on the Pacific coast, on an island in San Francisco Bay. 
The naval station in San Francisco Bay is provided for largely by 
you men urag in 3 75 oe west of the son 5 5 
and the one at Newpo: 0 men in the New 

land and Eastern Stata It — Deen found 8 that a 
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third nayal station should be established along the Great Lakes, 


so as to reach the great Mississippi Valley, containing a popula- 
tion of about 25,000,000 people. 


Now, this naval training station is not a school, as the Senator 
from Ohio evidently understands from the statements he has 
made here, but it is for military line y- These vonn 
men aro selected and taken there, they are kept at the station 
not to exceed six months before they are sent to one or the other 
of our great war vessels. It is important that a station of this 
kind should be established, and it is important that it should be 
established near the center of ion in the Middle West. 

We are e ding millions of money for the development of 
our Navy. Since J entered pnblio life nearly twenty years ago 
the annual appropriations for the Navy have risen year by year 
from $15,000,000 until the present bill, which. is now being con- 
sidered, carries nearly a hundred million dollars. Weare-appro- 
priating for ships that cost all the way from four and a to 
D It takes a large force of sailors to 
man a vessel of that kind. 

The policy of the German Government has always been when. 
ever it authorized the construction of an additional war vessel 
also to provide for the sailors who should man that vessel when 
it shoal bo put into commission. We have not followed that, 


proposed 
where we can reach the sons of farmers and ics living in 
t cities like Chicago and upon the farms of Illinois, Iowa, 
. That is the reason why it is im t 
FFV than located 
fart 


east. 

The report which was made by this board December 13, 1902, 
excluded any further consideration of Put in Bay. The board 
was appointed by the Secretary of the Navy on the 5th day of 
July, 1902, and was composed of the very best men in the Navy 
8 of the highest character, of the greatest intelligence, 
and of the most approved patriotism. They are men whom the 
Secretary of the Navy believed were the best that could be selected 
for this men who understood and appreciated the needs 
of the Navy and men who would not be infinenced by local pas- 
sion or prejudice, such as seems to have influenced, I am sorry to 
say, the considerations that have been presented here to-day by 
the learned Senators from Wisconsin and Ohio. They are men 


hhysical epn eg oe — ihe 
i er iarities o 
Great Lakes, amr Lake Erie, which wasexcluded by the spe- 
cific direction of Secretary of the Navy himself. At the time 
. FORAKER. That statement is a new one, at least I never 
heard it before—that Lake Erie was excluded by the special direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy. Is that in the report some- 
where? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I may be mistaken. 

Mr. Lake Ontario 


Mr. HOPKINS. Lake Ontario I should have said. 

Mr. FORAKER. Lake Ontario. I think it onght to be. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Lake Erie, Lake Huron, Lake Superior, and 
Lake Michigan were all included under the direction of the Sec- 


of the Senate, and he was t with the board when it inves- 
y et Lake Erie and ths other places, 


they had carefully looked over the various sites on Lakes 
Erie and Huron and ior and i made a prelim- 
report in which excluded Putin Bay and all of the 


, Lake Huron, Lake Su- 
per part of Lake Michigan. That 


Then, Mr. President, was the time for any Senator or Repre- 
sentative whose locality had been excluded by the board to call 
the attention of the board to the fact that it had not considered 
all of the points of excellence that the site possessed and to ask 
for a reexamination. Then was the time to have made the criti- 


g | cism which my honored friend the Senator from Ohio to-day has 


made, and to have made it to the board or to the Secretary of the 
Navy and to have asked for a reexamination. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was not m iness, I apprehend, to ap- 
pear before any board charged with a public duty and labor with 
that board, but it was my duty, when the matter came up for 
consideration in the „there to express my criticism, if I 
had any to make; and so I waited until Con was called upon 
to act before I spoke. I have no other relation to the matter ex- 

that of a Senator. 

. HOPKINS. This report of the board was made a Senate 
document December 13, 1902. So it was as open to the Senator 
then as it is now. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have been familiar with it ever since it was 

Of course 


to the Senator that it seems 
im to have su ted to the 
board or to the Secretary of the Navy that overlooked 
some of the excellences of Put in Bay, and to have asked for a 
reexamination of that place, or to have brought the attention of 
Congress to it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did de e of the kind because I 
did not imagine anybody would thi 8 
cumbent upon me. Another reason was I knew that the le 
who were interested in having that site selected were 
these representations to the board, and I knew that the 
had visited Put in Bay, as the Senator states, and I 
the board would consider and would at least appreciate those ad- 
van 0 the board would 
have done so, I think the board did do so. I understand that 
the board unofficially—at least one member of it—said that Put 
8 the best natural conditions and advantages of any site 
they had examined. 


But the reason why they ruled it ont was that it was not within 
this zone of 200 miles from Chi ý 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have here the report that was adopted b 
the commission — by the Secretary of the Navy, in whic: 
they discuss: all various places which were offered on lakes 
other than Lake Michigan. Tomy mind their reasoning is entirely 
conclusive. Among other reasons why they thought that Put in 
Bay was not a good site to beselected fora training station is the 
fact that for ninety days during every year for twenty-five years 
last passed it has been closed tonavigation. Thelake es over 
and is closed to navigation for that period each year, That was 
one reason. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is that liable to be closed by ice any more 
than a.site on Lake Michigan? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 8 

Mr. FORAKER. The general average of temperature is given 
in the report, and it is in favor of Put in Bay as compared with 
Chicago; but I am also informed of something not in the report, 
thatthe board had before them, pele not a written guaranty, 
but an offer from perfectly ible men to givea guaranty 
that between there and Sand City, to which I suppose the 
Senator refers, they would keep it free ice every winter. 
That is an easy thing to doif they only take the time and ad- 
dress themselves to it and run boats through. 

Mr: HOPKINS. Those who are familiarwith the Great Lakes 
understand well that the southern portion of Lake Michigan is 
never frozen over. I think for a brief period, porns for twenty- 
four hours, during the present winter, which been one of the 
most severe within the memory of man, that condition existed; 
but it is the first time within the memory of man that Lake Michi- 
gan, covering Racine and the points in Indiana and in Michigan 
and Lake Bluff in Ilinois, has been frozen over. 

Mr. FORAKER, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 


Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. FORAKER. It is stated in this report, I am informed, 
to keep the passageway from Put in Bay to 


they took in making 


Mr FORAKER] is, or as are the honorable Senators from Wiscon- 
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sin. I think all disinterested Senators will agree that the board 
were wise and prudent in suggesting that this station should be 
located on Lake Michi : 

As I said, that report was made as a preliminary report a year 
ago. Then under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy they 
took up the various placesthat were mentioned on Lake Michigan, 
and they investigated each one respecting its merits, and finally 
decided that Lake Bluff presents im all respects a superior place 
for the location of a school of this kind. 

The Senator from Wisconsin says that this report is not fairand 
that it is not animpartial report. I do not agree with the Senator 
in that statement. I have seen nothing in thisreport and nothing 
in the action of the board that was appointed by the Secretary of 
the Navy which shows that they were influenced in any way other 
than by the public interest and the highest welfare of the Navy. 

Some statement was made by the Senator to the effect that Mr. 
Foss, the chairman of the Naval Committee of the House, was 

resent, and that out of deference to him the board selected Lake 

luff. Mr. President, if they had been influenced by considera- 
tions of that kind, this station would have been located at Put in 
Bay, the place Senator Hanna, a member of the Naval Committee 
of the Senate, desired to have it located; and that they did not 
locate it there is evidence to my mind, and it ought to be to Sena- 
tors here, that they were not influenced by considerations, 

I am very sorry, Mr. President, that my honored friend from 
Wisconsin would descend to personalities of that kind, and drag 
in here my colleague in the other House as an element that has 
determined this question, when he knew, if he had read the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, that Mr, Foss i any influence 
upon this board whatever, and that neither by word nor action 
had he attempted to influence them. I read the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of February 29 the statement made by Mr. Foss, 
which is as follows, and I desire the attention of my honorable 
friend from Wisconsin: 

I bave not in any shape, manner, or form, either by word or letter or by 
look, in any way expressed any wish to this honorable 

Now, that ought to have been explicit and emphatic enough to 
have satisfied the Senator that this board was not influenced by 
any such consideration as he imputed to them, and I say that 
that suggestion is som that ought not to have been indulged 
in, so far as the members of the th 


Commander Winslow, a man of the highest character. An in- 
sinuation of that kind, as it seems to me, is entirely unworthy the 
Senator who gave utterance to it. 

What I have said of Mr. Winslow is equally true of Civil Engi- 
neer Rousseau, one of the sale Sg and most capable and intelli- 
gent men in his profession in this country. These men have their 
characters to sustain. They are men who have a solemn duty to 
perform. They have given in the two reports here every step 
that has been taken by them, and have shown the lofty patriotism 
that 1 0 and controlled them in eee that has 


Bluff for the pere of prejudicing the taluds of Senators. 
Is this the kind of procedure that is adopted in determining a 
great national K giant veer aga sage eai By aera ing 


country by a photograph. 
The Ser, 


I undertake to say, after an ience of an entire lifetime in 
the State of Ilinois, entirely familiar with this location for 
paged years, 1 m 8 any prno 3 Bluff 

an examination o otograp presen ere. they 
are representations of Lake Bluff or any part of it, I fail to dis- 
cover them. Now, they may be; but they show what I have 
indicated, a distorted Lake Bluff, and not the Bluff that was 


seen by the board aoa’ by the Secretary of the Navy to go 
there and examine the premises. 
Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ilinois 
it me to 8 him? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dryprnin the chair). Does 
the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Most assuredly. 

Mr. QUARLES. One of these photographs shows a structure 
on the shore near Lake Bluff, and that has been mistaken by 
some of the Senators here for a representation of a harbor. The 
Senator will agree with me, no doubt, that that does not indicate 
any harbor whatever at Lake Bluff, but a mere attempt at shore 
protection. The Senator will agree with me that that is right. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will agree with the Senator that, as far as 
Senators mistook a building upon the land for a harbor, the pho- 

ph distorts the physical situation. 
. QUARLES. No, Mr. President; that, in my judgment, is 
a very poor effort for an answer to my question. Doss the Sena- 


tor assume or pretend that there is any harbor now existing at 


Lake Binff? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I will come to that later. I 
remember what the Senator said respecting there being no harbor 
at Lake Bluff, and Iam prepared from the report to show the 
condition there, that it is in entire harmony with the instruction 
of the Secretary of the Navy, and that there is a harbor which, 
with a little ing, will be entirely adequate. i 

Mr. QUARLES. For the purpose of correcting a misappre- 
hension, I really wish the Senator would kindly consent to a prop- 
osition about which I know there is no doubt, but concerning 
which some Senators have been misled. Laying outof view what 
3 possibly constructed there, is it not a fact that there is no 
harbor of any there at this time? 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is as a harbor there for the 

of this ing station as is at Racine, as I shall show 

ter. If there is a desire for a harbor for a large vessel, it can be 

had 4 miles away, at Waukegan. If they want a harbor for a 

large vomo, ii oe not ke had at Racine; it must be3 miles away, 
i t ere, 


But, Mr. President, I desire to call to the attention of Senators 
the statement made by my honored friend that this is a manufac- 
turing center and entirely undesirable for the purposes of the lo- 
cation of a training station. I confess I was surprised at the 
statements made. I am a native of Illinois. Lake County dur- 
ing ten years of my gees life was in my C ional district. 
I am as familiar with Lake Bluff and that portion of Chicago ly- 
ing north of the main business part of the city up to Waukegan 
as I am with De Kalb County, where I was born and where I 
have spent the greater years of my life. 

I undertake to say that, without, perhaps, intending it, tho 
learned Senator has presented an entirely false picture to the 
ae oe 1 in the description oO be has given of 

ort i as the manufacturing center of that great metrop- 
olis of the West. The great iron and steel mills of the United 
States Steel Company are located at South Chicago and at Joliet, 
and the other great manufacturing interests are situated on the 
south and west portions of the city. As yon go north from the 
business portions of Chicago, along the lake shore we have some 
of the most beautiful residences thatcan be found in any State of 
the . 3 and Fort ie n are bran ai 
passed uty. ore clear up to the point that 
is indicated here for a location of this site there are beautiful resi- 


the | tiful homes all up the lake shore. To show to the members of 


the Senate that my honored friend is mistaken when he says that 
this is a manufacturing district, I desire to call to his attention 
and to the attention of the members of the Senate that this board 
that has been denounced by him carefully looked into the ques- 
tion as to whether this was a manufacturing center, and they tell 
us that— 

None of the sites require extensive grading to secure level ground for drill 

d recreation though Mi 
32... 


Now, I put the report of the three men who are not interested 
in any ity or in any site that may be offered here against the 
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statement of the Senator from Wisconsin on the question of its 


being a manufacturing site. I submit, if the Senate please, that 
that statement made by him, contradicted as it is by the report 
of this board, gives a clear insight to the entire statement that 
has been made. 

For some reason that is entirely unknown to me, the learned 
Senator seems to think that Illinois ought not to have this site, 
and seems to think that any argument that may be produced or 
any letters presented here from outside and irresponsible parties 
should infinence the vote of the Senate as against the report of 
these men, selected in the careful manner I have indicated. He 
wa) good enough to say that at Waukegan there were a glucose 
factory and the American Steel Works, that interfere with the 
atmospheric conditions there. 

Mr. President, that is the first time, living in Illinois, as I have 
for fifty years, knowing this locality as I do, being entirely famil- 
jar with it, that I ever heard that statement made. en he 
says that the mayor of Lake Forest is complaining of this, I want 
to say it is the first time that my attention, or I believe the atten- 
tion 1 the people of that beautiful city, was ever called to such a 
condition. 

Lake Forest is a city that 3 by millionaires. The 
finest homes in Illinois are loca ere. Doyou a 3 or does 

, that if the stenches and smells from glucose 
è smoke and noise from the American Steel Works 


the little ci 
one of the 


station at Lake Bluff. 

Mr. President, as I have said, when thes come to examine the 
reports that have been made here it shows the painstaking care 
that was indulged in by the board in collating the facts and in 
presenting them to the Secretary of the Navy and to cos 

One of the great points, it is said by the board, why Bluff 
should be selected is because of its proximity to Chicago, a great 


center of population. The Senator has made much of harbor | board 


facilities. Now, that is the argument of a landsman, and I say 
that in no offensive sense. I want to call the attention of Sen- 
ators to the view of naval men as compared with the statement 
of my honored friend on the question of 
facilities, They say on page 4 of their è 

However important and desirable this matter of harbor facilities is, it is 
completely overshadowed— 

Mark the language— 
it is completely overshadowed by the element of ulation, which is of the 

im ceo, as was shown hereinbefore; for while natural harbor facili- 
ties will add to the attractions and usefulness of the station and to the value 
of the instruction given and to the enjoyment of those undergoing training, 
this is a secondary matter. 

Now, my honored friend from Ohio, as well as the Senator from 
Wisconsin, has maintained here that the harbor facilities were 
of the first importance; but these naval men, who are the best 
judges upon this subject, say that the harbor facilities are of sec- 
5 importance and that proximity to population is of the first 

rtance. 

e board say that harbor facilities are secondary matters 
as compared with the controlling condition, viz, that the site should be so 
6 possible number of young men for the coun- 


In connection with that I desire to call the attention of Senators 
to what Chicago has done in the way of furnishing sailors to man 
our great war ships as compared with Racine. I have a state- 
ment here showing the number of men enlisted for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1903, giving the names of the cities and towns 
where they enlisted, and also the number enlisted in each State. 
I find by turning to that that Chicago during that fiscal year fur- 
nished 655 men who went into the naval service. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. One moment, I find when I turn to Wiscon- 
sin that Racine furnished 7. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator Fom Minnesota? 


ulation and harbor 
: to 


Mr. HOPKINS. With pleasure. 

Mr. NELSON. In reference to that statement, I want to call 
the attention of the Senator from Illinois to the fact that the re- 
cruiting station was at Chicago, and probably the boys of the 
country who wanted to enlist—I know it was so in my own State 
were compelled to go to Chicago to enlist. When the Senator 
quotes the number enlisted in Chicago he evidently includes about 
two-thirds of those who enlisted from that section of the country, 
simply because they were obliged to go to the place where the re- 
cruiting station was located. I know many instances where boys 
wrote to me that they wanted to enlist in the Navy—there was for 
a short time a recruiting station in St. Paul, but it was not con- 
tinued—and tn had to go to Chicago. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes; but my impression is—although I do not 
state as a fact—that whenever a young man enlists in the Navy. 
if he to the sb hare e in Chicago, he is not credited 
as a Chicago recruit, but his city and State are given the credit of 
that enlistment. The report I hold in my hand shows that all the 
various States in the Union are included, and it shows the quota 
as presented by each State, Chicago furnished 655 men. I find 
that Illinois gave to this service during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1903, 733 men, and that the State of Wisconsin gave only 
187 men. I have inferred from that that when these young men 
enlisted the States and the localities from which they came re- 
ceived full credit. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I have before 
me some showing the enlistments, and I should like to 
read them if it would not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will close ai A 

Very well. I will, however, avail myself of 
zone has no advantage over the 
Toledo zone in the matter of enlistments—taking in Pittsburg. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But Pittsburg is tributary to the station at 
Newport, and the object of locating these training schools, as I 
say, is to the greatest number. As we haye one of these 
schools on the Pacific coast and another on the Atlantic—and 


the | Pittsburg is nearer to the Atlantic school, the one located at 


Newport—it is to the interest of the Government, in my judg- 
ment, that the other school should be located somewhere on 
Michigan; if not at Chicago, then at Racine or at some other 
good point on Lake Michigan. 

Mr. President, I have just called the attention of Senators to 
the fact that this naval board does not regard harbor facilities as 
of primary importance. That isa matter of considera- 
tion. The reason for that is that these young men are only yi 
at the school five or six months and that the training while at the 
station is largely military. 

The Lake Bluff Harbor is, I think, quite as good as that at Ra- 
cine, and in support of the statement I make I call the attention 
of the Senator from Wisconsin to the statement made by this 


on page 9, where it is said: 

The harbor at Michigan City would offer convenient tection. For 
small-boat protection Racine is 3 situated with reference to the 
natural protection afforded under the lee of North Point and by a 
ravine W with small amount of dred. , could be conve: intoa thor- 
oughly protected inland harbor. Lake i situa regard 

ara that can be dredged out for 


My understanding is that all that is necessary for a harbor 
where one of these training schools is located is for small sail- 
boats and rowboats. The young men are simply trained in a 
military way, with a small amount of exercise with rowboats 
and sailboats for a few months, and then are sent to the great 
battle ships and cruisers, where they can get the sea service. 

Pettibones Creek, thatruns down there, ishesa natural har- 
bor. My honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] says it will 
take a million dollars to dredge it. y, Mr. President, I am 
sure there is no man who regards his reputation as a civil engi- 
neer who would make a statement of that kind. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, asthe Senator has announced 
that only rowboats will be required, I withdraw my statement. 


The amount that would be required for this 
purpose is small. It may be a few thousand dollars, but certainly 
it can never reach the amount which has been indicated by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

In e other respect, Mr. President, Lake Bluff furnishos 
every condition that is required in the instructions given by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and every condition that has been sug- 

by the board itself. 

The amendment which has been offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin presents no light matter. The men who form this 
board and who have made this report took these positions not by 
their own seeking. They were selected by the Secretary of the 
Navy. They have gone on in an honest and faithful way to per- 
form their duties; they have made a report here which, in my 
judgment, is entirely in harmony with the facts which have been 
presented by them. Iseenoreason why they should be di : 
why the Secretary of the Navy should have his views and opin- 
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ions disregarded by having the report set aside, this board ig- 
nored, and a new board appointed. For those reasons I am op- 
posed to the ions which are made in the amendment itself. 


ties—a thing that is to be depl 

I feel sure that no man from Illinois would have raised his voice 
in objection if a Wisconsin site had been selected; I feel sure that 
no man from Ilinois in either branch of Congress would have 
raised his voice in objection if some site had been selected in In- 
diana or Michigan; and I see no reason wire report of this kind, 
covering the subject so fully and completely as this does, should 
not receive the approbation of the members of the Senate, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to put the figures 
I have here in the RECORD? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ido. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will take but a moment of the Senator’s 
time. The figures to which I refer have been taken from House 
Document No. 6, Fifty-eighth Congress, first session, published 
in a speech made by Mr. Foss in the House of Representatives, 
which appears in the Recorp of February 29 last. The figures 
I will not stop to read, but I will ask to have them inserted in the 
RECORD just as they are. They show the number of naval en- 
listments at Chicago, Pittsburg, and the other various cities in- 
a in the respective territories that we have been talking 
about. 

Mr. HOPKINS. During what period? 

Mr. FORAKER. During last year. They show, I will tell the 
Senator, a decline in enlistments in the Chicago territory and an 
increase of enlistments in the other territory. 

Mr. HOPKINS. That is an additional reason, I will say to my 
friend, why we should have the naval training school near Chi- 
cago as an inducement to increasing the enlistment of 
young men of the onay 

The figures referred to by Mr. FORAKER are as follows: 

Naval enlistments in Lake Michigan and other Illinois and Wisconsin cities 
and towns for 1903. 


we 
Total 
699 hte 5 es cons) ... ͤ VVV 
Ohar ————T—T—T—T—T—TXT— ——— ——— OG 
Total Illinois, Wisconsin, and all Lake Michigan cities .............. 92 


A falling off of more than 25 per cent over 1902, 
Chicago is the only city having a permanent naval enlisting station. There 
are no permanent stations at any place within the Lake Erie zone. 


Nava! enlistments in Lake Erie and other Ohio, eastern Michigan, and western 
Pennsylvania cities and towns for 1903. 


Detroit, 68——.—᷑—72—.—.—.——.—Uu.g.— 13 
L A UAE N SEAE E A PEA OE NAR 
Bay o AXT Ei 7 
Toledo, Ohio ms 
d „Ohio 4 
Cleveland, Ohio... 168 
Talo, N- V. as 
C11 Lee EAE OLE IST ee mame er 
AE icc T A bone E ER E N S E E E E E | TUE 
Other Ohio cities 22 
Pittsburg, Pa a 218 
Titusville, Pa ........... 18 
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A gain over 1902 of more than % per cent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I could not, if I would, occupy 
much of the attention of the Senate in discussing. this question. 
It is but a fair concession to my colleague [Mr. QuaRLES] to say 
of his observations that he has left nothing new to be sai 
sire to reply, however, briefly to some of the observations made 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopxrs], who seems as much 
inclined to challenge the responsibility or integrity of citizens of 
Racine who oppose his view as he is to laud without limit the 
persons who sustain him. 

The Senator is even unwilling toacceptas a truthful representa- 
tion of this famous Lake Bluff the photographs which have been 
exhibited here. He thinks that the photographers who took the 
Lake Bluff photographs are irresponsible and not at all to be relied 


upon. 

Pir HOPKINS. Ido not desire to interrupt the Senator; but 
is it not a little remarkable that they should have gone to Wiscon- 
sin to get a photographer to take a e of Lake Bluff? 

Mr. NER. It is not at all remar. that the people of 


the they 


7 the assumption here that the 
amended 


any stand 
. ter, and its availab: for th fi 
relations e water, an & ility for the or 

photographs 


been taken from 
e demonstration which 


e Senator from Illinois is affected by, I think, a sort of men- 
tal strabismus when he comments upon this amendment. He 
tells the Senate it rules out of consideration Lake Bluff. Wherein? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I said it rules that out on the 


porated in the law, upon an examination of all the sites, reports 
that it is not the best. It does not exclude, u: the statement 
of the Senator from Illinois, Lake Bluff from the class of eligible 
locations. If Lake Bluff is found by the commission, if one shall 
be appointed, the most available site, there is no reason whatever 
le gee neg tags pate Pra 

That is not the trouble,in my judgment, with the Senator from 
IIlinois in his criticism of this amendment, because it is my con- 
viction that he knows, as I think I know, that on these papers as 
they stand and this amendment, as reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, Lake Bluff is already selected. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
to ask him a PRAS 

es, 

Does the Senator know that Lake Bluff is 
notice that in the recommendation of the 
i that hereafter some site within the limits 
hey pe must be selected by the board provided by the act 
0 . 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes; but the board has made its The 


already selected? I 
board it is 


under this bill, as proposed by the 


W. 
r | overrule this board and select asite other than Lake Bluff? Upon 


what theory may that be said? 

Mr. President, the Senator from IIlinois is mistaken, so far as 
my colleague and I are concerned, in considering this simply a 
controversy between Lake Bluff and Racine. I some inter- 
est, in the first place, in the provision for the selection of a site 


for a naval trai station on the Great Lakes. It came to the 
Senate in the naval a iation bill from the House, When that 
bill was reported to the Senate that provision was omitted. 


I know of no Senator here but myself who took interest enough 
in the matter to seek its restoration. I did not take that action, 
pine neg giclee e to Racine. It is not a Wisconsin 
uestion; it is not an Ili copra’ ee Yrs one 
0 the country, 


No one need make, as the Senator did, an elaborate argument 


279 | here in favor of a naval training station on the Great Lakes. 


That argues itself. But it is important that it should be wisely 
selected, and all throngh these proceedings, without any purpose 
whatever to do injustice to the Board or in ice to anyone, or 
without impeaching motives, it is difficult, Mr. President, to rec- 


de- | oncile the conclusions here with wise judgment on the partof the 


Board, because one thing is perfectly clear: its argument does not 
support its conclusion, and you can explain the meanderings of 
this business from first to last upon no hypothesis—or I can not— 
which is entirely satisfactory from the public standpoint. 
Congress did not submit to the Secretary of the Navy orto this 
board the ultimate decision as to a site for a naval training sta- 
tion. It did lay upon the Secretary of the Navy and apon the 
board to be appointed by him a plain duty, which can not be read 
out of the law. It was a duty to appoint a board which should 
do what? Travel over the Great Lakes, go to Muskegon, find it 
healthful, find it with the very best harbor of all the sites. so far 
as their report goes, in every way adapted to a naval training 
1 but not near enough to Chicago, and therefore to be ex- 


Go through these reports and you will find from the bertoning 
a narrowing of the sky, drawing it closer and closer and closer 
until it draws down around Lake Bluff substantially. 

This board confirms by its judgment, as one of the necessary 
elements to be consi: , what was embodied in their instruc- 
tions from the Secretary of the Navy, to wit, harbor facilities; and 
yet they make an argument later, utterly inconsistent, to entirely 
overrule it, They first make a zone, excluding a vast number of 
sites for one reason and another; then they go on to Lake Michi- 
gan and they make a zone there. 

They ‘‘fence in” a few sites, leaving one in Wisconsin to be 
considered, and one in Illinois. are reports almost a year 
apart, and there was no examination of sites at all between the 
first report and the last one—none whatever. How do you ac- 
count for the delay? The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] 
called attention—and he never misses anything which will sus- 
tain his proposition—to the order laid by the Secretary of the 
Navy upon the board as to the elements which should be consid- 
ered in selecting the site. First: 
aa of access to the point from thickly settled portions of the United 

Is not the region from Chicago to Milwaukee, from the stand- 

int of the West, a thickly settled portion of the United States? 

as it the idea of the Secretary of the 8 the site must 
be selected as near as possible to the city of Chicago, in order that 
the boys and young men at the naval training station for instruc- 
tion and training should spend their nights and their short leaves 
of absence in Chicago? I fancy not. I think if you would con- 
sult the fathers and mothers of the country, whose sons are to go 
from the farms and out of the villages for a life upon the sea and 
for p: ining at a naval training station, they would 
rather have it farther from the slums and temptations of a great 
city than nearer to them. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. SPOO: rtainl 


. . y, 

Mr. HOPKINS. Ifit will not interrupt the Senator, I want to 
suggest that Harvard, the greatest educational institution in the 
country, is right near Boston; and we have in Chicago the Univer- 
sity of Chicago, with four or five thousand students, and the North- 
western University, two of the greatest universities in the West. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is an esprit de corps in colleges; there 
are safeguards for the students in colleges. This is a band of 
young men who come from over the country, from Wisconsin, 
and other States to the naval training station—a different thing 
from one who goes to college. 

Ease of access and transportation. 


That is another thing. Third— 

Convenience of harbor accommodations near the point selected. 

(d) And also by such other considerations— ; 

Among the three points nominated in the bond ” by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy,” the third one was harbor facilities. Now, my 
friend the Senator from Illinois says that is a matter of no conse- 


quence. > 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, the Senator is entirely mis- 
taken. I vege a quoted a rear-admiral of the Navy,a lieutenant- 
commander of the Navy, and one of the brightest civil engineers 
of the Navy Department. I differed in my statement fram the 
Senator in that respect. I gave my authority. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the first time it seems to have 
occurred to these naval officers or anybody else that it was a mat- 
ter of no consequence whether a naval station was 40 miles from 
water or not was when they felt bound to come to that conclu- 


uate. Did they exclude that item from their con- 
their major premise and their minor premise 
about this little matter, and, like the Kilkenny cats, put side by 
side, they eat each other up. 
The board itself, after reciting the instructions of the Secretary 
of the Navy, state their own views as to the necessary elements 
to be ee in the location of a site; and they say about that: 
There should be a good natural or artificial harbor convenient for both large 
. not less than 18 feet of water, and easy of egress 
an 


They agree with the Secretary of the Navy, only “more so.” 
Harber facilities averaging 18 feet depth of water are not for 
skiffs or canoes. 

The harbor or channel should be self-maintained and should not require 
continual dredging. 

Look at this ravine at Lake Bluff [exhibiting photograph]—a 
pocket. It would hardly do for a duck pond, unless you ge 
and cut through the hills back of it. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. HOPKINS. That was taken by a Wisconsin photographer. 
Mr. SPOONER. I think a Wisconsin photographer take 
a very handsome picture of the Senator from Illinois. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HOPKINS. Judging from that, I would not want him to 


i hter. 
TE 800 N. 117 vou stood on Lake Bluff when the picture 


was taken, I do not think you would. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I donot think anybody would recognize it if 
that Photograph is a fair sample of their work. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack] 
is looking at the picture. I will ask him what he thinks of it as 
to harbor facilities? 

Mr. CARMACK. There is no water there. 

Mr. SPOONER. That does not make any difference. [Laugh- 


ter. 
ite. CARMACK. If it was macadamized, it might do. 


[Laughter. 

Mr. NER. It is a matter of no concern now that the 
na val training station should be where they can get in and out with 
boats, because it is a military drill they have there. Why not lo- 
cate it on some beautiful plain a hun miles or so from Lake 
Michigan or any other body of water? 

It is only for military drill! But the officers composing this 
board upset that. Just think of it! I ask my friend the Senator 
from Maine—he need not answer me—the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, to think of a naval training school as to 
the location of which proximity to water is of no consequence. 

Mother, may I go out to swim?" 
“Yes, yes, my dearest 1 


Hang your clothes ona hickory 
ughter.] 


young men to be sailors to defend the flag on the sea, 

and in the prelimi training school where they get their first 
experience to fit them for the water, it is a matter of no conse- 
quence whether they can get in or out to the water! Of course it 
seems to be sufficient j 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. inly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator if he has ever 
visited either of the training schools now in existence in this 
country? 


Mr. SPOONER. No. 
HOPKINS. Does he know go" festa about, the character 


Mr. 


n those places? 
Mr. SPOO . No, not much; except what I have read. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I judged he did not from the statement he 
made. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I think it more important that the men 
who are to go down to the sea in ships should be able to get from 
the naval training school to navigable water than that they should 
be able quickly to get to Chicago. 

Mr. HOPKINS, It is not a question of getting to Chicago. nor 
is it a question of getting to the water. It is a question of disci- 
plining and training these men for a period, as I stated, of about 
six months; and in this country, in both of our schools, and at 
Portsmouth, ae the training is on the land. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not believe you could get an English 
sailor to have all of his preliminary training on the land. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Go to Portsmouth and see. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have been to Portsmouth. 

Mr. HOPKINS. They have everything so arranged there, and 
have the deck of a ship fixed, with the guns and everything of 
that kind, on the land, where the boys are trained. instead of put- 
ting them on shi After the preliminary training, then they 
go to the battle ships and get all of the sea service they need. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then the Senator demonstrates that the 
amendment which the committee rts is not adequate, and 
the Senator from Maine should, if this is to stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee, report an amendment making an appro- 

riation for the construction of a battle ship in t ravine 
laughter] so that the student can jump from the bank onto the 
battle ship and off again onto the bank and toward Chicago. 

What the commission say about thi 

The matter of harbor accommodation— 

Now, this is the first minimization of the element of harbor 
accommodations and facilities. Ido not know how it happened. I 
would not for all the world impute an impropriety to the distin- 

i chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House. 


1904. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, if the Senator 

Mr. HOPKINS. Just a word. I wish to ask if the Senator 
from Wisconsin thinks Rear-Admiral Taylor, the head of the Bu- 
reau of Navigation, is a fit man for the place he holds; if he would 
be influenced by personal considerations in favor of the chairman 
of any committee of either House of Congress in the discharge of 
a public duty like this? 

r. SPOONER. The gentleman from Illinois influences every- 
body with whom he comes in contact 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh! 

Mr. SPOONER. By that benignant smile of his, his grace of 
. and all that. They have influenced me. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I see they are doing it now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think if Lake Bluff should be selected as 
the place for the naval training station, there ought to be a 
statue of the peng Spree gentleman erected there, and I know 
the passengers on the ships as they go up and down 

Mr. HOPKINS. Up and down the ravine? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; upand down the lake would think from 
his stalwart form that it was a statue of Lief Ericsson or some 
other distinguished navigator. 

But here is what the commission say: 

The matter of harbor accommodations is an important one as affo: 
opportunity for small-boat exercises and a haven of refuge from storm an 


8 larger practice vessels, if any should ever be the training 
station. 


I su e that in the igor, Sree of time it may be possible that 
a sma pana vessel will be assigned to that naval station. 
That is, I would have supposed so I not been officially in- 
formed here that this naval training station has no relation to 
the water, but is to afford simply instruction on land. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Horse marines. 

Mr. SPOONER. Horse marines, the Senator from New Jersey 
says. Think of how much of a r practice vessel” could 
you jam into that ravine. They could not get it out, although 
they might build it in. 

However important and desirable this matter of harbor facilities is, it is 
completely overshadowed by the element of population, which is of the first 
importance, as was shown hereinbefore. 

That flies in the face of the Secretary of the Navy, and it does 
not commend itself, I submit, to the judgment of any sensible 
man. Thinkofthisproposition boiled down as between Muskegon, 
with a fine harbor, if you please, fairly accessible, in a prosperous 
and great State. Take Racine, wherea harbor, the board reports, 
can be easily constructed; and the Senator from Illinois is entirely 
wrong when he says the possibility of harbor construction at Wind 
Point is the same as at Lake Bluff, At the Racine location there 
is a swamp 150 feet in width at the mouth of the nearest lake. It 
runs in a thousand feet. It is soil which could be easily dredged 
and is on a level with the lake. At a small cost an adequate har- 
bor could be made for any use which could be imagined at a 
naval-training station. Compare that with this ravine. [Exhib- 
iting photograph. } 

Mr. HOPKINS. Donotshow the Wisconsin photograph. Ido 
not want to see it. 


Mr. SPOONER. I do not wonder that the Senator dislikes it. 
Mr. HOPKINS. It would make anybody. 
Mr. SPOONER. Now, again: 


While natural harbor facilities will add to the attractions and usefulness 
of the station and to the value of the instruction given— 

Is it simply a land drill? Let me read that again 

While natural harbor facilities will add to the attractions and usefu 
of the station and to the value of the instruction given and to the enjo 
of those undergoing 1 is a secon matter as compared with the 
controlling condition, viz, that the site should be so flxed as to secure the 
greatest possible number of young men for the country’s service. 

Now, Mr. President, this is the situation as between Racine, if 
Hed Bart although the question is broader than that, and Lake 
luff. The one will afford an adequate harbor. The other will 
not. One is near toa New England manufacturing city, long the 
home of my colleague. The other is 28 miles nearer the great and 
rapidly growing city of Chicago. 

ow, as my colleague has shown, it takes only two hours to go 
from Milwaukee to Chicago. Racine has two lines of railway, 
great railways, too—the Milwaukee and St. Paul and the Chica 
and Northwestern—with limited trains and fast trains going back- 
ward'and forward all the day long, and during the season of nav- 
igation it is served by two lines of steamships between Chicago 
and Milwaukee. 

But this board recommends the purchase of the Lake Bluff site 
for $180,000 without a harbor, as against 200 acres at Racine for 
$50,000. Why? For one reason only—because Lake Bluff is 28 
miles nearer the city of Chicago. Is that a sensible expenditure 
of public money? Is it not a disregard of every element which 
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should enter into consideration in deciding the location of this 
naval training station? That is all there is to it. 

This board was instructed to select a site, and that site and 
every detail of the proceedings of the board were to be reported 
to the Congress for its action. It has not done so. The action of 
the board was not to be final. It was to be submitted to Congress 
for its action. 

The Senator from Illinois referred to the gentlemen from whom 
my colleague read as irresponsible parties. Is everyone irrespon- 
sible, in the opinion of the Senator from Ilinois, who lives at Ra- 
cine and dares to entertain an opinion upon this subject? 

One of the gentlemen from whom he read I know, and for in- 
tegrity and veracity he compares favorably with any gentleman. 
Admiral Taylor was there but once. He was at Racine thirty 
minutes. He did not go within a mile anda half of the Racine 
location. Admiral Taylor never came again, but the other two 
came again. They arrived at 4.30 in the afternoon in November, 
and by the time they reached the site lamps were lighted in the 
buildings thereabouts and it was too late for them to give it a 
careful examination, and they never gave it a thorough exami- 


nation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. May J ask the Senator from Wisconsin a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senators felt, before the amendment 
now proposed by the junior Senator from Wisconsin was offered, 
that this board did not give proper consideration to Racine, I 
should like to ask him why they did not challenge the attention 
of the board and ask them to go there again or call it to the at- 
tention of the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. QUARLES. I will state to the Senator that we did do it. 
I have the correspondence here. I did not take the time of the 
Senate to read it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Very well. If that is correct, then, did not 
the board report that they had given sufficient examination to 
the Racine site so as to be able to report upon it? 

Mr. QUARLES. So far as I know, there was no answer from 
the board. These were addressed to Admiral Taylor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have affidavits here, which I will not take 
the time to read, from reputable citizens of my State, for whom 
I can vouch anywhere; who accompanied the board, which state 
the facts as I state the facts; and this board, a board having taken 
two years to perform the duty, reaching Racine at 4.30, reaching 
the site about dark, could not discharge as they ought todischarge 
the duty of examining and investigating 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why did not the Senator call the attention of 
the Secretary of the Navy to it, one of the ablest and most dis- 
tinguished men we have? 

Mr.SPOONER. The Senator is given to-day too much toeulogy. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I leave ont the eulogy. Why did you not ap- 
ply to the Secretary of the Navy and present your grievance? 

Mr. SPOONER. I never repeat in the Senate conversations I 
have, either with the President or executive officers. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am not asking for conversations. I am ask- 
0 Bigs it never was presented to the Secretary. 

. SPOONER. The Secretary of the Navy, I think, would be 
disinclined to oyerrule the action of a board which he himself ap- 
pointed. At any rate, it is so stated in the debate elsewhere. 

I have as much respect for the Secretary of the Navy as the 
Senator from Illinois can have. He is a great lawyer and a man 
of consummate ability, a man of great gifts and of unimpeach- 
able integrity, of course. But he appointed this board of experts, 
and I have no doubt he would feel bound, being a layman him- 
self, largely to abide their decision. But Congress did not give 
the ultimate decision of that question to the board of experts or to 
the Secretary of the Navy, either. 

That board was to report a site and they were to report in de- 
tail and fully all of their proceedings, in order that the Congress 
itself might make a comparison of the different sites and pass 
judgment as to the correctness of the conclusion reached by the 


Here is one thing. Letters have been flying around here on 
the eve of the debate. I find in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a 
letter from Commander Winslow, of whom, of course, I make no 
impeachment, although, Mr. President, I intend to make a polite 
and, I think, a well-justified criticism. 

It has been stated in another place—I might as well say in the 
House of Representatives, though I may be called to order for 
it—that the commission spent thirty minutes—and that in the 
dark—on the Racine site, Rear-Admiral Taylor not being present. 
That was attempted to be mitigated by this communication. I 
shall not read it all: 


The board was met by a committee and driven in carriages to the hotel in 
Racine. Afterwards the board and the committee, composed of the mayor 
of Racine and several citizens of that city, proceeded in carriages to examine 
the site, a short distance north of the city. 
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The board is mistaken abont that. They did not visit on their 
first visit at Racine any site which it everoffered. They werenot 
within a mile and a half of any site that was ever offered. They 


They went 


were not out of the settled business i of the ci ee 
no e 


down to look at the harbor, as I could show, but 
up the time. 


determined on their next trip to the Great Lakes to visit this 


The board again visited Racine in October. Rear-Admiral Taylor, the 

dent of the board, was unable to accompany the board on visit. 

e board arrived at Racine late in the afternoon, and was there met in car- 

by a committee, in accordance with previous arrangements, and driven 

to h Point. to the fact that the carriage horses were not equal 

to their load, considerable time was wasted in the journey from the railway 
station to the site. 


Nevertheless the board reached the site in ample time to have sufficient 
daylight to see thesiteand to determine all the points the board had in mind. 

The affidavits show, as I have said—and there were several of 
them—that it was dark when they reached that site, and the Ra- 
cine committee asked them to remain over night at the hotel, as 
they had come so late, and to examine the site at their leisure in 
the morning, which they declined to do, on the ground that they 
were to reach Sheboygan. 

This was a board with an abundance of money at their com- 


taken up in correspondence with the representatives of interests at Racine, 
155 the bokat 


next day and given the site deliberate examination. But they did 
not 


Now, Mr. President, I do not wish to take any more time. I 
hope the Senate will adopt this amendment. 

The station may not come to Wisconsin, and that is a matter 
of small consequence; it may go to Lake Bluff, which is a matter 
of some consequence. in my 5 from the standpoint of 
popular interest; but I hope the best point on the lake, whether 
it be in Michigan, or Illinois, or Indiana, or Wisconsin, will be 
ultimately chosen by a going deliberately about it and not 
sacrificing every element to proximity to Chicago. I believe that 
is all I wish to say. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I desire to say a word, and 
only a word,in reply to the suggestions made by the senior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner]. If the suggestions sors 
him and his colleagues and the photographs and letters refe: 
to by them are to prevail here, then same methods would de- 
feat any report that may be made by any committee which may 
be appointed under the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wisconsin or by any other Senator. 

If any credit for integrity is to be given to our public officials, 
if any consideration is to be given to the Secretary of the Navy 
and to the great admiral, who is one of the most distinguished 
men in the Navy, and to his associates, then this amendment 
should be voted down. I care not who may be selected, I care 
not what attention they may give to the situation, if this amend- 
ment does prevail men can come in with ex parte affidavits, with 
photographs of the kind that have been brought here, with let- 
ters from irresponsible parties, to impeach it, and if that kind of 
argument is to prevail, then we will never have a naval station of 
ars FIT meager t it is the d £ Senato 

And I say again, it seems to me itis of every r 
to consider the character of the don tat has been pre- 
sented here, and to remember that the members of the board have 
been selected impartially by the Secretary of the Navy, and that 
they are men whose characters are above reproach, and that their 
report should stand. 


afternoon in order to vote, su 


stantially over. I have felt very muc reason of 


embarrassed 
the fact that [have been so situated that I could not take partin | priated 


the discussion to-day. 

I will not detain the Senate further than to say that I assumed 
when this report was made and when the Secretary of the Navy 
indorsed it substantially, and when the Committee on Na 
Affairs put the result of it in the bill, that it was substantially 
settling the on. Ihad no idea that there was going to be 
an effort to w aside the report and the recommendation of 
the Naval Affairs Committee of the Senate and that Senators 
would come in here for the purpose of securing a new board to 
examine these sites again. 

I supposed that any commission headed by Admiral Taylor 
would not make any report at all until they were satisfied what 
their duty was in the premises. It has been my policy always to 
follow upon these questions commissions 8 of army 
officers or of naval officers. 

So without taking time further, I simply wish to say that I feel 
that we have a right in a degree to call upon the Senate to stand 
by the report—to stand by the bill as recommended by the chair- 


man of the Committee on Naval Affairs—and to locate the train- 


ing school wherever that puts it, whether it is in Ilinois or Wis- 
consin or any place else. 

Mr: FORA RER, The amendment proposed by the committee 
is before the Senate, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT 175 tempore. It is. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to amend that amendment by strik- 
ing out, in line 25, commencing with the words shore of, down 
to and including the word ‘‘ minutes,” in line 1, page 39, and insert- 
ing Great Lakes; so that the amendment will read: 

Naval training sta reat g 
ß aana 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is already an amend- 
ment pending which has precedence over that offered by the 
Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. By whom offered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was offered by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLEs]. 

Mr. NELSON. I suggest that the Senator from Wisconsin 
withdraw his amendment until the amendment of the committee 
can be perfected, and that he then renew his amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. The amendment of the Senator from Wis- 
consin is an amendment that is to be added to this one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that, 
but it is an amendment to the amendment, nevertheless, that is 

ding now. It does not strike out a provision inserted by the 

nate Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin can withdraw his 
amendment for the moment and let a vote be taken on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio, which is simply perfecting the 
original proposition. Then the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin would be in order, I think. 

585 QUARLES T tem: . * would be then in order. 

P. . Very well; for the purpose stated, I tem 
rarily withdraw my amendment, so as to allow the eee 
amendment to be perfected, and I will then immediately renew it. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Ohio offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. í 

Pie SECRETARY. On page 38, line 25, after the words shore 
0 3 

Mr. FORAKER. Including the words “shore of.“ I am try- 

ing to make the provision read in the exact language of the 


statute. 
Mr. NELSON. After the word “the.” 
Mr. FORAKER. Yes; strike out all after the word “ the.” 
TheSEcrETARY, It is proposed to strike out the following words: 
Shore of Lake Michigan, south of latitude 43° 30’, 
Mr. FORAKER. So as to read: 
Gas eek ek enn a ATAL fnafnirig station on 
That is the exact language of the statute. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was to. 
Mr. oh I renew my amendment to the amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
offers an amendment to the amendment, which will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the com- 
mittee amendment the following: 


necessary, to be 3 — — alla 8 —.— 

p ay! e ere 

out o any money in the Treasury not —— e 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the 

question? 


thereof as may be 


Mr. QUARLES, I should like to suggest an amendment, in 
view of the amendment adopted, and that is to strike ont the 
words none of whom be a resident of any State adjoining 


Lake oor 

The P ENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
has a right to modify his amendment. : 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator might put it this way. He 
might make the clause read: ‘‘none of whom shall be a resident 
of any State 2 on the Great Lakes.” 

Mr. QUARLES. Very well; let it be fixed that way. 

Bes ENT pro tempore, The modification will be 

The SECRETARY. After the word “State,” in line 3 of the 
amendment to the amendment, strike out ‘‘ adjoining Lake Michi- 
gan and insert bordering on the Great Lakes,” 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification is agreed to. | his remarks by substituting the city of Duluth for the city of 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I wish to say a few words 

in support of the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 
The hour is so far advanced that I shall undertake to do little 
more than express my entire concurrence in the proposition em- 
bodied in the amendment now before the Senate. 

The report of the board appointed by the authority of Con- 
Ader which is before the Senate is, it seems to me, entirely in- 
equate. 

Its shortcomings have been sufficiently pointed out by others 
who have spoken, and I shall not dwell at length upon them. 

I have some personal knowledge of several of the sites that are 
mentioned in the report. The one that is given fifth place—Michi- 
gan City, Ind. —is entitled, in my judgment, to a much better con- 
sideration. I know the place very well, and it is, in my opinion, 
entitled to very much more fayorable consideration than it has 
received; in fact, it should be given preference. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Over Racine? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I am not mentioning particularly any of 
the other sites, I will state to the honorable Senator. I would 
give it preference over all. j 

Mr. AN. How far is it from Chicago? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think, without referring to the record, 
it is something like 50 miles. It is nearer the Atlantic seaboard 
than any of the other sites mentioned except Put in Bay. I yield 
first place as to accessibility to the Atlantic seaboard to my dis- 
tinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER]. 

I recognize, Mr. President, that the selection of a site for a naval 
training station upon the Great Lakes is a matter of importance. 
There is not, in my judgment, such a great difference between 
the various sites as might appear from what has been said here. 
They all have some pas of advantage and of disadvan when 
compared with each other. These are ially and in the main 
pretty fairly disclosed by the report of the board of naval officers 
appointed under the authority of Congress. The site at Michigan 
City, Ind., is one that is entirely adequate for the purpose desired, 
and it is entitled to more favorable consideration than it seems to 
have received at the hands of the board. It is nearer the Atlan- 
tic seaboard than any of those which have received favorable men- 
tion. Its harbor facilities are sufficient. In the lan, of the 
report, The harbor at Michigan City would offer convenient pro- 
tection.” The water front is of sufficient length.“ And fur- 
ther, according to the report, Michigan City has the advantage 
of proximity to the center of population of the Great Lakes 
region, 

The report contains this very significant statement: 


While perhaps none of the sites possess all of the ideal local requirements, 
all of them are puiticientiy suitable for the purpose, 


If this statement is to be accepted as accurate the question of 
the cost of site becomes very material in determining the ultimate 
location. It will be observed by turning to the report that the 
cost of land at Michigan City is put at the very reasonable sum 
of $125 per acre. There is only one other locality where the land 
may bated cheaper, and that is Muskegon, Mich. 

Mr. ALGER. And there it is very much better. 

Mr. To DRN 5 Sages = it is very much banati says 
the distingui nator from 1 . While it is very good, 
I would noe omit that it is very much better. I will say that as 
to land values the honors are substantially even between the two. 

Now, Mr. President, I am in favor of the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, not because of er poena prejudice 
against other sites, for, as I have said, they ve their merits; 
but I am in favor of the amendment because I hope that opon a 
further and more careful consideration of all the facts the d 
to be appointed will decide that a site at Michigan City, Ind., will 
be found to possess all of the essential requirements of a first-class 
naval training school, and that the cost of acquiring and main- 
taining it will be less than elsewhere. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, therecan be nodoubt what- 
ever that upon a careful and impartial investigation of the various 
sites the board will find that my colleague is right, and the supe- 
ricrity of the Michigan City site will, I think, be demonstrated 
to any im ial mind. Iam in favor of the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, because when men are selected from 
States away from the Lakes there is very little doubt in my mind 
but that Michigan City, Ind., will be determined on. 

Mr. ALGER. May I ask if we are selecting sites this after- 
noon? 

Mr. HALE. We seem to be selecting one site. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Michigan 
if he desires to say a word in favor of Muskegon? 

Mr. ALGER. I do not have to say a word in its favor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Muskegon speaks for herself. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I do not desire to take any time. 


I wish to heartily concur in all that the senior Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] said, except that I would move to amend 


Michigan City. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I desire to say a few words, not on 
this amendment, but on the bill. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Georgia will allow me. I know 
Senators desire to make some remarks on the bill, and I do not 
pro to ask the Senate to continue and conclude the bill to- 
night; but I wish to get this matter which has consumed the 
whole day out of the way. I shall then ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. CLAY. We have nothing to discuss but this amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Oh. yes; there is plenty to discuss. - 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The bill will be before the Senate to dis- 
cuss. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that the Senator from Georgia 
prefers that his remarks shall be made on the pending amend- 
ment. Itis getting late, and I trust the Senator in charge of the 
bill will let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. So do I, but I sup that it was the pur- 
= to complete the bill at once. herwise I maen should 

ve insisted upon an opportunity to speak a little upon the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. E. The truth is there will be not the slightest limi- 
tation on any Senator who wants to discuss the bill to-morrow. 
But the Senator from Maryland, who is an old hand here, sees, I 
think, the importance of getting this matter out of the way. It 
is fresh in the minds of the Senate, and if we let it go over and 
quit we not only will not go at once to the consideration of the 
bill generally, but this question will be revived again and we will 
spend another day. The Senator knows howimportantitis. He 
himself and the Senator from Georgia lose nothing by the vote 
being taken on the pending amendment and then having the bill 
go over. There is another amendment that has been reserved. 

Mr. GORMAN. There are plenty of amendments, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I dislike very much to hesitate and to disagree with the 
distinguished Senator from Maine upon any suggestion he makes 
relating to the consideration of a bill, but I think it has beena 
very important and instructive discussion which we have had to- 
se It shows, to my mind 

r. HALE. And the Senator wants to prolong it? 

Mr. GORMAN, I think the time could not be better occupied 
than by bringing the Senator himself and Senators on the other 
side of the mber and the Senate to the consideration of the 
details of a . bill, which involves 8125. 000,000 or 8130, 000,000 
and which should not be passed through this body without con- 
sideration. 

Mr. HALE. I propose that all of that shall be left over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senate has consumed an entire day in the 
discussion, interesting and delightful as it has been. of the selec- 
tion of a site that will cost at the beginning only $250,000. No 
one can tell what the final expenditure will be. We passed over 
without debate one or more items that will involve eight or ten 
million dollars. I think the discussion we have had to-day is 
bringing us back to the proper rule, the one which this body has 
always observed, of not accepting the executive recommendations 
and the recommendations of boards, but considering these mat- 
ters for ourselves, So there are other items in this bill that ought 
to be discussed. 

I therefore trust the Senator from Maine will permit the matter 
to go over until to-morrow. It is only the beginning of March 
and the appropriation bills will not go into effect until the 1st of 
July. So we are not 3 for time. It is late in the 
afternoon, we are tired out, and I trust the Senator will permit 
the bill and the pending amendments to go over. 

Mr. HALE. Of course I am at the mercy of the Senate or of 
any Senator who insists upon going on and debating. I wish the 
Senator's reasons for delay were better than they are. I take it 
the Senate does not of itself desire to simply prolong the consider- 
aton of the bill. I take it the Senator no intention of that 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Isaid I wish the Senator’s reasons for his propo- 
sition were better. ThenI said I trusted and believed the Senator 
has no desire and there is no general desire to prolong the bill 
. for the sake of prolongation. 

r.GORMAN. No, Mr. President. absolutely none; and more 
than that, I want to say to the Senator, as he knows perfectl 
well, this bill, important as it is, has not consumed yery muc 
55 compared with the time devoted to the considera- 
tion of bills of like character heretofore considered. There is no 
disposition on the part of anybody to go into a discussion of all 
the details of this bill, as we have done heretofore, and as I think 
we ought to continue to do hereafter. So there is no object in 
delay. The Senator from Maine can dispose of the bill, I have no 
doubt, to-morrow withoutany trouble. It is a little late to-night 
to proceed further with the bill. 
. HALE. My only proposition was that it would help us 
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along. I did not propose in any way to the Senator to interfere, 
as I could not do if I wanted, with discussion on other matters in 
the bill. I thought perhaps the Senator would consent that we 
should take a vote now on the pending amendment, and if any 
one wants a to move any amendment when the bill has 
been reported to the Senate he can do it. But still Iam willing 
to leave that largely with the Senator, if the Senator desires that 
the bill shall go over now, without having time taken to dispose 
of the pending amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think it ey much better. 

Mr. HALE. Then, Mr. President, I wish to say that under 
these ccnditions I must ask the Senate to sustain me in the morn- 
ing in taking the bill up whenever the routine morning business 
is ended, and that weshall go on with the bill. T shall try to con- 

clude it some time during the day to-morrow. Some Senatorsde- 
sire executive session, but I give way for a moment to the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]. I withhold the motion for an 
executive session. 

PROPOSED ALASKAN LEGISLATION, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that on next Thursday, immediately after the morning business, 
the Alaskan legislation 

The PRESIDENT gm The Senate will be in order. 
The Senator from is asking unanimous consent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. iran that the Alaskan legislation be taken 
up for that day o 

Mr. GORMAN 


For what day? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Thursday. 
Mr. GORMAN. Immediately after the morning business? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. On Thursday, immediately after the morn- 
10 business, for that day only. 

LODGE. With the understanding that it shall not dis- 
3 if the Philippine shipping bill still 
occupies that place. 

Mr. HALE. Or interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ce 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will see that that 
is taken care of. The Senator from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent that on Thursday next, Pecans after the routine morn- 
ing business, the Alaskan bills may be considered for that day 


only. Is there objection? 
Mr. ores _ Mr. GALLINGER. Not to interfere with 


Mr. BE RV ERIDGE. Not to interfere with appropriation. bills, 
by the rule. 


of course; that is de y 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ts there objection? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. DoI my colleague to limit the 
request to that date? 
BEVERIDGE. To that day. 


Mr. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. ‘And after the close of morning business? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. After the close of the routine morning 
3 not to interfere with appropriation bills. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I ask simply for the reason that I desire 


tomoveto take up Calendar Order of Business 170, Senate bill 1508, 
at the earliest moment poea 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Aly request was for that day only, in order 
that it objection. 


ht not meet with 
Ab PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will 
tic teats consent a little differently, if the 
BEVERIDGE] asks 


the Alaskan bills may receive the consideration of the Senate for 
that day only, not to interfere, however, with appropriation bills, 
and Haa eg DS ee e e that 
business rarily aside for purpose, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That 

Mr. HALE. That covers it. 

The PRESIDENT Pate Presi Is there objection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. ident, ahora 1 80 word. I shall 3 
object to the request made by from Indiana, but 


want to aay that T ninie we ought to bo somewhat careful about 
VF There are, I think, eighteen 
bills on the Calendar reported by the Committee on the District 


of Columbia, some of them very important. Ihave been extremely 
1 Wee had intended to ask a 


me thet wo are apro an 


aes eerie Isthere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is made. 


EXECUTIVE SESSIO; 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Binat moonet to the considera- 
tion of executive 


business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the oon - 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reo and (at 5 o ‘clock and 
5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, 
March 5, 1904, at 12 o’clock m, 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 4, 1904. 
CHIEF OF THE! BUREAU OF ORDNANCE. 

Capt. aes A. Converse, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance in the Department of the Navy, with the 
rank of rear-admiral, for a term of four years from the 15th day 
of March, 1904. 

CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT. 

Capt. Henry N. Manney, United States Navy, to be Chief of 
the Bureau of Equipment im the Department of the Navy, with 
the rank of rear-admiral, for a term of Sour youre. iaa ANIR 
day of March, 1904, 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTITER SERVICE. 
Second Asst. Engineer Charles 8. or to be first assistant en- 


engineer, with tenant, in the pata 
one Service of the: United States, to rome H. N. Wood, pro- 
mo 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 4, 1904. 
POSTMASTERS, 
CALIFORNIA. 


Louise C. rag oth nen crac M UEN gn Eastland. 
FSS INTE OF ee AS eo California. 


Eldridge: H. 0b in the county 
e 


William Cordiner to eee Diener ic Cho paint 

of Millelacs and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURTL 

Milton J. Hudson to be postmaster at Hale, in the county of 
Carroll and State of Missouri. 

William G. Kitchen to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Stoddard and State of Missouri. 

OHTO. 
ane Rosca ad St of OG in the 
State of Ohio a 


PENNSYLVANTA. 


John W. Chamberlain to „ using, in the 
county of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, x 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March. 4, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
3 by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupes, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—DAVIS V. SIMS. 

Mr. eee Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi- 
Te and resolutions — tion. ai 

eS EAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, chairman 
of the Committee on Elections No. 2, submits the following re- 
port and resolutions, which the Clerk will report. 

ue 8 
. 


each 8 
ö seat t 5663 


was elected to membership in the House 
tie er cd Untied Beates te the F ane Ocnstes enn ie Pant — 
to a seat therein. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. aed this is a unanimous report from 
the Committee on Elections No. 2. For the information of some 


from Tennessee [Mr. Sims]. was by a majority 
teh Some trifling i es there were, reducing that to 
970. No allegations of improper conduct were involved in this 


case nor made either party, but the contestant claims that 
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the so-called“ Dortch law ” in Tennessee ought to be declared un- 
constitutional and set aside, and that in that event 1,061 persons 
named but not voting ought to be treated as if they had voted 
and their votes had been cast for him, giving him a majority of 
85. and that 1,920 more, estimated but no names given, ought also 
to be counted, giving hima majority of 2,005. 

The contestant claims that the so-called Dortch law ” provides 
a form of official ballot which requires the person voting to be able 
to read in order to vote, and it therefore violates the provision of 
the constitution of that State by adding a qualification not con- 
tained therein and also violates the provision therein contained 
that elections shall be free and equal. particularly as this law does 
not apply to the whole State, but only in certain localities. The 
supreme court of Tennessee has sustained the law as constitu- 
tional; but its decision is in conflict with decisions by the supreme 
courts of Kentucky, 3 Ohio. Michigan, and lyania. 
We are asked to follow other decisions. We have not, how- 
ever, found it necessary to attempt to decide between these con- 
flicting rulings of State courts nor to pass upon the proposition 
suggested by the contestee that in any event the legislature 
derives its power to fix the time, place, and manner of holding elec- 
tions for Senators and Representatives from the Federal Consti- 
tution and can not be controlled by the State constitution in the 
971 — of that power. 5 Ta 

ese important questions we have n upon for the rea- 
son that in the view we take of the evidence in the case the result 
would not be affected no matter which way we might decide them. 
The Dortch law appjied to only 13 civil districts out of a total of 
168 in the Eighth gressional district. Should we hold thelaw 
unconstitutional and throw out the returns from the 13 districts, 
Mr. Sims would still have a majority. Mr. Davis says we should 
let the vote stand as returned, but add to his count other votes 
which were not cast nor offered to be cast. 

The evidence shows 1,061 names of persons said to have been 
prevented by the Dortch law from voting for him, because, being 
unable to read, they could not mark their ballots. Twenty only 
of them were npon the witness stand. As to the other ten hun- 
dred and forty-one, we had only the evidence of third parties that 
they were Republicans and that they could not read, and there- 
fore could not vote, and that in the opinion of the witnesses they 
would have voted for contestant. But as to most of them, at 
least many of them, there was no evidence of registration or of 
tax payment or of qualification to vote under any law. We there- 
fore declined to count such unvoted votes. i 

Then there were nineteen hundred and twenty additional votes 
of persons estimated by the witnesses as having desired to vote 
for contestant. Their names were not given: it was not shown 
that they were qualified to vote at all; and we have not been will- 
ing to accept that character of testimony in this case—testimony 
in regard to persons who did not attempt to vote and of whom we 
have no very satisfactory evidence that they would have yoted, or 
that if they had voted they would have voted for the contestant. 

Therefore in the view we have taken the sitting Member is in 
any event entitled to his seat. : 

Gaas some gentleman desires to ask some question or to make 
some remarks on this matter, I will ask a vote on the resolution, 
first asking unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD as part of 
my remarks the report of the committee, : 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. OLM- 
STKD] asks unanimous consent to print as part of his remarks the 
report of the committee, Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. 
The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Elections No. 
pee tera of F. M. Davis v, T. W. ap og mete ec 
i tof Tennessee, y presen 0 00 : 
The Con; ional candidates in the Eighth Go 
trict of Tennessee at the November election in 1902 were T. 
crat, and F. M. Davis. Rep ‘he distri 
and the vote returned 


ging was referred the contested 
Š from the Eighth Congressional 


ublican. T: ct is composed 
in each was as follows, viz: 


Sims (Dem- Davis (Re- 


County. | ocrat). | publican). 


pO AE RES EE Bee pe Sea SPS 


BRNO i Ss ipsa cate bd O SENEE DSR) 


Mr. Sims, ha an poe Spgs, fe’ 976, was awarded the certificate, 
sworn now t in this House. Mr. Davis, however, 
pons — Then — per nene to be entitled to the seat. ~~ 5 


When vassing board the official returns from Perry 5 
8 F 
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From such data as were in its possession the board allowed Mr. Davis 316 votes. 
The official returns, subsequently received, showed him entitled to #17. In 
the voting 8 known as Pickwick, in Hardin County, the returns gave 
Mr. Davis 18 votes. There is some conflict of testimon concerning this pre- 
cinct, but we find that he was entitled to 23 votes, a of 5. 

In the two precincts of Sibley and Walnut Grove, in Hardin County, the 
election officers failed to holdany election. It is claimed that the Republicans 
are in considerable majority in these precincts, and that by the failure of the 
Democratic officials to hold elections the contestant was deprived of votes 
which he would otherwise have received. It appears, however, that under 
the law of Tennessee, a voter may vote in any one of several precincts in the 
same civil district, and it is in evidence that there were three other votin; 
pees in that particular civil district in which the residents of Sibley an 

alnut Grove might have voted. Weare not fully satisfied with the reason 

ven for failure to hold elections in these precincts. It is perhaps not unfair 
o presume that the real reason wasa desire to prevent or reduce the Repub- 
lican vote by subjecting these people to the inconvenienge of 1 to 
other precincts at distant points. But us we are not advised whether all or 
any of the voters in these precints did vate in any of the three other precincts 
in which they were law entitled to vote, we are unable to say to what 
extent, if at all, failure to hold elections in Sibley and Walnut Grove affected 
the votes of the respective parties to this contest. 

Contestant charges that the returns in Henry County were opened before 
the meeting of the election board. The factappears to be that the chairman, 
upon receipt of the returns, opened them, the vote ona properly 
p red sheet, and upon the mesting of the board submitted the same 
to them, when the returns were compared with the tally sheet and certified. 
There is no evidence of-any dishonesty in this practice or that the returns as 


certified were not correct. 
Certain other trifling irregularities may have occurred, but all of them to- 
e result except to give the contestant 6 additional 


gether do not change 
votes, as stated, thus reducing the 1 of the contestee to 970, at which 
it must remain, so far as votes ac are concerned, 


as 
otherwise ted from vot- 
y the operation of the “ Dortch law,” which he holds to be unconstitu- 
a 5 8 the eens 0 comprises me 8 passed fe 
evised or uce now a act 
1890 and a number of supplemental acts of various 1 —5 dates. It does not 
apply to the whole State, but requires that in certain ified portions there 
Il be used an official ballot, which may be as one variety of the 
FFV DO pasty ulna, Muses AEAN party 
s con no emblems, ices, ions, nor 
columns, There is no ror, for voting a straight party ticket by mark- 
ing in a eirele or square or in any other manner. The law requires that “the 
names of all candidates for the same office shall be printed together and ar- 
ranged alphabetically according to the initials of their surnames, ive 
of party; but the order in which the title of the various offices to be filled 
shall be arranged upon each rate ticket or ballot shall be left to the will 
of the officer or officers Charged y with the printing of ssid ticket.” ; 
The ballot used in this particular election was in this form: 


‘orm: 
No. — 


Railroad Commissioner of the State of Tennessee 
Vote for one. 
J.J. ELLIOTT 
J. N. McKENZIE 
Representative in Congress 
Vote for one, 
F. M. DAVIS 
„W. SIMS 
State Senator 
Vote for one, 
M. BRODERICK 
R. P. COLE 
Representative in General Assembly 
Vote for one. 
R. A. OWENS 4 
| Representative in General 8 — Carroll, Henry, and Weakley 


Vote for one. 
| F. P. FONVILLE 


[On back of ballot.] 


| __ Official ballot for First district, Henry County, Tenn. Election, Tuesday, 
| November 4, 1902. 
Wu. A. CARTER, 
C. P. Hupson, 
S.H CALDWELL, 
Commissioners of Election, 


The form used in the Presidential election in 1900, as appears from the 
evidence, was in this form: 


Electors for William J. Bryan candidate for President 
and Adlai E. Stevenson candidate for Vice President 


VOTE FOR TWELVE 
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Electors for Wharton Barker candidate for President and 
Ignatius Donnelly candidate for Vice President 


VOTE FOR TWELVE 


Electors for William McKinle 
and Theodore Roosevelt candidate for Vice-President 


Electors for John G. Woolley candidate for President and 


Electors for Eugene V. Debs candidate for President ard 
Job Harriman candidate for Vice President 


VOTE FOR TWELVE 


B, Metcalf candidate for Vice-President 
VOTE FOR TWELVE 
GEORGE W. ARMISTEAD 
LMAN 


T. P. HO: 
JOS. HOPWOOD 
W. B. JON 


VOTE FOR TWELVE 


p 
iss) 
Q 
: 
2 


fi 


cCAUL 
D. MORGAN 
N. MORRIS 
G. PENNINGTON 
RAY 


Aff A A- 
— 


Representative in Congress 
VOTE FOR ONE 
LEE BROCK 
JOHN W. GAINES 
JOHN HEASTON 
Governcr 
VOTE FOR ONE 
R. S. CHEVES 
JOHN E. MCCALL 
BENTON McMILLIN 


H. J. MULLENS 
C. H. STOCKELL 


` Railroad Commissioner of the State of Tennessce 


Representative in General 
and 


VOTE FOR ONE 


THOMAS L. CATE 
THOMAS L. 


State Senators 
VOTE FOR TWO 
JOSEPH W.BYRNS 
M. M KLINE 
JOHN THOMPSON 
Representatives in General Assembly 


VOTE FOR SEVEN 
E. D. BRANTLEY 
LAR 


Cheatham Coun! 


VOTE FOR ONE 
CHARLES L. COBBS 


candidate for President 


Assembl 1 8 Davidson Robertson 


[On back of ballot.] 
OFFICIAL BALLOT 
12TH WARD, 
NASHVILLE, 
Davidson County, Tennessee. 
ELECTION 
Tuesday, November 6, 1900. 
Fob CARMACK, 
LEE BROCK, 
` Commissioners of Registration, 


The voter having received a ballot is to go into the voting compartment 
and “prepare his ot by marking in the appropriate margin or place a 
cross (x) ya the name of the candidate of his choice for each office to 
be filled, or by filling in the name of the candidate of his choice in the blank 
space provided therefor and making a cross (X) opposite thereto.” 

He may not have in advance a specimen ballot, and until he receive the 
official ot, just before foing into the booth, can not even know the order 
in which the respective offices will be grou thereon. But he may with 
his Janos receive a printed card of instructions, of which the following is a 
sample: 

“ Oficial card of instructions peers by commissioners of registration of 

ection. 


S Ta card is intended to assist and instruct yoters how to prepare their 


ots. 
“1. Having received from the registrar at your polling place an official 
ballot, present it with your certificate of registration to the assistant regis- 
trar, who will number the stub of the ballot and pe the same number on 
your certificate of i tion; then go to one of the shelves or compart- 
ments and prepare your ballot by placing a cross mark (thus x) before or 
after the line in which the name of your choice appears. 

“2. You are not allowed to vote any ticket except the official ballot. 

“3. If you spoil your ballot in trying to mark it correctly, return it to the 
registrars and get another; you will be allowed to get but three ballots. 
You are not allowed to take or remove ay ballot from the polling place, but 
must deposit the ballot as received, or return the same to the registrars, as 
above oer in case you have spoiled the same. 

“4. If you are unable to mark your ballot, by reason of blindness or other 
physical disability, ask the officer holding the election to assist you. 

“5. Before leaving the voting shelf fold your ballot without dispiay! the 
marks thereon, but so that the words ‘Official ballot for,’ etc., prin on 
the back of the ballot, and the numbered stub shall be plainly visible; then 
present to the officers of election your certificate of Eo dresin, on, your poll- 
tax igre se and your marked ballot. 

“6. Itis your duty to mark and deposit your ballot without undue delay 
and quit the polling place as soon as gon have voted. If other persons are 
ready to vote when you got our ballot, you will be allowed only five min- 
ps ta „ it, but if noother voters are waiting you will be allowed 

n minutes. 

“7, You must not allow any ee to see your ballot, or to take the same 
from you, or remove the same from the polling place, nor to place any mark 
55 the same other than as hereon insi it being a misdemeanor to 

o 80.“ 

If “ by reason of blindness or other physical disability he is unable to mark 
his ballot,” the voter may receive the assistance of the officer holding the 
election in marking the same; but unless so blind or otherwise physically 
disabled he can be assisted only in the following way: 

The registrar shall, upon demand of any voter made at the time his bal- 
lot is handed to him, give to such voter a correct statement of the order in 
which the title of the various offices to be filled stand upon the particular 
ballot furnished to such voter.“ 

It is expressly provided that “a voter who shall, except as herein otherwise 
provided, allow his ballot to be seen by any other person * * * orany 
person who shall * * aid, or attempt to aid, any voter by means of an 
mechanical device, or any other means whatever, in marking his ballot, sha 
be punished by a fine of not less than $10 nor more than $100,” and election 
officers are to cause the arrest of any person so violating this provision, and 
the offender is to be “ treated as one caught in the very act of committing a 
misdemeanor.” ` 

It is<dleged by contestant in his notice of contest that these statutory pro- 
visions “are highly partisan; were passed, together with their amendments, 
with partisan motives and in an intolerant partisan spirit.“ 

We do not see, however, that we have anything to do with that. This 
House can hardly bee: to preserve the balance of partisanship in State 
legis'atures, nor can the motives of State legislators be considered in deter- 
mining Congressional Sechan, pravan the statutes enacted by them were 
within their constitutional authority. 

But contestant contends tkat no person who can not read can vote the of- 
ficial ballot: that by the Dortch law an additional qualification is thus im- 
posed, and that it violates Article I of the State constitution of Tennessee, 
which declares “that elections shall be free and equal, and the right of suf- 
frage as hereinafter declared shall never be denied to any person entitled 
thereto, except upon a conviction by á jury of some infamous crime previ- 
ously ascertained and declared by law and judgment thereon by a court of 
competent jurisdiction.” 

And section 1 of Article IV, which is as follows: 

“Every male person of the age of 21 years being a citizen of the United 
States and a resident of this State for twelve months, and of the county 
wherein he may offer his vote for six months next preceding the day of elec- 
tion, shall be entitled to vote for members of the general assembly and other 
civil officers of the county or district in which he resides; and there shall be 
no qualifications attached to the right of suffrage, except that each voter shall 

ive to the judges of election where he offers to vote wee evidence 
that he has paid the taxes against him for such preceding period 
asthe legislature i prescribe, and at such timeas may be prescri y law, 
without which his vote can not be received; and all male citizens of the State 
shall be subject to the payment of poll taxes and to the performance of mili- 
tary duty within such ages as may bo prescribed by law. The general as- 
sembly 1l have power to enact laws requiring voters to vote in the election 
precincts in which they may reside, and laws to secure the freedom of elec- 
tions and the 8 of the ballot box.” 

Some seven ‘tnesses in this case, some of whom were white and some 
colored, some Democrats and some 


self frankly admits Sp eg ace unable to read can not vote “as well asa 

; but he can possibly vote some ballots under the 
law, and they do it.“ It must be manifest to anyone that the persons, un- 
able to read. who can successfully mark all the candi 


dates of a particular 
party, especially in a Presidential year, must be very few, if any. 
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court of Tennessee, however, in Cook v. State (90 Tenn., 


* —— an indictment and conviction for “ aiding electors in 22 
baliots, agains ont tag to vote,” etc., and expressiy declared that —— 
lnw does not violate Article IV of the State constitution. This 
eg by the Elections Oan ETO SAA the House in Thrasher v. 
the Fifty the minority, however, expressly declaring — 
ye rom that the act was unconstitutional. 
The Tennessee court does not appear to have considered the constitutional 
requirement that “electi 30. This provision, found 
ma many State constitutions, mnst have been intended to havesome meaning 
and effect. Unlike the rain from heaven, the Dortch law does not fall upon 


the and Sho O ype er E AO ae dae atari cap enka oe all 
of the just nor ie an of the unjust. It does not mn Ape whole State 
nor to the whole of 


See erer F It a only in spots. 
In the Eighth istrict there are 10s Civil districts, The 
5 to be 


Congressional d 
Dortch awn lied in 18 of 8 
able 6 8 the other districts a 


voter might use a printed E00 Wrapping 
paper, if be desired. or have somebody else write it for him. and carry itin bs 
vest pocket for a week or six weeks, and vote it freely upon Saar prune sam = 
ee 5 of 3 os phe Ee ee 
varying conditions erent parts ee dace 
peiye rat re See intra equal?” 

court of further sustained this law in Moore v. 


consti entacky, like that of Tennessee, contains a provision 

— 8 red pia Han Sant Poo tel zon sn 
‘orm an voter ba 

unaided and tiono, indicate by markson his ballot „ tor 


the several offices for whom he wished to vote. The eee eee, thut 


in Rogers Ma: BR 502 
e of the rece By a e Mr. foe Lewin we 
delivered the opinion, saying 


VVV ballot need not, any more than 
the mode of voting viva v operate cng tally or so as to deprive any per- 
sen entitied of the suffrage. if reap Ne at 
flicts with that clanse of Constitution, or denies the 
— 3 area 9 of TOR it 


makes freo suffrage as to them a matter of 


“And thus. while the interests and rights of many may be involved and 
should not be denied or jeopardized by uuilifying the entire statute already 
tn operation, if it is in other e eee ee eee 
je ad a of a law that takes from a single human being his 
is. however, permissible and often important to limit the opera- 

rd, or strike from a statute one or more provisions that con- 
to vitiate the whole: and 


and means of tasty aad f 
— have wes iphone ight tava themselves of whatever Fenson lea 
enable pe do cast their ballots understand- 
ly 8 lat Dat be legally deprived of 
iee ilar aa 
legislature passed a law a 
vided 


y unable to vote, the said special constable may 
eee eee eee Painting out to 
him the name or names he may wish to strike out, or otherwise 
preparing his ballot.” 

In passing upon that statute, in Pearson v. 
upreme court of that State said (p. 340): 
Fibra cbs disputed— 

First. That the 
State, and to it we 
restrictions upon the right of votmg. In other words, to ascertain who may 
or may not vote. 

“ Second. fee pip pataisa biegi a sata qualification in addi- 
tion to those found in n the constitution, and any attempt to do.so openly or 


v. Supervisors, etc, (I Va., 822), 


directly or 
“Third. 88 eee qualification prescribed by our 
hon. and a Arra qualified $0 vote no tatter how ignoran’ 


stitu a person 
he may be, is entitled to vote. 

“Fourth. That the sole function of the legislature, with respect to the ex- 
ercise of the pira ia a is to provide the mode in which those entitled 
to vote muy do so and have their votes counted, to guard against im- 
me ih. That or fraudulent voting 

if Pr thls cod ‘thie tng O ARUN A EO P Tenet 
regulations to secure the one and prevent the other 

barr N of a law to eee ee voting a provision is intro- 
duced into the law which virtually estab} of the qualification of 
the voter, additional to those prescribed in the constitution, such 
of the law jn... hapat Aor ioatea taal and void.” 

And again (p. 22: 

“It ts obvious that one who, either from physical or intellectual blindness, 
is unable to read, is wholly incapable of voting by ballot without assistance 
from some quarter.“ 


The court snstained the statute in that case by the word 
“may” to mean “mast.” thus making it a, the duty of the sworn 
constable not only to point ont the names aud offices on the ballot, as 


the Dortch law. viz, “otherwise aid cio pa yea the 
Michigan statute, providing an official Se 
marked hy the voter i ee Se 
or allowi mer gt hg ri Its wae challenged ts 
Common Council v. Rush, & Mich., 582, and tan OON that State, 
after referring to the Kentucky case, said (p. 541): 

“Tt is conten that in question the result is the same, be- 


‘ore examine 
the to ascertain if it leaves no way for such voters to obtain ballots. It 
OnE ens voters ors limited to the tickets 
then some voters are iby 
not think that the law necessarily bears tha 
press prohibition against assisting such a person in the 


et eee ee from the constitution of the | 
for the q of votersand the limitationsand 


ticket, nor against his obtaining a ticket outside the po Oog discs for hat 
nor against assisting to a booth or the wg we sically unable 
8 Such a case is not within the 8 aud we holt 


al 
chat andar this law such a voter is entitled to parr axsistauce in the 


In other words, in onder to sustain the sta the Michigan court con- 
strued into it av provision providing for such assistance to the 
voter as, under the er rag would render the 9 the person assist- 
c e Fo o 

v. Foster ic ) 0 
th . o distinguishing tine e between 22 which — away or abri 
e t of suffrage an ose W ma; wally enacted to — 
and held, substantially. . to the 
dain, each laws must be reasons 8 im and must bs 
Pace e to facilitate and secure, rather than to subvert or im) the ex- 
ercise of the right to vote. This ition was sustained by su 
court of Ohio in Monroe et al. v. Collins (17 Ohio, 665), in which case a statute 
of that State was declared anconstituti and void becanse, although ~ 
titled “An act supplementary to the act entitled ‘An act to preserve the 
purity of elections’: “it imposed upon certain classes of s conditions 
not imposed upon others, to enable them to exercise the right to 2 

The supreme court of Pennsylvania ina very recent case held. in 

ion by 7 N Mitchell, as reported in the Philadelphia Press of of 
Cos 

r a constitution confers the right of WA e every citizen possessin3 
the qualifications named in that instrument. It is an individual right and 
each elector is entitled to express his own individual will in his own way. 
His right can A ad be denied. qualified, or restricted. The constitution itse.? 
regulates the times VVT t with 

directions as to receiving a 8 it. Beyond this the 
legislature has the power to te the details of place, time, manner, eto. 


regula: 
in the a 3 for the due and bmp agic A ean ay of the frunchise by 
all electors Anything beyond this is not regulation, but unconstitu- 


w treads 3 
elector Every doubt, therefore, in the construc- 
tion of the statute SUAE be seanived bi tate of tha SAn 

elector, . 


courts must recognize and treat them accord- 


85 have stated contestaut's contention very fully and the authorities bear- 
thereon in conflict with the Tennessee decisions. 


88 manner of holding elections for Senators an 5 
ref.“ e cunbenus 


and MeCrary’s Law of Elections, 1H-112. 

These are difficult and important constitutional questions raised by con- 
cantestee, stively. but in the view we tuke of this case it is 
to decide w we ought to follow the Tennessee decisions, 
e other States named, nor whether in any event the constitu- 
can control the legislature of that State in the exercise of 
conferred by the Federal Constitution, or, to put it differently, 
whether the Federal Constitution can confer upon a State legislature a power 
to act in conflict with the State constitution, yes which alone the State 
ture derives its right to exist at all. With due t to contestant 
and his able counsel. we can not find that the decision of these ee ques- 
tions would affect the F treating them as 

academic, prefer to express no 
What would be the effect of holding the Dortch law unconstitutional? 
The election was held under it in on civil districts out of a total of 168 
oth the Co: mal distric we the 


the laws in force at the time of its enactment and which 5 if constitu 
must be held to have repealed. He also contends that we must add to his 
bad the Borech law uct ben enacted.” He he asserts would bave been cast 
bad the law uot been enacted. He claims that it has been 

named in the testimony would have voted for bim had 
to vote under the Dortch law, thusgivin him a majority of 
and ee 1.920 persons “estimated.” but not Damned fa the e pines should 
Se ee eee Oe ee ee oe ee Seen majority to 


Just twenty persons who were actually called to the stand testified that 
they would have voted for contestant not the Dortch law prevented, and 
as to one of them the tentti does not show that be was registered or had 
paid a tax so as to be mahi tc pote aie ane to A» to all the other 
persons claimed, the e we ts purely hearsay and very unreliable. 

As to twelve of them, contestant’s claim that they shall be considered as 
having voted for btm rests so upon the testimony of J. Bo Falls (the first 
witness called to prove names of this class), of pager bd part bearing upon 
this question is as follows: 

Sores . Can a person who can not read vote under the provisions of the said 

wi—A. No. str. 

. 15 9 What effect does the Dortch law ba ve upon the Republican voters 
<> — ese avo civil district of Hardin County?—A. It has a big effect to keep 


5 do know, LT our own knowledge, in said Fourth 
district whe toute ADIDI and the provisionsof this law! A. Twelve 


RR please give the names of ‘th hom you know to be dis- 
A Buck House, old maa RA White, ek 

de ae aaa ace ce this district?—A. I have lived in this dis- 

my lif 
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“10. Q. How old are yon?—A. Iam 53 years old. 
I. Q. Haye you a list of persons who did not attend the November elec- 
tion because the sams was held under the provisions of the Dortch law?—A. 


Yes, sir; I have got a list of them. 

“12. Q. Please give the names of the parties contained on your list; and are 
29 Republicans or Democrats?—A. Marion Cole, Wiley 96 Bud Cam 
bell, Henry Doran, Tom Ellison, Ike Kendall, Ike Rhone, B. F. Rinks, Uls 
Lary , Buck House, John White, and old man Ras White. They are all Re- 

ublicans. 
2 13. Q. Do the above-named parties all live in the Fourth district of Hardin 
County: A. Yes; every one of them. 
“ Cross-examined: 

“1. Q. Where did you get the list of names that you have just read?—A. I 
got them all over there at my store. 

“2. Q. When did you make up said list?—A. I do not recollect whether it 
was be ore Christmas or since Christmas É 

“3. Q. How came you to make up said list? What was it made for?—A. 
Abernathy come along there one day and asked me if I knowed how man 
around there that not voted, and I told him there was a good many. He 
told me to write them down; that he would be backa certain day and I could 
hand them to him. 

“g Q: Did Mr. Abernathy tell you what he wanted with the names?—A. I 
believe he did tell me. I do not exactly remember; it was about the election 
some way or another, 

“5. Q. How do you know that the names yon have given are men who can 
oe, under the Dortch law?—A. Ido not know. Idid not ask them about 


. Q. Then you just mean that they did not vote in the last November 
election, and do not know whether they could vote under the Dortch law or 
not. Is that correct: -A. Ido not know whether all of them could or not. 
Them two old men told me they could not vote because they could not make 
their mark straight. 


“7, Q. Asa matter of fact, most of those that have named did vote in 
the last August election. in Lier hee they not?—A. I do not know whether they 
did or not; I did not even ask them that. 

“Further this deponent saith not.” 


The witness practically contradicted every statement he made saye that 
the twelve were all Republicans. Not one of the twelve was called to tes- 
tify whether he was or was not a Republican, or had re red and paid 
taxes, or had or had not vo or was prevented by the Dortch law 
voting, or whether, if able to vote, he would have voted for contestant. 


1 T 155 part of the testimony of the next witness, L. K. 

as follows: 

“5. Q. What kind of a qualification does said law put the voters where 
the same is in operation, if any?—A. It is necessary for the voter to be able to 
TOA and write, 


of the 


Rep disfranchised 
in said November election, by the 


voters. 

ablicans 
in said 
to be 


man, Lewis Hassell, John 
un unt, Bud Hunt, Chub Hunt, Cesar Kendall, George Ki 1 
le, Jim Lutts, J. mea eye Jim McKinney, John Pollard, Sid Pol- 
rd, Pol Tom Patton, Green Patton, W. A. Palm Soll Banz 


Kendall. J „Ike Li 
‘Adam Ellison, Sam Bundy, Cee res Martin. Andrew Mack, Jonas 


“g, Q. Will you please file said list as Exhibit A to this, your deposition, 
BRUA ita part of the same! A. [herewith file the same, 8 “Exhibit 
A. * 


“10. Q. Was the parties whose names you have given otherwise qualified 
yoters in said November election forall State and county officers, barring the 
provisions of the Dortch law?—A. I think they were.” 

In his cross-examination this passage occurs: 
“14. Q. How many of the persons named by you in answer to question 8 
in t can not read?—A. I could not say just how many. 

“15. Q. Had the n give in answer to question 8 in 
chief paid their taxes for the year 1901 before the November electio; 
190A. I could not say whether all of them had or not, but I know some o 


them had. 
7 Q. How 2 of 8 had aea 1 85 1 IT pe ldo 3 
ven among these vague statemen ere is not a single asser tio 
one Fran the seventy-two persons named desired, even if qualified, to vote for 
08. J. Creevy produced a list of 345 names, concerning which he testified as 


N. Q. Iwill ask you to state if you have briefly made a list of voters in 
this city and civil district who are unable to read?—A. Yes, sir; I made that 


ret How many names does this list prepared by you contain?—A. If I 


mistake in the count it is 345. 
malenom ou think those persons a from this list are able to vote 
under what own as the Dortch law?—A. I do not. 


is 
“30. Q. If those a upon said list could vote, what ticket 
would ey votat. My opinion is they would vote the Republican ticket.” 

From his cross-examina’ the following is taken: 

“8, Q. You have stated that there were 750 Republican votes in the city of 
Jackson, and of this number you estimated about 45 were unable to read, 
Now ma 5 458 the remaining 405 votes are able to vote under the Dortch 

WÀ. ey are. 

“9. Q. Then how do you account for the fact that Hon. F. M. Davis, candi- 
date for Congress, received only 23 yotes in this city at the last November 
election A. I account for it by the ae fom voters not having their poll 
taxes and by general indifference as to the result of the election. 

“10. Q. t was the cause of that indifference A. To some extent dis- 
satisfaction existing in the Republican party in the county, and being what 


we term an off year, accounts for some of it. 
“jl, Q. 


What dissatisfaction do you speak of existing in the Republican 


party?—A. Dissatisfaction as to the coun’ 
coun and mem 


majority. They were nearly equally divided from the streng 


the convention. 
“14. Q. Which faction had the larger following?—A. Both factionsclaimed it. 
“15. Did either faction champion Mr. Davis's candidacy?—A. The Bray 
faction recognized Mr. Davis as the regular nominee and entitled to the Re- 
publican support. 


“16. Q. What was the attitude of the Worsham faction toward Mr. Davis: 


Ad. Bid thins t hostility to keep th be: f th 
22 x apparent serve e members of the 
E faction from voting for Mr. Davis?—A. Iam of the opinion that it 


“18. Q. Of the 345 voters in the city of Jackson whom you say are unable 
to read, what per cent of these can be instructed or coached before election 
so as to be able to vote under the Dortch law?—A. My opinion not over 5 per 


cent. 
19. Q. Is it necessary to pay poll tax in order to vote in the Fifteenth civil 


cti—A. If you are not exempt by age or infirmity, it is. 
“20. Q. Are you able to state what per cent of the persons whose names 
appear — bit A pay their poll taxes: A. I estimate 75 per cent of them 
ve! 8 
“2L Q. you say of your own knowledge what per cent of the remainder 
pay thee „ i it 1 
“22. Q. m your Ww. en, it ma; none ora ve 
few of ber It may be; yes, sir. Iam not 5 ee 


Upon the mere expression of opinion by the witness that “they would all 
vote the Republican ticket” and without evidence of registration or tax pay- 
ments weare asked to add 345 tocontestant’s vote. The evidence concerning 
the remainder of the names claimed as proved by contestant is of the same 
class, except that in some instances there was evidence tending to show reg- 
istration and payment of taxes. 

Upon this character of testimony we are asked to treat 1,061 named fc 
—_ 3 had voted for contestant. As already shown, 20 only of them 

ve 5 


s 70. 
L. Bloomer, supervisor at that precinct, in his deposition, page 104. states 
th hi rtiheates of regis- 


all the Reform tickets were alike. 

The committee regard the fact of these 20 persons having been registered 
as voters as sufficiently proven, but She proot as to the fact that all of them 
offered to vote for contestant or that they intended to or would have voted 
for contestant is insufficient. 

In the case in hand 1,041 of the persons named did not even offer to vote. 
As to many of them we have no evidence of their registration or payment of 
taxes, and as to none of them have we any save hearsay evidence t they 
desired to vote at all or would in any event have voted for contestant. 


toto: 

. Q. Wha place of residence, and what position do you hold 
in the county?—A. Iam t Savannah, Tenn., and am 
sheriff of Hardin County. 

“2. Q. What experience have you had in the politics of Hardin County, 
and how many times Hay? bees canvassed the county!—A. Ihave had some 
experience in the politics of the 9 5 8 Ihave canvassed the county some - 
thing like half a dozen times, but not thoroughly, though, every time. 

“3. Q. How many times have you been sheriff of Hardin County, and what 
other offices have you held?—A. I have been sherjff three times, and was con- 
stable of the fo district before I was elected sheriff. 

“4. g Are the elections of the fourth civil district of Hardin County held 
under the provisions of the Dortch law, and what kind of qualifications does 
it place upon the voters: -A. They are held under the Dortch law, and a man 
is required to read and has to be a good marker. 

“5. Q. Is it possible for a person who can not read to vote the Dortch 


ticket: A. It is not, unless he assistance. 
“6. Q. What effect has the application of the Dortch law had upon the Re- 
diminished their 


publican vote of Hardin N An Imean how much has it 
yote?—A. I believe it has ed their vote something like 500. 

“7. Q. In your best 8 how many Republicans are there in the 
Fourth civil district of Hardin County who can not vote under the Dortch 
law?—A. I believe there is 100. 

“8. Q. What effort was there made by the leading ublicans of Hardin 
County in the campaign in 19@ to poll their full stre: for their ticket?— 
A. They made as mg an effort as possible under the circumstances. 

“9. Q. I will ask you if there were men selected and put into each civil 
district of the county several days before the election for the popo of 
cany: each blican voter in order to get him out to the November 
election, 19027—A. t is my . 

“10. Q. I will ask you if the Republicans felt very buoyant and Sopera of 
success In the Congressional election of November, 192)—A. They did. 

II. Q. Have you made a list of the Republicans whom you know to be dis- 
franchised under the tion of the Dortch law in the fourth civil district 
of Hardin County?—A. No; I havenot. 

“Further this deponent saith not.” 

Upon this it is demanded that 100 a be added to contestant’s count, and 


missible for aby purpose. 


ted, notwi nding that th y 
election o ; but there is no Laka pe for adding to the count the votes 
of persons not shown to have a pted or desired or been qualified to vote 
for any candidate under any law. 

A careful study and analysis of all the evidence in this case and of the 
printed briefs, supplemen ee oral arguments of abie counsel, 
convinces us that, no matter what view may be taken of the Dortch law, the 
result of the election is not changed. Your committee therefore recommends 
theadoption of the following resolutions: z 

“ Resolved, That F. M. Davis was not elected to membership in the House 
of Representatives of the United States in the Fifty-eighth Congress, and is 
not entitled to a seat therein, 
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titled to a seat therein.” a 
M. E. OLMSTED, Chairman, 
J. M. MILLER. 
F. D. CURRIER. 
Jons W. DWIGHT, 
O. L. WEEMS. 
J. FRED C. TALBOTT. 
JOHN A. SULLIVAN. 
A. M. BYRD. 


The resolution presented by Mr. OLMSTED was 1 to. Bae 
er the yote by 


On motion of Mr, OLMSTED, a motion to reconsi 
which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HITT. I now call up the conference report on the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill, which, in accordance with 
the wish of gentlemen who objected to the consideration of the 
matter yesterday, has been printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have the report 
or the statement read? 

Mr. HITT. I ask unanimous consent that the statement, in- 
stead of the report proper, be read. 

The SP. R. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
1100 report of the conference committee will be found on page 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


„R. 11287) . ion for 
the diplomatic and consular service for the Aoa frond ending June 30, 1005. 
th 


e House was e 
The increases added by the Senate amounted to $77,300, so that the as it 


salary at Odessa, Russia; Buda; 

Mexico, and Rouen, France; to the poren fixing a salary of 

of fees (about the same amount) at the consulates at Moncton, New Bruns- 
wick; Port au Haiti, and Turks Island, West ies. 

The clerk-hire allowance at Monterey, Mexico, was increased $600. e 
titles of the consular a gro at Lourenço Marquez, Tigntsin, Chefgo, Fuchau, 
and Hankow were o “consuls,” instead of co eneral,” as provided 
by the Senate amendments. 


1000 net decrease in conference from the bill as it 


the Senate is 
making the amount of the bill as now reported $2,020,100.69. 


R. ADAMS, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House, 


DIPLOMATIC, 1008. 


Amount Of Houta lll... censcsvdccmnaceconssaveausey 
BT a gt ee eee RS eS 


#| aR 
5| £8 


Decrease in conference, namely: 
Legation buildings at Seo 
Cost of cablegrams, etc., consular reports 
are transferred to consuls’ schedule)... 
Clerks (30) at principal consulates 


Increase in conference, namely: 
Consuls restored pado consuls-general by Senate) 
Clerks at consula: 


Total increase 


g 
88 88 5 8888 4 
|2| s2 iislssse |8| 82 


Amount as agreed to in conferenco - 
Mr. HITT. I move the adoption of the report. 
The report was adopted. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. BOUTELL 
in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
12684) 2 riations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian rtment and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1905, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STE- 
PHENS] desire to occupy more time now? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr, Chairman, I did not get through 
with my remarks yesterday, but owing to the fact that there is 
such a pressure for time on this side of the House I will ask unani- 
mous consent to continue my remarks in the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend hisremarksin the Recorp. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


HERMANN] one hour. 

Mr. HE . Mr. Chairman, for the first time in our his- 

tory the great Pacific Northwest has aspired to inaugurate an ex- 

osition in aid of industrial pr and in commemoration of the 

amous journey of Lewis and k in 1805-6—an event great in 
the history of our nation and greater still to the people of that sec- 
tion whose liberality, public spirit, and patriotism have deter- 
mined to undertake such an enterprise in the great valley of the 
Columbia, at Portland city, Oreg., in 1905. As au evidence of the 
good faith, and as a guaranty of the success of such an exposition, 
nearly $1,000,000 is y provided by the State and city named, 
while in addition to this the States of California, Washington, 
Idaho, Utah, Montana, North Dakota, Minnesota, and Missouri, 
throngh their several legislatures, have made separate appropria- 
tions for liberal aid and encouragement. It will therefore be a 
success. But since the whole American people are so materially 
interested in the value to the nation of such an exposition of 
American and Oriental industries and equally sharers in the 
patriotic spirit which the commemoration of such a remarkable 
period must inspire, the nation is asked to extend its official 
sanction, patronage, and aid. The Senate has already acted and 
now we ask the consideration of this House. 

We appreciate the responsibility we assume in thus inviting 
and soliciting Governmental recognition and have estimated the 
full meaning of such a course. Only because the event to be cele- 
brated is one of the most memorable in our country’s history, and 
because of the material benefits to follow to all our people by hav- 
ing such an observance at the particular time and particular place 
on the Pacific Ocean, fronting, as it does, America’s future mar- 
ket, with more than one-half the world’s population, do we ask the 
consideration of Congress. The President of the United States, 
in his recent message, has already recommended such aid by Con- 
gress, and, in referring to the acquisition of the Oregon country, 
has suggested much for American thought when he says that it 
made ready the way for our ascendency in the commerce of the 
greatest of oceans.” 


THE FOUR GREATEST EVENTS. 


As an illustrious event and worthy of a great nation’s most lib- 
eral observance, it ranks fourth in American history among the 
greatest events in the territorial and industrial progress of our 
ees Three of these haye been spendidly recognized and 
aided by the American Congress. Shall the fourth and last of 
these be not also substantially, if not so liberally, provided for? 
And what are these four greatest events, in their order, to which 
we attach importance in our country? They are the discovery of 
this continent, our birth as a nation, the cession of the vast empire 
between the Mississippi and the Rocky Mountains, and, lastly, the 
acquisition on the Pacific of that immense domain from the sum- 
mit of the Rockies to what was then the Spanish country, on the 
line of the forty-second parallel of north latitude, and which made 
us anation from ocean to ocean and gave us for the first time a 
hold on the shore line of the Pacific Ocean. It would indeed bea 
bold stretch of the imagination to conceive of any single result 
in the future ages of territorial aggrandizement surpassing in 
importance or more worthy of remembrance than either of those 
mentioned. 

The World’s Columbian Exposition at Chicago in 1892 was the 
commemoration of the four hundredth anniversary of the dis- 
covery of America by Columbus. It equaled if it did not excel 
in magnificence, in representation of the world powers, and in its 
collection of exhibits of the hand and brain of man any exposi- 
tion that had ever preceded it in this or any other land. It was 
indeed the spectacle of the nations. Our Government contributed 
from the National Treasury $5,384,737, while many millions were 
contributed by States and Territories and from other sources. This 
was only a fitting memorial of the great discovery of a new world, 
as it was alsoa tribute of all the nations to the memory of the 
daring, patient, and persevering navigator, to whose skill, confi- 
dence, and constancy the end was wrought, as it was no less a 
reminder of that other magnificent personage—Queen Isabella of 

n—who pledged her jewels and the revenues of the Kingdom 
of Castile, and thus mory was raised and the ships fitted out, 
without which the New World perhaps had remained undiscov- 
ered for an indefinite period later. 
The exposition at Philadelphia in 1876, best earlier, was an- 
other great exposition of our nation’s industrial advance. It was 
also the centennial anniversary of the immortal Declaration of 
Independence and the establishment of a republic—the first Re- 
pai in the western world. It reminded us of the nation’s 
uilders—of Washington, of Hamilton, of Jefferson, and their 
illustrious compeers. Here, too, was an exhibit, as at the great 
Columbian jubilee at Chicago, of American development in the 
arts and sciences, and of the mines, the fisheries, the forests and 
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fields of the nation. The Government contributed liberally in aid 
of this most successful undertaking, both in money, loans, and 
exhibits. Passing by the intervening and lesser itions of 
New Orleans, Lonisville, Cincinnati. Atlanta, Nash’ , Omaha, 
Buffalo, Charleston. and the foreign expositions at London, Eng- 
land, Vienna in Austria, Sidney in New South Wales, Melbourne 
in Australia. Berlin in Germany, Barcelona and Madrid in Spain, 
Brussels in Belgium, Bergen in Norway, and the three t ex- 
positions in Paris, all of which our country liberally aided, to that 
of Paris, in 1890, with $1,722,504 alone, I reach that in our own na- 
tion which is to commemorate the third great event in our coun- 
try’s advancement, and which Congress has munificently aided— 
the St. Louis Exposition of 1904. 

The appropriation made by Congress for this equals $6.478,000. 
If the money contribution is large. so is the subject of the Loui- 
siana purchase, which it aids to commemorate, one of large con- 
ception. No less a celebration would be commensurate with such 
an august event. As it has in the past, so it will forever figure 
as a mighty factor in the destinies of this nation. It may be said, 
too, if the appropriation is large. so is the country large which 
now makes it. To that purchase it is indebted for a domain 
within one-fourth as large as Seber eres our nation to 
which it was attached. mpared with the Old World 3 it 
exceeds in area Great Britain, Germany, France, Portugal, 
and Italy-all combined. Within that purchase there have been 
formed, in whole and in part, twelve States of the Union, and all 
of the Indian Territory, with part of Oklahoma. It gave and 
made safe to us the control of one of the greatest rivers of the 
earth. 

It removed the presence of rival foreign nations whose adjacent 
territory occasioned constant vexation and constant menace. It 

ve us a standing for the first time among the great powers. 
eae before, since time began, was so vast an empire acquired 
by peaceful methods, and never before was such a conquest, even 
when obtained by war. held unbroken by the conqueror that se- 
cured it. Let it also be remembered that this was the beginning 
of territorial expansion 7 Republic under the Constitution. 
It was Napoleon, with his keen foresight and knowledge of events, 
who, when he had concluded the negotiation for the cession, said 
with much feeling: 


This accession of terri forever the power of the United 
States. and I have just e maritime rival that will sooner or 
later humble her pride. 


Marbois, Napoleon’s negotiator, in commenting on the magni- 
tude of the prize, in after years, said: 


Instead of the cession of a town and its inconsiderable territory, a vast 
jon of America was in some sort offered to the United States. 


port 
ht of na the Mi: and th — 
. extended engin Secs rivers of the mee shot 

Of the illustrious Jefferson, the master mind, and of his two 
diplomatic representatives at Paris, it can well be conceded that 
they achieved, if not the test, one of the greatest of qsar 
triumphs in the world's Fy, of which an historian said 
that it ranked in historical importance next to the Declaration 
of Independence and to the adoption of the Constitution.” Liv- 
ingston. after signing his name to the N treaty, arose, and 
shaking hands with Monroe and with bois, with marked emo- 
tion, said: 

We hu ve lived long, but this is the noblest work of our lives. 

Congress made no mistake in its generous appropriation for the 
centennial celebration of such a glorious incident in our country’s 
annals. 

The Lewis and Clark exploration, which marks the fourth great 
stride in the march of American is worthy of our coun- 
try 's kindest consideration. The cession of which it forms a most 
important element of title, and which gave us our first outlet to 
the Pacific. is unlike any which has seded or followed it. The 
discovery by Captain Gray of the Columbia River in 1792 laid 
our ori claim to the Oregon country. This claim, however, 
was seriously questioned. Spain asserted a right, based upon 
prior discovery and even upon occupancy. 

CLAIMS TO OREGON COUNTRY. 

The voyages of the Spanish navigator Maldonado in 1528, of San 
Juan de Fuca in 1592, with many others. and especially those under 
Galiano and Voldes as late as 1792, extended as far north as the 
forty-seventh degree of north latitude. One of onr negotiators, 
Mr. Calhoun. in our 55 ps ope hegu as toour ~~ 
admitted Spain's superior right when in ous ent he 
said of the Spaniarda: ^ They discovered and 5 only 
the entire coast of what is now the Oregon territory, but still 
farther north.“ and he contended that these were facts too well 
established to be controverted at this day. He further referred 
to what he insisted was the ‘incontestable claim to the discov- 
ery of the mouth of the 3 8 by 3 
made a int against claim when 
to the 1 reminded him of his own fatal Fi 
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mission that the Spaniard, was the first discoverer of the 
Columbia as far as August 15, 1775. 

Not alone the ish, but the British claims troubled our early 
statesmen. The British put in evidence the memorable expedi- 


tion of Sir Alexander MacKenzie, which came overland, starting 
October 10, 1792, and crossing the Rocky Mountains, following 
pariy down the Fraser River, and thence westward to the Pacific 

reaching there July 22,1793. Evidence of Captain Cook’s 
voyages was submitted. in which it was shown that he had pro- 
ceeded as far north as Alaska in 1776. Captain Mears was not for- 
gotten. Then was shown the explorations by sea of Vancouver, 
in 1790, and in that year also it was claimed that Spain, by the 
Nootka convention, acknowledged to Great Britain at least a right 
of joint occupancy. 

SETTLEMENT THE BEST TITLE. 

We therefore can not rely on Gray’s discovery alone for our 
claim. It was that which followed which forms our strongest 
claim, for it isnot the mere sailing in and ont of a river for the first 
time which constitutes the sole basis of title. Thatentrance must 
be followed uair occupancy and possession. Asamatterof fact, 
De Soto was the first discoverer of the Mississippi River, and after 
his death his party followed down the stream from the er of 
discovery to its entrance into the Gulf, July 18, 1543; and if this 
alone were sufficient, Spain and not France could have had a 
superior claim to the country. While La Salle's discovery was 
not until 1682, his act was followed promptly by French coloni- 
zation and exploration, and governmental authority was extended 
over the country in the name of France. 

The discovery of Gray was not followed up by exploration or 
other act on the part of our countrymen until thirteen years after, 
when Lewis and Clark entered the country at the headwaters of 
the Columbia and. like La Salle on the Mississippi, followed the 
river to its entrance into the ocean. Thisexpedition was further 
like that of La Salle in so much as it was under governmental 
authority, and further, that it was followed up a few years later 
by the occupation of Astor, near the month of the river, and other 
American occupancy and settlement, including the re'ingnish- 
ment of Spain's rights in 1819 and the declaration in Congress 
in 1820 of our claim to the country. 

THE REAL DISCOVERERS. 

Had the English or the ish. for instance, followed Gray's 
discovery by occupation settlement before Lewis and Clark, 
it would have defeated our claim. Therefore, it is jnst to say 
that Lewis and Clark were the greater discoverers of the coun- 
try, and a better title is based on that than on Gray's were 
entrance in the Columbia in 1792. They constructed habitations, 
lived in the country Saring the winter of 1805-6, pursned inves- 
tigations. and procured valuable data as to the native population, 
the climate. the natural resources, the navigable waterways, and, 
especially, the character of the entrance of the Columbia River 
into the ocean. The journey of these intrepid explorers and 
those who accompanied them marked an era in the long history 
of orations. and they gave to the world the first authentic 
and detailed information as to this new world on the Pacitic, 
Even the nations which first explored the shores of this great ocean 
in the northwest knew for the firsttime the opportunities they 
had neglected. 

Jefferson, the originator, the patron, and adviser of the expedi- 
tion, was delighted with the results achieved, although years be- 
fore commencing with John Ledyard at Paris he was urgent for 
the same exploration, and even on a more extended scale, and 
which as a matter of fact was commenced but failed in its first 
part. His fertile brain at once exerted itself for the utilization 
of the advantages disclosed in Lewis and Clark's report. He was 
quick to perceive the future part this nation was to play in the 
affairs of the world, especially with the Orient. now since we were 
to extend our territorial limits from ocean to ocean. He also 
knew that we derived no claim to this country by reason of the 
Louisiana purchase. He instructed Mr. Madison to say to Monroe 
and Pinckney July 30, 1807, in referring to the treaty of the Lon- 
isiana purchase, not to make this claim, as it could * have little 
other effect than as an offensive intimation to Spain that our 
claims extend to the Pacific.” 

Marbois, Napoleon's negotiator, in referring to the Lonisiana 
purchase, said: The shores of the western ocean were certainly 
not included in the cession, but the United States are already 
there.“ 

This statement was written in his History of Louisiana after 
Lewis and Clark’s exploration of the country. McMaster, in s 
History of the People of the United States, says: : 

Never at any time did Oregon form part of Louisiana. Mar bois denied it. 
Jefferson denied it. There is not a fragment of evidence in its behalf. 

JEFFERSON FAVORED OCCUPANCY. 

Jefferson wisely reasoned that we must maintain our claim to 

the country by occupancy, and to this end he corresponded with 
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John Jacob Astor shortly after the return of Lewis and Clark, 
and he promised him that every reasonable patronage and facil- 
ity in the power of the Executive will be afforded.” He believed 
that trade would invite settlement and he expressed the hope that 
„the whole of the Indian trade would pass into the hands of our 
own citizens.” 

He was already familiar with the large and rich traffic then 
carried on from southern California to Bering Sea by the ships 
from several nations, including our own, in the fur trade. The 
first actual settlement after Lewis and Clark was that in the 
spring of 1810, when some traders arrived in the Columbia River 
on the ship Albatross, Captain Smith, of Boston, and these people 
cleared and fenced the land on which they located, and were the 
first to cultivate the soil. Following Jefferson's assurances of 
patronage, Astor’s party reached the Columbia the next year, and 
making a location near the mouth, named it Astoria. Their cone 
the Tonquin, arrived safely around Cape Horn from New Yor 
and though the war of 1812, the capture of Astoria, and the 
treachery and dissension in the Astor company destroyed that en- 
terprise, yet the American spirit of colonization and exploitation 

. was now awakened, and other ventures by our countrymen 
quickly followed after the close of the war and the relinquish- 
ment of the Astoria post. 

JOINT OCCUPATION 

The Northwest Fur Company, a British-Canadian association, 
however occupied the Astoria site, and this power continued 
until merged into the more famous Hudson Bay Company, in 
1823. This powerful monopoly thereafter dominated the country 
from the Rocky Mountains to the Spanish boundary, and exerted 
a controlling influence on the trade with the natives until the 
American settlers had arrived in such numbers as to challenge 
and arrest this influence and control in the assertion of the supe- 
rior American claim to all that country. In 1818 the British 
and Americans entered into a treaty of joint occupancy, whereby 
it was agreed that any country that may be claimed by either on 
the northwest coast of America, westward of the Stony Moun- 
tains * * * should be free and open for the term of ten years 
to the vessels and subjects of the two powers.“ This wasa prac- 
tical admission of both parties of the uncertain title of either to 
the whole country, and was an element of trouble to our coun- 
try in later years, when we claimed an exclusive right as far north 
as 54° 40' north latitude. 

The British Government, by this clever advantage on the part 
of its diplomats, gained more than it could have acquired under 
any principles of international law. It was a Representative in 
Congress from Virginia, Dr. Floyd, who in 1820-21 first invoked 
the aid of Congress for the military occupation of the country 
and for the establishment of civil government. He moved for 
the appointment of a select committee to investigate and report. 
He introduced later a bill having the same object in view, and in 
addition providing for land grants to settlers. This bill passed 
the House, but met with defeat in the Senate. At this early period 
Thomas H. Benton, of Missouri, became active in the Senate for 
the same recognition of our right to the Oregon country. Presi- 
dent Monroe in his message to Co: urged the establishment 
of a military post at the mouth of the Columbia River, and Presi- 
dent John Quincy Adams was earnest in his assertion of the 
American claim, 


OUR RIGHTS ASSERTED. 


How these early statesmen felt upon this question can best be 
gleaned from a speech delivered by a Massachusetts Representa- 
tive, wherein he said: 

As we reach the Rocky Mountains we would be unwise did we not pass 
the narrow which separates the mountains from the ocean to secure 
advantages far greater than the existing advantages of all the country be- 
tween the secu and the mountains. Sir, our national boundary is the 
Pacific Ocean. The swelling tide of our population must and will roll on 
until that mighty ocean limits our territorial empire. Then, with two oceans 
washing our shores, the commercial wealth of the world is ours, and imagi- 
nsun an hardly conceive the greatness, the grandeur, and the power that 
a 

In 1827 the treaty of joint occupancy was renewed so far that 
it was continued until either party should give notice to the other 
of its termination. Each year thereafter our people became bet- 
ter informed as to the value and extent of the country, but fora 
long interval both parties seemed to be waiting for the other to 
move, untilin January, 1839, Senator Linn, of Missouri, presented 
to the United States Senate petitions from American residents in 
the far-off Oregon country asking for protection and also reciting 
the advantages of the country. In December of that year the 
same Senator introduced a resolution claiming an indisputable 
right to the whole region, declaring that it would never be aban- 
doned, and requesting the President to notify the British Govern- 
ment of the termination of the joint occupancy after twelve 
months’ notice, and further providing for 640 acres of land to each 
inhabitant over 18 years of age after five years’ residence and cul- 
tivation. Other petitions and other bills were later introduced by 


this same long-tried and constant friend of the American pioneers, 
In 1848 he died, but not until in the same year he had the supreme 
satisfaction of securing the passage of his last bill through the 
Senate. This was at once understood by the thousands who con- 
templated going to the Oregon country as an assurance that legis- 
lation would soon extend the jurisdiction and laws of the United 
States over the entire domain in dispute. 
EMIGRATION ENCOURAGED. 

A widespread feeling throughout the nation expressed itself in 
favor of our claims, and in the mass meetings and conventions 
held there were heard the murmurs of the sound soon to become 
so general among the people of Fifty-four forty or fight.” Large 
bodies of emigrants, encouraged by the promising outlook, com- 
menced their long journey to the Pacific. Six months were con- 
sumed by the weary caravans across the wide and seemingly 
never-ending plains and over the lofty mountain summits, until 
near the close of the year the march, t with so many perils, 
adventures, and sufferings, ended upon the ebbing tides of the 
great Pacific. From Congress there came increased assurances 
that the nation would stand by and protect its distant home seek- 
ers. Senator Benton, in speaking to the Linn bill, said: 

We must give inducements also, and our inducement must be lands and 
rotection. * * * The Senator from Ohio was treading in the tracks of 
efferson—perhaps without having read his recommendation—when he pro- 

h of yesterday to plant 56,000 settlers with their 56,000 rifles 
on the banks of the Oregon. 


And he said: 
Emigration is the only which can saye the country from the British, 
acting through their powe: agent, the Hudson Bay Company. 


President Van Buren and President Tyler both urged the policy 
of placing garrisons along the route for the protection of the emi- 
or. The Wilkes expedition by sea and the Frémont expe- 

ition by land were the first effective services by governmental 
authority since Lewis and Clark. 

The official information furnished the American people by these 
journeys, like that by the Virginia explorers, was specially valued 
because of its accuracy and detail. In 1843 there assembled at a 
pn in the State of Missouri people from many parts of the 

nion—all intent upon undertaking the long journey. The as- 
semblage started in the month of May and was the largest move- 
ment yet seen. It was in this emigration the first wagons were 
su y hauled across the American continent to reach the 
Columbia River and the settlements, and gave proof to the world 
that overland emigration, with this degree of comfort, was prac- 
ticable. The settlements thus far were composed of a mixed pop- 
ulation of English, Americans, French Canadians, and half-breed 
Indians. There were some still living in the country who had 
seen Captain Gray in his ship, the Columbia, in 1792, and later 
Lewis and Clark and the builders of American Astoria, and some 
of the then settlers had been members of these last explorations, 
The first thought, so natural to the American element, was that 
of civil government. 

THE PIONEER GOVERNMENT. 

Repeated petitions to Congress for protection were in vain, and 
the necessity for some code of laws for the safety of life and prop- 
erty became each day more indispensable. Disappointed and dis- 
couraged with the slow action of our Government, these people 
at last determined to protect themselves and to provide a local 
government, and to this end, on May 2, 1843, a meeting of the few 
settlers was held pursuant to previous notice given. Here, then 
was to be decided for the first time by popular vote whether civi 

overnment by the people and for the people should be secured 

or the great empire west of the Rocky Mountains. The British 
Hudson Bay Company had many adherents among the settlers, 
who had once been in its service and who remained friendly to its 
jurisdiction and control, and they opposed any authority which 
might conflict with it. Theassemblage was held in an open field 
not far from the present capital city of the State, at a place known 
as 55 Indian word, signifying “the place of the 
camp.“ The vote was on the adoption of the report of a commit- 
tee for a temporary government of the people and was declared 
to be lost. This ths N was unexpected. Amid great excitement 
a division was demanded. 

Upon a division those who favored the report ranged on the 
right, while those opposed filed to the left. The result of the 
count showed 52 for the motion and 50 against. A majority 
of 2 had won the day. A shout of triumph on the part of the 
Americans greeted the happy announcement, and thus was laid 
the primitive foundation for civil government from which three 
States and parts of two others have been formed. A code of 
laws was pre , Which, being submitted to another assem- 
blage of the settlers on July 4 of the same year, was adopted. At 
the same time executive officers were elected, and on this day the 
first popular government for the Oregon country went into effect. 
In 1845 the o ic law was remodeled, and ge Abernethy 
was later on elected the executive of the provisional government. 
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example of this little republic on the far-away Pacific, — 
the world and without the recognition or 7 
any other government, was a theme of wide Tiago ge 5 - 
out (a aao anA 2 more to hasten th eee ne 
against Great Britain or a definite acknowledgment our 
than any event which had preceded it, 
Betterthan all, ie infant confederacy of American pioneers was 


2 


at once successful, harmonious, a 
confronted with an Indian war, 
of 3 


attack om the settlements was fora while feared. Troops 
race pda pores prog body of men was immediately put in the 
field and march So kiss ANNAS S sprees ond E oh a AIA 
point, in a winter campaign, they met the hostiles in several en- 
gagements and severely p em. The murderous Indians, 
who were e up, tried by a jury, 
convicted, and by a court sentenced to death, and executed under 

the forms of law. This vigorous action of the new government 
ed for it not only the fear and respect of the Indians, but 
wise a necessary for the settlers themselves. These 
stirring scenes among the pioneers only increased po poprat 


. They were soon 


Ae wn his views * his inaugural address, wherein he 
said: 


It will become m assert and maintain by all constitutional means 
the Arc United Nabe to to that portion of our terri which lies be- 
yond Mountains. 


Our title is clear and ung and already 
to perfect that title title by oosupying it with thelr wives 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT. 


At last the lon. Bal pay crip er q wre pran ee 
iis iste uote teat the aariin ast ha ge hae latitude 
was recognized as our northern dary June 15, 1846. Terri- 
torial government was extended over the country August 14, 1848, 
and Gabaa Joseph Lane, 5 a 
the Mexi the first 


our 
and 


can war, eee eee He was 
six months in reaching his of duty, and there at 
on March 8, 1849, he unfurled the flag of our Union for the first 
time over all the domain ree we Mountains and north 
of the § the authority and the 


visional government, which had so an ad 80 — 
thfully served its mission, gracefully and 1 


in history, 3 
3 glory of the American a 
and as a monument of the Belts of the true citizen to law and 
2 AREA AND RESOURCES. 

And Leary peigne eee est? It is four times 
than all the New England States. Greater than combined 

New York, lvania, ye Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland. 
It exceeds the combined area of the German Empire, Switzerland, 
Denmark, Belgium, and the N. And what has been 
the development and industrial advancement and the productive 
san hen ci pat det eon page gta ap ape Ne 
i The gold and silver alone since mined in that country 
gregates the enormous sum of $125,979,918. The census of 1900 
Scows for thas 3 in manufactures, $33,106,000 in 
live stock, 41,737.683 bushels of F 
of oats, about 40,000,000 wos oni are 3100020 


pounds of 
prams hops, with over $000,000 tons of bay. a ore a 
V0 that of whole 


pile bas been paid in tho Treasury from that county a grand 
from customs, revenue taxes, and 

pg eterea p e i ta ee seg 
mately $2,000,000,000. Individual bank deposits in the national, 
foreign, and private banks in the three States of Oregon, Wash- 
ington, and Idaho show about $120,000,000, the deposits for the 
national banks alone in last year nearly $60,000,000. It 
has a foreign commerce $60.000, Less than one year 


i 000. 
ago a ship cleared from Portland, Oreg., with 87,276 barrels of | Those 


flour and 500 tons of wheat. This beats the record. 


Washington ‘alone shipped to the wort s — about one- 
onene Ae a 223 of our entire 1 8 
r a recent year there 
and Washington 8,500,000,000 feet of merchantable lumber to the 
leading markets, one contract for the Philippines, em 
11,000, 000 feet, and it can be said 
two States equals one-fourth that for the entire nation. 


bracing 
peer tags ant ad th 


try. 
there would have been no inducement for the acquisition of the 
Mexican possessions, embracing what is now the great State ef 
California, with Nevada, Utah, and pees of Colorado and Wye 
ming, with the splendid Territories of New Mexico and Arizona 
Here alone is an area of 523.802 square miles, not including the 
of 23,175,000 acres later. Had we not already 
gon . our nation would never have sano- 
tioned the try operations i in the Mexican territory in 1848, 
these would not now be ours. 


the Philippines, and the other island possessions in the Pacific. 
The guns of Dewey may have sounded in Manila Bay and the 
Spanish fleet may have been uished, but without the Oregon 
country the Paris treaty would never have included for the 
United States any of Spain's territory on that ocean. 
Thus do wo trace the territorial progress of our nation from the 

exploration of Lewis and Clark, with the wealth, resources, and 
The | capabilities based on their discovery, until we have become a 


was | world power and the wonder of 


The future is already upon us, and the last wish of old Tom 
Benton, that he might live to behold the meeting of the Occident 
and the Orient at the mouth of the ps Sacer pp m has been more than 
realized. We have, indeed, already entered upon the prophesies 
of Humboldt and Seward, who both fifty 3 ago could foreses 
the Pacific Ocean as the place of battle for the commercial su- 
premacy of the world, 
PACIFIC COAST A COMMERCIAL ADVANTAGE. 

That battle is now on. One of oe of eee 
close intimacy with the consuming or im prag nations. 
means an -acquaintance with yega iane and the perpen 
prices of the import products, as well as a close intermingling 


of with the nih pase aoe Rolie soe aye 3 the products of the 


o this end an exposition is an ob- 
po ii and an rac eer and the trade which immediately 
is worth more to the nation a hundredfold than it costs. 
So well attested is this that we know of single exhibitors who 
id as high as $100,000 as their contribution to the Philadelphia 
tion, knowing. as — that this was an investment well 

made for their own commercial benefit. 

With the United States the necessity is in increased markets 
for the fature. We sell to the world’ s markets $178,398,453 
more than we buy. This balance of trade, which comes to us im 
the gold of the world, exceeds the annual yield of all the gold and 
re tied cored gh pe yeaa — how Nee . 
a tremendous n earnings ying countries 
the western nations has com them to consult their own 
safety while it is yet time. y is imitating the produc 
tion of our leading exports to that country so closely as to reduce 
peanae improved machinery, laying pert ia oa 

porting our ng e and abandon- 
ing as obsolete its own antiquated and costly machinery, and is 
even importing the skilled Americans to supervise it. More than 
this, that nation is now agitated as never before as to the neces- 
sity for imposing such duties upon many of our products hereto- 
pe ie leis Hg bonne yene png HH in 

ves: How much greater mort far-· reac 

this American invasion into our industrial field extend? As a 
prudent nation we may apply to our trade the maxim: 

In time of peace prepare for war.” 

THE FUTURE MARKET, 

With our present productive energy, stimulated by constantly 
increasing facilities and with cheaper transportation, we shall in- 
crease our enormous surphis, sad th therefore more than ever we 
shall ask the question: Where shall we secure the market 

place?” We have expanded our area and our 8 ity, 
3 expand the market place. We must 
before our competitors shall reach that place. We should Sdot 
every element conducive to this end, In our search we 
select Asia and Oceania as the objective points. And wh 
countries uce the articles of which we produce 
least, and of which even now weimport an amount equaling one- 
half of our imports from all the world! For all time this import 


| must continue and increase. On the other hand, the products in 


which those countries produce the least and will perhaps buy the 
most are those in which we above all nations excel. ese prod- 
ucts form a large apt of our surplus. Indeed, of thie very 
surplus those nations alread Bases Bias us goods to the 3 in 
valen of $100,000.000 annually, our purchases last year of 
eir sducts amoun ed to $400,000,000, or nearly one 
half our total imports from all nations, In fact, our nation cor- 
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sumes more of such products than any other nation. It will, 
therefore, be natural, as if will be to their interest to favor a 


the energy and the capital of our countrymen are straining at every 


Int. 
po : THE ORIENT AMERICA'S PRIZE. 

Great ocean fleets are already engaged in the oriental trade 
from and to the Pacific. Cable lines communicate between the 
two shores and with the intermediate stations on our island pos- 
sessions. Every year American enterprise and American capital 
show increased gains in our commerce. While in Loa Sy past 
our imports from all countries increased 10 per cent, those from 
Asia and Oceania increased 50 per cent. Our sales increased in 
the ten years from $40,000,000 to 8115,000, 000, or an increase of 
180 per cent. as against 50 per cent increase of total exports to all 
nations. The advantage of our position on the Pacific shores is 
apparent. Weown a 
other conntry. Upon that shore we face more than one-half the 
earth’s population and one-third the earth’s area. Weare nearer 
that area than are our competitors. While our European rivals 
have three oceans to cross to reach those countries, we have but 
one. In our commerce with Europe we must cross the Atlantic 
and then compete with our European rival in his own market, 
while in the Asiatic market we meet him on equal terms. To 
reach there we have convenient way stations in the great ocean, 
such as Hawaii, Wake Island, Guam, and the Philippines. To 
the American shipper these are of inestimable advantage in case 
of war, of shipwreck, of fuel or food shortage, of ir, or for 
communication by the cable lines, 
stepping-stones across the wide expanse. 

LEWIS AND CLARK EXPOSITION AN AID. 

The Lewis and Clark Exposition, when held on the same ocean 
facing the Orient and connected as now witha large fleet of steam- 
ers from the Pacific ports, will greatly tend to induce the Asiatics 
to visit us and to view gur resources and productions and to in- 
troduce to us not only themselves but their own products at our 
exposition. I lay down the fundamental proposition that the 
more you introduce to these people our modern improvements, 
our western ideas, our tastes, and our methods, with our induce- 
ments for commercial the more they will cultivate such 
tastes and comforts and conveniences, and demand our products 
for their market places. It has another effect. It encourages in- 
dustrial development, and this exercises the ability to purchase. 
Japan is, perhaps, the best illustration. It has done more to adopt 
European progress than either of the other oriental countries in 
thesame time. Her are open to all the world. Herstudents 
are in our universities, in our workshops and agricultural and 
5 colleges, and in our military, naval, and scientific 
schools. 

They are studying our professions and our arts and literature. 
They return and communicate their newly acquired thoughtsand 
skill and experience to their countrymen. sy invite and wel- 
come people of the western nations to visit their country and to 
enter into commercial relations with them. This change has all 
been within fifty years past. Before that no foreigner was al- 
lowed to enter their country, and no Japanese was allowed to 
leave. Their foreign commerce and industrial development were 
at alow ebb. Since then their acquaintance and commingli 


with the western an pate e. a marvelous improve- 
ment in their social and political status, and especially in their 
commercial progress. They rank now among the nations almost 
seventh with their mercantile fleet, in which order also their 
navy ranks among the navies of the world. They uce and 
sell more and they consume and buy more. They have verified 
the truth that as a nation increases its producing capacity it in- 
creases its consuming capacity and ability. They are now for the 
first time buying more from us than they sell to us. 
TRADE FOLLOWS CLOSER RELATIONS. 

While in the ten years past the Chinese increased their imports 
50 per cent, the Japanese increased theirs over 200 per cent. 

To-day they stand high among commercial nations. They have 
been the wonder of history, and have won the title of the Yan- 
kees of the East.“ 

The Hawaiian Islands afford another illustration of Western 
contact. In 1897 we sold them our products, valued at $4,690,075. 
Under American control our sales increased in 1903 to 810, 840, 472. 
So great was the Western stimulus upon their producing capacity 
and their ability to export that: their sales increased from $13,- 
687,799 in 1897 to $26,242,869 in 1903. Their producing capacity 
is now twenty times greater than it was atthe time of our reci- 


y 

000,000 in value. In 1897 we bought from them only $4,383,740 

cone while in 1903 their sales to us had increased 
590, 


ater coast line on this ocean than any 


WESTERN INFLUENCE UPON ASTA. 
Perhaps India is the fairest sample of the effects of civilization 


traffic with such a nation. To extend our sales to such a market upon increased wants, improved tastes, with increased imports. 


It was not until 1858 that the British. Government acquired full 
control in India. Then ces, railways, wagon roads 
bridges, telegraph lines, and the other advantages of a civilized 
and commercial age followed. ‘The imports have since: grown 
from about 875, 000,000 to $264,000,000 at present, and the ex- 
ps since then are from $133,000,000 to $403,000,000.at present. 

ere the population is about: one-fifth that of the earth, while 
the area exceeds one-half that of the United States. And it is 
further shown to be true in this case that the nation which is 
The British as 


. while China is a buyer of but 50 per cent per capita. 
dia has a total foreign commerce of 82 per capita, while China 


to our commerce. 
liberal attention. The Chinese are by nature among the most in- 
dustrious of people. While their wage earnings are the lowest 
on earth, they are yet free with their earnings. If we shall in- 
fuse them with our western energy and modern methods they will 
increase their productive capacity and earnings and they will be- 
come generous customers of our country. we in time 
secure their trade of only $4 per capita, that would equal the com- 
bined annual sales of this nation now to all the world. Now their 
trade with us is but5 cents per capita. Their trade with the Brit- 
ish is much larger than with us. Our exports to China are but 
half those of the British. 
COMMERCE. 


We sell to the people of the United! pproxi- 
e sell to e United Kingdom products a i 
mating in value to $13 per capita, and may we not: hope in time 
and with more favorable conditions in China's commerce and in- 
dustries that our trade there may reach the 31 per capita? This 
is one of the trade problems. We have extended our territory to 
within 600 miles of the gates of China. and her treaty ports are not 
remote from our metropolis in the Orient. As Hong in rela- 
tion to China is a commercial aid to the British, why should 
Manila not likewise be to our own ? This review merely 
reminds us of our place in the race for the commercial supremacy 
of the Pacific and the probability of succeeding by maintaining 
our high standard as a public-spirited, liberal. and progressive 
people. As a great and a rich nation we can afford to patronize 
an exposition such as that Which is to celebrate the acquisition of 
an empire after the few people in that distant region have done 
so much themselves emphasizing an event of such far- 
reaching benefits for all the United States and which, at the same 
time, on the shores of that great ocean secured to us by the efforts 
of 3 Jefferson and e men who in sacrifice 
an ering explored a continent to possess, is to strengthen an 
e whi aids, encourages, and develops the commerceand 
trade of our country at home and with all the world. 

To our foothold on these shores we base our start in the battle 
for the commerci remacy of the Pacific and perhaps, even 
later, for the Whole world. Without the exploration of Lewis and 
Clark, which gave us first the coast line on that ocean, other 
nations would stand to-day where we now do and other flags 
would float in triumph over all that domain. extending from the 
mountains to the sea. Is there no meaning in this? 

PORTLAND. THE APPROPRIATE PLACE FOR CELEBRATION. 

It is proper such an event should be celebrated there in the 
great Columbia River None ete at the beautiful city of Portland, 
on the Willamette River. ere and near this favored spot were 
laid many of the scenes in the conquest of the Northwest, un- 
rivaled in history, and therein full view stand out in majestic form 
the lofty, snow-capped Mount Hood and the companion mounts 
3 bearing in nee historic names the memories 
of more a century ago. easy conveyance soon transports 
us to the camp of Lewis and Clark, made famous for all time as 
the winter sojourn of those intrepid men, and where they laid the 
enduring foundation for American empire on the Paci Here 
and near here came the weary caravans, the forerunners of the 

conquest after the close of the long and patient overland 
journey by horse and by ox team of half a year in travel, and to 


to | others the end of the long sea journey around Cape Horn. At 


Vancouver, on the Columbia River an hour’s travel from Port- 
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land—will be seen the locality of the old fort of the Hudson Bay 
Company, where the benevolent and yet dignified and determined 
old governor, Doctor McLoughlen, ruled all that country of the 
old Oregon for nearly a quarter of a century. 

Not far away is the memorable site where in the open field the 
few American pioneers established and proclaimed civil govern- 
ment by the people. It is right and proper, then, that such mem- 
ories should excite within us emotions of the deepest character. 
Here, too, such an exposition will be an educator to the West and 
to the East - and to that farther east in the Orient. Such an expo- 
sition will come to the States of the Pacific 2,000 miles nearer than 
any other great exposition ever before aided by our nation. It 
will be an event of itself. Distance and expense perne many 
of our people in the past from visiting any such an exposition 
before. If it be asked, Will the exposition pay?” it can be 
said that no exposition was eyer held in our country that did not 
pay back to the people a thousand times more than it ever cost. 

t repays its cost in money, in patriotic inspiration, in stimulus to 
material development, in industrial competition, in improved 
methods, modern ideas, and invention. e first of our great 
national-aided expositions was that at Philadelphia in 1876. Its 
effect was to change much of the taste of the American people. 
It revolutionized many industrial operations and created new 
thoughts in man. 

EXPOSITIONS EDUCATE AND IMPROVE. E 

It put millions of our people, especially in the great labor field, 
on AA pote The factories, the fields, the forests, and the 
mines received a stimulus. It shed a new light upon the bread- 
winner and the toiler. It gave to the whole nation a strong lift 
in its tremendous strides in the industrial march. Greater still 
was the effect of the Chicago Exposition in 1893. And so will the 
influence be which will permeate from the St. Louis Exposition 
every remote part of the earth. While it educates and pleases 
and honors and enriches our own countrymen, it also educates 
the foreign visitor, the exhibitor, the buyer, and the seller from 
the world’s great market places. A nation’s exposition is a na- 
tion’s object lesson. It is the common meeting place for the in- 
terchange of progressive ideas and for the exhibit of the finished 
product of the brain and hand of man, whereby the nation and 
the world may improve, that the human burden may be lightened 
and all mankind bettered oR Its influence is not for to-day, 
nor is it confined to any one locality. It is the mission of a useful 
thought to have neither a boundary of time nor of place. There 
never was an exposition that did not leave some part of the world 
better and wiser than before, and there is no expenditure by a 
government which inures so bountifully to the people as the ex- 
position which it aids, patronizes, and encourages. Let us then 
do ourselves honor and the whole country a benefit in a fitting 
observance by our nation of the centenary anniversary of the 
fourth greatest occurrence in our country’s annals, [Loud ap- 


lause. 
> Mr. JTEPHENS of Texas. I yield tothe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky — 5 STANLEY] one hour. : 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, statistics for the year 1902 
show that twenty-six States within the United States produced 
in that year $21,823,963 pounds of tobacco u a little over 
1,000,000 acres of land, this product being distributed in the vari- 
ous States as follows: 

Acreage, production, and value of tobacco in the United States in 1902. 


Price 
Total 
State. pera value. 


Pounds.| Pounds. | Cents. 
1,650 216,150 16 $34, 584 
1,800 843, 800 14 48,132 
1,560 | 7,417,800 15 | 1,112,670 
1,712 | 21,785,200 16 | 8,485,632 
1,250 | 10,050,000 8 804,000 
1,275 | 22,017,975 6| 1,321,078 
625 | 21,300,625 6| 1,278,038 
750 | 136,769,250 T| 9,573,548 
650 | 142,520, 950 7| 9,976, 466 
T34 | 25,625,408 7| 1,793,779 
670 | 1,873,500 19 260, 965 
520 | 1,601,080 30 480,324 
400 259, 200 24 62, 208 
500 87,500 18 15, 750 
875 33,875 20 6,675 
650 174,850 2 38, 467 
640 , 200 12 107, 904 
650 „500 6| 2,333,870 
65 260 7 207, 848 
800 , 200 6 | 15,465, 312 
885 865 7 | 3,899,691 
765 030 8 18, 482 
835 615 T 436,563 
650 150 7 59, 650 
1,340 480 7 541,984 
850 000 1¹ 200, 080 
963 


8 
5 
5 


In the recent hearings before the Committee on Ways and 
Means it was demonstrated that the maximum amount of tobacco 
which can be cultivated by any one man is g acres. With 3 acres 
of tobacco to the man there are to-day as actual manual laborers, 
not counting the owners of land, an army of 350,000 men whose 
daily bread depends upon their toil in this crop. 

Making the usual estimate of five persons to the adult male, we 
have to-day 1,700,000 men, women, and children whose lives and 
whose living depend upon the price of this product. To carefully 
consider and to mere carefully act in a matter so vitally affecting 
an army larger than was ever assembled under any banner since 
the days of Xerxes is worthy the earnest attention of this the 
greatest deliberative body on earth. 

I would that this Congress were better acquainted with this 
frugal and industrious master of the small domain of a cabin and 
3 acres of land. You have for years and years carefully and 
justly guarded the homestead of the West. As old as your stat- 
utes are the provisions which exempt even from the creditor's de- 
mand that same homestead; and why? Because it is to the com- 
mon interest of all that every man between the oceans, if such a 
thing be possible, shall be the absolute owner of his own home. 

The smallest farmers in the world are the growers of tobacco. 
There is no other crop that requires the same amount of manual 
labor to the acre, the same amount of care and attention, or which, 
under ordinary conditions. will produce the same returns in dol- 
lars and cents per acre. Until a short time ago these men made 
upon this land from fifty to three hundred dollarsanacre. It 
was the ambition of the tobacco tenant to see his little patrimony 

w. Receiving one-half of his product for his toil, the other 
alf went to the owner of the land, the man who provided him 
with teams and tools and barns. It was the hope of this toiler 
and those he loved to become the sole owner of 10 or 12 acres 
of land, a pair of mules, and a cabin; and it is the purpose of this 
Government, it is the humanity and the wisdom of the nation, 
that your most careful and gentle protection shall be thrown 
around the honest tiller of the soil, whose aa ai hopes are 
clustered about a cottage and a few acres of land. 

This was no idle life led by these humble toilers. From early 
in February, when he burns his beds, until the January of the 
next year his entire time was consumed in the cultivation of this 
little handful of tobacco. Your ey has made one man 
capable of cultivating 50 acres in corn, a few men a domain in 
hay or wheat; but you have not, nor can you, advance one step in 
the production of tobacco by improvements in the mechanical arts. 
These plants must be drawn from the bed by hand, put in a hill 
made by hand; each leaf must be carefully guarded and pro- 
tected by hand; the worms and insects that destroy it must be 
removed by hand; by the hand alone it is cut and garnered. That 
s the reason why one man can only cultivate the small amount 
of 3 acres. 

There is another thing that is worthy of your attention, you 
who would alleviate the condition of the tobacco growers in 
twenty-six States of this Union. In the midst of labor broils, in 
the midst of war between employer and employee, in the midst of 
lockouts and of strikes, in a hundred years there has been no fric- 
tion, there has been no strife, no jar between the landlord and his 
tenant in any of those twenty-six States. Three hundred thou- 
sand men for fifty years have tilled the soil in peace; 300,000 men 
have for half a century lived as neighbors and friends with those 
for whom they toiled, and 300,000 men have had as their sole 
ambition and highest desire to add to the column of home lovers 
and home seekers in this land. 

In the hour of his affliction, in the time of want, the landlord 
has been the friend and the protector of his tenant. On the fer- 
tile plains of Kentucky and Tennessee during all this long era the 
little patches of tobacco on hill and dale have furnished to the 
tumultuous scenes of conflicting toil one quiet haven. Hope and 

e and plenty cast their mingled delights around him. Here 
in the a of confusion and lockouts on every hand was labor's 
very Eden. 

It was at this time, Mr. Chairman, that James B. Duke, travel - 
ing from the East to his home in Virginia, looked through a car 
window and, seeing one of the great tanks of the Standard Oil 
Company, turned to a gentleman beside him in that car and said, 
pointing to the great tank of the Standard Oil Company, That 
is what I am going to do with the tobacco business of America,” 
Fired by the example of Rockefeller, determined to hold in his 
single hand a power unknown to princes or to kings, he founded 
what is known as the American Tobacco Company.” The history 
of that American Tobacco Company, of that trust, for rapid in- 
crease, for multiplied and decisive victories, has no peer or paral- 
lel in the commercial history of the world. 

Let us see. You will remember that a short time ago every 
schoolboy had a photograph, tinted and paaa taken from 
packages of cigarettes. It marked the first battle of the Ameri- 
can Tobacco Company. At that time Allen & Ginter, the Mc- 
Kinney Tobacco 8 Goodwin & Co., and W. S. Kimball 


1904. 


cigarettes. Ac- 


were engaged in the business of mann 
cording to the sworn statement of Mr. Duke, Allen & Ginter, 
the McKinney Tobacco Company, Goodwin & Co., and W. S. 
Kimball & Co. were formed into a single gigantic combination, 
with a capital stock of $44,990,000. Duke's competitors received 
$20.000,000 in cash for their good will under the sale. 

That ended competition in the making of cigarettes in the 
United States. Then it was this company started upon its course 
of worse than medieval war. It was not competition. It was 
uncompromising battle; it was destruction. They chose as their 
trade-mark a “ battle-ax,” a weapon which has within it all the 
cleaving power of the saber and all the crushing weight of the 
mace, and with that ‘‘ battle-ax they determined to ruthlessly 
destroy all the manufacturers of smoking and of plug tobacco 
within the confines of the United States. 

Liggett & Meirer were first selected for slanghter. At that 
time this great firm, with a capital of over $15,000,000, with good 
will worth twice that sum, sold Star” tobacco throughout the 
whole United States. The production of that article was simpl 
enormous. It had been made for a generation. It was ho 
by Liggett & Meirer that the quality of their and the char- 
acter of their patronage would protect them from the onslaught 
of the American Tobacco y. At it they went. Sey 
fence, every wall, every show window, every post and telegrap 

le gleamed with the insignia of war of the American Tobacco 

pany, and you could see the “ battle-ax’’ wherever you 
might turn. Down went the cost of plug tobacco, down to the 
cost of production, then absolutely below the value of the simple 
tobacco in that plug, Down it went. 

Within a few months, according to the statement of James B. 


the American Tobacco Sg ved cleared $12,000,000. en it 


was that their opponents fell like wheat before the sickle. 
Brothers, Louisville; Finffs & Durhoffer. Louisville; Weis- 
senger, Louisville; P. S. Sorg & Co., Middletown, Ohio; Wilson 


& ‘McCauley, Middletown, Ohio; Lorillard & Co., New Jersey; 
Buchanan & Lyall, New Jersey; Bagley Tobacco Works, Toledo, 
Ohio; Daniel Scotten & Co., Detroit: Liggett &. Meirer, Drum- 
mond & Co., Butler & Co., of St. Louis; and last of all, the Dur- 
ham Company went to the wall or were swallowed in the insatiate 
maw of this all-devouring trust. And remember each one of 
these great companies had a capital stock of between twoand fif- 
teen million dollars. Within less than 3 months after 
that war was inaugurated they were the 
bacco in the world this side of the Atlantic Ocean. 

At that time 15,000,000 pounds of tobacco were every year be- 
ing made into snuff. The snuff manufacturers of this country 
had a combined capital of $17,000,000. Having captured the cig- 


arettes, having captured the plug tobacco, having captured the 38 


smoking tobacco, they turned their attention to the makers of 
snuff, and in the first smoke of conflict, within a few months, 
Ivery, Owen & Co., of Lynchburg; Gail & Ax, Baltimore; Gar- 
rett & Co., Philadelphia; Stewart, ra & Co., Philadelphia; 
Held & Co., New Jersey; Lorillard & Co., New Jersey; Bruton 
& Condy, Nashville, Tenn., and Blackwell & Co. were in the 
ruins. ere were left in the United States only the manufac- 


Cheap leaf and lugs were made into a long twist by taking a 


leaves bound together and roughly formed in 
and packed between cotton-seed oil or linseed 
being used to keep one of these long strings from sticking to the 
other. It was the cheapest tobacco known tothe markets, This 
tobacco was sold in Mexico, in Central America, and on the coasts 
of Africa. It was manufactured by Hernshein Brothers, New Or- 
leans; W. S. Mathews & Sons and Dortch & Co., Louisville, Ky. 
They, too, met the common fate of all. This trade is entirely 
gone; the American Company to-day controlsit absolutely. The 


result of this company’s operations e well fill conservative th 


men with amazement. This greedy and aspiring organization 
to-day is absolute master, with the ial exception of the cigar 
trade; of a business whose retail sales amount to the enormous 
sum of $500,000,000 annually. 

It deeply concerns men who are not interested in the tobacco 
business. Itisa g ill on of the wrecking power of 
such an illegal and law-defying combination. It is high time for 
this nation to act when in a few months one single company can 
oe or control an army of ck igre dealers, ituting 
a business whose gross receipts the princely sum of $500,- 
000,000 per annum, 


Were they satisfied with the conquest of a continent? Were | gi 


they content? Ah, no! In its inception it was intended to be the 
conqueror of the world. The next step these people 
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was to capture the markets of the British Government. 
moved on the Old World. At that time in England the ast 
handlers and buyers of tobacco were com of one 
ferent firms. You will remember that in order to ship tobacco 
into Great Britain you must pay an initial tax of 72 cents. 

Mr. 7 of Tennessee. And you had to stem it, too, did 
vou no 


y pure! 
hada es stock of $75,000,000; and yet when it was known that 
James 


in every cross ery hamlet, 
adi g tremendous and stubborn opposition of the 
British Empire, captured the great firm of Ogden & Co., 
perhaps the nest of all the importers of tobacco in the 
world. The Imperial y, to hold the ground that it had 
gained, actually offered to divide among the dealers not handling 
the American Tobacco Company’s product the sum of $500,000 in 
six 5 
y 


ain for the same period. That the Imperial 
their knees, and then they 3 surrendered. be- 
trayed the interests of the people who had trusted them. 


the terms of the agreement between the 
the Imperial ; ial com 


lute control of the markets of the wor. 
Sis abject surrender and shameless betrayal of the people's 


Asa matter of fact, the treaty of 
‘sat Mr. Duke's own 


though not a controlling. 
the laperi] should 


the entire foreign market to 
gave them an interest in its own business as the price of the peace. 


Where in all this world will this tobacco thus excluded-from 
the markets of South Africa, North and South America, and the 
British Isles find a market? Weare doubly barred from the ports 
903 we toI 37,536,- 


ness by powerful beneficiaries of this business. s 
In each of these countries the governments, through their agents, 
known as Regie contractors,” buy for their respective govern- 
ments such tobacco as in their opinion will satisfy the market 
therein. Thistobacco is the property of the government to which 
it is i is and sold by the duly authorized 
agents and officials of these various governments, and all the 
Loran ii therefrom go as revenue directly into the coffers 
of the state. 
The enormous profits derived from the government monopolies 
in this product are clearly illustrated from the 5 table, 
iving the number of pounds from the U States 
and the revenues derived therefrom. The import duty of Great 
Britain amounts practically to a Government monopoly, and for 
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that reason I have placed this in the category of governmental 
monopolies. 


r 
5 1208 
XS 


An examination of the foregoing table demonstrates that to- 
bacco under these oppressive trade restrictions pays into the treas- 
uries of five Euro countries annually the sum of $253,965,933. 

The tobaccoimported into these countries comes almost entirely 
from America, in which event we are confronted with this sur- 

rising state of affairs: One hundred and ninety-six million eight 
handel and eighty-eight thousand seven hundred and sixty-six 
unds of tobacco, purchased at from 8 to 4 cents per pound, un- 
er the manipulations of monopolies and import duties in Great 
Britain and Europe, are made to pay into the treasuries of these 
governments a revenue of $253,965,933, or an average of $1.29 per 


und. 

Ptr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where does the gentleman take 
his statistics from? 

Mr. STANLEY. The most of them are estimates made by the 
Census Department, in the Bureau of Labor and Commerce. 
Now, this last deal with the Imperial oana encompassed the 
absolute dominion of the entire tobacco crop of the world. There 
are in this country, as you who raise tobacco know, contractors 
called Regie contractors,” and they are well named, with that 
naked Latin ablative. They are buyers from the king, commis- 
sioned by the crowned heads whom they re t. They are 
the only living men who can ship one ounce of tobacco into these 
countries. They have absolute dominion and control of that 
product. à 

Now, the American Tobacco Company and the Imperial Tobacco 
Company called into its councils the official buyers of France, 
Italy, the Netherlands, Spain, and Portugal, and they said to 
them: We have it within our power to say that no two men 
shall ever bid upon the same tobacco plant anywhere in the 
world.“ They said to the buyer from Spain, Where have you 
been buying tobacco?” Why, in Robinson County, Tenn.” 
They said to the buyer from Italy, Where have you been buy- 
ing your tobacco?“ In Graves County, Ky.” “How many 
acres of tobacco can your Government consume in a year?” So 
many hundred acres. ‘‘ We will give you dominion over that, 
and no other one of us will go into that territory.“ And so these 
men, these imperial agents, these buyers for kings, and still more 
powerful than the kings and the princes, the Imperial Tobacco and 
American Tobacco companies, looked out from their lofty height 
and parceled out your country, sir, and mine, to be henceforth 
the home alone for vassals and for slaves. [Applause.] 

You can go anywhere to-day in Kentucky or Tennessee, and, I 
presume, into other States. and where you find upon a bundle of 
tobacco the hated seal of the Kings of Spain or Italy there is no 
other buyer in the world who will dare to touch that tobacco. In 
my town, the greatest leaf-tobacco market in the world, these 
buyers have commissioned one single man, one single sonl—think 
of it!—to buy 100,000,000 pounds of tobacco, if need be. He has 
his instructions. A load of tobacco comes up and he says, Send 
it to that warehouse over yonder.” Another load drives up and 
he says. Send it over vonder.“ There are a dozen different de- 
positories for tobacco in my town, each one once owned and con- 
trolled by freemen, and to-day one man sorts it all., He gives to 
Spain her portion, to Italy her portion, to the Imperial company 
its portion, to the American company its portion, and the saddest 
thing of all is that there is no portion for the hundred thousand 
ad Sepsis wretches who brought this product to its perfect 

on, 

The American tobacco is TON burdened not only in the coun- 
tries mentioned; there is in all the civilized world practically no 
open port for this product of the soil—produced in such quantities 
and at such an infinite cost of time and labor by the hardy sons 
of Kentucky and Tennessee, since from this dark-tobacco district, 
lying within the boundaries of these two States, comes almost 
the entire supply of export tobacco. 

The following letter from Mr. O. P. Austin, of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, vividly and succinctly tells the 
— of tobacco and its multiplied burdens in the marts of the 
wor 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCE 4, 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR, 
BUREAU OF ScarTisrics, 
Washington, March 2, 190h. 
Hon. A. O. STANLEY, 
The Portland, Washington, D. C. 

Sm: In further reply to the inquiries which you left with us on the 23d 
ultimo in regard to 8 I give you now the following information as to 
duties imposed by foreign countries on leaf tobacco, monopoly revenues, ete.: 


IMPORT DUTY IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


Tobacco, unmanufactured—a 
(( NTA francs per 100 kilograms>... 75 
OAS E A ͥ ——x—. v e a asep sce 
(Franc equals $09.193.) 
ge eats 7 
Leaves and stalks --.-0. -5-005 22-320020 skillings per pund.. 5 
Additional war centimes 2... 2... E N omens do. 2 
(Crown equals 48 skillings or 90.280.) 
France: 
Tobacco— 
Unmanufactured, in leaves or stalks— 
For the Regie (monopoly) ee 
Wp —T— Prohibited. 
Manufactured— 
WOR CNB TOME v aetcbauanseninedion Free. 
r coco eccetace Prohibited 
(Franc equals $0,193.) 
Germany: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured.-.........-... marks per 100 kilograms d.. 85 
Manufactured, stalks and ribs eens! do.... 85 
(Mark equals $0.238.) 
ag 
eee, . Prohibited. 
Netherlands: 
Unstemmed, in leaves or rolls florins per 100 kilograms b.. 0,70 
Stemmed, in leaves or rolls do.. 1.50 
(Florin equals $0.402.) 
fags RN 
2 To nern ender ET EET TA Prohibited 
Tobacco, unmanufactured rubles per pood.. 34.65 
(Ruble equals $0.515.) 
Spain: 
Pohacco; umme — Prohibited. 
Sweden: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured - crown per kilogram b. 1 
(Crown equals $0.268.) 
Norway: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured..............-....- crown per kilogram®.. 2.25 
(Crown equals $0.268.) 
Switzerland: 
Toana unmanufactured............... francs per 100 5 b.. — 
0 pea nanan at 8 
Grone ðͤ d T ES do 50 
(Franc equals 80.193.) 
Turkey: 
N V ͤ AE Sinn ane as Prohibited. 
United Kingdom: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured— 
Containing 10 per cent moisture shillings per pound.. 3 
Containing less than 10 per cent moisture do.. 8% 
South African Customs Union: 
Tobacco, unmanufactured but stemmed -...............--...2. do... 26 
Tobacco, unmanufactured, unstemm ed . 


(Pound equals 20 shillings, or 84.8685.) 
MONOPOLY REVENUES. 


EA 8 receipts from tobacco rates in 1903, 428,164,000 francs. Cost not 
ublished. 
Ita Et on receipts from tobacco rates in 1903, 209,802,518 francs. Cost not 
ublished. 
Spain: yea from tobacco rates in 1903, 183, 790,000 pesetas. Peseta 
uals 80.193. 
Portugal: Statistics not 88 
: Receipts from tobacco rates in 1901, 220,076,107 crowns; expenditures, 
5 Ranae 8 penal 4 0 7 e eee Feiner revenue in 
. 1,017,056, abont g. r cent of revenue bein, eref: deriy 
from tobacco. Crown wate: $0.208, zi e 


Turk arf Statistics not published. 
United Kingdom, 1902: Duties paid on tobacco imported, £12,398, 168. 
O. P. AUSTIN, Chief of Bureau. 


(9 
Very respectfully, 

That the fall in the price of American export tobacco is dus 
entirely to the causes stated can be more than established; it is 
capable of demonstration. 

ven a casual examination of the condition of the export trade 
for the last eleven years shows that the contention of the trusts, 
that the disastrous conditions now prevailing in the tobacco mar- 
ket are due to overproduction, are entirely without foundation. 

I have before me a statement of the amount and value of all 
tobacco shipped since the year 1892 to every country in the world. 
These cold es certainly and absolutely refute this favorite 
sophistry of monopoly that a fair price can not be obtained be- 
cause there is an overproduction of this article. 


«Foreign unmanufactured tobacco subject to excise duty of 15 francs per 


100 ki ms. 
òl equals 2.2046 pounds avoirdupois. 
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Table showing amount of unmanufactured leaf tobacco exported from June 30, 1392, to 1002. 


Table showing value of unmanufactured leaf tobacco exported from June 50, 1892, to 1908. 


Pounds. | Pounds. 


, 716, 150 
5, 229, 335 


H Egi $ 
A Š — — 
888 SA b 8 SRE 8A322888 2 888 85 x 
1 8 ag og 58g 3 ged S 3 
iA = bal id } — 


53, 830, 878 | 68, 421,854 


be: | 
gy pag mE 
33 H fy: 8 
DCC ie 
AE ge HA EHHH HFE 
S siaa ele ache sogeedag. dy FELE 
8 HER TAAR EE E G 15 cain 
S E z HE 4 85 820 DS i 2 5 1 
= i a apan Y EN ES SERS 


XXXVUI—1i7 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Table showtng wulue af enmenufactured leaf beben éaperted from Ane Mn 2808, to 1008-—Continned. 


Dominion -f Canada: 
Bose Sooni: New Bruns- 


British Miu mbis 
Newfoundland and Labrador 
Central American States: 


Nicaragua. 
Salvador 


uelon, Langley, SCE 
Wan Indies: 
Bri ish 


Argentina ........... — 


PRIN dein — 


Chinese Empires 

East Indies—British -.......... 

Hungkong 

pi GRRE aint Ras 

7 
ussia, Asiatic ...... — 

British Australasia e.. 


| 
No. 


0 SEER BEE Eat CES esas 
20,208,245 2. 22. 70 | 22,990,356 | 25,622,776 24.405,45 24. 518. 57 | 21,924,837 25,170,771 | 29,163,086 27 478. 4% 28. 1. 641 


2 
197,036 2. 414.42 


From the foregoing tables it will be readily seen that in the last 
eleven years there have been ex annually on an average 
282.0833. 10 pounds of tobacco. In 1902 we exported 291,921,711 
pounds of tobacco, or only 9,838,602 more than the average for 
eleven years. 

The smallest export in these eleven years—1892—240.716,150 
pounds, brought an average of 8.4 cents per pound. We continued 
to export in ever-increasing quantities to these countries for eight 
successive years. and in 1900 we exported 834,604,210 pounds of 
tobacco, an increase of nearly 100,000,000 over 1892, and yet this 
enormous increase could not keep with th» ever-increasing 
demand, and in 1900 this unprecedented shipment brought an 
average of 8.7 cents per pound. an increase of three-tenths of a 
cent over the first price mentioned eight years prior. 

A careful study of the British markets is still more interesting 
and instructive. In 1892 we shipped to Great Britain 53.293.350 
pounds of tobacco. The demand in this market continued to 
grow, and in 1900 we shipped to Great Britain alone 121,793,257 
pounds of tobacco. 

In 1892 this tobacco averaged 9.7 cents per pound; in 1900, 8.9 
cents per pound, 

Here we have an increase in production of 226 per cent. and a 
corresponding decline in price of only eight-tenths of a cent per 
pound. 

Nor is there now, in the good year of 1904. any such overpro- 
duction as would warrant, even in part. this destruction of prices, 
formerly commanded by this dark tobacco. 

Mr. . A. Jonas, a gentleman theoretically and personally 
thoronghly familiar with conditions in Europe and America, ina 
recent editorial in the Henderson (Ky.) Journal, sums up the 
situation as follows; 

THE TOBACCO SITUATION. 


seams to be the general opinion among tobacco merchants and brokers 
eteri Britain that the present stagnant and depressed condition of their 


“of itself 


market is due, primarily, to two causes, so far-reaching in their scope as to 
effectually dwarf all other considerations bearing on ere Opinions differ 
as to which of the two is more directly responsible: but there is little ur no 
li as to this, that the congestion of stocks and the dread of the opera- 
tions, actual or potential, of the linperial Totmeco Company are the principal 
causes of the depression. This being admitted, let us, as successfully as ma 
be, place before our readers a summary of the position from the statist 
point of view pure and simple; a summary, that is, aud a comparisan with 
conditions as have existed in former years, taking only the figures as 
reported by the British Board of Trade and liberally estimating the opera- 
Hona now in course of completion at various points in the western-strip dis- 


t. 

For the ports of Belfast, Bristol. and Leith no oficial statements are avail- 
able, either as to stocks or consumption, but it is fair to assume that thair 
relative position has not varied to any marked extent during the past few 
years, and that they would not materially affect the totals. Bristol's stock 
and consumption have 82 ines on account of the presence in that 
city of the large factories of Wills and of other firms in the Lmperial Com- 
at nae conversely it seems likely that the port of Leith is on the wane. 

Tast, the center of activity of G r. may be left to take care 


It appears, then, that on the ist of February, 1804, the total stock of west- 
ern strips in the ports of Liverpool, London. and Glasgow was 61.455 bogs- 
heads. and that on the corresponding date s year ago the stock stood at 
76.520 hogsheads, showing a decline in twelve months of 18.05 begehen da. 
During the same period the consumption has increased from 27.745 h 
beads, in IME. to 81.508, in IRIS, a growth of 3.744 hogshbeads or upward of 200 
a month. Estimating us conservatively as may he the consumption.of the 
ports not r ny, we have an indicated yearly consumption of western 
strips of fully 34.00 hogsbeads and probably more It is only fair to note 
that the prevailing low prices have to sume extent contributed toswel] the 
consumption, but on the other hand it must be remembered that it bas heen 
828 steadily for many years, and. morvover. that the keen competi- 
tion existing in the British marketa compels the manufacturers to eschew 
inferior substitutes and rely all but exclusively on the western staple. 

The notable shrinkage in stocks is, of course, largely dne to the concerted 
efforts of stemmers last season. but this year when no such convert exists, 
there will bea further reduction, in spite of the fact that the grep to be mar- 
keted is larger. The late 8 partly responsibie for this. hut not alto- 
gether, the —.— of stemmers being, in our opinion. tar more active asa 


uence, 
By way of indicating the outlook for both handlers and 


ersuf to 
bacco in this vicinity we bave collated the following table of the F giis ee 
We do not claim authority for it, and advance it only as 


Harre oiri ps 
tentative as, at all events, conservative, 
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SIGN n = oso aeos seen e poe NE TOREA 8,000 
vidence. — 1,200 
8 ee 
8 

Hopkinsville 450 
. -.-.o ees. -500 
C T a 1,500 
Princeton and Fredonia. 1,000 
Clarksville and district 2,000 
Owensboro 7,000 
ughtersville 500 
Unjontown 500 
Robards........-. 300 
Morganfield, Niagara, Dalton, eto nnn ewes eennen a nee 750 
NIG S ipnccuceavevecsdneyaredensacedebiespianeecadGucceutuvbwuacensean 26,000 


Allow, if you please, five thousand more to cover 15 laces omitted and 
any increase in the output at the points named. Admitting, then, a possible 
export of 30,000 hogsheads of western strips and taking into account an in- 
creased consumption of not less than 200 hogsheads a month for the eerie, 
ear, it will be seen that British stocks will fall off from eight to ten thousan 
ogsheads by February 1, 1905. i 
e submit there is nothing in the statistical position of the market, taken 
by itself, to justify or even to explain the reluctance of the buyer in Great 
Britain. Wecan understand that the buyer in these markets should be wa 
and distrustful of the future; his recent 5 has been bitter enoug 
to excuse any amount of hesitation. But the British buyer is in other case; 
he has had things his own way, and he basa stock of unusual variety and 
8 to select from, at prices, taking quality into consideration, that we 
lo not remember a precedent for. 
And now there is talk, and more than talk, of a curtailment of the crop. 


Dollar wheat is an attractive, a persuasive, advocate. May not the future 


hold some surprise in store? 


Overproduction alone will never account for a decline in price. 
The world’s power to absorb and consume has far outstripped 
supply in this and all other products of the soil. Were it not 
for this great and cheering truth, the steam thrasher, the cotton 

in, and the self-binder would have been not the prime factors 
in the farmers’ and planters’ increased wealth and power, but 
the certain and ominous harbingers of ruined prices and deso- 
lated fields. 

This ever-increasing demand of a wealthy, happier, and more 
civilized people for all the necessaries of life and their willing- 
ness to pay therefor a constantly increasing price, the demand 
and the price far outstripping the corresponding increase in pro- 
duction, is illustrated in almost every product of field and farm. 

In 1896 there were grown in the United States 252,234,540 
bushels of potatoes, and they were sold at an average of 28.6 cents 

bushel. In 1902 we increased this production over 30,000,000 
8 and yet we see 284,632,787 bushels sell at an average of 
47.1 cents per bushel. 

In 1895 there were grown in the United States 467,102,947 bush- 
els of wheat, and it brought in the markets of the world an aver- 
age of 50.9 cents per bushel. In 1902 the production of wheat 
had increased nearly 200,000,000 of bushels, reaching 670,063,208 
bushels, and yet the increase in price outstripped the surprising 
increase of production, and it sold at 63 cents per bushel. 

Corn tells the same story. In 1894, 1,212,770,052 bushels of 
corn brought on the average 19,4 cents per bushel. In 1902 the 
production of corn had more than doubled, and in the face of all 
the fine theories of monopolies and trusts, 2, 523,648,312 bushels of 
corn sold for more than double the price commanded for less than 
half that amount in 1894; this colossal product of American soil 
and American energy sold for 40.3 cents per bushel. 

There is another infallible test for the real cause of a decline in 
price. Whenever this result is brought about by overproduction 
and Sng abe alone the effect is the same upon the raw mate- 
rial andthe finished product. Whenever this country grows more 
corn than it can export or consume, the price of corn must of 
course decline, but with the fall in the price of corn will come a 
corresponding cheapening of hominy and meal. When there is 
too much wheat grown here for our own and foreign demand, 
when all the hungry mouths are fed and grain is still left in this 
country’s garners, the price of wheat must fall, but with it in- 
fallibly must topple the price of bran and flour. 

Now, the price of tobacco in the natural leaf is cut in half, but 
the price of plug and smoking tobacco, snuff, and cigars declines 
nevera cent. The plain truth is, the same sinister power which 
has destroyed the natural leaf in the hands of the tenant and the 
farmer has, by its untold resources and unrestrained powers, main- 
tained at its original cost to the consumer the finished product in 
all its forms. Overproduction is a blind force moving in a sin- 
gle direction. It never lowers the price of any staple in one form, 
and keeps it absolutely fixed in another. 

The American Tobacco Company, and the American Tobacco 
Company alone, has a direct and pecuniary interest in destroying 
the price of the raw material and maintaining fixed and immov- 
able the cost of the manufactured product. To this one merci- 
less and all-powerful commercial despot these wretched producers 
of tobacco justly attribute all their woes. 

It is heartrending tocontemplate the utter want and absolute des- 
titution to which tobacco tenantsof Kentucky and Tennessee haye 
been reduced by this ruthless combine, which to-day is the abso- 
lute and unquestioned master of the tobacco market of the world, 


This is no idle dream, nor flower of rhetoric. 
*Tis true, *tis pity, 
And pity tis, tis true. 

I have before me letters from the most substantial and reliable 
business men in this section, men thoroughly and personally ac- 
quainted with this lamentable state of affairs. These men at one 
time were foremost among those who controlled the export tobacco 
market of the world, the heads of firms who at one time bought 
from one to ten million pounds of tobacco a year, and who paid a 
fair price for it. 

Here are letters from Messrs. E. M. Flack and Henry Barrett; 
from Messrs. R. H. Soaper and James E. Rankin, the heads of the 
great firms of R. H. Soaperand of John H. Barrett & Co. The last 
two firms have been in business in the city of Henderson for more 
than fifty years, and until the good year 1903 they never closed 
their doors. Now the bats and the owls are building in their 
magnificent warehouses. 

Let us see what they say the laborer is making to-day; who 
is cultivating tobacco since it is absolutely in the dominion of 
this merciless trust. I have not the time to read these letters in 
full, but I will insert their careful observations in the RECORD. 

Mr. Rankin, who has been purchasing tobacco for thirty years, 
estimates that a man can cultivate from 3 to 4 acres. e gives 
us the price paid last ine’ for this crop, and states the number of 
days’ hard work absolutely necessary to prepare the tobacco for 
the market, and the price which these various tenants received for 
their part of the tobacco thus grown does not average $50. Mr. 
R. H. Soaper, with a ripe experience of over fifty years, the suc- 
cessor of the firm of William Soaper & Co.—these two firms to- 
gether have been purchasing tobacco in Henderson and elsewhere 
for three-quarters of a century—thoroughly agrees with Mr. Ran- 
kin in his careful calculations. 

The wage received by a hundred thousand men, according to 
the authentic observation of these gentlemen, is about 19 cents a 
day. Messrs. Henry Barrett and E. M. Flack, both men of thor- 
ough knowledge and extended experience, make it a little more; 
but it is a fact, taking the highest and most favorable estimates, 
that there are to-day not less than 90,000 men in Kentucky and 
Tennessee who haye received, under the manipulation of this 
trust, for the product of their toil less than 30 centsaday. Did 
you ever think that is less than the meager pittance of the peons 
of Mexico? Talk no longer to me of China’s darkness and of 
Ji opan emerging from its ignorance! 

hold in my hand estimates made by Levasseur, the greatest 
authority, per ps, in the world, and there is not to-day in the 
jungles of India, nor in the pest-haunted, fever-cursed, poverty- 
ridden cities of the Orient, in China or Japan, or among the serfs 
of Russia, any class of wretches in the guise of man who have 
been reduced to the absolute level of want and ruin that to-day 
faces the sons of the men who have incarnadined every field of 
battle for my country’s freedom from the River Raisin to New 
Orleans. [Applause on the Democraticside.] In the United States 
in 1790 a day laborer received 43 cents a day. We thought it was 
strange that one hundred and twenty years ago a man should be 
paid only 43 cents a day. I have not the time to read all the fig- 
ures, but the grower of tobacco at this good hour receives less for 
his toil than has ever been paid to any day laborer in one hundred 
and twenty years of my country’s history. 

What are we asking? I am ashamed to sayit! Only a little 
relief for the wretch who has toiled through heat and cold and 
rain and shine to bring to its fruition a few leaves of tobacco; 
poor, helpless victim of James B. Duke, his minions and his dupes, 
all alike fired by the example of Rockefeller and inspired by the 
whispers of the devil. They have at last mastered the markets 
of the world, until to-day there is not a manufacturer of tobacco 
on earth save one to whom he can sell. There is not a foreign 
port which he may enter. Nay, more; there lies in the Queen’s 
warehouses in Great Britain 140,000 hogsheads of tobacco, worth 
$3,000,000, and those companies have agreed that, since it is the 
property of independent buyers, they will not touch it. It will lie 
there for a little while longer, to be eaten up by 8 charges 
or confiscated by those successful freebooters and bandits. 

is poor man can not sell a leaf of his tobacco anywhere on 
the green earth, not in Germany, the Netherlands, Portugal, 
France, Spain, Austria, Italy, or South Africa, except it must go 
to one purchaser; and now we ask—what? We ask that he take 
with his own hard hands the stem from a few leaves of tobacco 
that he himself has grown, and with his own hands wind them 
into a small twist, and start barefooted down the road to find a 
purchaser for it. 

That is all he asks, and will my country say that he shall not 
do it? And bade Because the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue says it will cost this Government $750,000 a year! Seven 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars to save from serfdom a mil- 
lion of human beings! Ah, we have the cheapest slave market 
to-day in the United States that the world has ever seen. X 
Yerkes, Commissioner of Internal Revenue—and this country 
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has seldom had an abler one—says that it will cost the revenues 
of this country $750.000 per annum to allow the farmer to twist 
and sell the naked leaf. Her- is a statement of February 25, 
1904, before the Ways and Means Committee: 


It is v. difficult, Mr. Chairman, for me to say exactly what 
tax the rsak dite saer, would lose b the Aina thesecond secti 
atter as thorough examination as 
co 


more per year as the result of the tax u 
mannfactured tobacco, You have some of these twists here 
FLACK bad some. 

This brave tenant and his hard-pressed landlord are still sternly 
and stubbornly battling with the trus. They stand in the midst 
of poverty and universal ruin and disaster, still unwilling to sur- 
render to their merciless master. Princely fortunes, old and es- 
tabli hed firms. names almost omnipotent in the mercantile world, 
all have been shattered and blown to the winds. The anathema 
of the law, State and national, this trust successfully defies, In 
the face of it all these loyal, determined, patriotic farmers of 
Kentucky and Tennessee. in the face of pitiless penury, still stand 
by their ruined homes, 

There is ove relief and only one—the producer of tobacco must 
find a market not controlled by the trust. That market you can 
open by the repeal of thistax. The only objection which has been 
or can be assigned is this pitiful loss of revenue, In the face of the 
fa ts and conditions that confront you, this is no objection at all. 

Make tobacco in the twist 6 cents cheaper, by the removal of 
this onerous tax, and it will find a market. 

There are 7.000,000 ye ates in the South who prefer the natural 
leaf to tobacco in any otherform. That tobaccois given to those 
negroes in the form of a ration by the owners of southern planta- 
tions. Mr. WILnAus of Mississippi the other day told me that 
it was the custom to allow so many pounds of tobacco with every 
ration, so much meat and so much eae end so much meal and so 
much tobacco, Now, the southern planter and the plantation 
darky alike would prefer a handmade, homemade twist. I 
know that in the sad hours for Kentucky and Tennessee we can 
look to the sons of the orange and the evergreen for relief. The 
will See LO TA A SOO SEENON, She DEANE 
generous 

It is argued. Mr, Chairman, that if this tax should be taken from 
tobacco in this form that the sale of the twist would, to a certain 
extent, supersede the demand for tobacco in other forms, and in 
that way more materially decrease the revenues of the Govern- 
ment. I hope that this is true, and more than true. Tis a 
consummation devoutly to be wished.” Have you ever con- 
sidered the full meaning of this argument? Itis simply this: Men 
making something like 30 cents for a day of thirteen hours’ 
ceaseless toil, in the cultivation of tobacco, willafter thislong ay 
is done sit in a corner of a cabin, and ing bravely on, wi 
the aid of wife and children, form these loose leaves of the plant 
into a simple twist, and then they will take it to the nearest 
country store and trade it for coffee or sugar or meat, and the 
merchant will sell it to the next customer instead of a plug made 
by James B. Duke & Co., and in that way the Government will 
7 the chance to take from this ** o’er-labour’d wight” the sum 

6 cents. 

Is there a man upon either side of this Chamber who will tell 
me in honesty and candor that he is the friend of the toiler, that 
he believes in the restriction of the worst trust ever formed, and 
then have the temerity to claim that this Government should 
continue this old cruel war tax, eating as it does the bread from 
ied peu of this overburdened and starving tenantry of the 

? 
Mr. Chairman, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue makesa 
report, and at my request he takes this increased demand for the 
twist under consideration, and even then says that if the tax 
should be taken from twisted tobacco entirely, not a vestige of it 
left, my estimate of $2,000.000 is absolutely too liberal; that the 
revenues would not be lowered even to this extent, and it is only 
a question of taxation. Here is his report in full on the subject: 


But lea’ the q of revenne aside for the and I say itis 
only a guess—and I think Mr. STANLEY showeda tspirit of fairness before 
the committee in the statement that he read, w he stated that the maxi. 
mum loss to the Government could not be 000, Ithink he was 


t. 
If Congress refuses this relief, what is to be done with this to- 
bacco? It is not an article of home consumption. They can not 
make it into clothing. It will not suffice as food. It must be sold, 


b 
There is on! 5 t refuses 
eee t is necessary to produce it. We must find 


per | twist, you might say. We do not ask 


~ | dollars of internal revenue will 


another purchaser. We propose to stand by our homes; we pro · 
pose to stand by our cabins; we propose to stay in that land that 
we so devoutly love, and, with the just aid of Congress, to battle 
with this mighty combination that has destroyed the most princely 
fortunes in the United States. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman remembers, of 
course, that we are not asking that this privilege of the grower 
shall apply to machine twist, but ie ge Sirs hand twist—finger 

t this privil shall 
apply to tobacco prepared by machinery at all; we would simply 
low these growers to aope, their hands, which would other- 

is tobacco 


wise be idle, in preparin 


A MEMBER. ithout licorice. 
Mr. of Tennessee. Yes; without licorice or anything 
else but the pure leaf tobacco. 


Mr. ST All that these farmers ask, as I have said, is 
with their own hands to take the leaf tobacco.and pull out the 
large stem from the center and then to take a half dozen of those 
leaves and with their own hands, without anything else, make it 
into this twist, and then take it and sell it to anybody who will 
buy it. That is all. At present, as I have said, they are restricted 
to a single purchaser; there is absolutely no competition. 

Mr.S of Kentucky. Why is it necessary for them to ha 
the privilege of 1 this tobacco into the twist? i 

Mr. STANLE. I am glad that my colleague has asked that 

nestion. Take a leaf of tobacco, and it is subject absolutely to 

elements. In adamp day it is limp asa rag; on a dry day 

the force of the wind will crush it into powder. en at just 
the right stage and made by hand into a twist this tobacco 

better with age; it can be handled in small quantities, and is not 


destroyed by such handling as is necessary to market it. 

All that the farmer asks is the privilege of pntting his uct 
into a marketable shape. What would you think if this ern- 
ment would say that after you had cut down your cornstalks 
you could not take the corn the stalk in order to di of 


it without paying a tax of 6 cents a bushel? What would you 
think of a law which required that you must sell the wheat, with 
the straw and chaff along with it? All that we ask is the right 
to put our own product with our own hands in such a shape as to 
market it. 

If this legislation be 


just 
be able to sell 10,000 hogsheads of your tobacco.“ And it will be 
remembered that the repeal of the restrictions on the leaf will not 
affect the revenues one cent. 

This measure will help us to combat the trusts. The operation 
of the trusts has destroyed competition and has materially af- 
fected the value of the product. It is ra teea for us to get to- 
day tobacco that is not filled with all kinds of foul and unwhole- 
some ingredients. This is the natural effect of no competition. 

: must buy the prođucts controlled by the trusts or not buy 
at 

Let me say that to-day there is but one spot on earth where the 
tobacco interest is flourishing at all. and that is the State of my 

distinguished friend who pays me the honor of listening to me 
now, the gentleman 8 [Mr. Hül L.] and the reason 
is they have not captured the 1 Ina little while 
the united cigar store will do work, and then the now pros- 
perous growers of Sumatra leaf must join the “innumerable cara- 
van —the ruined victims of this giant trust only a little while 
and the head of the small Connecticut farmer shall fall from the 
block. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman kindly state 
What additional value will be given to the tobacco by permitting 
the grower to stem it? 

Mr. STANLEY. It can not be marketed unless it is stemmed. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. England buys it stemmed. 

Mr. STANLEY. Allow me to add, sir, that there is no reason 
given why this tobacco should not be sold by the grower of it, 

| except that to remove this tax may cut down the internal reve- 
nue. But, sir, I can not believe that a million or two million 
be caer 5 in 
comparison with the justice of relieving from absolute starvation, 
| upon a wage of less than 20 cents a day, more than a hundred 
thousand men. I have the facts before me to support what Isay. 

The negroes of the South prefer this twisted tobacco to tobacca 
in any other form. If we could stem and twist our own tobacco, 
we could effectually defy the trusts. We could go into Alabama, 

Mississippi, Georgia, Texas. Louisiana. Arkansas. and with the 
| twiet ORAGO prepared by ourselves conld outsell any other form 
of tobacco in the world. becanse this is the best and purest form 
| in which tobacco was ever made. . 
And who would be hurt by this change of the law? Without 
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doing harm anywhere, this measure will be a measure of salya- tenement, where babies dwell like blind fish in caves, and oph- 


tion to my people. I can not believe that in the face of these 
ee e Se omens: ye refugo te 
much-needed relie: 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The white laborers on the farm 
chew this old long green, do they not? 

Mr.STANLEY. Tes; and everbody else who can get it. Why, 
railroad men come through my town 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is not confined to the colored 
people at all. 

r. STANLEY. Not at all. Railroad men come through my 
town, and somebody gives them a twist of this tobacco, which is 
against the law, and they will not chew any other. I went into 
the banking office of the Ohio Valley Banking and Trust Com- 
pany the other day, owned by some of the wealthiest citizens in 
western 5 and on their counter 8 had a box of this 
natural leaf tobacco cut up ready for the pi 

It is the finest smoking tobacco in the world. Tha best evidence 
of it is this: Ninety per cent of all the tobacco that England gets 
comes right from Tennessee and Kentucky, and England gets 72 
cents a pound duty from it, three or four thousand per cent more 
than the value of the tobacco. Can you import poor or 
woolen goods and pay three or four thousand ee of their 
value in importation duties? Certainlynot. When you pay such 
import duties as 8 you are bound to buy the very best article 
porn BS and when England pays 72 cents a pound duty on 

r tobacco she is going to buy the best tobacco she can find, and 
smoking tobacco is they call ityn in that form in Great Britain— 

i y call it in the trade. This tobacco, if freed 


355 man are oS 

As it is, Str tke sb ta Gila Rias geek th S tan naaa 
The repeal 55 vou see, distribute some of this 
profit among the people. 

The distribution of wealth to-day is a more serious question 


than the creation of This country will create wealth. 
8 


+ its tireless ambition, i ped bo arn day 


fram 19 to 80 cents a day in a land which you say is moder 
This business is d ed. u say is pr entirely 
out of employment. y must leave ag 2 They must 
become outlaws or they must become homeless tramps and vaga- 
bonds on the face of theearth. There isno work for them on the 


as we are em- 
ldus? Butthe 


. — de 
force that will carry 


those the: w mst go unless thero fs some rali 
The richest farming section—outside perha, 
Tennesseee—in the world is Iowa, Indiana, 


ps of. is, and O sog 


a is e eli al in his message 
Itis Meroe pel oea eiin ae pra ira Boo 
country; and rural Fitting in’ i — at rood 
because . ad eech 
urban concen of our population. 


There are to-day in the United States 161 cities which have a 
penia of nearly nehal of the entire t ulation of the 
nited States. 


fined to seven States, 
people live in cities. The 
ater than the entireincreaseof popula 
tes. Ah, the harm of the city is not the cityitself. The 
of the city is the slum. A man of wealth can live as well and as 
healthily and as happily in a large city as he can in the co Š 
It is in the alleys, into the darkened rooms, into the overcrowded 


3 seven States 70 per sank ‘ot the 
3 of urban tion has been 
tion onthe whole United 


thalmia eats out their eyes—it is there that the harm is found, 

Into the great city of Chicago, that seething maelstrom of wreck 
and ruin for the poor and the homeless, the population of all the 
Middle West is irresistibly drawn. A short time ago a commit- 
tee of Chicago’s most conservative citizens made an investigation 
of the tenement conditions in that city. I read from that report, 
as made by Mr. Robert Hunter: 

Within the last few 9 — 5 there have been marvelous industrial, commer- 


= and * 3 utions. through yon populations have been redis- 
buted upon the country distri distri cts have been depopulated; small 


succum the mwas to as and mail-order stores; the 
Here is their report of the conditions existing in those ‘sections 
of a great city from which I would save a poor, but still honest 
and healthy people. 
Speaking of the effects of overcrowding, Mr. Hunter says: 
Keeping children up and out of doors until midnight in warm weather. 
ee oe — of house 


of every kind: ea a state of nervous tension; ine interfer 


separateness of home life; u promiscuous mixing of agos saa: 
. thus breaking do Gis barsiers nt ned odesty and 
ducing to 3 of the young, and occasionally to revolting — — 
And 
High death tos itiful in infant mortality; terrible suffering 
among ; scrofula and congeni „due 
dark, ill- overcrowded rooms; shi m and inability to 
work; encouragement of infectious diseases, reducing physical stamina, and 
thus consumption and diseases ebility, were 
some of the ofo 


And yet, in the face of this report, which, in its cold, calm re- 
cital of the horrors of the slums of Chicago, Freezes the heart, we 
are face to face with this lamentable fact: 

eg density of population pereen in eee arier uarter in Chicago is three 


times that of the most ta, and . 
Asiatic cities. On the other . een a uarters are not as 
thickly populated as those of New 


It is no wonder then that today! in Chicago, in the West, and 
in New York, in the East, anarchy sits in an nnwholesome 3 
and whets her knife and ‘lights her torch. There within those 
cities reoi the coming contest when, through the red haze of 
universal disorder, you shall see the battle to the death between 
_| labor and capital, each at the other’s throat. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] The salvation of this country depends upon 


i the humble tiller c of the soil, who loves his little home, whose 


are reared beneath a parent's love, among surro 

as God’s sunshine and His dew. ag 
tell you that the man behind the plow in peace is the hero be- 
hind the gun in war. [Applause.] Youcan not afford to drive 
100,000 men into the sinks and alleys of the cities; you can not af- 
ford to take the farmer’s daughter, Sweet floweret of the rural 
shade,” and see her By love's simplicity betrayed, and guileless 
trust, until she, all soiled, is laid low in the dust.” You can not 
afford to take the farmer 's stalwart son from the cot or the 
cabin. This home-loving, God-fearing, patriotic youth not, 
all ruined and desperate, be hurled into the city’s slums to choose 
between the dive and the cell. It is for the humble homes that I 


as 


lind | appeal. I appeal not only for the tobacco growers of my country, 
umanity 


in the name of a broader h I speak, in the name of the 
welfare of the race, the rnin and expatriation of a hundred thou- 
8 farmers bul one of 25 3 that 

us headlong toward of anarchy and ruin. 

(Lana ay use on the Democratic side.] 

HENS of Texas. I yield thirty minutes to the gen- 
1 from South Dakota [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, my remarks will be addressed 
to a resolution that I will ask the Clerk to read. The resolution 
has been reported favorably by the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, and I expect it will be up for a vote and final 


passage very soon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ress ey E7 iri the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 5 — and be a 
88 investigate the causes of low — 
United States since July 1. 1908, and the um ag Eee 
the prices of b beef ef cattle aa . pes of fresh Dest, ax and whether the 

said conditions have resulted in whole or in part from ee ae 
nation, in the form of or of com- 


55 States or with Foreign 8 and if so, to investi: 
„6 eee ee 9 
e nocording to lew. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. 5 3 the resolution, 
as is disclosed by the is to e Secretary of Com- 


direct th 
harm | merce and Labor to investigate the causes of the wide disparity 


between the prices of live beef cattle and beef that have 
been prevailing now for some months; and if it shall be found 
upon 7 5 investigation that these causes, in whole or in part, are 
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controlled or directed by any combination or conspiracy in re- 
straint of commerce, to give authority to the Department to 
thereu investigate thoroughly such corporation or combina- 
tion, if any, engaged in such business, both as to their capitaliza- 
tion, their profits, and their method of doing business, and to 
report thereon according to law. 

i Ur. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow 


me— 

Mr. MARTIN. If it is a brief question. 

Mr. THAYER. Iam fully in sympathy with the purpose, and 
I want to ask the gentleman this: Is it not the duty y of 
the Secretary to attend to it without any direction of this House? 

Mr. MARTIN. The law upon the subject is embodied in the 
act of February, 1903, creating the De ent, and it provides 
that either House of Congress may at its pleasure request or di- 
rect special investigations by the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor upon important subjects. Undoubtedly the Secretary 
could proceed along any line of investigation without special in- 
struction, but the law specifically provides for this kind of instruc- 
tion. It seems to me eminently proper that Congress should put 
behind the Secretary, in ordering an investigation of an important 
matter of this kind, the power and prestige of a direct resolution. 

I may say on that subject that I make no reflection upon the 
efficient Secretary of Commerce and Labor. Ihaveevery reason to 
think he is heartily in sympathy with the purpose of this resolu- 
tion. The Department is new and in its organizing stage. It is 
very proper in the interests of the country that Congress, or either 
House of Co , Should anticipate the action and direct the 
attention of the Secretary to such matters as may seem best to 
be investigated. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? i= 

Mr. TIN. If it is a very brief one, as my time is limited. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why has not the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States taken the $500,000 that Congress gave him 
and gone and looked into this matter, and put these people in the 
penitentiary Creat : 

Mr. MARTIN. e Attorney-General of the United States has 
been the most efficient Attorney-General in the prosecution of our 
antitrust law we have ever since its passage. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why has he been derelict in his 
ie? She 5 5 out the antitrust law in this matter? 

“MART . The Attorney-General of the United States needs 
no defense at my hands. nor at the hands of any Member upon the 
floor of this House. He is every inch a lawyer, and is most vigorous 
in the prosecution of these matters. He hasrevitalized the Sherman 
antitrust law. The speech of Mr. Knox at Pittsburg in 1902, and 
his two communications to the Houses of Congress during the 
Fifty-seventh Congress, when action on antitrust legislation was 
up for consideration, to my mind illuminates this entire subject 
more ably than it has been presented by any living man. He 

ts a most excellent illustration of the great truth, that 
when a citizen of this Republic is called to the service of the peo- 
ple, he brings and lays unstinted upon the altar of his country 
not only his native ability and character, but also the special 
skill that he may have acquired through a long professional career. 

So in no sense am I reflecting upon the Attorney-General. On 
the other hand, I am seeking, if I can, to give into his hands an 
additional weapon, with which he can prosecute his most impor- 
tant labors. This De ent of Commerce and Labor is the 
only Department outside of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
which can make original investigations upon industrial questions, 
and has for that purpose the power to subpoena witnesses and 
force the production of documen evidence. In that way it 
may be able not only to enlighten this House and the Congress, 
but to inform the Administration and the country generally, and 
place in the hands of the Attorney-General effectual assistance in 
dealing with this important question. l 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, may I ask 
the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MARTIN. Y 


S . Yes. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will make it as brief as I 


can. 

Mr. MARTIN, And make your questions as few as possible, 
because I can not yield much time. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will ask the gentleman 
if he has made some preliminary investigation hi and as a 
result of that investigation he believes the price of cattle is so 
low and the price of dressed beef relatively so high as to require 
the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor to lay 
aside other matters upon which he may be now investigating and 
make this the ue te subject for investigation? 

Mr. MARTIN. 


I have investigated the subject and I believe | financial! 


the reasons exist, otherwise I would not be addressing the House 
upon the subject. Now, I will ask gentlemen to put no further 


uestions at present. A little later, if I find I have the time for 
at purpose, I will be most happy to yield. 

The conditions concerning the live-beef and the fresh-beef 
market for 1903 have been very unusual. The years 1901, 1902, 
and 1903 were, perhaps, taking them all in all, the most prosper- 
ous years in the history of this country. Up until the ee. 
of 1903 the producers of beef cattle of all kinds generally shar 
liberally in the profits which have been enjoyed by every man 
throughout the length and breadth of the land who labors with 
his head or his hands in the production of anything of utility or 
beauty. At the beginning of 1903 there was a sudden drop in 
the pe of beef, affecting at first both live beef cattle and dressed 
beef. From July 1, 1903, the period to which attention is es- 
pecially directed by this resolution, the prices of live beef cattle 
continued to decline, but the prices of dressed beef systematically 
advanced, and the greatest disparity between the two existing at 
any time within a period of five years was reached in the month 
of August last, and in the month of December last the lowest 
price of beef cattle for more than five years prevailed throughout 
the markets generally. These unusual conditions I believe can 
not be accounted for fully or satisfactorily by natural causes. 

The laboring man is as able to buy his beef to-day as a year ago 
or two years ago. There is as much home demand for beef as 
there ever was. I will say, in passing, the retail price to the con- 
sumer of beef is as high as at any time in two or Shree years, with 
perhaps a brief period about the time the beef-trust prosecution 
was initiated. export demand was the largest in 1903 ever 
known in our history. Weexported more beef products that year 
than ever before. It will be difficult, therefore, to account for 
this decline on natural causes. Every other food product, bread- 
stuffs, wheat, corn, and oats, have all systematically advanced 
right along over this period in sympathy with the general con- 
dition of prosperity in which we are living. Now, the western 
stockmen and stock feeders and stock growers everywhere—and it 
reaches all over our country—have been very solicitous to ascer- 
tain what is the real reason for this unusual condition. I have in- 
vestigated far enough to satisfy myself that it is practically the 
unanimous conclusion of the men e in this business that 
the real seat of the difficulty is to be found in the manner in which 
the business is conducted in the large stock yards of the country. 

In the city of Chicago is the largest meat market in the world. 
In Kansas City, St. Joseph, Sioux City, South Omaha, and East 
St. Louis are the remaining chief centers for the beef products of 
the Mississippi and Missouri valleys. A condition of things has 
come about so that all of the business in all of those markets is prac- 
tically in the hands of seven great concerns. A stock grower from 
the West goes into one of those markets, whichever one he chooses, 
and practically comes before the same purchasers to be found if 
he went into any other market. The conclusion of the western 
stockman and farmer and beef producer of this country is that 
competition has practically disappeared from the great beef mar- 
kets of the United States, and when he takes his beef cattle for 
sale he will encounter simply a certain definite number of bid- 
ders and perhaps many less bids than there are buyers. 

The western stockman is a man very slow to think that there is 
anything of unfairness in the dealings of other men with him. He 
has been slow to come to the conclusion that he has not received 
a fair deal. The western stockman partakes something of that . 
generous, wi ding spirit of the boundless plains and table- 
lands over which he moves as the undisputed autocrat of all out- 
doors. He is a good exemplification of the motto“ Live and let 
live,” and yet the western stockman is forced to the conclusion, 
which he announces unhesitatingly, that the t beef markets 
of the tes are being mani ted against him, and that com- 
petition is no longer to be found when he takes his cattle to market. 

There was a meeting of the National Live Stock Association in 
Portland, Oreg., last January, and Mr. Springer, president of that 
association, in his address, recounting the great decline in the beef- 
cattle trade, said: 
has witnessed so many failures amon 


uncomplaining stockmen in the Unit 
have gone 


that the 8 of meat was never so great, or the 555 never 
so high. It must be acana e we still have Apron fo 5 
Father thana closing a markets against our mea patent to 
all ak ees r is to-day receiving the hig! average wages ever 
e this on, 
“nally, it must be conceded that we have a general prosperity throughon 
the Union, and only the Wall street grumblers and the ware sycophantic 
sufferers hanging on the fringe of respectability, who coddle their pee-wee 
— nat on the stock market, and lose, as they 
lers who have honestly “bit the dust, 
past year. We can account for all their bad 
y the 8 of meat, who feeds the world, 
should be singled out for financial destruction is altogether another proposi- 
tion. Here is where the great combine called the packing kings comes in. 


ucts. It 
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We all concede . — n We know they have 
converted the old with its odorsand m 
into th A gabia aered bancan g a ounce 
the is turned to a profit. ucers have for the dreds 
of millions now represented by four,” so Wecommend their 
success. against i ly they Dare Forces on 
e 


That convention passed a unanimous resolution encouraging 
the establishment of independent peck pe houses, and members 
of the association, who came from almost every Statein the Union, 
became subscribers to a company of this character in the 
Martin, ora cine TEATEL AEAT new DEAE TAE, 

Secretary of this in t company, now ‘orm 
which I will publish with my remarks. 

Now, I have here some date I have selected, which I expect to 
insert in the RECORD, being in the main opinions of stockmen as 
Re blished in numerous newspapers and scattered — — the 

iddle West. They all locate the trouble in the same p li 
will read only enough, in 5 to show the a of 
ee 8 upon this subjec 

Texas Stockman 8 September 1, 1903, quotes Mr. 
AB B. Ro Robertson, one of the leading cattlemen ‘of west Texas, as 
saying: 
that the 


Iam firmly convinced 
ponme the Sine on a ee their 3 
8 Gather are are ert ee to take ate 


interests of the country are con- 
terest. e interest pro 
ane 


are Nen the they agree on a low 2 —— hon they fail to show upin 2 — 
numbers a raise is made te shipments, and when 
they materialise thare invariably fi sion to stiante h 


oi e ace ae be published with 


the Kat 
eee 1903, 5 
which I will attach, and which I now read in part 


is a pen- 

Here is a clipping sent me from a r, from a mar- 
ket report, . 1904, n reporter says: 
rigging the cattle market yesterday. Sus- 


Xillers desire 
t different tactics.” 


k. On Wednesda: mutual mt, they refused 
til late in the 8 they. bid 8 low 
mummies and some 


of these days the country 


In an interview in the W: Times of February 1, 1904, 
Mr. Wilson, Secretary of A 2 yi ia 
ee ene ne ae ak Ene: See See: ee Dee oe OE Bs 


i ach. 
W e e ee ago, and there are good 
t there are no very reasons why 


up and de satisfaction. 


ashe 
ween 53 the —— receives esad ya hat the 
est two or tapes Years ago, it was leary app be. When beef wasat 


apparent that there wasa | 
th i iene very dear. “srt 
consequen 
The sorte Aeae put their prices up. 


Now their prices are about the 
peeing tees cattle on the hoof are per 


ps $1.50 per hundred less than they were 


at that time. 
I have talked with the Secretary of 5 this sub- 
ject. I hold in my hand a letter from him mber 28, 


1903, in which he says: 


Just what influence the packers have on 98 low price I can not 
influence. the market are much 
consumer are little, if any, cheaper. 


In another letter from Secretary Wilson, which I shall also 
make a part of my remarks, referring to my resolution; he says: 
eating open the BEEST of Oommen tt ardor angie 


t, inclosing a copy 
heey kiea By of Commerce and Labor to look into the prices of 
— 2 ground completely. — 


As vou all a in the month of May, mA the Attorney- 
initiated proceedings the so-called beef trust. 
Seven corporations were made — — i 


other when making purchases of live stock, and by this means 


vance not to bid against each | ther 


compel the owners to sell the same at less prices than they would 
receive if such bidding were competitive; that upon erde tu 
when the market is dull. they run prices up inordinately in 


to induce 
lower the 


shipments, and when the shipments arrive they 
and obtain the stock at sacrifice prices. It is also 


—— alleged in this proceeding that they agree as to what prices beef 


should be sold at as a dressed product, and follow out that agree- 
ment. The allegations of this bill of complaint are practically 
that these seven packing houses have a monopoly, controlling one 
of the great food products of the people. 

Now, these defendants demurred to that bill, which we as law- 
yers know is, in legal effect, at least, equivalent to aconfession of 
the facts. My own judgment i is that if the allegations were not 
true these great concerns would have hastened, in view of the pub- 
lic sentiment on the subject, to have denied the facts and shown 
their falsity, 

That case is now upon appeal before the Supreme Court of the 
United States. It shows what were the conditions at that time. 
I think, as I F I have found, that 
vou will be with me that the conditions at the pres- 
3 rights of the producer and the consumer 
are concerned, . they were at the time the in- 
junction was ‘placed on the so-called “ beef trust.” The reason 
for that, in myjudgment, is that these t corporations are ad- 
vised that they are not technically vi the injunction by 
= methods they are now following. 

Ee ree eee ion that shortly after this injune- 
tion was put on they changed their methods, and instead, from 
that time on, of combining, and conspiring in advance, 
they actually, 3 
bids against him. i 


gate girato 

is alleged also by m men close in touch with this business that in ad- 
i idding against one another, asa matter of fact, very 
7... cake eat ab Magri 
large between themselves, each sharing in the result of 
cei ee 677... 
tion o particular injunction order w. been placed 
these concerns. It is, in my opinion, a flagrant violation 

the Sherman antitrust law, and if those facts can be shown to 
A EDE es bones taconite, ice agen on to a 
tipi earth peeaire seg 5 
of the law that are now 


ar- | it, it should be intensified, if possible It may be that we will have 


to resort to more severe measures in the enforcement of the law 
than the Attorney-General has yet proceeded upon. [Applause.] 
There is a most excellent provision in this law now that will au- 
thorize the forfeiture of any property that has been taken or ob- 
tained in violation of this antitrust legislation, to take it and for- 
feit it to the Government as we take and forfeit the property of 
any man or ration who illicitly and improper} 
oods ir an 
0 
the een may find 
tara ines the the terms of that most 


engaged 

1 ts commission business in one of these large markets of 
the Central West. Heisagentleman with whom I am acquainted. 
He told me of his experience in taking some very fine cattle to 
South Omaha. He took first one carload. They gave him a fine 
price for his carload, and he made it known that he had five or 
masket, promising „and they induced him to send them to the 
mar 


7 
Mstony of his effurtein son Union Stock Yards he fow His cars 
sey? numbered and tabulated and he received when he reached 
the Chicago market precisely the same bid to a dollar and a cent 
that he 5 in South , and only one bid from any- 
body. His only alternative was to sell the cattle or lose the 
freight, if conditions did not change. He held on during the 
day, and toward OE Soa Tp buyers for export trade 
from the State diana came upon the scene and gaye hima 
better price for his goods. 
When I commenced this investigation, I wrote him for his fur- 
knowledge of the situation. I have a letter from him here 

and I will publish such portion of the letter as I consider proper, 
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without divulging hisname. In that letter he ae ae 
that he would fear to disclose the facts with which he be- 
come familiar in the past nine years. He says without equivoca- 
tion that there is a beef trust and that they now are dividing at 
the close of a day’s business the results of the day’s purchases. 
His letter is dated January 20, 1904: 


The eee Kad packers has been of long standing. Itis hard for your- 


salf or a commi to get facts ae to me $ 

The yards are controlled by packers. Skould I or anyone else be in- 
strumental in exposing their methods of dividing up their purchases every 
evening after business hours, you can understand how easy it would bs to 
shove said informer toa por location in their yards and ruin his business 
and in many other ways dicap the firm. I have been up against those 
fellows and on the Bares’ for nine years and say truthfully that Iam afraid 
of them, knowing that they would ruin my business which I have been years 
building up. Now, Mr. MARTIN, you will please excuse me for ref: g to 
—. — you upon anything I might know in relation to the methods of the 
real beef trust. 


One of my constituents living in a neighboring town was here 
a few days ago. He told me that on his way to Washington he 
met a western stockman who had very recently taken an entire 
train load of cattle to the Chicago market. He received but one 
bid in all that market for his train load. He accepted the bid 
and sold his cattle, although very unsatisfactorily. His curiosity 
was aroused, and he remained to watch his cattle, and he stated 
that at the close of that day’s business this train load of cattle was 
separated into seven parts and divided between seven institutions. 

r. Chairman, I shall give the House the benefit of such data 
as I have been able to collect pointing toward where the difficulty 
is probably located in connection with this business, and I shall 

lish with my remarks certain tables that I have prepared. 
e data from which they are compiled has been furnished to me 
in most of its parts by the Bureau of Statistics of the Department 
of Commerceand Labor. Some of the data has been contributed 
by the Agricultural Deparimens The first table contains a com- 
ison of the prices of beef steers, good to extra quality, in the 
Chicago market on the ist dayof each month for 1901, 1902. and 1903. 
A parallel column contains the prevailing prices of good to extra 
fresh beef in the city of Boston upon the same days for these 
three years. Bostonis taken because statistics are more available 
for that market and it being the chief beef export market of the 
United States; but the difference between the prices in Chicago 
and the prices in Boston, of course, is always simply a matter of 
freight, so that the tables are stationary and uniform. 

In other parallel columns upon the same sheet will be found the 
actual difference per hundred pounds between beef steers, good 
to extra, and fresh beef on the same day, and in corresponding 
columns the percentage of difference. ; 

Table 2 contains the number of beef cattle sold in the Chicago 
stock yards during the same three years, 1901, 1902, and 1903, by 
months, and in another table on the same sheet there is shown 
the gross number of beef cattle sold per year during 1901, 1902, 
and 1903 in the Chicago market and in the other four markets of 
the Western States to which I have referred. 

On examination of this table it will be found that there is no 
overproduction in these articles. The increase in the business in 
1903 was very slight over the business of 1902; the business, in 
fact, was not so great as in 1902, and the increase was very slight 
over 1901. There is no overproduction to account for this condi- 
tion. 

Table 8 contains the number of beef cattle sold in the Chicago 
markets in the last six months of each year for the fourteen 
years—1890 to 1903. The object of this table is to show that there 
was no overproduction in beef cattle. 

Our population constantly increases at the rate of about a mil- 
lion and a half per year, and there is not more than a correspond- 
ing increase in the amount of beef cattle sold in the markets. 

Table 4 contains the estimates of the Department of Agricul- 
ture as to the number of cattle of all kinds in the United States 
for the years 1901, 1902, and 1903, the production being practically 
stationary for those three years, 

Table 5 shows in detail the beef exporting business for these 
same thres years by months. 

Table 6 is a compilation or summary showing that our export 
market for 1903 was the largest in those three years and, inci- 
dentally. as I haye said, the largest in the history of the country. 

Table 7 contains for these same months (taking the 1st day of 
each month) the prices for the past three years of breadstuffs in 
the markets of the United States—wheat, corn, and oats—and I 
may say during those three years, while the retail price of beef 
has remained practically stationary, the price of every other food 
product has advanced uniformly during the same period. 

3 the hammer fell. 

. SHERMAN. I wi fers ten minutes more of my time to 
the gentleman from South ota [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Taking the fore part of 1901 and comparing it 
with the last six months of 1903, wheat has advanced practically 
8 per cent in value in the markets, corn practically 10 per cent, 
oats 30 per cent. Meat alone—not dressed, but live meat—is the 


only important commodity of American industry that for some 
unaccountable reason, without reference to natural causes, has 
gone down seriously during this period, at the rate of about $15 
per steer, considering the cattle business of the entire country. 

Now, taking Table 1, some very interesting comparisons can be 
made. It will be found that, beginning with the ist of July last, 
there was a systematic decline in the price of live meat until in 
December it touched the lowest point in five years. Beginni 
at the same time there was a rise in the price of dressed bee 
And I must say in passing that the prices I quote are wholesale 
prices. 

An investigation along the line of retail prices, in my opinion 
and in the opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture as expressed in 
some interviews, will show even a greater disparity. And I will 
say, too, that my tables are made up simply upon good to extra 
aas of beef. As every stockman or dealer knows, a slump in 
the beef market strikes most calamitously the lowest grades, while 
the best grades hold up their prices longer, so that my estimates, 
I believe frankly, are beneath the real facts in this matter. 
Still what do these estimates disclose? They show that on the Ist 
day of August, 1903, the price of good to extra beef steers was 
$5.17} per hundred, the price of good to extra” dressed beef 
$8.374 a hundred, a difference of $3.20. Now, if you look back in 
these tables to a date when these concerns were selling the same 
quality of beef at the same price, you will find that on the 1st day 
of February, 1902—eighteen months previous—they were selling 
this same grade of dressed beef to the wholesale trade at $8.374, the 
same as on the Ist day of August, 1903. At that time they were 
paying $6.50 for the same grade of steers. They were getting 
them for $5.17} in August, 1903, making an increased profit of 
$1.32} per hundred, or $13.25 per steer over the profits in February, 
1902. 

Two hundred and ninety- three thousand and one beef steers were 
sold in the Chicago market in the month of August last, and if this 
same ratio continued during the month it means a difference in 
Ber for that month upon those steers of $3,882,263, or $149,317 per 

ay increased profit for the month of August, 1903, over February, 
1902, when they were selling at precisely the same price. Now, 
you see the magnitude of this business in Chicago alone. You 
see at a glance that this beef combine could afford to pay a daily 
fine of $5,000 each per day, or $35,000 for seven concerns, and then 
have left at the close of each day's business over $100,000 increased 
profit by reason of manipulating the prices of that market, if they 
were manipulating it. 

Comparing the average price of steers and fresh beef for the 
first six months of 1901 with the last six months of 1903, it will be 
seen from the table that there was an average increased profit for 
the latter period over the former of 644 cents per hun „or $6.45. 
per steer on good to extra grade. There were sold in Chicago 
the last six months of 1903 1,840,584 steers. Upon this basis the 
increased profits on these steers over the prices prevailing the first 
six months of 1901 would be about $12,000,000, or $2,000,000 per 
month and $76,000 per day. 

The beef-trust prosecution was begun in May, 1902. Conditions 
had become intolerable at that time. And yet a comparison of the 
average prices for the first six months of 1902 with the last six 
months of 1903 will show that the latter period was even worse 
from the standpoint of the beef producer. The average margin 
of profit to the packing companies was 0.314 per hundred greater 
for the six months, making $5,889,868 on 1.840,584 steers. This 
would represent $981,111 per month, or $37,512 per day, greater 
profits on the business in Chicago alone than prevailed under the 
extreme conditions that brought on the official prosecution in 
1602. 

Eight million two hundred and eighteen thousand seven hun- 
dred and sixty-two cattle were marketed in Chicago, Kansas City, 
Omaha, St. Louis, and St. Joseph in 1903. Considering our gen- 
eral prosperity and comparing with other years, my estimate is 
that they sold for $1 per hundred or $10 per steer less than they 
wonld have brought had there been free, open, and actual com- 
petition. This would make the loss to stock growers and feeders 
on the year’s business in those markets alone $82,187,620. Men 
familiar with the subject place the loss much higher, as will be 
seen by reference to articles and letters which will be published 
with my remarks. 

The stock growers of the country are entitled to know that the 
cards will not be stacked against them. They ask nothing more, 
They will take care of themselves in an open field. 

Now, gentlemen, I do not profess to be in any sense an anti- 
trust crank. I am not among those who go into peng hysteria 
every time a trust isnamed. On the other hand, m rience 
of a professional kind has brought me into close touc th some 
of the men who are managing the great industries of this country. 

They are among our most brainy, loyal, and patriotic citizens. 
There are good trusts and bad trusts. From the standpoint of 
the people, I think that the bad trust is the rule and the good 
trust the exception. There are good corporations and bad cor- 
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porations. From the same standpoint, considering all corpora- 
tions, great and small, I believe that the good corporation is the 
rule and the bad corporation the exception. 

I realize that we are living in an industrial age. I realize that 
in the development of the great industries of the country it is but 
natural that we should have laid aside some of the old. simpler 
methods of commerce and of manufacture and should have taken 
on new and other implements. We have ceased to be afraid of 
anything in this country simply because it is large. In union 
there is strength. 

The big corporation has sprung into being as inevitably and as 
logically as the steam ine or the cotton gin, and I believe that 
we are just as likely to abandon the use of corporate power and 
corporate methods in carrying on the machinery of industry in 
this country as we are to return to the old days of the stage 
coach and the pony express and throw aside the magnificent Pull- 
man train and the great arteries of commerce that now carry on 
business across the country. The big corporation has come to 
stay. The practical proposition in some instances has been, and 
in some instances still is, will it allow the rest of us to stay also? 
I believe that there is practically a monopoly at the present time 
in one of the great food products of the country. I think it very 
pertinently requires the attention of this new ae green and 
5 Secretary the Department that we have created for that spe- 
It is not an unsolvable problem by any means. A disclosure of 
the facts half wins the battle. These great concerns, corporate in 
their character these great companies are the creations of the law, 
either State or Federal. They can be controlled by law; they can 
be limited, if necessary, in the amount of their capital; they can 
be allowed to engage in interstate commerce only upon certain 
prescribed conditions; and every great company and every great 
industry now engages in interstate commerce in this day of quick 
rail rtation. No great concern, no great industry, now is 
confined in its operations to one State. 

I think, gentlemen, that these questions will be solved. I be- 
lieve that this qano requires immediate, honestattention. The 
great trust, when itis doing a legitimate business, is entitled to 
the same consideration and protection that any individual in car- 
rying on his business is entitled to. President Roosevelt put the 
question exactly right when he said in one of his speeches: 


We are not the friend of the rich man nor of the poor man as such; we are 
the friend of the honest man, be he rich or poor. 


A race of men, Mr. Chairman, who have given the world its 
best and practically only example and model of constitutional 
government; a race of men who held together this great Union 
during the dismembering strife of the civil war; a race of men 
who haye witnessed the assassination of three of their beloved 
Presidents without political disorder will not be baffled in their 
efforts to understand and regulate industrial agencies of their own 
creation. 

I indict the beef combine, so called, of serious offenses against 
the order and rights of civilized society. No monarchical gov- 
ernment for any great length of time has permitted a monopoly 
to exist in any of the great staple food products of the country. 
This indictment is made, it is true, upon ex parte examination. 
Under our system of jurisprudence practically all indictments 
are drawn upon ex parte evidence. Fortunately, we have a 
means now recently created whereby an examination may be 
made under full power into this whole subject, and if the result 
of that examination shall be to disclose that our modern vernacu- 
lar is entirely in error when it says so often that we have a beef 
combine or a beef trust, I shall be the first to acknowledge that 
disclosure and make it as public as I now make this indictment; 
but if, as I verily believe, an investigation will show the truth of 
this charge, then an outraged public sentiment will demand that 
no longer shall there be a monopoly in any of the great food 
staples of the people. [Applause.] And they will require such 
administrative and legislative measures as may be necessary to 
determine once and forever that no longer the food of the 
people be used as a means of feeding the insatiable greed of a few 
men who, while engaged in a legitimate business, are engaged in 
it in an illegitimate way. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield forty-five minutes to the gentleman 
from South Dakota [Mr. BURKE]. 

Mr. MARTIN. Before my colleague proceeds, I would like the 
privilege of ete | my remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the gentleman desire further 
time? I will give the gentleman ten minutes further if he de- 
sires it. 

Mr. MARTIN. If the gentleman has time, I should simply give 
a little data. I think, however, I have covered the subject fairly 
well, and I will introduce my data in the Recorp. I am obliged 
to the gentleman for offering me further time, but I know gentle- 
men on this side of the House, Mr. Chairman, are greatly driven 


for time, and if the gentleman has ten minutes over there that he | raisers. 


could give I know a friend over here on this side of the House 
who would be glad to get it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. If-the gentleman would use it 
along the same line of remarks as the gentleman has followed in 
the last thirty minutes I would be glad to yield the time. $ 
i Mr. MARTIN. I feel sure that he would use it as well or 

etter. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will say to the gentleman that he 
will get 5 on this side of the House in support of the 
Proposition that he has been advocating. 


APPENDIX. 
THE NEW PACKING-HOUSE PROPOSITION. 
[West Texas Stockman, September 1, 1903.] 


A. B. Robertson, of this city, one of the leading cattlemen of west Texas, 
says: “I am firmly convinced that the packing interests of the country are 
controlling the markets strictly in their own interest. Range cows are sell- 
ing to-day at from $ to $5 less per head than — Fem one year ago, and north- 
western steers are bringing from $12 to $20 less one yearago. There has 
been no falling off in the consumption of beef and no reduction in the — 
to the consumer. Now, when there is a fluctuation of from $1 to & per head 
per week in the value of the same class of cattle, it is clear to the man of 
average understanding that something is radically wrong. These fluctuations 
51 1 and to my mind the packers are thoroughly masters of the 
tuation. 

“I do not believe the packers are operating as one firm, but through a 
community of interest procedure they are enabled to take every advantage of 
thesituation. When-cattle are plentiful Serre ona low price, and when 
mogten to show up in large numbers, a small raise is made in prices tostim- 
— shipments, and when they materialize there invariably follows a sharp 

“All this comes out of the producer and at a time when it is costing more 
to produce cattle than ever before. 

“There is but one way to remedy the situation, and that is through the 


building of independent houses. Not houses formed under 
cooperative schemes, but backed by ample capital to meet any and all forms 
of competition. I think there is no ef in sight so long as we ha ve few 


markets and these markets dominated by a few men.” 


THEY MAKE PRICES. 
[Kansas City Journal, August 12, 1903.] 

Alleged elimination of PEES in the stock market is given as the 
cause of the unprecedented hard times Son cattlemen which are predicted 
to occur before January l next. It is claimed by prominent cattlemen in the 
city yesterday that there has been for several years a combination amo 
ihe peeking houses of the United States to 3 control the price oi 
sti and keep it ata figure low beyond any reasonable excuse when com- 
pared with the cost of the -house product to the consumer. 

“Four men in Chi every afternoon set the price of live stock and 
packing-house products for the next day, and that price is law to the buyers 
in all of the stock yards of the country,” said a cattle raiser from the South- 
west yesterday. This is known to all stock raisers in the country. It isa 
condition which they have seen come upon them and have been unable to 
ene The present year is worse, if possible, than any former year, for 

e combination of the packing houses is str snger. There is no reasonable 
relation between the 2j-cent steers and the 15-cent meat. The difference is 
the profit of the packing house, which in should go to the cattleraisers.” 

E. W. Welli n, a cattle raiser of worth, Kans., said yesterday at 
the Baltimore Hotel that there is no prosperit, in sight for the cattle r; i 
There is no competition in buying cattle,” said he. No buyercan ba found 
who will go above the price set by any other buyer. The cattle are never 
lost sight of after they have once been bidden upon, and if they are shi 
to another market they bring much the same price that was offered in 
first market, We have to take the first price. There is no difference in 
the markets, and the added cost of freight and yardage is a penalty for not 
having sold at the first offer.” 

A meeting of cattlemen is being arranged for in Kansas City for this week, 
about which little can be learned. The object of the assemb: is to devise 
some way of squaring accounts with the packing houses. 


A BANKER’S VIEW. 

From a banker at Weber City, Kans.: 

“Thave been watching with interest the movement on the part of the 
National Live Stock Association to organize an independent packing com- 
pany, and believe that it is the oaks way to meet the combine and to force 
them to pay just prices and to be satisfied with reasonable profits. 

Under the present circumstances it is working a great hardshipona t 
many classes, fact, I believe that there is no one but who is afec toa 

er or less extent. The laborer is forced to pay exorbitant prices for 
meat. The feeder is forced to handle the stock without any margin of 
profit and sometimes at a loss, This is putting the whole business of feeding 
under the ‘ban,’ and a great many feeders are dropping out of the business, 
saying that there is nothing in it.’ This in turn is working a hardship on 
the banks, as it cuts off their ‘cattle loans,’ which has always been a profit- 
able source of income. 


STOCKMEN ARE SAID TO BE OUT MILLIONS. 
[Inter Ocean, Chicago, October 16, 1903.] 

Farmers and stockmen of the West have beenrobbed of millionsof dollars 
within the past six weeks by the meat trust, and consumers in the East and 
South have been robbed of still further millions by the same hands, is the 
charge made by stockmen. The 3 ha ve, they say, by their 
ments to ref: from bidding on at the stock Reged 0 beaten pri 
almost to the breaking point, and at the same time have raised the 
dressed meats to Eastern consumers until they are far above what they were 
one year ago, when the meat trust is supposed to have been formed. For 

steers the packers are paying 25 per cent less than last year, while the 
833 bare paying for meat the same as when cattle were selling for $8.50 

per a 

mservative live-stock men claim the stockmen of Nebraska, Iowa. and 
other Western States have lost more than $100,000,000 during the past three 
months by the manipulation of the markets by the packers, and that hun- 
dreds of cattlemen are on the verge of 

“The trust is overreaching itself in attempting to arbitrarily 
regulate the price of live stock.“ said one commission man to-day. Sse! 
do such things successfully for a while, but there is a general ment tha 
they will pay for it in the long run. When the live-stock men start their new 
packing company they will receive enthusiastic support from western s 
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THe INDEPENDENT 2 COMPANY, 
Dono Chi 27 1904; 
Hon. EBEN W. MARTIN, SURE Ki . 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


dollars h ds, h on. 

d Maes box anD DENE Ser Lata DS GOR Fos eae DA Dai 
yeig ng a thousand porna and sheep and swine have suffered accord- 
ingly: but the price of the dressed product has remained the same. 


ere is no reasonable excuse for such a decline in the price of live stock 81.7 
when the home and foreign demand is as great as if not greater than erer and February 23.8 
laboring people are at work and are. prosperous. We have learned to our = 34.0 
satisfaction t a representative of each of the packers meet in 97.7 

o every afternoon of the live stock and = — 39.2 
Janes oaoa 40.8 


The loss to the stock growers of the coun: this manipulation during 
the ei eee 000.000. 
I inclose you copy of a prospectus w. has been issued by the 
Independent Packing Company, an organization endeavoring to 
ers wae J evil. 

SF ‘ C.F. MARTIN, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
‘ashington, 


+ Uy * 


Hon. EBEN W. MARTIN, 
House of Representatives. 


aj ARPS 
888888 


DEAR Mn. Mantis: Your favor the price of beef received. Seo ee ea 
Some time When beef was at its highest, I think I gave an interview to | June 
somebody in Isaid that the previous short corn crop was the cause of 
it, and also the great demand for meats by workingmen, who were all busy 


getting and using meatsfreely. A year ago a great deal of the 
corn in corn belt was soft and people went to feeding, both farmers and July 
uulators, and a great many cattle were fed, which may have had some- gust 

to do with the lower price of meats at the present time. Just what in- 

fluence the packers have on the present low price I can not well say. I think 

they have some influence. Cattle in the market are much cheaper, while 
meats to the consumer are little, 1 cheaper. 

7 à copy of that statement I made, but 


Tha ve stated the su 
Very 3 James WILSON, Secretary. 


Sai 
SSS 8 | SSESSS 


namme 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 6, Ind. 


of Representatives. 
Dran Sim I have your letter of the 5th Seen. TORE & copy of your 


sees | § 


upon the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to look into 252, 445 388 

205, 487. 458 

207, 411 osl 

252, 458 721 

s SAREE SSR S E E 281,265 

A n a LER A 8 203,041 

ee ee eee E on 282,012 

t 275,181 293, 001 

: —— 341,871 

‘ou see that the Argentina people have increased their exports in eight years 257.687 See 

from. a very small amount to ee half the amount we are sending. 240, 808 283.800 
Another point of interest that I might cal attention to is that the value 

of American beef sent to Great Britain in 1902 was 10 cents per d. 8,432, 479 


That hes something to do with lower price o 


truly, yo 
vera r JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 


ABLE 1.—Mean prices of good to extra steers in Chicago and.of good to extra 

(tesien oiden) im Boston, and the diference between theae price 

eee tn e E TABLE 3.—Number of cattle marketed in Chicago during the last siz months of 
each year, 1890 to 1903. 


878,722 18 T 1,880,514 
861808 || 1808. 1.255, 290 
9:0, 888 1——.—.—.—.—.— 1. 88.057 
64821 1800 ————.—.——. 1.450.859 
1,478,588 10 —.—.—.——.— Capa os 
43 320 1502—.—..— 1.509, 007 
—— 385,500 18 10 
anuary 8 


8 —— — 


J 
— TADLE 4—Vumber and value of mileh cowe and ae in the United States in 


1903, and 1903. 
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ful consideration by the committee, every line and every item of 
the bill having been considered, discussed, criticised, and scruti- 
nized by the whole committee in a series of meetings covering 
some two or three weeks of time. 

I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, as was stated by the chairman, 
that the estimates made by the Department have not been ex- 
ceeded except in an amount of something like $178,000, and the 
items making this increase were all recommended by the Depart- 
ment by either a special communication or by the head of the 
Bureau appearing before the committee in person. Ialso want 
to say that the increases over the estimates are all upon the item 
of schools. We have reduced the estimates of the Department in 
other respects, but have increased a little the n for 
schools. I want 5 emphasize this fact and to call 
attention to the item in the bill, which is $3,571,198, that we ap- 
a hace for the support of the schools and the education of the 

dians. Out of $7,610,000 appropriated by the bill considerably 
more than half of it is for education. 

I want also to say, Mr. Chairman, as was stated by the gentle- 
man from Texas yesterday, that since the early history of this 
country we have appropriated and expended for the civilization, 
support, and education of the Indians of this country over 
$700,000,000, ` 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what has prompted me to ask the indul- 
gence of this committee at this parti time grows out of the 
fact that recently this House passed a bill—namely, H. R. 10418— 
in relation to the ratification and amendment of a treaty made with 
the Rosebud Indians in South Dakota, by which the Indians pro- 
pose to cede to the Government 416,000 acres of land. The bill I 
refer to was introduced in the House by myself. It was consid- 
ered by the Committee on Indian Affairs, as the Indian appropria- 
tion bill was considered, in several hearings, and was considered 
and discussed fully in the committee, because the bill proposes 
what will become, if it should be enacted into law, a new policy 
in relation to dealing with the Indians in re to extinguishing 
their title for lands which they may have in their reservations 
for which they have no use. other words, if this bill should 
finally become a law, it will be the pioneer bill for subsequent legis- 

lation that may be proposed to be enacted upon this subject. Mr. 
Chairman, the bill was unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, was taken up and considered in this House 
without any opposition appearing from any source, and passed, 
and went to the Senate. X 

In the Outlook of February 27, 1904, there appeared an article 
entitled “ Indian lands and fair play.” 

It will be found on page 498 of the Outlook of Saturday, Feb- 
ruary 27,1904. Iam not going to take the time, Mr. Chairman, 
to read that article. It was written by a gentleman of consider- 
able reputation, one George Kennan. I believe it is well known 
that something like fifteen or twenty years ago Mr. Kennan went 
to Russia, and that he contributed a number of articles upon the 
subject of The Russian exile system” that attracted some at- 
tention, and at that time made him a reputation. I also under- 
stand, Mr. Chairman, that the nature of his writings were such 
that he was invited out of Russia and has not been permitted to 
return to that country. 

Since his return to the United States he has occasionally been 
heard from in articles condemning some policy proposed by some 
Department of the Government, and has invariably taken a posi- 
tion “agin the Government,” and I understand he has very re- 
cently departed for Japan. And if he makes good his reputation 
of being a ee the country within which he may be at the time, 
I presume his writings will be against cy neers and we can there- 
fore expect his early return to the United States by the invitation 
of the aforesaid country, as he was invited to leave Russia. 

In any event, as I have said, Mr. Kennan is a man of some rep- 
utation and may have been thoroughly posted upon the subjects 
that he has heretofore written upon, but any man familiar with 
H. R. 10418 and the Indian question generally will say that when 
he wrote the article published in the Outlook, to which I have 
alluded, he demonstrated that he did not know anything about 
the subject. Upon that article the Outlook comments editorially 
as follows: 


Mr. Kennan, on another page, givesa di nate and striking account 
of the latest attempt to rob te dan of the nation. While this rob- 


venture 5 — that 
the attention of the 
wing 17 its per- 


Ki 
of the Interior and 
test degree involved 


by 


the Indian Commissioner are mally not in thi 


e slig 
ie, y have yielded to the political 
sure whi ep soe eter he ET to bear upon administrative offi: 
members of the legislative branch of the 
Then it goes on (I will quote the whole article) and says further: 
But, on the other hand, it should be remembered that the Indian Commis- 
sioner and the Secre 


tary of the Interior are put in their respective places to 


33 experts aod 40 block tn'9a for es tise? ee; bagielntion wit 
an $ 
is hen heg pir enh, mip unwise, — it EAGAR I Armaan eee — — 
Ido not wish to comment specially upon that last paragraph 
which I have read, but I do not think any manin the enact 
Representatives will say that it is the duty or the province of any 
Department tointerfere with legislation that Congress might con- 
clude to enact into law simply because the Department might 
deem it unwise and undesirable. 
The editorial concludes as follows: 


For them to pie as in this case they have done, that they approved bills 

the Indians which they deemed not only to be unwise, but unjust, 

an sibly even dishonest, because of 3 pressure, is like saying that 

nobody is to blame for the explosion of the boiler because the metal was not 

strong enough to resist a steam pressure which the boiler had been expressly 
man ured to resist. 


Following that article, the Indian Rights Association, an or- 
ganization, I believe, existing in Philadelphia, a self-appointed 
guardian of the rights of the Indian, supported, I presume, largely 
by the contributions of people who may be actuated by senti- 
mental motives, and who are ready to believe that the poor In- 
dian is being robbed and is being outraged by the white man and 
by the General Government, issued a phlet signed by Mr. 
Phillip C. Garrett, president of the Indian Rights Association, 
dated Philadephia, February 29, 1904, and headed Another Cen- 
tury of Dishonor.” I will only read the first paragraph of this 
pamphlet, which is as follows: 

We appeal for justice on behalf of the Rosebud Indians of South Dakota, 
and insist that the Government, in taking their land without their consent 
in the capacity of guardian and under the guise of the law, not 
cate three-fourths of its value, but should provide that the Indian owners 

e reasonable compensation therefor, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word in relation to the inconsistency 
of this Indian Rights Association. I find that about ten yearsago 
a treaty was entered into between the Lower Brulé Indians and 
the Rosebud Indians in South Dakota by which the Lower Brulé 
Indians, or a portion of them, were to move onto the Rosebud 
Reservation. It was mutually agreed to by the Indians. It was 
desired and recommended by the Department, but the Indian 
Rights Association protested and op that proposition on the 
ground that the land south of the ite River, this particular 
reservation, was practically valueless, 3 in the pamphlet 
which they have now sent to many if not all the Members of the 
House they are trying to make it appear that this land is very val- 
uable and that we are taking it away from the Indians at a price 
that is unreasonable and unfair. 

Mr. Chairman, just a word as to why it was n to adopt 
a new policy in relation to extinguishing Indian title or right of 
occupancy in reservation lands that were no longer of any use to 
the Indians, and why it was that the treaty, made with the Rose- 
bud Indians for the cession of that portion of their reservation 
located in Gregory County, was not ratified by Congress. 

Heretofore it has been the policy to enter into a treaty with 
Indians, the Government stipulatin g and agreeing to pay in cash 
a certain price for the land to the Indians. Upon the ratification 
of a treaty, the land became a part of the public domain, and was 

i of under the homestead laws. It appeared that in many 
of these treaties a price was paid that was in excess of what the 
land was actually worth and that instead of the Indians being 
mistreated it was the Government that was being imposed upon, 
and it was declared by those in this House who are its leaders 
that hereafter no Indian reservations could be opened to settlement 
except on some plan by which the Government would not be ob- 
ligated to pay the Indian for his right therein, but upon some 
terms by which the land would be disposed of by the Government 
and the 8 paid to the Indians. In the lan e of our 
present distinguished il cea on the floor of the House in the 
1 Congress, white man pays his money, Indian 

money.“ 
et was for the reasons stated that it became nece: to adopt 
the plan proposed in House bill No. 10418, and what the Indian 
Rights Association is condemning, and these other theorists and 
doctrinaires, is that it is not faith, first, because it violates 
treaty stipulations heretofore made with the Indians and, sec- 
ondly, the terms of the bill are not fair and just to the Indians. 

In 1901 a treaty was made with the Rosebud Indians, signed by 
more than three-fourths of the male adult Indians, by which they 
agreed to cede to the United States 416,000 acres of their reserva- 
tion, being that portion located in 3 County. The United 
States in that treaty stipulated to pay to the Indians $2.50 an acre 
for that land. or,in round numbers, $1,040,000. When that treaty 
came to the House of Representatives it met with the opposition 
which I have just stated, and it became necessary, as I say, to find 
some other way by which the Indians might dispose of this land 
and the lands could become a part of the public domain and be 
occupied, settled upon, cultivated, and improved and made useful 
instead of lying there of no value to the Indians, without being 
used by anybody, unless it might be by some trespasser. 
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In the meantime the e Court of the United States. in 


treaty with the Kiowa and Comanche Indians was exactly the 
pear lze article 12 pho the Sioux Indians in the treaty of 1868 
à reaffirmed in the treaty of 1889, by which it was expressly 
— —— that the Indians in che future wonld not be deprived of 
any of their reservation lands except upon the consent and ap- 
poe of three-quarters of the maleadults. The Supreme Conrt, 
the case just referred to. Congress having amended a 
which had been made with the Indians, took up that question an 
decided it squarely, and perhaps for the first time in the history 
of the Government. They decided that Congress had the abso- 
Inte right to legislate with the Indians and for the Indians as 
the Congress in its judgment might see fit, regardless of any treaty 
conditions or stipulations that might have been entered 
Taro in She Dawe, that decision became the law and furnished 
to enact legislation such as the 5 
bill. de, if it is enacted, and we therefore proceeded to 
heater that treaty so that as the lands were disposed of the money 
should go into the Treasury and be paid out to the Indians. 
The Indian Rights Association, that are protesting against this 
BOL, Sel capers no NANO were OINEN oe a ition to the 


majority of the Indians consented of the same. So 
that, while not as the ane provides, forty-eight 
F and 


per acre. 

Now, just a word as to the policy which we have been 
so far as the Indian is concerned and his right to the reservations 
which occupy. Inthe Fifty-sixth 3 there was a gen- 
tleman, a Member of the House, distinguished for long years of 
eervice, a man who was in every it a Dhan ap a AE NA 
had made a study of the subject . 
February 4. 1901, W . I will now read. I 
want to say that I indorse what the gentleman said, and that I 


with 
ppox}. But the land thatthe Indian 
ue unless tiva The basis of 


to u wap pale ot = fiat to that treats the Indian 
anculfented land have 


udson Bay 
derness of the Northwest. They trav. 
rod and all the implements of a hunter's 


the attachments he severs is the t immigrating 
poopie di tet ail over the world. o The sons tora in New, England today B 
sod Sad new homes in the West. and stop only when 


shores of the — — m. 
This Government of the beat a 
States in . Nag Sy te yg he nor 


y practiced for years, 
paying the Indian tribes for moving from one piace to another a his land is 
wan for settlement. No matter what the Government 8 
ced ao Thra. £ este Ha gon | hen) him by shot and shell. But 
5 no property right m 
. The earth's surface, created a ty for the 
support becomes ativi 2 the application of 
man's labor in its 
Mr. Chairman, 8 e that the Indian absolutely owns these 
. but a theory. and the sooner that 
eciates that this is the case the better 5 in 
ent, we can have for the best interests of the Indians. 
d that in the earlier treaties made with the Indians it was 
engi hit icy TD Indian owned the lands. He had a sort 
of aboriginal tenure, as it is termed—a mere right of occupancy. 
I have been told that in ee fg S State w 
Indian Rights Association makes its home, there was a treaty 
entered into with the Indians in the early history of that State by 
which the Indians ceded and quel ceramics quite a portion of lands 


make | certainly as 


here the | th 


which they occupied at a cost of $5.28, which was expended for 
Mr. Chairman, we are told that the Indians own the land. I 


shall 3 in my speech and put in the RECORD several de- 
cisions from the Supreme Court of the United States, which dem- 
onstrate beyond any comes that all the Indian has in the reser- 
vation is a mere right of occupancy, and that he has no title and 
that the fee is in the Government, and that it and it alone can ex- 
tinguish the Indian right of occupancy, upon such terms as Con- 
gress may determine. 

At this point I desire to refer to the case of Lone Wolf v. Hitch- 
cock, heretofore cited. A portion of said opinion I will append 
to my remarks and print in the RECORD. 

I want to call particular attention to the language used in this 
opinion in relation to the Indian right of occupancy being as sa- 
cred as the right of the fee in the United States, and, referring to 
several decisions where it was so decided, the court says that in 
none of these cases was there a controversy between Indians oma 
the Government, but the questions considered had relation to the 
nature of the property rights of the Indian, concerning the char- 

acter and extent of such rights as respected States or individuals. 

I desire to refer to the cases of Johnson v. McIntosh.8 Wheaton, 
543, decided in 1823; United States v. Cook, 19 Wallace. 591, de- 
cided in 1873; Buttz v. Northern Pacific Railroad, 119 U. S, 55; 
Beecher v. Wetherby, 95 U. S., 517, and I will append and print 
o 28 an extract 
from an opinion ttorney-General Cushing, Opinions At- 
torney-General, 255, and I would emphasize one portion of this 
opinion and commend it to some of the Eastern States that are so 

to be sentimental on the Indian question and fearful that 
— te older State, ofthe Caton, op e a 


33 
Wolf case, it is demonstrated clearly that the Indian is a ward of 
the nation and that the United States can legislate as the legis- 
lative branch may see fit for his best interests. 

It has been claimed that this particular bill is a robbery, and it 
has been so denominated. I want to say that it provides that the 
land shall be opened to settlement and what is toot $ por acro. in 
the first six months shall bepaid for at the rate of 
this tract there are 452 tracts that have alread selected by 
the Indians as allotments. In other words. the have gone 
teak Gud weenie oe tacts allots con Sette the ten: and 
the Indians are just like white men—they have naturally selected 
the best tracts. That would be natural. So that the 416.000 
ee ae ee 


Gregory County, a of this reservation, On the north the 
bind ts dota Ute was formerly a part of the great Sioux 
Reservation, where land is now open to settlement and can be had, 


if a man will go there and live on it for five years, for nothing; 
andif he 8 he Ras only 50 cents an acre. It is joined 


on the south | assessed at between $1 and 
3 N is an Indian reservation extending 170 

And I maintain that when we put the price at $3 an acre, as we 
do in that bill, it is not only fair and just, but it is more, Mr. 


Chairman, in n my judgment, than the land is worth to-day, and 
98 ts Geuaray WEL cou PAOTR or ten Baar 
ere and is with the provisions o me- 
stead law, as he will have to do under the terms of this bill. I 
maintain, Mr. Chairman. that the only question to be determined 
is the price of the land, and „ 
and that in looking out for the interests of the Indians if we see 
to it that he gets as much as he would have gotten under the 
the | treaty which he made we certainly can not be accused of tery 
mistreated him. It is the judgment of every man familiar wi 
the conditions in thut section of the country that the land will be 
disposed of under the ions and terms of this bill, and that 
it will be paid for, and that the Indians will receive as much 
poo on y would have received under the original treaty, and 


more. 
Pere Curina, I want to refer to a treaty made with the Sioux 
Ees 1858, and I want to read some of the provisions. In 
article 11 of this agreement it appears that we paid the Indians a 
8 and here are some of the things that the Indians 


agreed to 

They nda to withdraw all opposition to the construction of 
bontril 9 eee eee 
permit the peaceful construction any over 
eir reservation as herein defined.” That they will not attack 
any persons at homeor . — nor molest or disturb any wagon 
trains, coaches, mules, or e belonging to the e of the 
United States or to 8 friendly therewith.” “They will 
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never cxpture or carry off from settlements white women or chil- 
dren; they will never kill or scalp white men, nor attempt to do 
them harm.” 

By article 2 of the treaty of 1877 it is provided: They also con- 
sent and agree to the free navigation of the Missouri River.“ 

Now, to say at this time because some years ago the United 
States, in order to control these then outlaws and sa 
them by any name you may—confined them within certain limits, 
which were called reservations,” that we gave them the lands 
seems to me absurd. Will anybody fora moment contend that 
that action was a convéyance for a consideration to the Indians of 
the fee in the land? I certainly think not, and, as I said before, I 
have cited some authorities showing that the reservation title, if 
you want to so term it, is of no greater value than the aboriginal 
tenure. Yet itis contended that these lands now belong to the 
Indians and that they should be disposed of not only for what 
they are worth in their present almost valueless, useless condition, 
but that they shall be sold so that the Indian will get what they 
are worth after they have been cultivated and improved and 
made valuable by the white man. 

ished 


I say, Mr. Chairman, following the language of the distinguis 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow], from whom I have 


oted, that the value in this land should go tothe man that gives 


it value. The Indians of this country have never contributed or 
done anything that has been recognized by which they have given 
any value to the lands of this country. ese Indians have the 
right to take: Heads of families, 320 acres of land; children over 
18 years of age and unmarried, 160 acres of land, and children un- 
der 18 years of age, 80 acres of land. 

H of families who desire to live on their allotments are en- 
titled to the following: Fifty dollars in lieu of a house, two mares 
and one colt, two cows with calves, one farm wagon, one set 
double harness, one plow, one hoe, one ax. 

I cite this simply to show how generously the Indian has and is 

ing treated by the Government, and I have no e in say- 
ing that after having taken allotments as they have in the tract 
affected by the pro bill, the land left, which is of no value 
as it is now, should be made a part of the public domain, and 
upon terms not only fair to the Indian, but upon terms fair and 
just to the man who may go there to make his home and cultivate 
it. The man who goes into that section of the country goes in 
there with a handicap of one-fifth of the land nontaxable for 
twenty-five years, and he has got to pay his proportionate increase 
of the expenses of that community for all that time. 

These 452 Indian allotments are practically without value at 
present, whereas if the adjoining lands are settled upon and im- 
proved it will make them valuable, and they can also be rented so as 
to give the allottees a benefit; and this is a consideration of consid- 
erable importance to the Indians having the aforesaid allotments. 

I wish to emphasize that in disposing of this land it is not pro- 
posed to sell anything more than the right to make a homestead 
entry, which is quite different from what it would be if a person 
could buy the land outright. Under the provisions of the home- 
stead law the purchaser will be limited to 160 acres and will have 
to reside upon and cultivate the land, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of said law. 

That the Department has always considered $2.50 an acre, or 
$1,040,000, a fair and just price for the land, I wish to read the 
follo reports. 

Commissioner Jones, in his report to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior on the original treaty, November 23, 1901, in which he rec- 
ommended that the sams be transmitted to Congress with the 
request for favorable action, among other things said, referring 
to the report of the inspector who made the agreement: 


The inspector states that the land in Gregory Com is without doubt 

the best and most desirable portion of the Rosebud Reservation, and that 

although the allotments embrace much of the choicest 8 A thay deal 

Sf god Jand remaina unaliotted, ‘The whole tract, Rewer is erce tent grag 
er m u u 

are oe ton be 5 when there is sufficient rainfall carter the 


wing season. He says he the com tion sti ted in the 
agreement as yery reasonable at the same time a fair and just price for 
In conclusion the inspector states that he regards the compensation and 
manner of payment vided in the agreement as just and fair, both to the 
Indians and to the United S 


‘tates; that the manner of payment was the best, 
both for the Indians and for the Government, that the 

that the stock cattle and the five annual cash payments will beof great bene- 
fit to the Indians in giving th good start toward their self-support. He 


em a 
heartily recomm: the approval and ratification of the agreement. 


The Commissioner further said: 
Thi pensati: upon for the land ceded, ting to about 
red Ber acres in the Judgment of this office and Tron the best jatormation 
The Secretary of the Interior, under date of December 6, 1901, 
in transmitting the treaty to the Senate, stated: 
the Commissioner of In- 


dians would accept; 


dian 
could be obtained I have the honor to 
action by the Congress. 


A gentleman of high standing, and a man who has been amon 
the Indians for years or more, and who was at first 8 
to House bill No. 10418, after having it explained wrote me a 
letter, from which I quote as follows: 


g PHILADELPAIA, PA., February 12, 1904. 
a ee gan 19, Eo Op te 
First, 0 “you draw my attention and which I had 
overlooked, that the proposed bili assures the presence on the p — 18 


land of a white farming population under the homestead laws instead 
purchase of the land in large grazing tracts by capitalists; and, 

Second, upon the fact that, upon reflection, I think the prompt sale of the 
land more probable than when I wrote you. 

Ishalla „ therefore, from any public criticism of the bill unless new 


considerations present themselves to my mind and seem to demand it, in 
which case I shall again put myself in communication with you. 5 


I also wish to read two letters from one Frank Mullen, who has 
lived upon the Rosebud Reservation for twenty-four years, and 
is therefore familiar with the conditions upon said reservation, 
3 is known to be a friend of the Indians, which letters are as 

ollows: 


ROSEBUD AGENCY, S. DAK., January 23, 1904. 
Hon. CHARLES H. BURKE, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR SIR: Will you kindly send me a copy of the new bill introduced 
you in the House of Representatives for 3 opening of the unallotted ante 


mG ry County: 

We 2 your splendid efforts for the bill will be successful this session, 
and that the Indians will get the money they have been expecting from the 
sale for the last two years, and a payment of account, this fall. 

We have almost y inquiries in reference to the bill, and I would con- 
sider it a favor if you would keep me advised of its progress, so that I can keep 
our people informed through our little paper. 

I understand there have some protests sent from here to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. If this is so, they are unauthorized by any council 
of Indians, from which they probably 


rt to emanate, and 
only a 1 the Indians. * iment is n “| 
n the 


general sentiment is in favor of 


the bill, as outlined dispatches, and the main question of — 
dian is. When do weget money, and how much?" a e 
Yours, truly, FRANK MULLEN. 


ROSEBUD, S. DAK., February 2, 1904. 
Hon. CHARLES H. BURKE, Washington, D. C. 

My DEAR SIR: Referring to your letter of January 27, I would say that I 
have been perfectly familiar with the lands in Gregory County for the last 
twenty-four years, and have no hesitancy in sayin, t the price established 
in your bill now before the House of Representatives is fair and reasonable, 
and in my judgment all that the land as a whole is worth. Your bill exactly 
embodies my suggestion to Colonel MeLaug when here last, to increaso 
the price named in the original se pene to r acre, in order that the 
In would realize thoaggrega amount of $1, as therein provided. 
This, in my judgment, your bill will more than accomplish; in fact I consider 
it the best proposition for the Indians which has been before the House. 

You are undoubtedly aware of the cause of tion here, and Iam freo 
to say that, in my nion, there would not bave been any o ition to 
amount to —— fh Colonel McLaughlin's last agreement had the Indians 
not been persistently told that by holding out they would surely obtain $5 


acre. 

Psa business copes I consider the Indians gain by the sale of the 

land, as it is of absolutely no benefit to the large majority, and that those 

whose allotments are in Gregory County 

by the increased value of th otments. 
Very truly, yours, FRANK MULLEN, 


As to the benefits that the Indians will receive from the sale of 
this land and the amount of money they will receive per capita, 
Inspector McLaughlin, who negotiated the treaty with these In- 
dians, in one of the councils said to the Indians: 

The census rolls show 4,917 persons belonging to this ncy, which would 
give an annual per ca: Ry alae of ge is, $30.50 once Me year 3 
each man, woman, and e ‘or a peri ve years, aggr 3 
that each man, woman, and child would receive inthe five 8 Lre 

At 1 of five years, when this per capita payment would end, 
the ma increase derived from your stock cattle would then be market- 
able and continue to furnish a large number of beef cattle annually there- 
after, which would place 3 an 3 footing, and with pro 
care of your cattle would re one res annualincome. * * * Then 
the s cattle, which, if properly for, will bring about a great deal of 

erity among you le. And in the third place, the cash payment for 

ve years, which w enable you to take care o ior families without any 

suffering until you n to receive returns from the marketable cattle, tho 
increase of the cattle that will be issued to you. 


The Indians will have the benefit of the roads, of the courts, and 
the benefits of a county and State government without contribut- 
ing a cent therefor, their lands being nontaxable for twenty-five 
years, as before stated, while the settler who takes a homestead 
and acquires title to the same must do his share in paying these 


mses. 
Palk about rob and that these Sioux Indians are not being 
fairly treated. Under the treaties of 1868, 1877, and 1889 they 
have drawn from the Treasury of the United States the sum of 
$55,265,735.34. This is the amount obtained by about 20,000 In- 
dians. Now, if you should contribute that amount of money toa 
similar number of white people and let them understand that they 
are going to be clothed and fed and educated and that they are 
going to have 5 for them, the effect would be that 
you would simply paupers of them. As soon as this Gov- 


gain more any of the others 


1904. 


cas pair ee cigs eee Taegan eae 
ment but a question of practical business, the Indians will com- 
mence to e some progress similar to that which has already 
been accomplished by what I consider an advanced policy. 

Under the present administration of Indian affairs. the idea of 
self-support is encouraged. If the Indian is able to work—if he 
a 5 Indian Office says to him: If you want to 

1 work.“ They provide payment for the services of 

dian in building roads, ditches, fences, etc.. and pay him 
pape in lien of rations. In other ca ‘thee give him to un- 
derstand thut he must help himself. 

I want to putin the Recor», that it may receive the special 
attention of the House, the gross amount of the several items to 
which I havereferred. It will be found very interesting reading. 
For instance, under article 10 of the treaty of 1868 there is pro- 
vided for Indiaus roaming.“ 83.464.400. 

In order that it may 2 just what this item means, I will 
read the provision of article 10 of the treaty authorizing and re- 
quiring payments to be made. It is as follows: 

And in addition to the clothing herein named, the sum of $10 for each per- 
son entitled to the beneficial effects of this treaty shall be annually appro- 

inted for a period of thirty years while such persons roam and hunt, and 

foreach person who engages in farming. tonne used the 


the Interior in the purchase of such articles as from time 
tion and 8 of the Indians may indicate to be proper. 


Appropriations for Sioux under Bates of 1868, 1877, and 1889, to and includ- 
ing 1 


Article 7, treaty 1898, education 


— $2,190, 000.00 
4,000.00 


Article 8, treaty ls. seeds . 
Article 10, treaty 165, clothing 4. 110. 500, 00 
Article 10, treaty 1868, Indians roaming. — 5,44, 400,00 
Articles Sand L, treaty INN, employees — 1. Kl. 0. 00 
Article 10, treaty 1588, cows and Ozen n. 2.22. 2-225 22-2 -e 126, 00.00 
Article lu, treaty 1868, article 5, agreement 1877, subsistence and 
civilization. ......- SO AT TATE K S 
Article i4, treaty 1868, presents Rian PO a BG ENE. E 1.500. 00 
49, 620, 800.00 
Section 17, act 1889, nent fund <- 8,0N0,000.00 
Sat un 7, act 18, tres. 45, 000.00 
Section 17. benefits to allottees. 1,243, 655. 34 
Miscellaneous for thirty pears.. 
POPRI: enaena ipina CTT 55, 28. 705. 84 
Marca 2, 1904. 


Mr. Chairman, I regret very much chat I have been limited in 
time as | have been. I wanted to bring to the attention of the 
House a nuw ber of matters which under the circumstances I shall 
be compelled to put into the Recorp. I commend them to Mem- 
bers of this House. 

I think the time has come, as I before stated, when we should 
legislate not only for the purpose of taking from the Indians the 
lands which they do not require, which were set aside for them 
originally for hunting and fishing, but also adopt a different policy 
in other respects, as we are already doing to some extent, in ap- 
propriating money for the support and maintenance of the Indians. 

Why. Mr. Chairman, to give the Indian all the money thet can 

sibly be realized from some land in which he may have some 
Interest is not for his benefit. He simply squanders the money 
which be thns receives: it does him no good, except in a few in- 
stances. You will generally find that the ition displayed to 
legislation which is for the interest of the Indians comes from 
somebody interested in having the Indians obtain just as much 
money as possible, because the A wigs is desirous of the Indian 
Senay as much money as possible in order that he may get it 


To this bill there never would have been any opposition to 
of on the 7 of the Indians had it not been for the agitation of 


certain white men residing upon or adjacent to the reservation, 
who had a selfish interest in the reservation rem in its pres- 
ent state. possibly to enable them to range their ca free over 


the lands and be permitted to continue trespassing. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman. I maintain that the surplus land 
of an Indian reservation, for which the Indian has no further use, 
is not the property of the 5 at least to no greater extent 
than it belongs to the whole people. and I maintain that the most 
that the Ind.an has is a mere al nse originally accorded him 
for the purpose of hunting and fishing, an say gp he should be 
obliged, npon such terms as are just and fair. to surrender it, that 
it may become a part of the public domain and be converted into 
homes and farms and occupied by people who will contribute to 
the development and material advancement of the country, and 
I therefore submit that there is no justification for the opposition 
that has developed against the Rosebnd bill, and that it is a 
measure thut proposes to generously pay the Indians for their 
right tothe lands, and I therefore hope it may be enacted into 
law. 

Mr. 3 3 my remarks in the RECORD 
and append some authorities bearing upon the subject of Indian 
titles. aad will ask to have the same printed. 
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8 87), decided by the Supreme Court 
e grant of 9 


appears to be a tem! ar- 
555 for a time the setileme tof the country reserv: 
In the case of Johnson v. McIntosh (8 Wheaton, 543), decided in 1833, it was 
decided that the fee toall Indian eerie Sa is in the Government and muy be 

granted subject to the transient usu 8 of the aboriginal occu- 
pama, and this doctrine is followed in the case of United States v. Cook et) 
baboon 1 in which case certain Indians cut and disposed of 
timber from an In reservation, and the Government brought — 

urchaser, Cook, the vane of the timber, the theory 


- Inthecase 


8 8 from the 
ing that the felling of the timber was an injury to the reversion of the Usited 


States. The question being squarely presented as to whether the fee was in 
= Pcie sage yr the court sustained this view, Chief Justice Waite thus 
the doctrine considered applicable, as follows: 
right of the Indians in the land from which the were except to the 
that of rasta Sy Yor They bad no power of alima 
United States. fee was in the Uni States, 8 y to de s right 


is is the title by which other Indians 
9 as early as 123 in . — io v. Meine. Te 
authority of that case has never been doubted. The right of the Indians to 
oniy a right of eccupancy. The poresenion, when abandoned by the Indiana, 
a t of occupancy n. when a on 
Sttaches itself to the fee without further E7 t 
In Buttz v. Northern Pacific Railroad (119 U. S 3 the railroad company 
claimed under the grant conveying certain ue along the line of its pro- 
jected route. which at the date of — t was within an Indian reservation, 
and the Indian title not extinguished for some years later, the court said: 
“The land in 5 michel pe ather lands in Dakota through which the 
Northern Pacific Railroad was to be constructed. were within what in known 
as ‘Indian country At the time the ect of Jul 1 aae 2 sexed the 
title of the Indian tribes wus not extinguished id not pre- 
ins in ae Cee as ee the Ses oF a EA 
y The Indians had N a right of 3 right to use the 
land su to the dominion control of the vernment. The grant 
con the fee as g to this na oped of oveupancy. The railroad company 
touk the 8 this incur 
In the of her v. Wetherby (95 U. S., 517), the question presented 
was whether or not the State took title ander the school + for lands 
within an Indian reservation. or whether 2 title remained in the United 
States subject to be otherwise disposed 8 arrangement with the 
Indians. decision of the court was dint the title of the Siste attach: 
not withstanding the t of occupancy, and that an 3 by the Uni 
States to sel) the schoo sections for the benefit of the Indians was void, and 
only that of occupancy. The fee 
nited States, subject to mare right. ae cae could he transferred b 
them e hee grantee, itis true, would take only the nak 
pee gO ae not d 3 ncy of the Indians: thatoccupancy could 
ly be interfered with or „ the United States * * 
95 2 t of the United States to dixpose of the fee of the lands occupied 
(Indians) has always r; by thisenurt from the fonnda- 
r Government. It was so in Johnaen v. McIntosh (6 Wheaten, 
544), in 1523, and in United States v. Cook (19 Wall.. 30 l. in In Other cases 
periods have affirmed the eame ne. Clark v. Smith (18 
5 ow See eens v. Hudson (8 See 875); 
uppy isconsin, S Opinions ttorney-Gene 
States v. Cook «19 vat, 581), the United States 8 rep erm for tim- 
ber cut and sold by on land reserved to them. the court o 
that er in the United States and only a ae occupancy in the 
Indians; thet this was the title by which other In held their land, and 
that re of Johnson v. McIntosh bad never heen doulned. * * 
In the construction of grants supposed to embrace lands in the occu 
tion of Indians questions have arisen whether Congress intended to transfer 
the fee or otherwise, but the power of the United states to make such trans- 


fer bas in no instance b-en denied ae p nt case there can hardly be 
a doubt that Congress intended to eat the fee to section 16 in 
every 83 subject. it 5 i al other cases of grautanf pnbtic 
lands, to the of the nae so long an that occupancy 


r part of the State was, at the date of the vom- 

ee eee by different tribes. and the grant of sections in ather portions 
wou T Congress undoubtedly ex pected that 
at no distant day the State would be settled we parpi om and the semi- 
barbarous tion of the Indian tribes would lace to the higher civ- 
‘lization of our race: and it contemplated by its actions to carry out in 
that State, as ee ee its ancient and honored “af devoting 
o Roberts ery ene . for the education of the people.” (Ben 

U 
J Opins. Atty. Gen., S8). in the Po 1 

case, te cele 8 os to whether È on act of 33 8 August 6, re f 
f ce: reservation, used the following 

There was a when the true relation of the Indians to the United 
States was not clearly seen as it now is, We have been accustomed to 
make treaties with them as if = were independent of us; that was an 
error. We dealt with their ihes as nominal nations: that led to 
strange 8 We e of their lauds—as if a bandful of 
savages who happened to be within the geographical limits of country 
enough for an empire could be deemed its proprietors in virtue of any rule 


of natural rignt or of ve law. We had rexpected their assumed rights; 
that is, hed left them to their savage pec independance, aap uf by force 
compe! w in the smial organiza- 


tbem to N into some appro: 

tion, aud thus had perished of a — E Dre Finally, we of the 

aar States of the Union, who had expelled or killed off most of our Indians 
r reduced them to a condition of pian aye pilaye, had now come to be ex- 

9 sensitive to the a of the same nature: that is, policy in 

3 of ae to which 3 States of the South were now sub- 


jecti 
eee ein 8 investigation of the subject which ensued cleared off all 
these errors, and discussion ended with the t cases of the Cherokee Na- 
tion 5 The auraa Georgia (5 Peters, 1), and Worcester v. The State of Geor- 
Kia ape ). 


derne be of the particuiar E 

n to be. ( Nation v. The Its a 

of our paros law equally fundamental that the Indians do not hold 
the lands of their aboriginal occupation, but only a usufruct, the fee 

being 1 the United States or, in some cases, in 8 (Johnson 

v. Mein 8 Wheaton, 543: Fletcher v. Peck, 6 Cranch, 


FC ²˙⁰ màJ—ͥ— . NAOT EFI he eee Ly 
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ctuary occupation was ca: 
and by thane alone: and util 
ed between them and the 


In the case of Mitchell v. The United States that was one of the point 
and it was expressly held by the court as the established public law o 
America that the Government owns the fee of the soil, and may 

—— eae while the lands remain in the of the Indians. (9 

eters, 711. 

“The same doctrine is reaffirmed in the case of The United States v. Fer- 
nandez. (10 Peters, 03.) 

“There is no room whatever to question the law of these decisions. They 
are in strict conformity with ple and precedent.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to state what I under- 
stand to be the Indian title to the lands which have been referred 
to, because I am fearful that an erroneous impression may have 
been left upon the minds of some Members by the statements of 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. BURKE]. 

The Supreme Court more than seventy-five years ago declared 
that the right of the Indian was a right of occupancy, a right of 
use, a right which was perpetual, and could be interfered with 
or changed only upon the assent of the Indians. The Supreme 
Court recently haye modified that decision to the extent of saying 
that the Congress of the United States occupied the position of a 
guardian for the Indians, a guardian that could act without ask- 
ing the assent of any court, a guardian supreme in its powers, 
but whose powers must be exercised solely for the benefit of the 
ward. In other words, the Supreme Court now hold that while 
the title of the Indians is a title simply of use and occupancy for 
their benefit, Con can dispose of that title if it sees best, if 
in its wisdom it thinks it is for the benefit of the Indians so do, 
but can do that only for the benefit of the Indians and for no 
other J as 
Mr. BURKE. Will the gentleman permit one observation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BURKE. I desire to call the gentleman's attention to the 
fact that in the case of Lone Wolf v. Hitchcock, decided January 
2, 1903, after quoting article 12 of the treaty, Mr. Justice White, 
who delivered the opinion of the court, sai part: 
ts base their right to relief on the 

nfederated 


The a 
fect of the article just quoted col of Kiowas, Comanches, 
and Apaches were vested with an interest in the lands held incommon within 
an 
t 


cy of the Menomonees. Thatusufru 
extin by the United Stat 


the 

ble of be 
its extinction the entire original title re: 
Indians. * * * 


position that by the ef- 


the reservation, which interest could not be divested by Congress in 
other mode than that ed in the said twelfth article, and that as a 
of the said stipulation the interest of the Indians in the common lands fell 
within the protection of the fifth amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States, and such interest, indirectly at least, came under the control 
or 0 1 3 branch of the Government. We are unable to yield our assent 
ew. $ 
The contention in effect res the status of the contracting Indians and 
the relation of dependency poas and continue to bear toward the Goy- 
ernment of the United States. To uphold the claim would be to adjudge that 
the ‘ndirect o tion of the treaty was to materially limit and qu the 
cotrolling authority of Congress in respect to the care and protection of the 
Indians, and to 3 5 ert ps ina ble emergency when the necessity 
might be urgent for a ition and l of the tribal lands, of all power 
to act if the assent of the Indians could not be obtained. 
the Indian right of occupancy 
ted, been 


„Me. 
1831 Pet., 1, 48; rv. Georgia 

; tates v. Cook (1873), 19 Wall., 591, 592; Leaven- 
ono . United States (1875), @ U. S., 788, 735; Beecher v. 

„G., 588. 
these cases was there involved a controversy between Indians 
and the Government respecting the power of Co. o administer the 
of the Indians. The Dep jer considered 

wW. ther directly or indirectly had relation to the nature of the property 
concerned the characte: 


panao out that Congress possessed 

e Indians, by reason of its exercise of p over their in 

and that such authority might be sae ey eyen though 8 to the strict 
hus, in Beecher v. Wetherby (95 U. S., 


“But the right which the Indians held was only that of occupancy. The 
fee was in the U d 


or justice of 

question of ROTER 

controversy between thir 
ns.” 


Plenary authority over the tribal relations of the Indians has been exer- 
cised by Congress from the beginning snd. the power hasalways been deemed 
to be con 


a political one, not subject led by the judicial department of the 
Government. Until the 175 1871 the policy was pursued of ing with the 

ian tribes by means of treati 2 course, a moral obligation rested 
upon Congress to act in good faith in forming the ulations entered 
into onits behalf. But, as treaties ə with foreign nations (Chinese ex- 
clusion cases, 130 U. S., 581, 600), the legislative pomer migas — ws in con- 
flict with treaties made with the Indians, (Thomas v. Gay. U. S. 264, 270; 
Ward v. Race Horse, 188 U. S., 504, 511; S; v. 160 U. S., 3%, 
405; Missouri, Kansas and Texas Rwy. Co. v. Ro 152 U. S., 114, 117; The 


Che okee Tobacco, 11 Wall., 616.) 
Tae power exists to abrogate the provisions of an Indian treaty, though 
presamably such power will be exercised only when circumstances 


-themselves, 
between 


which will not only justify the Government in disregarding the stipulations 
of the treaty, but may demand, in the interest of the country andthe Indians 
that it should doso. When, therefore, treaties were entered into 
the United States and a tribe 


ra 
th perfect faith toward the In: 
(1885) (118 U. S., 375), speaking of the Indians, the court said 


system of 


ritory of the United States shall be acknowledged or recognized as an inde- 
geass nation, tribe, or power with whom the United States may contract 
y treaty; but no obliga on of any 5 and ratified with 
an such Indian nation or tribe prior to 8, 1871, shall be hereby invali- 
or z 
In 8 the validity of an act of Congress which conferred jurisdic- 
tion upon the courts of the United States for certain crimes committed on an 
Indian reservation within a State, the court said (p. 883): 

“Tt seems to us that this is within the competency of 8 These 
Indian tribes are the wards of the nation. They are communities dependent 
on the United States; dependent 5 for their daily food; dependent for 
their political rights. They owe no allegiance to the States, and receive from 
them no protection. Because of the local ill feeling, the people of the States 
where they are found are often their deadliest enemies. ‘om their very 
weakness and helplessness, so largely due to the course of dealing of the 
Federal Government with them and the treaties in which it has been prom- 
ised, there arises the duty of protection, and with it the power. This has al- 
ways been recognized by the Executive and by Congress and by this court, 
whenever the question has arisen. 

* * * s * + * 

„The power of the General Government over these remnants of a race 
once powerful, now weak and diminished in numbers, is necessary to their 
protection, as well as to the safety of those among whom they dwell. It must 
exist in that government, because it never has existed anywhere else, because 
the theater of its exercise is within the phical ts of the United 
States, because it has never been denied, and 8388 it alone can enforce its 
laws on all the tribes.” 

That Indians who had not been fully emancipated from the control and 
protection of the United States are subject, at least so far as the tribal lands 
were concerned, to be controlled by direct 2 1 578 of Congress is also de- 
clared in Choctaw Nation v. United States (119 U. S., 1, 27) and Stephens v. 
Choctaw Nation (174 U. S., 445, 483), * * + 

We must presume that Congress acted in perfect good faith in the dealin, 
with the In of which complaint is mado, and that the legislative brane 
of the Government exercised its best Egy apm in the premises. In any 
event, as Congress possessed full power e matter, the judiciary can not 
3 or inquire into the motives which prompted the enactment of this 

egislation. 


5 PIERA DI 5 a never been socas ee 8 
c ivest this title without compensating these Indians for the 
9 right of occupancy that they have. 

r. SHERMAN. Certainly; and what I wish to emphasize is 
the fact that the Supreme Court never has so held, and that it is 
not the intention cf Congress and it is not the intention of any 
Indian Committee or anybody else, so far as I know, to dispose of 
wa AS ht of the Indians except for their benefit. 
ee = ALZELL. Congress is the last judge of what is for their 

nefit. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Congress is the supreme judge. 

Mr. BURKE. I do not want to be misunderstood. I have 
maintained and do declare that in my best judgment this bill does 

rovide what is fair and just and right as a compensation for the 
dians from Sy Cage to 

Mr. SHER I understood the gentleman’s position. How 
much time have I, Mr, Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has nine- 
teen minutes remaining. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iyield that nineteen minutes to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. HEDGE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEDGE] is 
recognized for nineteen minutes, 

Mr. HEDGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in a sense to a question of 

rsonal privilege. During my brief and quiet sojourn here I have 
Poen the recipient.of constant favor from many Members of this 
House without distinction of party or religion. This kindness, so 
grateful to my feelings, has from the first day of the extra session 
of this Congress presented itself in a new and interesting form. 
In addition to the usual inquiry after my health or the nature of 
the private legislation which I may be 1 of a desire to pro- 
mote, these friends, assuming an air of affectionate solicitude too 

od to be true, have been daily insisting on my enriching their 
intelligence with my views of the Iowa idea, until at last Iam, 
like the unjust judge, from pure weariness compelled, so far as in 
my limited measure I may, to satisfy their importunate morning 
thirst in this regard. 

Furthermore, my sense of loyalty to my constituents and neigh- 
bors, as well as of duty to these teasing associates whose travel in 
their own country seems never to have extended west of the 
Alleghenies, who have never gazed upon the star of empire, have 
no notion of its present position or memory of its triumphant 
course, impels me to offer what help I may to their understand- 
ings by a hint or ir Seep) or two of the quality of the men over 
whose homes and of industry that star has so reasonably 
fixed its abiding place, 
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Of course I have been made aware of the “idea” that my inquis- 
itors are driving at. The active and healthy minds of the le 
of Iowa are and always have been prolific and capacious of ideas— 
moral, political, social, and industrial; great ideas, vital, helpful, 
and inspiring to themselves, to their Commonwealth, and to their 
country—and it seems a strange irony of fortune that of all the 
ideas whose original conception might be attributed to the Iowa 
mind the one least fit for the prefix of the definite article should 
awaken the widest interest and provoke the most general animad- 
version, an idea which, following the dictionary, is rather a 
general conception or notion formed by generalization ” than 
a rational conception,” or “the complete conception of an object 
when thought of in its necessary elements or constituents.” 

The offspring of a confused or half-attentive mind, of headlong 
impulse, rather than of long-headed thinking, it has changed its 
shape like the cloud which, now Ere: like a weasel and now very 
like a whale, perplexed the wit of old Polonius. First it expressed 
itself or exposed itself in a purpose to modify any schedules of the 
tariff which might afford a shelter to monopoly. By this protest 
of virtue above suspicion, we found ourselves regarded as beyond 
suspicion by the Iowa Democracy. Mere words of honest intent, 
but which meant nothing and could mean nothing, as I shall at- 
tempt toshow. It was hailed by them (anything to hail is a god- 
send to an Iowa Democrat) as a confession that the tariff is the 
mother of trusts and the grandmother of monopoly. De Quincey 
says that the progress of the sinner in wrongdoing is inevitable; 
that if he commits murder, he will, if unchecked by force, neces- 
sarily proceed to robbery, forgery, and perjury, and through the 
catalogue of crime until at last he finds himself guilty of Sabbath 
breaking and disobedience to parents [Laughter.] 

This course of the sinner finds it counterpart (in reverse) in 
that of the reformer, or at least illustrates the course of the Iowa 
tariff reformer. He denounces a public policy which, workin 
for the general advantage of all the people, does not cut off alleged 
evil doers from its benefits. Next, seeming not to see how to strike 
or when to strike, he demands general and immediate revision—a 
sort of daily house cleaning—ignoring the Scripture story that 
that day only was blessed and sanctified which let well enough 
alone, and now at last raises his arm to strike at the interest of 
ait pwa supporters and own people in behalf of reciprocity with 

S 3 


I shall not deny that there are people in Iowa who regard revi- 
sion, partial, total. by reciprocity with Canada, by what one of 
them, an editor, calls the broadest commercial reciprocity,” or by 
es free trade, as a veritable pillar of clond leading to Canaan. 

Lincoln said you could fool all of the people part of the time, 
part of the people all the time, but you couldn’t fool all of the 
people all the time. There are a few of this second class who are 
making some noise in Iowa. We have some of the descendants 
of Jeshurun there, who have waxed fat and kick. We have those 
who, in their fullness, deny the fountain, who deny the influence 
of a public policy to hinder or to advance the fortunes of the 
people, or, to use the language of my friend and colleague from 
the Second district, ascribe all their prosperity to gravitation. 

Their philosophy is not so profound as that of an unsuccessful 
candidate for the Presidency who taught the people forty years 
ago. He was a Daniel too, Daniel Pratt, the Great American 
Traveler. L had the advantage of hearing him many times and of 
contributing to his campaign fund whenever the hat went round, 
That Daniel, with great solemnity and convincing power, main- 
tained that the great forces of nature are gravitation and perspi- 
ration. aughter. | 

If that Daniel had lived till now, he would have added revision 
and reciprocity. [Laughter.] He might not have come to judg- 
flan, oe would certainly have gone to the St. Louis convention. 

ughter. 

We havi e business men governed by the same motives 
that actuate the millers of Minneapolis, e. g., the Tri-City Reci- 
procity League. 

I was honored with a duplicate copy of the letter read and ap- 
proved by my colleague Nr. WADE] the other day—a league 
“com of manufacturers of the city of Moline, III.; Rock 
Island, III., and Davenport, Iowa.” , 

Here is a partial list of members: Barnard & Leas Manufactur- 
ing Company, Bettendorf Axle Company, Bettendorf Metal Wheel 
Company, H. W. Cooper, Davenport Foundry and Machine Com- 
pany, Deere & Co., Deere & Mansur Company, The Fuller Manu- 
facturing Company, S. A. Mager Manufacturing Company, Mo- 
line Elevator Company, Moline Plow Company, Moline Pump 
Company, Moline Scale Company, Moline Tool Company, Moline 
Wagon Company, Red Jacket Manufacturing Company, Rock 
Island Iron Works, The Root-VanDervoort Engineering Company, 
Shs Can Wiles las Bas Casal PE 

eable mpany, m- e pany, Wil- 
liams, White & Co. 
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The signer, Mr. French, is a man of great intelligence and of 
high e —a man of affairs. The wonder that he is and al- 
ways has been a Democrat disappears when we learn that in his- 
boyhood he was at school under the infiuence of that leader of 
the minority whose personality commands the respect of the 
whole House, and whose seductive sophistry might deceive the 
very elect. It is interesting to know that the hand we see so often 
here raised to threaten or command did years ago bend the twig 
now grown into a great but twisted tree, in whose upper branches 
flighty things may lodge. [Laughter.] 

I ought not to intimate that there is any flightiness in this ad- 
vocacy of reciprocity with Canada by the league or its secretary. 
There is no altruistic sentimentalism in their policy. This! e 
is not an eleemosynary institution. Canada is not a man 
turing country. Its people are a rural le, engaged in pro- 
ducing the same things that are produced 7 the farmers of Iowa, 
Minnesota, and Michigan. They offer no serious competition in 
any business or enterprise carried on by any of the members of 
this league. The harm or hazard of the game proposed is at the 
expense of the farmer of Iowa. These gentlemen propose to 
gamble only with his stakes. 

They do not plan to strengthen the competition against them- 
selves but to enlarge their own market, though they narrow his, 
The man who makes the plow proposes to reciprocate away the 
rights of the man who drives the plow. This, then, to borrow a 
pee oon the gentleman from Mississippi, is our first“ object 

esson in revision by reciprocity,” the great damage of the most 
honest, legitimate, nonmonopolistic industry in the country, an 
industry which can by no possibility ever come under the control 
of any trust, legitimate or illegitimate. f 

I would commend to the disciples of revision in the Republican 
peer the warning of the leader of the Democracy to his fol- 

owers: 

The tariff reformer who would do things recklessly or too suddenly would 
run the risk of destroying the very end he had in contemplation by furnish- 
quence of which he and those of kis opinion tight be hurled out of power 
end deprived of the power of doing anything. en 

_ While this Iowa idea, ripened or even gone beyond the state of 
ripeness, as it has, into reciprocity, that particular reciprocity 
which would directly and immediately bring damage and dis- 
aster to the chief industry of Iowa, receives the approval of every 
Democrat in Iowa, and of that very small N whom my 
coll e says have just begun to think, it does not deceive, 
thoughit may greatly disturb the serenity of that great body of the 
people of Iowa who began to think when they began to live, and 
who have by thoughtful labor built up that imperialState. Their 
Americanism has been of no doubtful quality and their Repub- 
licanism of no uncertain sound. They adhere to the principle 
inherent in the doctrine of protection, that from time to time such 
changes should be made in the tariff as become advisable through 
the progress of our industries and their changing relations to the 
commerce of the world,’’ recognizing the further fact that these 
changes must not be made until the need for them outweighs the 
disadvantages. 

We can not afford to become fi 
as the needs of the coun 8 path — . pond 
needs by changing certain features of our tariff laws. sun less can we afford 
to fail to reco: the further fact that these changes must not be made until 
the need for them outweighs the disadvantages which may result. and when it 
becomes nec: to i, them they should be made with full tion 
of the need of stability in our economic system and of keeping unchanged 
the principle of that system, which has now become a settled policy in our 
national life. We have prospered marvelously at home. As a nation we 
stand in the very forefront in the giant international industrial competition 
of the day. Wecan not afford u ee of folly to forfeit the position to 
Ni E have thus triumphantly attained. ( ident Roosevelt at Minne- 

Nor do they suffer confusion of mind concerning the relation 
of the tariff to the trusts. They are fully aware that the tariff 
only fixes conditions which tend to secure the rewards of intelli- 
gent industry; that while it widens the field of enterprise and 
multiplies the opportunities for honest endeayor, it can not grant 
its beneficence exclusively to the truly good and withhold it from 
the wicked; that no schedules, revised or otherwise, can be con- 
trived to shut off from business and industrial activity the selfish, 
the greedy, the avaricious, and place them under the exclusive 
control of patriots, philanthropists, and pharisees. 

They know that a genial climate and propitious season energizes 
and invigorates all vegetable vitality with generous impartiality, 
whether noxious or wholesome; that when corn grows w 
mey grow, or, to fit the figure more closely, when we are blessed 
with a full crop of corn in the ear, with its ensuing honest and 
en ee pig, we must look also for a superfluity of corn in the jug. 

he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 


Mir, HEDGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 
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unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may have time to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would only be too glad to grant 
the request, but the time has been fixed in the House and is in the. 
con of gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN, All of my time has beeen allotted. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, I will say to the gentleman from 
New York that I have previously yielded all of my time. 

Mr. SMITH of Iowa. Will not the gentleman consent to yield 
five minutes? $ 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 


man. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ithank the gentleman very much; it is very 
generous of the gentleman. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized for 
five minutes. 

Mr. HEDGE. I thank the gentleman and the committee. 

It is as practicable to shut off the commerce and work of the 
world from the hands of sinners by a reform or remoyal of the 
tariff as it would be to shut off the cherishing 1 An of the sun 
from the evil and unt and send the rain to fall on the just 
alone bya reform in the Weather Bureau. The Iowa Republican 
notion of the relation of the tariff to the trusts and of the effec- 
tual way to handle trusts is so clearly set forth in the address 
of my colleague, Mr. WALTER SMITH, chairman of our State con- 
vention in 1902, that I take leave to appropriate part of that ad- 


Mr, HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 


I want to call attention tosome of those classes of cases in which the a 
tic friends 


would do 


it at home of producers in 
onsuch raw material would 
tattle df it had Aik 61d keis hart th Seat at by mache 
cattle, any wo! elp, no 0 y y 
F z detriment of the American , 
but would not necessarily in any may peeve Se 
cause the chief complaint trust upon contention 
that the trust can and does by its power hold the price of what it sells out 
of due relation to the cost of prod 

When a trust has so far developed its industry as to be able to compete in 
the market places of the world, and when its domestic com; have not 
so far dev: business as to be able to so compete, a removal of the 
tariff would destroy not the trust, but the competitors of the trust, and thus 


make the ly complete. 
F of an article here, and the foreign 
uction of the same article is controlled by another the removal of 


e. 
It will thoroughly test the existin: 

it is found that they are in any way deficient 

and strengthened so far as Congress has constitu- 


means in its power to reach 
iff would be useful to that 


ereto. I 
th the oppression Of 
nor to the 0 
cial freedom at the expense 
prosperity. 5 
And at Minneapolis last April President Roosevelt thus ex- 
pressed his concurrence in these views: 
steadily keep in mind. The question of tariff revision, 
broadly, stands wholly apart from the question of dea with the 
in tariff duties can have any substantial effect in solving 
the so-called “trust problem.“ 


Mr. Chairman, it is only seventy years since the white man was 
first permitted to enter and Seara land now named the State 
of Iowa. One wholooks back upon its origin and its history isnot 
ase phat that its pioneers, its founders, and its builders produced 

developed a high type of manhood, and perhaps the truest type 
of American manhood. Theyspring from the blood of all 
the older States. Their fathers had been pioneers and builders 
along the Atlantic coast in Maine and New Hampshire to South 
Carolina and Geor; They brought with them the traditions, 
the habits of life, the modes of thought and of speech, the preju- 
dices, and perhaps the bigotries of their widely separated places 
of nativity. Their love of their early homes was not weakened, 
but intensified, by their exile. con $ 

But in the intercourse which the very necessities of their new 
life made close and intimate, in the prano of the kindly offices 
of good- neighborhood, they inevitably modified, instructed, en- 

„and Americanized each other. i i 
panded into patriotism. They came to 
of interest of the American people, to revere one flag, one Consti- 
tution, to behold one destiny. Their first title deeds to their 


the 5 Its is not f 
e ‘or commer- 
2 prosperity, but — — freedom and 


homesteads had been signed by the President of the United 
The silent, shining river over which they had come was not 


li- | has no other reason to be; that it can not offer or suffer 


be- | they have 


nent has been transformed into a hundred Canaans 


sy | other trusts 


States. | mandate this 


only their inviolate way of necessity to the market of the world, 
but the sign and promise and commandment of a perpera union, 
and as reenforcements came—the Teuton, the Celt, and the Scan- 
dinavian—and the line of their composite civilization made its 
westward conquest of the beautiful wilderness there was no es- 
sential change in their character, for all were of the stalwart races 
of mankind. However various in outward a ance or differ- 
ent in , they were alike in this: They all loved liberty and 
honored usefulness. In their strenuous life dignity of labor was 
not an abstraction—a tinsel phrase to emblazon the banner of 
the demagogue. 

To their understanding there was no dignity in life ex in 
labor. The man who did things, who made things, who produced 
things, was the only man who had proved his right to be. Such a 
proposition as that the consumer isas justly entitled to the benefit 
of competition as the producer is to the aid of protection seemed 
of the same quality of wisdom as Sancho Panza’s observation that 
large rivers always run by large towns. [Laughter.] For the 


first office of production is to supply . and the only 
purpose of protection is to stimulate the uction of supplies 
near to the d of the consumer. 


Usefulness—the capacity to produce over and above the needs of 
consumption, to amass wealth, to heap up riches, to add to the 
material resources of the common wealth—was among them a true 
measure of merit, of worth, of dignity. 

They believe that government is instituted to secure the rights 
of the individual, to protect him in his field of usefulness; that s 
the individual without harm or hazard to all the pore and to itself; 
that it can not withhold Lappe from an erican industry 
without harm or hazard to all American industries. I have thus 
only attempted to indicate the Iowa farmers’ notion of domestic 
economy and their idea of public policy. With these views they 
pecans Laan fifty years 300; Aad during those fifty years 

iscovered nothing in history of their country or in 
their own private experience which does not justify first 
EFF nes protec- 


on. 

The growth of their State is the sufficient vindication and splen- 
did monument of the wisdom of that policy. Within the mem- 
ory of many men still in active life the beautiful wilderness which 
lay solitary and silent between the two great rivers of the conti- 


, & great gran- 
and storehouse of the world. 
Ras yea will always be free in Iowa. Sciolists, empirics, and 
emics may still, without let or hindrance, string out sound- 
ing words and jingling phrases and advertise them as ideas.“ 
But the busy farmers of Iowa are not children tossed to and fro 
and carried about with every wind of doctrine.” Citizens of a Com- 
monwealth which covers one-eighteenth of the Louisiana pur- 
chase, shelters and supports one-sixth of the population of that 
magnificent empire, and has so sheltered them that they possess 
one-third of the taxable property of its thirteen great States and 
Territories, and a greater and more evenly distributed per capita 
wealth than is enjoyed by any other State in the Union, to their 
minds the State of Iowa i is the visible, tangible, authentic 
presentation of the Iowa idea. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. . Chairman, I yield the balance 
of my time to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 3 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I regard this as 
a fitting time and place to present to the House a plea on behalf 
of a people without representation on the floor. It is a case that 
appeals to them intimately, and should appeal to the hearts and 
minds of the Representatives in this House. I congratulate the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Martin] for introducing in 
the House and in securing a favorable report from the committee 
a resolution which will amount to a legislative direction to the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor to investigate the subject of 
the extortionate prices of the beef trust. He has shown to us a 
case whereby by combination a central power fixes the price at 
which they purchase live stock, and control the market in that, 
and we all know the means adopted to fix the price at which they 
sell to the people. 

We ourselves all know that this beef - trust extortion has been 
going on, but I congratulate the gentleman that he in this man- 
ner is able to percolate his way to the attention of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and Labor, which is charged with the duty of 
its correction. It was heralded, at the passage of the bill creating 
this Bureau, on the floor of the House and Senate that the De- 

ent of Commerce and Labor was to be e as one of 
its salient points of duty with the investigation of the beef and 
and their extortions. Openly and notoriously these 
trusts have flourished and grown fat, and now to curb and con- 
trol them specific Congressional action must be taken, We must 
ent—marshal it in the way it shall act and 


what trust it attack. It must have legislative direction to 
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the end for which it was created, and the gentleman has chosen 
the method of a resolution to that effect. Are we to still con- 
tinue in the old rut of nonrigorous enforcement of antitrust laws? 
Is this what is meant by conservatism? A year ago, under the 
intense stress of an anthracite-coal strike which shook the world, 
the Republican Members of this House, urged on by the Democ- 
racy, repealed the tariff temporarily for a year on soft coal, but 
during the cold weather of last January that law of repeal of 
tariff duty lapsed into a tariff tax again, and no voice or word 
from the Republican side has come in favor of a repeal of the 
tariff tax on coal or in favor of reestablishing a restriction that 
will keep the coal trust from its extortion. 

Mr. Chairman, the Indian Territory is without a Representative. 
Its benighted e of them have suffered long from 
Congressional neglect in many ways, and are suffering now. One 
hundred thousand school children without the facilities for any 
school education. No laws provided for civilized government. 
Yet Congress has paag no provision to call to the attention of 
the Department of Commerce and Labor to perform its duty and 
relieve these pene from a trust equally as exorbitant as the 
beef trust, and it affects them in the form of a coal trust in the 
Territory. That coal trust in Indian Territory is distressing not 
only to the people of that Territory, but to the surrounding coun- 
try. Irefer to the coal trust in the Indian Territory, operated 
along the same lines as the beef trust operates, to which the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota referred. If we must go through 
Congress in order to appeal to the Department of Commerce, 
whose duty it is to protect our citizens, then I adopt this plan of 
presenting the matter on the floor of the House on behalf of a 
people without a Representative. This trust affects all the people 
who use the coal from the Indian Territory, and in proof of the 
condition which exists I present the statements of gentlemen of 
character, who came from the Indian Territory and Oklahoma 
to testify before the Committee on the Territories in its recent 
hearings upon the subject of granting statehood, and who came 
nere at their own mse. ; 

Incidentally only they mention the great extortions of the coal 
trust out in the Indian Territory. Operating upon the same line 
as the beef trust, by a combine, they compel the price to be fixed 
by a central agent, thus destroying all competition. I read the 
statements of these gentlemen: 

STATEMENT OF MR. DICK T. MORGAN, OF ELRENO, OKLA. 


The trouble is not so much with the railroads as it is with a company in 
the Indian Territory which has been formed for the purpose of s coal, 
They have contracts with all the coal mines to take their entire output at a 
ce price. uently, when you go down there you must buy from 
this coal bo rw and the railroad companies have to pay $4 a ton to thecoal 
company. It is these sales companies in the Indian Territory that make the 
coal so high, 

STATEMENT OF MR. CHESTER HOWE, OF WASHINGTON, D. C., AND OKLA- 
HOMA CITY, OKLA. 
Mr. Ronrnson. Are those coal com; 


STATEMENT OF A. G. HAVENS, 

Mr. DOYLE. The press reports are to the effect that a combination of les- 
sees was made as to fixing the price at which it should be sold to the pur- 
chaser on the car at the mines. 

. Mr. HAVENS. I can state that I know such a combination does exist, for I 
have seen co: mdence from people who would make a fap to pur- 
chase coal there from one of the companies, and they wo send the com- 
munication back and refer him to this central combination, which contracts 
with the companies for the entire 5 ors They will not sell you a pound of 
coal. You can not buy itof them. Ofcourse there are com ies who own 
mines, and perhaps are composed of different individuals; 
pendent organization there exists a combination which controls the output 
of all those mines, and to which 22 must go for your prices. They control 
the price of the entire output of all the mines, and there is no competition 
whatever. We are paying throughout the Territory of Oklahoma to-day $8 
a ton for coal that costs them but $1.25 to put on the car. 


The good heart of my good friend Governor Powers, of Maine, 
was touched, and he asked this question: 
Do I understand you can not get prices from any of the companies there 


except from one man? 
Mr. Havens. There is one management. One man fixes the price of coal 


in tha 
— Ait coal company in that country that can get a pound of coal carried 

Then, fleet of mind as to the legislative duty of himself and 
every Member of this House, Governor Powers said: 

Ishould think there would be a chance for interference of the United States 
authorities there. 

But the Bureau of Commerce and Labor, created for that ye 
pose, has not heard of the beef trust, although everyone here has, 
and they have not heard of hundreds of thousands of people in 
the West, around Oklahoma and Indian Territory, who are suffer- 
ing under the grip of this coal trust. Mr. Havens continues: 

Let me call attention to another thing. The coal mines in the Indian Ter 

ey are the most extensive and the most valuable in the United States 


Tito: 
ou of Pe lvania, and what is m more le will be dent in 
the long takers oped the coal product of the e . any 


other section except Pe lvania. As I stated a moment ago, it will em- 
brace 20,000,000 people, reaching up through Kansas and Missouri. Missouri 
has no coal mines that amount to anything: neither has Arkansas or Texas 
or Oklahoma, and all these States ara dependent upon the coal mines of 
the Indian Territory. 


STATEMENT OF JUDGE D. L. SLEEPER, OF LAWTON, OKLA. 3 


8 J adgs SLEEPER. Separate statehood would leave the coal miles in Indian 
erritory. 

Mr. SPALDING. What difference would that make? 

Judge SLEEPER. Some of our people imagine they could control the coal 
rates. For instance, we are a hundred miles from the coal fields, and are 
pe $7.50 a ton for soft coal that we us:d to pay $2.50 per ton for in Ohio. 

we had statehood we could throw the lawsof Oklahoma over them, 
bring some of them to terms. 


STATEMENT OF MR. HENRY LASSON, OF ELRENO, OKLA. 

Mr. Lasson. Iam in the milling business and the grain business. I am 
also in the coal business, We are paying enormous prices, as Mr. Sleeper 
stateda whileago. That is tosome extent manipulated by the coal intarests 
in Indian Territory, and we haye not much of a way to reach them. We 
have 8 to pay the price. I believe it is the mine 5 not the 
railroads, that are doing most of the harm tous. That is I haye to say in 
the matter. If you have any questions to ask me I will be glad to answer. 

Mr. ROBINSON. They have formed a combine or trust down there to control 
wg sy of coal at the mines? 

r. Lasson. I believe that is it. 

Mr. Roprnson. Have you not resorted to the antitrust law? 

Mr. Lasson. It is pretty hard to reach them. 

Here is a people 600,000 strong, and this Congress has refused 
to give them a Territorial form of government, and until now it 
has failed to give them a State government. There are 80,000 
Indians, and only 13,000 of them are full bloods, and the others, 
for a hundred years under good educational facilities, have be- 
come generally, in business tact and ability to take care of them- 
selves, the equal of the white men throughout the country. Yet 
there is a Secretary in the President’s Cabinet charged with the 
duty of protecting them—the Department of Commerce and 
Labor—that has not heard their appeals nor of the infamies of 
this coal trust, which charges the people there from $7.50 to 88 a 
ton for coal by means of haying a central board which fixes the 
price. I fought I would take this means on behalf of the people 
of the Indian Territory to call the matter to the attention of the 
Department of Commerce and Labor by percolating my way to 
we Department through the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. [Ap- 
plause. 

The dHarRMAN. If there be no further demand for the re- 
maining time on the part of the minority, the Clerk will begin the 
reading of the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding to read the bill, read the following: 

At the Cheyenne River Agency, S. Dak., $1,700. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is a typographical error in the 
graph just read. Lask unanimous consent that the word seven“ 


be changed to six.“ 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the correction will be 
made by the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In all, $39,200. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the word 
two,“ in line 25, be changed to three.“ This change is made 
necessary by reason of the amendment changing seven“ to 
“ eight” ina former paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection the proposed 
amendment will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For contingencies of the Indian service, st traveling and incidental 

of Indian agents and of their offices, and of the Co: ioner of 
Indian Affairs; also traveling and incidental expenses of ame ts, at $3 

r day when actually employed on duty in the field, exclusive 5 transpor- 

tion and sleeping- car fare, in lieu of all other expenses now authorized by 
law, and Mid ar eri of going to and going from the seat of government, and 
while re there under orders and direction of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, for a period not to exceed twenty days; for pay of employees 
not otherwise yy for, and for pay of the five ee axents, at $2,000 
per annum each, $60,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offer, by direction of the committee, the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 10. pago 6, insert: 
“ Provided, t hereafter when it becomes necessary to make such per 
capita payments to Indians, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the ap: 
a of the Sanear i of the Interior, is hereby authorized to e an 

ibursing officer of the Indian Department to file a special bond in su 
amount as may be necessary to make such payment in one installment, the 
expenses incurred in procuring such grated be d to be paid by the United 
States from this appropriation.” 

ae STEPHENS of Texas. What is the reason for this amend- 
ment 5 
_ Mr. SHERMAN. It has been in former bills, but in this case 
it was stricken out in committee, as the gentleman will remem- 
ber, on the theory that the provision heretofore adopted was a 
permanent statutory provision. Afterwards we discovered that 
such was not the case, and this amendment is now offered to 
remedy the omission. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


For necessary expenses of transporta 
other articles for the various tribes of Indians provided f 
cludin; 228000 pay and expenses of transportation agents and rent of warehouses, 


ie MANN. Mr. Chairman, Ioffer the following amendment: 
the word Dieste Hiart line 7, page 8, add: 


ot oeii ny and 
s, proĝisions and 


After 
“ Provided, a no 8 thereof hall be expended for the location or 


maintenance of of an In warehouse at any place other than Chicago 

ew Lor 
Mr. Chairman, this does not affect the St. Louis or the San 

Francisco warehouse. 

Mr. LACEY. I reserve a point of order on the amendment. 

: Mr. eee The gen eee ee e yaar 
am perfec Spin e point o er be passed upon. 
Mr. {if tho Honse should agree to certain sec- 

tions of this bil l which come in at a subsequent point, no part of 

this appropriation will be used for any warehouse elsewhere than 
at New York or Chicago. But if the committee should see fit, for 
instance, to strike out the appropriation for San Francisco, then 
it would be ie Mie er to administer properly the affairs 
of the Bureau, to take some portion of this sum to maintain, as 

has been the custom heretofore, the San Francisco warehouse. I 

therefore hope that the gentleman will not insist on the amend- 

ment; or if he should do so, I ho it will not prevail. 

Mr. MANN. I had a notion, , that the commit- 
= would l heve no pier the — nendment. Taare are now 

y two OUSES gu out o appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. MANN. Tees at Hels Peasclets snd BE Lonis ee cirila 
in ea items. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course; and if they should be agreed to I 
have no objection to this amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Those items will undoubtedly remain in the bill, 


I 5 ume. 
. SHERMAN. I trust so. 

Mr. MANN. As the law now stands, the Secreta 
terior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
wein 5 the country. 
places for the location of warehouses. It is avery delicate 
matter for the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner to 
refuse such applications, as the law now stands. The board has 
frequently recommended that there be no additional Indian ware- 
houses; and unless it is the purpose to create new Indian ware- 
houses, I can see no objection to this limitation. It does not af- 
fect 8 that now exists. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My objection, Mr. Chairman, is to limiting I 
3 an administrative office of the Government. The 

t does not desire to increase warehouses. It has here- 
tofore reported against certain warehouses which have been 
specifically appropriated for in this bill. In my judgment it is 
not necessary to adopt this amendment in order to limit the num- 
ber of warehouses, 

Iam not overstrenuous about the matter; I think it does not 
make any material difference, provided the subsequent provision 
for the warehouse at San Francisco, for instance, be adopted; but 
neither the gentleman from Illinois nor I can guarantee that that 
ma be done. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman in charge of the bill 5 
en well that if this House desires to retain the San Francisco 
ouse that provision will be kept in the bill. As I under- 
eh everybody admits that the San Francisco warehouse is 
necessary. But let me suggest that the committee leaves out the 
2 warehouse. 

r. SHERMAN. The committee has passed upon that, and 
has pper the introduction of a committee amendment pro- 
hipe s the insertion of that when the proper point in the bill 
is reached 

Mr. MANN. It has done that? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It has. 


Mr. MANN. Suppose that Omaha had remained out; the 
tleman knows pens well that there would have been a terrible 
uproar for the location of the Omaha warehouse out of this fund. 

. SHERMAN. No doubt about it at all. 

Mr. MANN. The fund would not be sufficient to maintain all 
of the warehouses. Now, the same uproar may come from some 
other place. We have now the five Indian 5 
York, St. Louis, Omaha, San Francisco, and Chicago. I name 
Chicago last because Iam modest and because it does most of the 

ness. 

— 55 SHERMAN. It does more than any other, of course, 

Mr. MANN. It doos more than all the rest put together. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; = it does more an; 


of the In- 


Mr. MANN. I, of course, will except New York. Now, there 
will be new warehouses constantly demanded. The tleman 
knows there is no a tion either for New York City 


or Chicago, 


and | and the 
Mr. S 


Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, I know that. 
Mr. MANN. St. Louis has a specific appropriation, and so = 
Omaha and San Francisco. I propose now practically a 
appropriation in behalf of Chicago, and I think the gen 3 
ought to take the same view in behalf of New York. We do 
not want the money that is really 56 for those places 
taken away or give the power to it away from those places 


wer to put it in some other unknown place. 
MAN. I have no apprehension that any ion of 
this fund will ever be used for any other warehouses than those 


Mr. MANN. Then what is the objection—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless there is no specific provision for the 
San Francisco warehouse. If there is no c appropriation 
for the San Francisco warehouse, the San cisco warehouse 
must be maintained out of this appropriation. 

Mr. MANN. There is a specific appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a spec appropriation suggested, 
but it is susceptible to a point ie order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 


. SHERMAN. I will take the time in opposition. then, and 
will yield to the gentleman to ask questions or to make a state- 
ment. This has been rather inf I have occupied as much 
aged prear s time as he has, and I yield to him. 

N. Theonly objection, as I understand, is that if the 
San Francisco item be stricken out then there ought to be provi- 
sion for maintaining it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


Correct. 

Mr. MANN. If Congress should decide to strike out the San 
Francisco item, which has been in the bill heretofore, then it will 
1 5 to be maintained. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It never has been in the bill. San Francisco 
always has been maintained out of this general fund. It never 


has had a c appropriation. 
Mr. MANN, Tam not in fayor of striking it out myself, and 


I do not know one who is. 
Mr. SHER But one man can do that. 
Mr. MANN. I am willing to include San Francisco in the 


amendment, if that will obviate the gentleman’s difficulty. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
that he make his amendment read so that no other warehouses 
than those existing at present shall be taken care of out of this fund. 


Mr. MANN. Iam perfectly willing to do that. 
bat SHERMAN if the gentleman will add San Francisco, 
will not the amendment. 


I am perfectly willing to add San Francisco. 

ur. BARTHOLDT. Me: Chalean 

The CHAIRMAN, in the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If you provide for New York and Chicago 
as you do in this provision, on 8 and 9, and if you specify 
San Francisco to be included, I should like to know whether that 
Roe porn the House from adopting a specific appropriation 

or 
a SHERMAN, ee, no. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. But it you adopt your amendment, there 

moe certainly be a contradiction between the two. 
Mr. SHER Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that the amendment 
only refers to the $190,000 in that paragraph. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That no other warehouse shall be established. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Ont of this fund. 

Mr, MANN. Simply ont of that $190,000. 

ae SHERMAN. If San Francisco is included, I shall not 
object. 

Mr, MANN. San Francisco is now included. 

Mr. CLARK. I want the gentleman to yield to me so that I 
may. ey the Bod ip from Chicago a bem 

I yield to both gen 

Mr. CLARK. The object of your 9 is to knock out 
the St. Louis warehouse? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, not at all. I have no idea that the St. Louis 
warehouse will be knocked out. I think St. Louis as well as 
a pag ni eerie pee eee Al ee are va- 

rious places, a man es, where the ve been askin 
for these e uses. It wae tink eee e e that there e 
to be * ak but it is very hard for the Department to 
decline these various invitations, and it ought not to be left in 
that indefinite way. Ihave no doubt that the St. Louis warehouse 
will be continued. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
add the words San Francisco ” to the amendment as originall 
reported. The Clerk will now report the amendment . 

Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding, after the word “dollars,” in line T, page 8. the following: 
“ Provided, That no portion thereof shall be expended on the location or main- 
tenance of an Indian warehouse atany eco waaay than San Francisco, Chi- 
cago, and St. Louis.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, the Chair understands the gentleman 
from Iowa to reserve a point of order? 

Mr, LACEY. I do not make the point of order. 

The C MAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Mlinois. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


KICKAPOOS IN KANSAS. 


For interest on $65,878.77, at 5 per cent annum, for educationaland other 
beneficial purposes, per treaty of May 18, 1854, $3,293.93. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment in lien 


of that provision, covering lines 17 to 22, inclusive. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lieu of lines 17 to 22, inclusive, on page the fi 

“Interest on $05,540.94, at sper a m ann for educa and other 

tresty o 1855, 
“This amount toenable the President of the United States —— legal 
resentatives of one deceased Indian 8 the set t ot 

whose under the pro of act of August 

1886, such sum as may be the of $100,000 5 
for education other 5 not ex $337.83." (Act of 
August 4, 1886, 24 Stats., p. 34, art. 2.) 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to know the name of | Chair h 


that Indian. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is before the Clerk, and he has spelled it 
out. We ide that when an Indian dies his on shall 
ho poid to his Itai resentative, and notice of the death of this 
particular Indian the unpronounceable name reached the 
committee after the bill had been passed; hence the amendment 
is now offered. 

The 8 was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For support and civilization of Takimas, and other Indians at said agency, 
including pay of employees, $3,000. 


85.000 to $8.000 a year. Five ; ) 
and $8,000 in the preceding bill. Will the chairman state why it 
is cut down to $3,000? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is correct. It has been cut 
down. It was $5,000 last year. It was found that the amount 
was not expended, and it was not necessary. There have been 
considerable reductions made in the incidental expenses, but none 
were made until we had a statement of the expenditures of the 
various appropriations of last year, and in no instance have we 
put the appropriation below the amount that was actually ex- 
pended last year; and that is the case here. : 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I know that the superintendent 
there has been complaining very much the last year or two about 
not having sufficient help. I know the duties of the superin- 
tendent—— 


Mr. SHERMAN. Where? t 

Mr. JONES of Washington. At the Yakima Agency. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a change of the incidental expenses. 
It has nothing to do with the school appropriations. 

Mr. JO of Washi It has nothing to do with the 
agency. I did not refer entirely to the school. You see, the 

has been done away with, and he has charge not only of 

the school but also of the other agency employees; and he has 
been complaining that he has not had sufficient. assistance along 
the line of schools and also along the line of the general work 
th 


ere. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had no such statement as that before us; 
but we did have the Commissioner before us in reference to every 
one of these items. We had 
of the amount expended under each item last year, and it was 
found that less money had been expended than was pica gin 
Wherever it was so. if the amount reached a thousand dollars or 
more, we reduced the appropriation for the following year; but 
in no case was there any reduction made so that it would not be 
possible to carry on the work as it had been done last year. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I was rather ised to see this 
reduction, in view of what had been done heretofore; but, of 


course, if the Commissioner recommended to put it in at that, 


Mr. MAN. He was consulted about every reduction we 


them to give us an exact statement | Thi 


The Clerk read as follows: 

W. :F i z - 
ona, eiaa areas eanan c a ioe aan errioa Wy 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I ask to pass over 
the part of the bill relating to the Territory. 

Mr. MAN, What is the request of the gentleman? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That we pass over that part of the 
bill relating to the Indian Territory. 

Mr. S Isecond the request of the gentleman that 
we pass over the provisions relating to the Indian Territory in the 
bill until we have concluded the consideration of the rest of the 
bill, and that we can return to that, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman 
over to 34, “S rt of schools.” 

AE SEEPS of aon pgs wo 

z of Texas, ine 13, on 30, we turn off 
on another matter. : 


, I suggest to pass 


orbs CURTIS. A we do, 5 
Mr. SHERMAN. ginning at the top of 32, we 
will then pass all the provisions relating to the Indian Territory, 


and then we anes back, at the conclusion of the consideration 
of the bill, and up the different items under that. I suggest 
E 

Mr. MANN. Then I hope, Mr. irman, that the chairman 
of the committee will ask that the committee rise. 

The CHAIR The gentleman from New Vork makes the 
request that the committee pass over that part of the bill in rela- 
tion to the Indian Territory beginning on page 28 and going 
down to page 32. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
ears none, and it is so o 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For clerical work and stationery in the office 
— he pe xy — 85 ys within the Dane iT EAE tease Aigh ac 


Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


ment: 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after line 11, on B, the Nig hag, A 
Ba Rg GE ng L 
goods for the Indian service, $10.000.” ee 8 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, this item 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will on me, 
I wish he would have this item an. without prejudice if it is 


the desire of the committee to sit any longer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. HINSHAW. Just a moment. I prefer to have this item 
passed at the same time with similar items in the bill. 

a argent Well, I have no objection as far as that is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I ask unanimous consent to pass over with- 
out prejudice down to line 20 on page 83. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask first whether the gen- 
tleman from Hlinois makes the point of order? 

Mr. MANN. No, sir; I do not make the point of order. I do 
not think it is subject to the point of order. 

77 85 HIN SHAW. I do not think it will take us long to dispose 

of it. 
Mr. MANN. I think it will take some little time, if the com- 
mittee give me the time I desire. I understand they want to get 
through the bill as fast as possible. 
_ The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Vork asks mnan- 
imous consent to pass over without prejudice for the time being 


down to line 20 on page 83. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. Ifyou over that, do I understand it 
will be without prejudice to items therein, and you will re- 
turn to it? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The items covering the St. Louis and San 
Francisco warehouses also are fo be passed over without preju- 
dice for the time being. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
e Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


70 SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk 


read as follows: 
That the time for opening the unallotted lands te public entry on said 
Uinta Reservation, as the act of May 27, a sam 
Lens eagle ry iche 1. A = z ae = = 
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I believe that is a committee 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a committee amendment and recom- 
mended by the Department. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will insert in the RECORD a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior in reference to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to insert in the RECORD a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
$ Washington, February 8, 1904. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFF. 


AIRS, 
House of Ob pay gna 

Sir: Referring to the follo provision contain Indian appro- 
priation act a March 2 1805 

“That the time for opening the unalloted lands to public entry on said 
Uintah Reservation, as provided boine net ot May 27, 1902, be, and same 
is hereby, extended to October 1, 194"— 

I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy ofa of the 4th instant 
from the Commissioner of the General Office s that it will re- 


quire ber! whole of the next surveying season to complete the survey of this 
reservation, 

After the completion of these surveys some 1,60 allotments are to be made. 
This will require at least three or four months, or 12 longer, as the act 
of May 27. 1 ‘vides that the allotments shall be agricultural land which 
can be e fhe WHOIS OF She BAER BUT ven ine SPADON I TONio 40 
complete survey the allotments can not be made by the Ist of October, 
1904. I have, therefore, the honor to 1 Fe that the date for said opening be 
extended for one year from October 1, 


V r 
* E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 


Washington, February 4, 1904. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 


Sm: Iam in receipt of departmental letter of the 34 instant ah as 
to the probable time necessary to complete the surveys of the ‘Uinta Indian 
Reservation in view of the ope on ber 1, 1904, of the unallotted lands 
a to public entry as provi in the acts of May 27, 1902, and March 3, 

You state that it is the desire of the Department to bring to the attention 
of Congress the necessity for the extension of the time for said opening, un- 
Office be satisfied that the will be completed in ample 
to have the allotments made before October 1, 1904. 

In ly I have the honor to state that owing to the necessary prelimina- 
ries, ‘cock as the proposals, awarding and letting of contracts, and 1 
of instructions, the surveyors were not ready to take the fleld until in August 
last, leaving but a short season for their o tions in the elevated region 
embracing the reservation. I am info: advised that none of the con- 
tracting surveyors have completed their field work, and I am of the opinion 
thatthe work in the field, the office work on the plats, and field notes by the 
surveyor-general's force, the field 5 and subsequent office examina- 

e 


tion here will uire the whole of next surveying season, and that the 
date of said opening should be postponed at least another year. 
Lit fore és W. A. RICHARDS, Commissioner. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the 3 of . aie a 2 50 W to eee 

ac h e; 
88 e Seen of. Clans. favor of the New York indians an audi pont aie 
not exceeding $5,000 and to apply it in the payment of expenses necessary in 
ascertaining tho beneficiaries of said judgment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, an appropriation was made 
better than two years ago to pay a judgment of about $2,000,000 
obtained by the New York Indians. ere has been a dispute as 
to who were the beneficiaries under that judgment. An investi- 
gation has been made to determine who they were, but that in- 
vestigation has not been concluded, and more money is needed to 
conclude that investigation, and for that oe the Department 
asks that this item be included in the bill and, without reading 
it, I will insert a letter from the Department on the subject. 


The letter is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 26, 1904. 
Hon. JAMES S. SHERMAN, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: I have the honor to inclose herewith a draft of an item of ee 
which is necessary in order to complete the enrollment of the individual 
beneficiaries entitled to icipate in the fund arising from the ju entof 
the Court of Claims of November 14, 1898, in favor of the New York Indians, 
which is Garg pores to a similar item contained in the act of March3, 1901, 
page 1077 of 31 Statutes. 

In the item contained in the act of March 3, 1901, $10,000 of the said judg- 
ment is placed at the disposal of the Secretary of the Interior to meet the 
necessary expenses in ascertaining the beneficiaries of saidjudgment. That 
gum is now nearly expended and the work has not yet been completed, and 
an . manon of $5,000 from thesame fund is asked for in order 
to comple’ e enro; . 

The ree involved in ascertaining the beneficiaries of said judgment has 
greatly exceeded all expectations. It was known that the c ts were 
widely sca’ and therefore very extensive advertisements bad to be 
made in order to give the proper notice to all to file their claims, but 


the number of these claimants far exceeded all calculations, and A et 
have been filed from nearly all of the States from Massachusetts to O; 


g — 


—— — ů—ů —— —— 
— 


In addition to the names of such Indians as are regularly enrolled for an- 
nuities, some thirty-four hundred applications have been filed, making claims 
for approximately 10,000 individuals, and in many instances each application 
would have to be considered from two or more standpoints, as the father of 
a family might make claim as a member of one tribe and the mother as ot an- 
other, and the claims of the minor children would have to be considered 
from both standpoints. It not ig ab Saget ras ka that one claimant 
would set up rights through two tribes, and if his claim was found to ba 
. in one it would still have to considered in connection with the 
other. 
The Brothertown tribe of Indians has particularly caused an extraordinary 
amount of work. This tribe, at the time of the treaty of Buffalo Creek of 
anuary 15, 1838, which was the foundation for this judgment, consisted of 
about 0 individuals, and there have been filed about 80 applications, in- 
cluding about 2,500 individuals, who now claim as Brothertown Indians. 
This tribe had no relations with the United States for over sixty years, 
and there was, therefore, no information within the office to guide in the 
Mek eg and no enrollment of an ad been made of the tribe 
since 1839. It will be readily seen that the difficulties arising from the de- 
termination of the rights of these parties have been very great. 
hat has also given special trouble is the St. 41 tribe, of 
has never received annuities from the United States, and 


Another tribe t 
New York, which 
the records of this office. 


therefore there was no enrollment of the tribe in 
there were a 


In order to adequately consider the questions arising, it became necessary 
for the nt of this office in charge of this work to visit the various 
reservations in New York and Wisconsion 


of the other tribes, which made it nec: for this office to call the matter 

to the attention of the Secretary of the Interior, who, by reason thereof, so 

far modified a former ruling bearing upon the distribution of this fund as to 

— mre bo 3 a large proportion of the applications filed by 
eSt. 

In other particulars facts have developed in the course of the investigation 
which have resulted in similar revisions of the decisions of the Secretary of 
the Interior, which have also involved a reexamination of a considerable 
number of applications of the claimants of the other tribes. 

Ons of these matters has relation to those individual Indians who went 
out to the New York Indian Reservation in Kansas under the terms of the 
treaty of 185 coon who attempted to settle id 


out the provisions of the said treaty 
o tribe, were, under the literal construction of the 
original decision of the Secretary of the Interior, excluded from participat- 
ing in the judgment, for the reason that they had me members of other 

and the general rule had been laid down that an Indian who bad re- 
cei benefits as a member of r tribe thereby forfeited all rights to 
dgment. When the situation of these particular individuals 


er in tion 
widely waite tre h Kansas, 
Oklahoma, and In to 2 


Terri 7 
Another complication which has arisen grows out of the fact that the In- 
Department has deemed it necessary to refer to the Court of Claims 
Oneida Indians now ay Be Ontario, Canada, to 
share with the other Oneidas in this ju ent. This has involved a consid- 
erable amount of labor in investiga © history of these Indians, and in 
1 the to the Court of and in the matter of the con- 
sideration of the various applications of attorneys who have filed 
from the Oneida Indians of New York to represent them in defending their 
tion to ae claim 8 “piss oaan 
ese 
this will involve a still further investigation. 
b 
een 


It is im: 
of the di 


ori treaty, 


inal 
ile it is 2 ; 
ect of requesting any further 
appropriation sum is asked for with the full understand f courso, 
that no more than is absolutely required will be expended. sate 


Ve y 
5 W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 


The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

For construction, purchase, lease, and ir of school buildings, and sewor- 

„water ly, and ligh hase of school si - 

provement of bulldings end gromnds, 60,006 in all $6000, a a 
an LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Add at end of lin 34, the following lan $ 
“Provided, anar M ths 9898 of indian Affairs may, When 
in en gp the of the service will be promoted thereby, suspend or 


In school, whether a reseyation or nohreservation 
school, and, with the a: val of the Secreta: f the Interior, sell 
school building oF eairable a itan school and 


that is no r desirable as an Indian school a 
invest the proceeds in other school buildi and plants as the needs of the 
TCC regulations as he may, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, prescribe. 
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1 OLMSTED. To that, Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of 
er. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, from the first reading of the 
amendment I am not impressed unfavorably with it, but it seems 
to me that the matter should have been brought to the attention 
of the committee. Ido not know why it was not. 

Mr. LITTLE. Not being a member of the committee, my at- 
tention was called to the provision after the bill was reported, 
otherwise I shonld have presented it to the committee. It is in 
pursuance, I think, of the recommendation of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. I think the schools ought to be under his con- 
trol. and if a school is not desirable to be carried on or the service 
could be improved 
to do it. e amendment places the power to do that in the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It enlarges the administrative powers of the 
Berane Ow and the Seeria of the Interior relating to schools, 

Mr. LITTLE. Precisely; and I think he ought to have almost 
absolute power—perhaps not absolute power, but large discre- 
tionary power. I have great confidence in his ability in the ad- 
ministration of these school affairs. 

Pee ae The steep does not, of course, affect 
schoo * appropria or’ 

Mr. It does not affect any j Seep nee a 3 
it in the power of the Commissioner of th the 
3 of the 5 to do these things 
PE i OLMSTED. I will withdraw tio point of order, Mr. 

airman 


Mr. BURKE. Iwillrenewthe point of order. Do Iunderstand 
that the gentleman's amendment only affects reservation schools, 
1 fog 1 schools that are especially appropriated for? 


I do not want any misunderstanding, and I will 15 


ski the. he Clerk to again read the amendment. 
Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report the amendment, 
Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me suggest to the gentleman to make 
that reservation schools only. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think it ought to apply to both. I think it 
ought to apply more strongly to the nonreservation schools. 

Mr. BURKE. Does the Chair understand that I make the point 
of order on it? 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania withdrew 
the point of order. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I withdrew it on the understanding that it 
did not apply to any school not especially appropriated for, but 
on the second reading I find that it does. 

Mr. LITTLE. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania misunder- 
ooa ny statement, very well. I said it applied to no special 
schoo! 

Mr. HERMANN. If the gentleman will allow me, it occurs to 
me that the discretion can be pant abused, as it confers a very 
wide latitude. If I understand it, he would have the power to 
abolish one school, and if he has that, he would have the power 
to abolish all schools. Is not that conferring upon an executive 
3 too great a discretion and taking away the legislative 
authority? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Let me ask the gentleman if he will not 
modify his amendment so as to make it apply to reservation schools 
only? If he will do that, I Sani no objection to it, but as broad 


as it is now I shall 1 

Mr. LITTLE. the beneficial effect of it is more for the 
nonreservation schools than for the reservation schools. I think 
it is desirable for both. 

Mr. OLMSTED, Mr. Chairman, I wish it understood that I 
have not withdrawn my point of order. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is all right, if the gentleman misunder- 
stood me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereisa pot of order pending made by 
the gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think there is no dan in conferring this 
power upon the Corimissioner of Indian irs with the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior. The whole matter will be under 
his supervision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman will not contend that this is 
ma tible to a point of order? 

Mr. LITTLE. No; I think it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. 5 I understand from the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. BURKE] that he will not invoke 
the rule against the amendment provided it applies to reservation 
8 only, but if insisted on in its present form he will invoke 


e. 
Mr. LITTLE. It is better, I think, to takea bite than not to 
get any. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 


exchange, I think he should have the power | Pied 


Mr. LITTLE, I am inclined to think that the gentleman is 
right, and I will ask to strike out the word nonreservation“ in 
the amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Van Voonnis, having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed resolutions of the following titles; in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 51. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
aahon ofan aker of t House of 


ation,” be rescinded, and thet in in 
the reenrollment of the bill the word * 3 sty Neh in line 16 of the enrolled 


1 be stricken out and the word * ted „80 
as to correctly describe the range, tely etated in the bill. 

S. R. 55. Joint resolution to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to print an extra edition of the map of the United States 
for 1903,and making the appropriation for maps made in the acts 
of April 17, 1900, and March 3, 1901, available for that purpose. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent to amend the amendment by striking out the non- 
reservation clause. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask to have the amendment 

as it is now amended. 
e CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amended amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as ee 


8 83 to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 
estion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to, 


The erk read as follows: 
and education of 150 pupils at the Indian school at Truxton 
oat Arizona, $25,050; pay of su ntendent, inclu =~ for ankas as 
hysicia a, $1.80 . — . repairs and improvements, inclu empl 
Tages, $5,000; $5,000; for office for $2,000; for heating su a lighting, 


$4,400; in all, $250. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think that would be a good 
point at which to stop. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the „Mr. BOUTELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12684, the 
Indian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the conference 
report on the bill (S. 3317) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands, 
and I ask unanimons consent that the statement be read in lieu 
of the report, which was printed in the Recorp of March 3. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kansas calls up a con- 
ference report and asks unanimous consent that the statement be 
read in lien of the report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 

. report and statement, see RECORD of March 3, 1904.] 

e SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the conference 


re 
15 The question was taken, and the conference report was agreed 

On motion of Mr. CURTIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of 


—- of coe er of the House of 
pro tem the Sami in si 


resentatives concurring), That the 

the br roiled bl (S: z) rela Sng 
ie enro. ) ting t 

3 eit rescinded, and 8 — 


ceded AA an ear! Fort Hall in ati tin 
the reenro: of the arth the word “ thirty- “five: 0 line 16 of the enrolled 
word “thirty-four ™ be su uted therefor, so 


bill, be stricken out and the 
as to correctly describe the range, inaccnrately stated in the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the concur- 
rent resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to, 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the S. er’s table and 
referred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. 569. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse B. Nurse 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 556. An act granting an increase of pension to William Stall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 454. An act granting an increase of pension to Rinaldo M. 
Griswold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 450. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Sutherland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 447. An act granting an increase of pension to David H. 
George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 358. An act granting an increase of pension to Phebe A. Ford 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 386. An act granting an increase of pension to William Lech- 
leidner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 305. Anact granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 286. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Jack- 
son Power—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 140. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 
Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 106. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie Wages— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2857. An act granting an increase of pension to Onne H. 
Ropka—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2690. Anact granting an increase of pension to James Garry— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2661. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Klingler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2655. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Zel- 
lers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

8. 2348. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton S. 
Gillespie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2320. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
Legrow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2058. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
Roof—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2029. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter P, Do- 
bozy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1959. An act granting a pension to Mary Remington—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1899. An act granting an increase of pension to Thompson 
Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1764. An act granting an increase of pension to John She- 
han—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ? 

S. 1667. An act ting a pension to Stalnaker Marteney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1661. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Riley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1436. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P, 
Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1423. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel F, 
Murry—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

S. 1394. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. 
Webster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1888, An act granting an increase of pension to Orson H. 
Sawtelle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 885. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Gillham—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 827. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias S. Gib- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 783. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
McGee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4455. An act granting an increase of pension to Ansel J. 
Busby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4454. An act angan increase of pension to John Seiler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 4371. An act ting a pension to Alison Clifton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4349. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann 
Seaton—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 4329. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Nesmith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4317. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 
Augur—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4285. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Shands—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4284, An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Hankins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4254. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Collingwood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4246. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Grover- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 


S. 4237. An act granting a ion to Hannah Small Wiggin— 
i fy Cre on larat Pamm i Thomai 

3 i act gran an increase of pension to Thomas B, 
Steele—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3979. An act granting an increase of pension to Sterling L. 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3978. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Howard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

S. 8977. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther S. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3946. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse Bright 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3936. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvania 8. 
Cheney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3896. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard F, 
Nugent—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 3879. An act 4 Sap increase of pension to Cyrus Q. 
Lemmond—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3878. An act granting an increase of pension to George Cof- 
fee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3860. An act granting a pension to James Henry Martineau— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3833. An act granting an increase of pension to George T. 
Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3827. An act granting an increase of pension to Norman B. 
Dayenport—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3774. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. Fel- 
wre 3 on Invalid 8 = 2 

3771. act granting an increase of pension to Virginia C. 
Spencer to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3727. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Headley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3690. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Gregory—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3654. An act granting a pension to Hannah Hall—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 8578. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin E. 
Myers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

. 3544. Am act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 3535. An act granting an increase of pension to John Wal- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S, 3523. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Butz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3519. An act ting a pension to Ruby A. Stirdivant—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3500. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin L, 
Mann—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3499. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Lookingbill—to the Committee Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3491. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 
Howe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3417. An act granting a pension to Garrett V. Chamberlin— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3457. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcellus M, 
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3394. An act ting an increase of pension to Joseph B, 
Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3377. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Tyree—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3201. An act granting an increase of pension to James I. 
Shafer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 2971. An act granting a pension to Amelia Walsh—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2960. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob Horn- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2952. An act granting an increase of pension to William J. 
P. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2946. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua Day 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to James L, 
Ackley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2937. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius Boden- 
stab—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2894, An act granting a pension to Clara J. Garretson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2872. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Schermerhorn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 2871. An act granting an increase of pension to Justin M. 
Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2268. An act to require the employment of vessels of the 
United States for public purposes. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 55) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to print an extra edition of the map of the United States 
for 1903, and making the ee for maps made in the acts 
of April 17, 1900, and of ch 3, 1901, arate ble for that pur- 
pose—to the Committee on Printing. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 
The m motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 29 
mins p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 
m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
i were taken from the Speaker s table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia, transmitting a report of the operations 
of the excise board for the license year ended October 31, 1903— 
to the 3 on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 

printe 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an 
estimate of appropriation for equipment of mint at 8 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for printing the report of the Vene- 
zuela arbitrations—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriations for dedication of the statue of Fred- 
erick the Great—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, transmit- 
ting the reply of the Director of the Census to the inquiry of the 
House as to employees, expenditures, etc., in the Census Bureau 
to the Committee on Census, and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
me ak and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr, FOSTER of Illinois, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10007 
to authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
transmit original papers to be used as ee reported the oi 

with amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 1384); which 
gaid bill and report were referred to the. ouse Calendar. 

Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 12444) to authorize the Chicago, St. Lonis and 
New Orleans Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Tennessee River, near Gilbertsville, Ky., reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1385); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and 1 om 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the House 5 5 9871) 
to authorize the Buckhannon and Northern Company, 
a corporation under the laws of the State. of West Virginia, to 
build a bridge across the Monongahela River near the town of 
Rivesyille, in the State of West Virginia, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied 2 5 a 5 (No. Bench ; which said bill 
and report were referred to th 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on 0 and Foreign 
Commerce, to ‘which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 
12689, reported in lien thereof a bill (H. R. 13480) to authorize the 
Southern Indiana Railway Company to construct a railroad bridge 
aos the Wabash River, in Vigo County, Ind., accompanied by 

a report (No, 5 6 5 which said bill and report were referred to 
ouse Calendar. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES oN FRIN, ATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTION; 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private Sue and resolution of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12965) 2 
an increase of pension to William H. Dailey, reported 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1335); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12461) granting 
an increase of pension to Milton Graham, rted the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1836); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12452 
granting an increase of pension to John A. McNerney, repo 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1337)! 
lak ring said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12102) granting a pen- 
sion to Lavall C. Obarr, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1338); which said bill and report 
were refe to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18 granting 
an increase of pension to James T. McKinstry 
with amendment, accompanied by a re 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Rasi to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11846) grantin 
an increase of pension to David Kinsey. reported the same wi 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4 Which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11615) 


granting an increase of pension to Socrates ese rted the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a re o: 1341); 
which said bill and report were referred to the “ail Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11498) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Foer, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No. 1342); which said bill and report were re- 
8 to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLO WAX. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10974) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Conn, reported the same with amend- 
mong, “accompanied by a opori (No. 1343); which said bill and 

rt were referred to the Private Calendar 
. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10941) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Dougherty, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1344); 
which said bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10845) grantin 
an increase of pension to John C. Webb. reported the same wi 


amendment, accom: sige sey by a report (No. 1345); which said bill 
and report Were irse rred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. F from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10798) granting 
a pension to James H. Allen, reported the same with amendment, 


accompanied by a 1 (No. 1346); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar — 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. e granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Majors, re . the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report ( 1347); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9862) granting a 
pension to Mary Yaw, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1348); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
wich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9792) granting a 
pension to Sy Tracy, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 5 5 Which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Cal 

Mr. FULLER, from the S on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9574) granting 
an increase of pension to John H. Lennon, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1350); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9562) granting a 
pension to Warren R. Herrell, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1351); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8283) grantee 
an increase of pension to Henry Herkes, reported the same wit 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1352); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7773) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel H. Thoroman, reported th 

same with amendment, accompanied by a re rt (No. 1853); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. F the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R. 1517) granting 
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an increase of pension to Lemuel N. Bishop, 
with amendment, accompanied by a re ( 
said bill and report were referred to the 


rted the same 
o. 1354); which 
ivate Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7487) 


granting an increase of pension to Francis Knapp, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 1855); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred ‘the bill of the House (H. R. 7364) granting 
an increase of pension to Leonard M. Johnson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1356); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6973) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon Billings, re 5 the . . 5 accom- 

ied by a report (No. 1357); W. Sai and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SAMUEL W. SMITH. from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6931) 
granting a pension to Sarah A. McCann, rted the same with- 
out amendment, accom pan bya report ( o. 1358); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6858) granting 
an increase of pension to Nelson . Te the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1359); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6088) 
granting an increase of pension to Ma Howell, reported the 
game with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1360); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred ‘the bill of the House (H. R. 6062) granting 
an increase of pension to Alvin Gray, the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report No. 1361); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5912) tie Epc 
an increase of pension to Alexander S. Bowen, repo 
with amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. perp ‘which 
said bil! and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5888) granting an increase of ion to 
Mary Irene Rosenthal, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report ‘Wo. 1363); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5846) granting a 
pension to Carrie K. Baker, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a 2 (No. BANA which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the ittee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5107) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Kling, rted the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1365); 
which said bill and report were Larrea to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5055) granting 


an increase of pension to Woodson R. one rted the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a re 0. 1366); which 
said bill and report were referred to the ie Glandas, 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 18 
bill of the House (H. R. 4990) granting a pension to Geo: 
Demarest, reported the same with amendment, accompanied a 
a report (No. 1367); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4877) granting 
an increase of pension to Mathias C. Lest the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a o. 1368); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Feats Calendar. 

Mr. LUC G, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4623) granting a 
pension to Electa L. Willard, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1369); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4599) granting a 
pension to Ella F. Whitehead, the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1870); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calen 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4353) gran 
an increase of pension to George reported same wi 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1371); which said bill 
and 1 erred to the Private Calen 
RS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4928) 
granting an increase of pension to Jason H. Masterson, re 
the same with amendment, acco: pees by a report (No. 1372); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4230) granting an in- 
crease of pension to 5 275 M. Griggs. reported the same with 
amendment, accompani: . (No. 1373); which said bill 
pare report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8533) tingan 
increase of ion to Capt. R. H. Mellroy, 8 55 the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a 0. 1374); which 


re 
said bill and report were referred to the ovate Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3033) 
granting an increase of pension to James M. Hurley, reported the 

same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1375); which 
said bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2922) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Ford, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1876); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2144) granting a pension 
to Myrtie 15 Poole, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
0. 1877); — said bill and report were 


whish was r i the billof the House (H. R. 1568) h an 
increase of pension to James V. Tabor, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1378); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 732) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. B. Thompson, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1379); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Honse (H. R. 728) granting an increase of pension to 
rted the same with amendment, accom- 

TE o. 1380); which said bill and report were 
referred to th ivate Calendar 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 360) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Lucetta Arnold, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1381); which said bill and report were 
Ber zee. to the Private Calen: 

TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign S to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10306) to authorize a duplicate medal to be struck off and pre- 
sented to John Horn, of Detroit, Mich., for life saving, reported 
the same withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1383); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 


upon 101 8 as follows: 
des to Sarah A. Sullivan 
, and referred to the 


A bill 1 01 R. 12510 ) for the relief of Maria J. Blaisdell, widow 
of William Blaisdell, deceased—Committee on War dis- 


charged, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
3 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
f 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 13468) concerning receipts 


and bills of lading issued ere engaged in inter- 
state commerce relating to in such com- 
merce—to the Committee on sett e an Foreign Commerce. 

SULZER. A bill (f. R. 13400) to esta a Depart- 


Mr. 
mare of Labor—to the Committee on Labor. 
By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 13470) to amend an act 
relating to the sale of En in the District of Columbia, and for 
mmittee on the District of Columbia. 
ERKINS: A bill (H. R. 18471) to amend the act re- 
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lating to the printing and the distribution of public documents, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BENNY: A bill (H. R. 13472) to bridge the Newark 
Bay—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 13473) to provide 
for the erection of a public building in the city of Santa Rosa. in 
the State of California—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. DOUGLAS (by request): A bill (H. R. 13474) to amend 
an act entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
the United States,“ approved March 3, 1903—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 13475) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into the United 
States,“ approved March 3, 1903—to the Committee on Immigra- 


tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13476) validating 
certain conveyances of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
and the Northern Pacific Railway Company—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 13477) to provide for the construc- 
tion and equipment of a revenue cutter for service in Lake Supe- 
rior and adjacent waters—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H, R. 13478) to establish and admin- 
ister national parks, and for other purposes—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 13479) to amend an act re- 
lating to the sale of gas in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce: A bill (H. R. 13480) to authorize the Southern Indi- 
ana Railway Company to construct a railroad bridge across the 
Wabash River, in Vigo County, Ind.—to the House Calendar. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 18481) to ratify and amend 
an agreement with the Indians residing on the Shoshone or Wind 
River Indian Reservation, in the State of Wyoming, and to make 
appropriations for carrying the same into effect—to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. s 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill (H. R. 13482) providing for estab- 

pe 
house for the receipt, storage, and shi g of goods for the Indian 
Service—to the Comiittes on nde eee 

By Mr. LOUD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 125) relative to 
the colonial martyrs monument in Wawatam Park, at the Straits 
of Mackinaw, in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. 126) providing for the extension of the time for the removal 
of the temporary dam and construction of locks in Bayou La- 
1 State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors. 

By Mr. SOUTHALL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 127) to fur- 
nish Members of the Fifty-eighth Congress copies of the Records 
of the War of the Rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. 


lishing and maintaining at San Francisco, ae a permanent ware- | Mili 
0 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule AATE oie bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: A bill (H. R. 13483) for the relief of 
Lewis Poessel—to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13484) for the relief of certain enlisted men 
of the Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 13485) granting an in- 
créase of pension to William Glasgow—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 3 , 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 13486) granting an increase 
nsion to Henry Hovey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 13487) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliza Ann Sanno—tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 13488) for the relief of Ma- 
tilda Elizabeth West—io the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13489) granting a pension to 
D. M. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 13490) granting an increase 
of Here to Henry Good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13491) granting an increase of 
msion to Obediah Richmond—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. DINSMORE: A bill (H. R. 13492) for the relief of the 
oie of Matthias Price, deceased—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

DENS FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 13493) for the relief of John 
G. Wetzel—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


of 


By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 13494) granting a pension to 
Cader B. Brent—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13495) granting a pension to Henry Lan- 
don—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 18496) to restore Berry Werse 
to the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13497) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret F. Randolph—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13498) granting an 
increase of pension to William G. Marshall—to the Committee 
on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13499) granting a pension to Otto Boeswet- 
ter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 13500) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam W. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13501) granting a pension to James L. Town- 
send—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13502) for the relief of William Morehead— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 13503) granting an increase 
of pension to Catherine J. Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13504) granting an 
increase of pension to James F. Campbell—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13505) for the relief of Nancy Peck, of Marion 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 13506) granting a pension to 
Hannah A. Krause—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 13507) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John M. Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13508) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry T. Howell—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13509) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to transfer to the Columbia Military Academy cer- 
tain property in Maury County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili- 


By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13510) to remove the charge 
of mutiny from the record of David Boyd—to the Committee on 


itary Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13511) for the relief of Adam Ault—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 13512) granting a pension to 
Charles E. to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13518) granting a pension to Sarah P. Mc- 
Intee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13514) for the relief of the 
city of Key West, Fla.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 13515) granting an increase 
of pension to Adam W. Grossley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

y Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 13516) granting an increase of 

pension to Sewal A. Edwards—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 
By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 13517) for the relief of James H. 
Ambler—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr.SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 13518) granting an increase 
a pension to Chester R. Heath—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13319) to correct the military record of 
Richard R. Sprague and grant him an honorable discharge—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of residents of Sheldon, III., in 
8 of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. - 

Also, petition of Colonel Albert D. Shaw Circle. No. 10, Ladies 
of the Grand Army of the ublic, of Chicago, III., in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the East Baltimore Station Methodist Prot- 
estant Church, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. ER: Resolution of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, Chenango Bridge, N. J., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of George W. Norton and 210 others, 
of Portland, Westbrook, Kennebunk, and Kennebunkport, Me., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BENNY: Petition of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Bayonne, N. J.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 


e Committee on the Judiciary. 
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Also, resolution of the New Jeeg legislature, relative to im- 
“ead the Passaic River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
rs. 
Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 5087, granting a pension 
to Annie Bosche—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of the Free Methodist Church of 
Bar der, Colo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of the Iliff Sunday School, of Iliff, Colo., relative 
to the repeal of the anticanteen law—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary 


Also. petition of the Iliff Sunday School, of Iliff, Colo., relative 
ification of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Mount Olivet Baptist Church, of Denver, 
eee in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 


udiciary. 

Also, petition of the Mount Olivet Baptist Church, of Denver, 
Colo., relative to anticanteen legislation—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petitions of H. C. Lathrop and 48 
other voters of Windham, and George P. Phenix and 49 other 
voters of Willimantic, all in Spy riba for passage of Hepburn 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: Petition of John F. Dufur and 
48 others, of Ashland, Wis., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Resolutions of J. C. Giffin Post, No. 77; 
McKinley Post, No. 106; Robert A. Hood Post, No. 28: R. S. 
Kindrick Post. No. 63; Meade Post, No. 75; Walter Harriman 
Post, No. 94; Ed Maynard Post, No. 14, and J. H. Franklin Post, 
No. 50, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Tennessee, 
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of F. D. Tyler and 26 others, of 
Loomis, S. Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judic ciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petitions of R. F. Dunton and 19 others, 
of Belfast, Me.; Clarence H. Smith and 7 others, of Waldo, Me., 
and Howard W. Elwell and 9 others. of Northport, Me., in ‘favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Independent Order of Good 
Templars of Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of James mes Shields Post, No. 57, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of W. , Kans., in favor of a service-pension 
bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Presbyterian Church societies of Hebron, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the J udiciary 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Lodge No. 221, Brotherhood 
of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Pittsburg, Kans., 
relative to bill S. 2259 and panies Honse bills—to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, pet tion of patrons of rural route No. 3, of Cherryvale, 
Kans., relative to increase of for carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sion to Jesse C. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 3 Petitions of George W. King and 28 others, 
of Johnston, R. I., and O. U. Whitford and 27 others, of West- 
erly, R. L. in favor of the Hepburn- Dolliver bill to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CASSEL: Memorial of the Nottingham Quarterly 
Meeting of the Society of Friends, held at Little Britain, Pa., 
composed of 800 members, for the passage of the Hepburn bin 
to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr. CURTIS: Petition 8 patrons of rural route No. 1, of 
White Cloud, Kans., relative to increase of salary for rural car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of J. L. Bliss Circle, No. 64, Ladies of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Atchison. Kans.; ition of sol- 
diers of Norton, Kans., and resolutions of Nathan Price Post. No. 
283, Grand Army of the Republic, of Wathena, Kans., and May- 
flower Circle, No. 80, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Senery, Kans., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
2 on Invalid Pensions. 

titions of W. H. Marshall and 48 others, of Nortonville, 

cent dependent Order of Good Templars of Kansas, 

Christian Endeavor Society of the Congregational Church, To- 

peks, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 

8 on the J ee 

ALZELL: Petition of 2 Presbyterian Church of 

Wilkinsburg, Pa . for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the 
prea on ins ‘Judiciary. 5 SE 

Also, papers to accompan: increase pension of Henry 
Good—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 


—— 
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Also, resolution of the National League of Commission Mer- 
chants, relating to powers of Interstate Commerce Commission— 
to the ittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. DAYTON: Petitions of C. H. Rictor and 99 0 others, and 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Grafton, a; 
W. L. Snyder and 22 others, of Valley Head, W. Va., and J. W. 
Pool and 35 others. of Flemington, W. Va., and Vicinity, in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Jı udiciary. 

Also, petition of N. I. Wolfe and 58 others, of Flemington, 
W. Va.—to the Committee on 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Petition of D. C. Shannon, of Cheroka 
City, Ark., for a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, four petitions of T. H. Bowan and others, of Siloam 
Springs, Ark., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

4 DOUGLAS: Petition of Julius Wile and others, panne 

5 bill to the Committee on the Judici 

petition of Rev. Richard Hartley and 21 others, of 
vart City, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judi 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of residents of raral route No. 4, of 
Troy. N. Y., relative to increase of salary for rural carriers—to 
pe Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Wisconsin Retail Lumber 
Dealers Association, relative to a bill to regulate the carriage of 
interstate freight, ete.—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
den mma- bill H. R. 9917, 

pape accompany granting a pension 
to Gertrude Howard—to the Committee on Invalid 5 

By Mr. FULLER: Memorial of Deere & Co, and others, of 
Moline, Ill., in favor of the improvement of Kaw Valley—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of John Buell and 19 anen, of Rockford, II.. in 
2 8 of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to th ittee on the Ju- 


ciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Resolntions of Phil Kearny 
Post, No. 1, of Newark; T. A. Post. No. 2, of Milville: G. 
Van Hauten Post, No. 3, of Jersey City; James A. Garfield Post, 
No. 4, of Newark: T. M. K. Lee Post, No. 5, of Camden: J. C. 
Shinn Post, No. 6, of Port Norris; George C. Meade Post, No. 7, 
of Bloomfield; Bayard Post, No. 8, of Trenton; Lyon Post, No. 10, 
of Vineland; Lincoln Post, No. 11, of Newark; U. Dodd Post, No. 
12, of Orange; Henry Wilson Post, No. 13, of Jersey City; Ells- 
worth Post, No. 14, of Union; Kearney Janeway Post, No. 15, of 
New Brunswick; Parker Grubb Post, No. 16, of Burlington; 
Sedgwick Post, No. 18, of Hackettstown: Major Angel Post, No. 
20, of Lambertsville; Mansfield Post, No. 22, of Bayonne; Aaron 
Wilks Post, No. 23. of Trenton: A. T. Torbert Post, No. 24, o 
Morristown; Ulic Dahlgren Post, No. 25, of Elizabeth; W. 
Barry Post, No. 27, of Rahway; Farragut Post, No. 28, of Pate 
son; George H. Thomas Post, No. 29, of Jersey City: General 
Howell Post, No. 31, of Woodbury; Joe Hooker Post, No. 32, of 
Atlantic: Acton Post, No. 83. of Penngrove; Hexanner Post, No. 
34, of Newark; Chaplain Butler Post, No. 33. of Paterson; Van 
Leer Post, No. 36, of Gloucester; W. B. Hatch Post, No. 37, of 
Camden; Zabriskie Post, 2 55 88, of Jersey City; Bartlett Post, 
No. 39. of Caldwell; C. K. Hall Post „No. 41. of Asbury Park; 


E. G. Brown Post, No. 44, of Hoboken; Washington Post. No 45, 


of Bordentown; James B. Morris Post, No. 46, of Long Branch: 
J. G. Tohnie Post, No. 50, of Phillipsburg: W. P. Robeson Post, 
No. 51, of Camden: J. B. McPherson E Post, st No. 52, of Hackensack: 
Major Delaney Post. No. 53, Atlantic City; J. McDavitt Post, No. 
54, Dover; General Slocum Post. No. 55, Paterson; W. S. Pier- 
son Post, No. 58, Bloomfield: Arrowsmith Post, No. 61, Red 
Bank: General Stahel Post, No. 62, » Egg Harbor: Conover Post, 
No. 63, Freehold; Kilpatrick Post, No. 64, Elizabeth: I. M. 
Tucker Post, No: 65, Newark; John F. Reynolds Post, No. 66, 
Washington; Post. No. 67, New Brunswick; Russell 
Post, No. 68, 8 Johnson Post, No. 69. Salem; W. Scott 
Post, No. 73, Plainfield: General Wadsworth Post, No. 75, Somer- 
ville; Frank Lloyd Post, No. 79, South River; e Post. No. 
81, Hoboken; Stratton Post, No. 82, Mullica Hill; Shackleton 
Post, No. 83, Keyport: Berry Post, No. 85, Woodbridge: Arnold 
Post, No. 87, Point Pleasant; M. L. Ward Post, No. 88 r Newer: 
General Smythe Post, No. 89, Elmer; Steadman Poet: No. 90, 
Fenwick; Wheeler Post, No. 94, Montclair; E. H. Wade Post, 
No. 96. Millburn; Walker Post, No. 98, Branchville; Sherman 


and | Post, No. 100, Bayonne; Paul Post, No. 101. Westwood: J. 


Logan Post, No. 102, Camden; Dwight Post. No. 103. a aood; 

Hancock Post, No. 107, Hightstown; Weart Post, No. 108, 7 5 

glewood; Sheridan Post, No. 110, Newark; Sherman Post, 

113, Cape May City; Fiske Post, No. 114, Highlands; U.S. rect 

Post, No. 117, Saimut, and Caillaux Post, No. 119, Asbury Park, 
in New J , Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a 

service-pension the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, petitions of 4 citizens of Maple Shade, N. J.; pastor and 
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113 members of the Baptist Church of Jacobstown, N. J.; pastor 
and 200 members of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Newport, 
N. J.; pastor and 251 members of the Berean Baptist Ch „of 
Bridgeton, N. J., aud pastor and F eee the pee 
Church of. Dividing Creek, N. J.,in fayor of the Hepburn-Do 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: Petition of Immanuel Holi- 
ness Church, of Battle Creek, ich., in saro of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju diciary. 

By Mr. GIBSON: Petitionsof A. H. Legg and 7 others; Rev. T. 
P. Summers, president of the ministerial meeting; Ed. M. Grant, 
mayor; the board of aldermen, and other officials, all of Morris- 
town, Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

y Mr. : Petitions of Rev. B. F. Flanery and 5 others, 

Rev, J. C. T. Woods and 15 Others, J. E. Millette and 21 others pi 

W. S. Banks and 13 others, W. i Costay and 84 others, D. E 

Cloud and 25 others, and Nellie Tupper and 25 others, all of Mis- 

souri,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 

the J 5 on oe 40 

Also, to accompany granting a pension to Berry 
Worse te the the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolution of Captain John Mathews Post, No. 69, Grand 
Army of the oe E i ip ihe ent of Missouri, in favor of a 

mmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

a By Mr. r. HASKINS: Petition of Andrew J. Pinney and others, 
of West 1 Vt., in favor of the Brownlow good- -roads 
artie Committee o n Agriculture 

titions of the Woman’ s Christian Temperance Union of 
Pian, Vt.; Rev. H. R. Miles and 17 others, of Brattleboro, 
Vt., and the Vermont Anti- Saloon League, in favor of the 
ot the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the J 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of ee ‘wa, 
against a „ bill to the Committee on the 
me gs 

titions of citizens of Northwood, Iowa, and M. D. Mack 
and rý others, of Lincoln, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAY: Paper to accompany claim of Mrs. Anne M. 
cael a the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of John B. Smith 
Pa 55 others, of New Britain, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Ju 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas; Petition of the oman’s Christian 
Temperance Union and 12 others, and Andrew C. Dunn and 43 
others, of Rosebud, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill— 

to the Committee on the Judi 


By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Petition of patrons of sundry rural 
routes of Ohio, relative to increase of for rural carriers— 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


y Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of George F. Carr and 
17 Se of Terryville, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Ju 
Ae petition of Mrs. Helen Whitehead and others, of Wash- 
n, Conn., in favor of establishing a forest reserve in the 
W ite Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture 
By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: Petition of R. V. McDonald and 
20 attend. of Jefferson, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
pill—to the Committee on the eee 
By Mr. HITT: Petitions of citizens of Cedarville, III., and mem- 


bers sof the faculty and students of Steinman College, Dixon, III., 
5 favor of the burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 


Also, petition of Colonel Albert D. Shaw Circle, No. 10, Ladies 
of the Grand Army of the blic, of Chicago, ‘lL, in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on ae Pensions. 

Also, petition of 86 residents of Dakota, III., in favor of the 
Hepbum-Dolliver pill—to the Committee on the Ju 

By HOGG: Petitions of H. M. Corey and 57 o ers, of 
Olathe, 8 and J. R. McGill and 56 others and the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Pueblo, Colo., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: Petitions of J. W. Balderston and 23 
others and William F. Hersey and 25 others, of Seaford, Del., 
and the New Castle Institute, of South Wi m, J., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 


Judi 

87 M17 3 AMES: Petition of E. L. Harris and others, of Graves 
County, Kx. hak favor of bill H, R. 3574—to the Committee on 
Ways and 


Mr. KEHOE: Petition of Frank C. Taylor and others, of 
isle, Ky., in favor of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on 


the P ice and Post- 
By Mr. KELIHER: Memorial of the board of isors of 
the city and county of San Francisco, relative to umne River 


and Lake Eleanor reservoir rights of way—to the Committee on 
Riyers and Harbors, 


Also, resolution of the Grain Dealers’ National Association, 
relative to inspection of grain at terminal markets—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, resolution of the Boston Chamber of Commerce, relative 
to arbitration treaties between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Druggists’ Association, relative 
to arbitration treaties between the United States and Great 
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Boston Fruit and Produce Exchange, 
relatiye to 8 powers of Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion—to ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the American Association of Masters and 
Pilots of Steam Vessels, in favor of a light-house on Outer Dia- 
erat Shoal, North Carolina—to the on Rivers and 

TS. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, 

relative tol tion for theim: e pdin of the Bedford (Mass. ) 
Harbor—to Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Friedrick Hecker Post, No. 21, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Boston, Mass., in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, in favor of bills H. R. 3559 and 3562, providing for im- 
provement of Bronx Kills and Harlem River—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, 3 


Commerce. 

Also, 8 of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. L— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, rela- 
tive to reforms in postal rates and system—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of D. Cady Eaton, of New Haven, Conn., in favor 
of the bill to regulate corporations—to the Committee on the Ju- 


Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, rela- 
tive to the destruction of derelicts in North Atlantic waters—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, rela- 
tive to the reorganization of the consular service to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Gloucester Board of Trade, in favor of bill 
H.R.7056—to the Committee onthe Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: — of J. R. Under- 
hall and 26 others, of North Carolina; J. F. McCulloch and 82 
others, of Greensboro, N. C., and A. R. Webster and 54 others, 
of Reidsville, N. C., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill to the 
Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Resolution of Port Leyden (N. Y.) Grange, 
No, 562, Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of bill H. R. 9297—to 
the Committee on Education. 

Also, resolution of E. B. Steele Post, No. 269, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Carthage, N. Y., in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of Charlton Post, No. 143, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Richland, Iowa, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 8. E. Sinder and others, of Ollie, Iowa, against 

ls- bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


By Mr. LESTER: Petition of Rev. G. B. Whatley and 100 others, 
of Savannah, Ga., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary 

y Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of Booth Tucker, commander of 
the Balvation 3 of bill creating a colonization bu- 
reau, ete.—to the ttee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petitions of Rev. H. B. Tilden and 24 
others, of Waldoboro, Me., and Hon. A. M. Penley and 58 others, 
of Auburn, Me.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Jndici 

By Mr. LIVERN. [: Resolution of the San Francisco Cham- 
ber of Commerce, in favor of granting an American register to 
the British bark Pyrenees—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, in 


favor of exten coastwise regulations over 8 plying be- 
tween the Phi price and American ports—to the Committee on 
the Merchant ine and Fisheries. 


Also, resolution of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to Sinslaw Harbor, Oregon—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, resolution of Phelps Squadron, No. 12, United States 
Veteran Navy, in favor of bill S. 3014—to th e Committee on Na- 
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Also, resolution of the Board of Trade of San Bernardino, Cal., 
opposing joint statehood of Arizona with New Mex co—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petitions of R. B. Sanford and 25 others, of 
Newark, Mo., and H. B. Yacoubi and 20 others, of La Belle, Mo., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Paddy Shields Post, No. 36, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Clarence, Mo.. in favor of a service-pension bill—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of F. E. Titers and 58 others, 
of Detroit, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petition of business men and citizens of 
Litchville, N. Dak., against passage of a parcels-post bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petitions of Rey. J. W. Nicholson and 41 
others, of York County, Va., and P. S. Simpkins and 19 others, 
of Tanners Creek, Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany a bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to James F. Campbell—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 125 85 5 of S. H. Taylor and 15 other voters, of Maxwell, 
Tenn.; J. L. Baker and 9 other voters, E. L. Catleus and 48 voters, 
and S. M. Alexander and 15 other voters, of Winchester, Tenn., 
for the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of nineteen Grand Army of the Republic posts in 
Tennessee, for the passage of a service-pension bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the legislative board of Friends 
of 5 praying for the passage of bill H. R. 4072—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OTIS: Petition of the Port Chester (N. Y.) Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the J 3 

Also, petition of citizens of Pee , Geneseo, and Ossining, 
N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of W. H. Lassiter and 58 others, of 
Cedar Grove, N. C., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Petition of Henry N. Pringle and 
40 others, of Whitneyville and Eastport, Me., in favor of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RAINEY: Petition of residents of Washington, D. C., 
vor of bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways an 


eans. 
Also, petition of residents of Kinderhook, II., against e 
of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 


Post- : 

By Mr. REEDER: Petitions of T. J. Ireland and 126 others, of 
Woodston, Kans.; C. D. Post and 22 others, of Asheville, Kans., 
and G. W. Buell and 31 others, of Logan and Wichita counties, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 


on the Judici 
IN of Arkansas: Papers to accompany bill 


in 


By Mr. ROB. 
11938, for the relief of Thomas J. Estes—to the Committee 
By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Lake Seaman’s Union of 
‘alo, N. Y., in favor of House bill to prohibit employment on 
vessels of persons not entitled to admission into the United States— 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of P. H. Elwood and 24 others, 
of Stark, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petitions of N. Boehm and W. R. Stone, rural 
route No. 3; D. M. Milholland, W. I. Dickey, and R. G. Carr, 
rural route No.6; James McCague, J. M. Morris, J. E. Randolph, 
and B. C. Zell, rural route No. 5; John Hoeldrich, rural route 
No. 8; O. S. Mansfield, David Fullmer, and Samuel Sanford, rural 
route No. 4; S. M. Shirley and Henry Schoonover, rural route 
No. 6, of Defiance, Ohio; and H. H. Lattanner, rural route No. 2, 
of Montpelier, Ohio, favoring increase of salary of rural carriers 
to $850 per annum—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Also, petition of John T. Mumea and J. F. Smith, of Columbus 
Grove, Ohio, favoring passage of bill to pension all Union ex- 
prisoners of war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Petitions of William McGibbon and others, 
of Ansonia, Conn.; Rev. F. B. Stockdale and 42 others, and Rev. 
Oscar Haywood and 64 others, of Waterbury, Conn., and J. D. 
Roberts, jr., and 2 others, of Meriden, Conn., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Letter of Hugh H. Henry 
national commander, Army and Navy Union, United States of 
America, in favor of bill H. R. 11581, providing for retirement of 


H. 
on 


ye wee men of the Army, ete.—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutionof the Fifth Annual Supervisors’ 
Highway Convention, of New York, in favor of the Brownlow 
good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

8 ene of the executive committee — She 3 
erman-American Alliance, against passage o e urn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 2 

Also, petition of the International Reform Bureau, in favor of 
Sunday closing of the Lewis and Clark ition—to the Select 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of the Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders of 
America, in favor of bill S. 2259 and sundry House bills—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of Brooklyn Council, No. 165, United Com- 
mercial Travelers of America, in favor of an amendment to the 
bankruptcy act—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the New York Board of Trade and Transpor- 
tation, in favor of bills H. R. 9050 and 9051—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William B. Wilson, president of the United 
States Military Telegraph Corps, in favor of bill H. R. 2895—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of New York, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of the New York Produce Exchange, relative to 
the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Maritime Association of the Port of New 
York, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and bors. 

Also, resolution of the board of governors of the Consolidated 
Stock and Petroleum Exchange of New York, in favor of bill 
H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mi Ae Sarita ce sen of ere. wa 8 5 1 ro- 

g against p e of the parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office at Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. B. Woolridge Post, No. 175, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolution of the Coal Club of Boston and 
vicinity, relative to the harbor of refuge at Point Judith, R. I.— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: Petitions of 25 voters of Ocheyerdan, 
9 voters of Sioux City, 17 voters of Hancock, 4 voters of Rock 
Rapids; the Presbyterian, Christian, and Friends’ churches of 
West Liberty, and the Baptist, Methodist, Presbyterian, Church 
of Christ, and Congregational churches of Perry, all in Iowa, for 
the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on theJudiciary. 

By Mr. TOWN D: Petition of E. D. Brooks and 8 others, 
of Ann Arbor, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George Aprill and 46 others, of Ann Arbor, 
Mich., favoring increase in the salaries of rural carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Resolution of Riverside Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Zanesville, Ohio, in favor of the Brown- 
low good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Union soldiers of Licking 
county, Ohio, urging the enactment of legislation entitling the 
wives of Union soldiers to entrance to Soldiers’ Homes with their 
husbands—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Dick Cheatham Post, No. 317, of Beverly, 
Ohio; Cumberland Post, No. 216, of Cumberland, Ohio, and Major 
Cass Post, No. 415, of Dresden, Ohio, Grand Army of the Re- 

ublic, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of T. J. McClelland and 41 others, of Antrim; 
M. S. Roy and 102 others, of New Concord; E. J. Loyd and 20 
others, of Dresden; C. H. Beck and 42 others, of ion; the 
Woman's Christian Tem ce Union of Chesterhill; W. H. 
Berry and 45 others, of e; Bowman Hastetler and 59 
others, of Quaker City, and J. M. M. Reasoner and 18 others, of 
Janesville, all in Ohio, for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WACHTER: Petition of the East Baltimore Station 
Methodist Protestant Church, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of the J. A. Bokel Company, H. Rosenheim & 
Son and others, and G. Gump & Sons, of Baltimore, Md., against 
ane of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

jog pe ab of C. Mauler, of Baltimore, Md., against oer 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of the Gandy Belting Company, of Baltimore, 
Md.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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Also, petitions of patrons of rural free- delivery routes Nos. 1 and 
9, of Lockport, N. V.; No. 27, of Newfane, N. V., and No. 19, of 
Lyndonville, N. Y., in regard to salaries and privileges of rural 
free-delivery mail carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Lake Seamen’s Union, in favor of bill H. R. 
12280, to prohibit the employment on board vessels holding Ameri- 
can registers of Chinese persons not entitled to admission to the 
oe i States—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 

eries. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of the Pres ian Church, Rev. 
J. F. Sheppard, pastor, of Conshohocken, , in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 


SATURDAY, March 5, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, there being no objection. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SEATTLE, WASH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secre of the Treasury, calling attention to 
the fact that the contract for the construction of the court-house 
and custom-house and post-office building at Seattle, Wash., is 
based upon the use of granite for facing the lower portion of the 
building and sandstone for the su cture, and that an addi- 
tional appropriation of $60,000 be necessary for the purchase 
of granite to be used for this building; which was referred to the 
55 on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
pE REPORT ON SHIPPING BILL, 

The PRESIDENT 3 laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the tary of War, transmitting, in 
to a resolution of the 4th instant, a stenographic report of the 
nering beet before him February 25, 1904, on the Philippine ship- 
ping bill pending before Congress; which, with the 3 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and orde: 
to be printed. 

SLOOP RALPH, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law and the opinion of the 
court filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spolia- 
tion claims set out in the findings by the court relating to the 
vessel sloop Ralph, Moses Montague, captain; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD M. CRAIG. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified 17 — the findings filed by the court in the 
cause of Edward M. Craig, administrator of George W. Craig, 
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, = referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

rin 
. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- 

ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
ouse to the bill (S. 3317) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
resolution of the Senate authorizing the cancellation of the signa- 
tures of the Speaker of the House and the President pro tem 
to the enrolled bill (S. 2323) relating to ceded lands on the Fort 
Han Teen Reservation and to correct an inaccuracy stated in 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR HANNA. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I desire to give notice to the 
Senate that at the close of the routine morning business on Thurs- 
day, March 81, I shall ask the Senate to consider resolutions com- 
memorative of the life and character of my late colleague, the 
Hon. Marcus A. Hanna, i : 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH presented petitions of the congregation of 


the Methodist Episcopal Church of Larimore; of the Plymouth 
Congregational Church, of Fargo, and of the Roberts Street 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Fargo, all in the State of North 
Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
terstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 


in 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the eon tion of 
the Meridian Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of 3 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the in- 
terstate tion of intoxicating liquors; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Eliza- 
beth and East N. J., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from- 


the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Dividing Creek 
and Burrsville; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of 
Burrsville; of the congregation of the First Reformed Church of 
Somerville; of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Millville; of the congregation of the Presbyterian 
Church of Lamington; of the con tion of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Gladstone; of the congregation of the Asbury 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Long Branch, and of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Rahway, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate tion of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the * 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of William B. Hatch Circle, 
No. 2, Department of New Jersey, Ladies of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Camden, N. J., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
83 ted ial of the Mi Pottery Co: 

e presented a memorial o ercer Po mpany, 
of Trenton, N. J., and a memorial of Fisher & Averis, of Trenton, 
N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called eight- 
hour bill” and also the anti-injunction bill;’? which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


Church of Somerville; of the congregation of the First Presby- 
terian Church of New Brunswick; of the congregation of the 
Swedish Baptist Church of Montclair, and of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Columbus, all in the State of New Jersey, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the inter- 
state transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Burlington, of the Pastors’ Association of 
Bur „and of citizens of Greensboro and Advance, 
all in the State of North Carolina, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the Mark Flather 
Planer Company, of Nashua, N. H,, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He ae 8 a poan. of viata bi Gab dee ht pate Com- 
pany, o Louis, Mo., praying for the adoption of certain 
F pure - food bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Eastern Pennsylvania 
Conference of the Evangelical Association, praying for an inves- 
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Evangelical Church of West 
Washi Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 


late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 166, 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders, of Wyan- 
dotte, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to develop 
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the American merchant marine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. BLACKBURN shaped petitions of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Pineville, and sundry citizens of Newport 
and Pineville, all in the State of Kentucky, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of sundry citizens of Red 
Wing, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. LONG presented a petition of Leavenworth Circle, No. 5, 
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kan- 
sas, of Leavenworth, Kans., praying for the enactment of a 
service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

He also presented petitions of sundry patrons of rural free- 
delivery routes No. 2 and No. 4, of Burlington, and of rural route 
No. 5, of Lyons, allin the State of Kansas, praying that an appro- 
priation be made to increase the salaries of java letter carriers; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Grenola, Kans., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BACON presented a petition of the Blue and Gray Associ- 
ation of Fitzgerald, Ga., praying that an appropriation of $20,000 
be made for the completion of the park at that city; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of sundry citizens of Solar- 
ville, Va., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Brookland Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation, of the District of Columbia, praying that an appropriation 
be made for the erection of a monument in the city of 2 
ton to Thomas Jefferson, author of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence,and John Morton, a distinguished signer of the same; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4083) for the relief of Payton 
Shields, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was med indefinitely. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4413) to authorize the location of 
coal lands upon unsurveyed public lands in the District of Alaska, 
and for the survey, entry, and patenting of the same, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2879) to amend the law 
relating to taxation in the District of Columbia, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by 
himself on the 26th ultimo, proposing to appropriate $5,000 for 
the improvement of Twenty-second street from 8 place to 
S street NW., in the city of Washington, D. C., intended to be 
proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, sub- 
mitted a favorable report thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was 


agreed to. 

Mr. HEYBURN, from the Committee on Mannfactures, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6295) for preventing the adul- 
teration or misbranding of food or drugs, and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. BERRY. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4887) to authorize the Chicago, 
St. Louis and New Orleans Railroad Company to construct a 
bridge across the Tennessee River near Gilbertsville, Ky., to re- 
port it with amendments. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill. I am sure it will pro- 
voke no debate. It is indorsed by the Department, recommended 
and reported unanimously by the Committee on Commerce, and 
it simply authorizes the construction of a steel bridge in lieu of 
an old defective wooden one there on this important railway. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentu 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a ; 
which will be read to the Senate for information. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 


i gy as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 


The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to 
add at the end of section 1 the following proviso: 

Provided, That upon completion of the bridge herein authorized the said 
company shall promptly remove the present bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 18, after the 
word“ under,“ to insert and subject to:“ so as to read: : 

That the said bridge shall be located and built under and subjéct to such 


regulations for the security of navigation as shall be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of War, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
M The bill y 8 aterel ta be engrossed for a third reading, read 

e bill was ordered to or a third reading, re 
the third time, and passed. 
_BILLS INTRODUCED. _ 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 4816) to provide for 
the appointment, duties, compensation, and inspection of accounts 
of commissioners in Alaska, and for other purposes; which was 
Ve twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Terri- 

ries. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4817) granting a pension to 
Cornelia A. Thompson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4818) for the relief of Jam s 
T. Barry and Richard Cushion, executors of the last will and 
testament of Martin Dowling, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 4819) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to further promote the efficiency of the Navy,” 
approved December 24, 1861, as amended by an act approved July 
16, 1862; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 4820) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Andrew Brown, deceased; which was read 
twice bia title. and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4821) granting an in- 
3 of pension to Mary E. Walley; which was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To se pace ty Aora bill I present the peti- 
tion of Mary E. Walley, widow of Irvin Walley, of Company B; 
Cass County (Mo.) Home Guards, for an increase of pension, to- 
gether with sundry affidavits. I move that the bill and accom- 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4822) granting a pension 
to Jeremiah H. Milroy; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present the petition of Jeremiah H. Mil- 
roy, together with affidavits of J. M. Haley, W. F. Suda. and Dr. 
T. Guy Hetherlin, and the military and hospital records of the 
5 I move that the bill and accompanying papers be re- 

erred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4823) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Martin; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. FOSTER of Louisiana introduced a bill (S. 4824) to provide 
for building an annex to the court-house and post- office at Shreve- 

, La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
mmittee on Public putes and Grounds, 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 4825) to provide for celebrat- 
ing the first permanent settlement of English- ing people by 
holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manufac- 
tures, and the products of the soil, mines, forests, and the sea, in 
the vicinity of Jamestown, and on and near the waters of Hamp- 
ton Roads, in the State of Virginia, and to authorize an — 5 

riation in aid thereof; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
Forred to the Select Committee on Industrial E itions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4826) to provide for enlarging the 
‘Sake building at Roanoke, Va., in order to accommodate the 

nited States courts; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4827) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John S. Burkholder; which was read twice by its title, 
1 5 with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

usions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4828) for the relief of George Kil- 
leen; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 3 

He also (by request) introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims: E ; 

A bill (S. 4829) for the relief of the estate of J. C. Bailey, de- 
ceased (with an accompanying paper); 
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A bill (S. 4830) for the relief of the vestry and wardens of St. 
Stephen’s Protestant Episcopal Church, of Cedar Run parish, 
ira i County, V: 

E. 


„Va.; 
A (S. 4831) for the relief of Algernon L. Wilkinson, Kate 
Wilkinson, and Laura M. Powell, sole heirs of Laura E. Wil- 
kinson, deceased; 
A bill (S. 4832) for the relief of the estate of Catharine R. 
Moore, deceased; 
A bill (S. 4833) for the relief of the estate of Mary Ann Good- 
wyn, deceased; 
Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
8 10 5 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ims: 
A bill (S. 4834) for the relief of William Foy and H. B. Lane, 
executor of Mrs. H. B. Lane, of North Carolina; 
A bill (S. 4835) for the relief of D. S. Barrus and others; and 
A bill (S. 4836) for the relief of the heirs of D. W. Morton. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the District of 5 
priation bill; which were ordered to be printed, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia: 

An amendment providing for a fourth assistant corporation 
counsel, instead of a law clerk. in the office of the corporation 
counsel of the District of Columbia; 

An amendment proposing to increase the salary of the two 
judges of the police court of the District of Columbia from $3,000 
to $4,000 each; and 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $50,000 for construct- 
ing a bridge across Piney ch on the line of Sixteenth street 
extended, in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment removing the restriction 
of exi ang law limiting the cost for the purchase of a site for a 

ublic building at Oklahoma City, Okla., and making the amounts 
eretofore appropriated available for the porche of such site 
and the erection of a building thereon, intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil 555 bill; which was referred to 
ey ise ea on Public Buildingsand Grounds, and ordered to 
rinted. 

e also submitted an amendment 1 the holding of 
court in the western judicial district of the Indian Territory at 
Wetumka, in the Creek Nation, fixing the recording district for 
said court, etc., intended to be 3 by him to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the 
ace oe paren referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DEPEW submitted an amendment proposing to apao 
ate $100,000 for gradingand improving Sixteenth street extended, 
with its É Sikes width, from Piney Branch northward, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TEL submitted an amendment proposing that field, 
line, and staff officers of the Army below the grade of major- 
general, with creditable records, who served during the civil war, 
and who haye been or may hereafter be retired, shall be peo 
on the retired list with the rank and retired pay of the next higher 
grade, intended to be proposed by him to the army appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SALMON RIVER (IDAHO) IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. HEYBURN submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House 57 
y. 


epresentatives concurré: That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and Shenel to cause a 


survey to be made and estimates to be submitted of the cost of removing the 
obstructions to navigation in the Salmon River between Salmon, Idaho,and 
the mouth of said river. 


ARANSAS PASS AND CORPUS CHRISTI BAY. 


_Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
the Senate (the House of Representatives concu: „ That the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and direc 
liest date practicable, to cause a suryey to be made of the channel from 
Aransas Pass through what is known as le Cove to Corpus Christi Bay, 
Texas, and to submit an estimate for the improvement of said channel to 
meet the demands of commerce. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F. 
Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 3d instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2596) granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins; and 
5 act (S. 2809) granting an increase of pension to Jesse J. 

ey. 
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NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the naval appropriation bill, 

Mr. HEYB 5 the Senator from Maine will permit me, 
I should like to ask that a bill be taken up about which there is 
no controversy. It is to amend the practice in courts. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will wait until I get the appropri- 
ation bill up, there are two or three Senators who have bills, and 
I will yield to them. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] 
has a privileged report to present. I want to get up the appro- 
priation bill first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the naval 
appropriation bill. 

e motion was agreed to. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disa i pua of the two Houses 
(H. R. 9480 appropri- 
of the Government 


after full and free conference ha 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 42, 47, 56, 57, 74, 93, 
130, 12, „ 174, 175, 176, 


ent 4 the amendments of the 
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same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 77, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum pro} 822, 7100 and the Senate agree to thesame. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered Sl, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lien of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: TWO 
bookkee: at $1,500 each;" and the Senate agreeto the same. 

That the recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert 828,50; and the Senate agree to the 


tendent, at 

fi ene 
erks, a 

mded balance of the foregoing a 
and of this latter force; and 

That the Hi i 


A ths tina focal fu timgreement to the amend 

e House e from mn e amendment of the 
Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum p insert three hundred and sixty thousand dol- 
lars;“ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 109, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
Add after the word “assistants,” at the end of the matter inserted by said 
amendment, the following: “, said estimates not to exceed the number em- 

7 — and rates of compensation then actually paid: and the Senate agree 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 152, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposan rt “two hundred and sixteen thousand nine 
hundred and forty dollars;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 158, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In 
line 5 of said amendment strike out the words “law clerk, two thousand dol- 
lars;“ in line 6strike out the words “clerk of class two: and in lien of the sum 
named in lines 7 and Sinsert eight thousand one hundred and forty dollars: 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 167, and a: to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieu of the sum insert one hundred and thirty-two thousamd 
seven hundred and twenty dollars; and the Senate agree to th 
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That the House recede 


from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 170, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In the last line of said amendment — hundred; 


thereof the word twelve: in line 3.strike out the word “fifteen” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word“ twelve;" in line 4 strike out the word “sixteen” 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “twelve,” and in line 10 strike out the 
word “fifty-six and insert in lien thereof the word forty-six: and the 
Senate to the same, 

That House recede from its disagreement. to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same-with an amendment as follows: 
In lien of the number proposed insert “two hundred and seventy-two;” and 
the Senate to the same. 


In l'eu of the number proposed insert I:“ and the 55 re bose 
ento: - 


ate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
a i 3 and on 


numbered er agree to the same with an amendment «s follows: 
Add to the end of amended paragraph, after the word kresident,“ 


outside of the 


The report was agreed to. 
INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. HALE. There are a few Senators who have short bills 
that have been kept out by the appropriation bills, and I will hold 
up the consideration of the naval appropriation bill for fifteen or 
twenty minutes, in order that Senators may call them up. 

ĮI shall object to any bill that gives rise to debate, but not to 
short bills that are unobjected to. 

Mr. LONG. Lask unanimousconsent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 3205) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte ior 
to acquire the title to lands within certain Indian reservations. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate: without amendment. 

Mr. QUARLES. I should like to make an inquiry in regard to 
the bill. I see it provides for an exchange of railroad lands for 
other lands. I inquire whether that is going to increase the 
amount of scrip that is issued? 

Mr. LONG. The bill provides that no land scrip shall be issued. 

Mr. QUARLES. Let me further inquire, if the Government 
needs lands that belong to those rai in the Indian reserva- 
tion, why should not the Government negotiate and pay for that 
land instead of providing for an exchange of other lands? It 
wonld seem to me that our history in connection with the land 
laws in this country has been quite persuasive on that subject, 
that if the Government needs land belonging to a railroad com- 
pany it ought to condemn it or buy it. 

For one, without knowing anything about this particular bill, 
I am opposed to any further provision in the way of legislation 
for an exchange of lands, 

Mr. LONG. This bill relates only to Indian reservations in 
Arizona and New Mexico. The bill was drawn in the Interior 
Department and contains safeguards which amply and fully pro- 
tect the interests of the Government. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. NELSON. I think the bill to go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the bill 
goes over. 

MINERAL LANDS. 


Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 3596) to amend section 2327 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, concerning mineral lands. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the Sen- 


ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to amend section 2327 to read as follows: 


9 eee but where patents have been — 
‘or claims upon unsurve surveyors-general, in exte 
public survey, shall adjust the same to the e e of said — ys — 
so as in no case to interfere with or change the true loca tion of such claims as 
they are officially established upon the ground. Where patents have issued 
for mineral lands, those lands only skall be segregated and shall be deemed 
to be patented: which are boun by the lines actually marked, defined, acd 
established upon the ground by the monuments of the official survey u 
which the patent grant is based. and surveyors-general. in executing su 
quent patent surveys, whether upon surveyed or unsurveyed lands, shall be 
paaa accordingly. The said monuments shall at all times constitute the 

ighest authority as to what land is patented, and erroneous calls in the pate 
ent d scription give way thereto. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered 
to be.engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INDIAN ALLOTMENTS. 


Mr. QUAY. IL ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bili (S. 1974) amending the act of Con- 
gress approved January 26, 1895, entitled “An act authorizing 
the Secretary of the Interior to correct errors where double allot- 
ments of land have erroneously been made to an Indian, to cor- 
rect errors in patents, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary read the bill: and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the i on Indian Affairs 


with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in 2, line 13, after the word 
thereof,“ to strike out the or for the best interests of 
the Indians;“ so as to read: 

That the act of approved Ji 1895 (28 Stat., 641), entitled 
eee 2 Secretary of the In to correct errors where 
double allotments of land have erroneously been made toan Indian, tocorrect 

other purposes,” be, and thesameis hereby, amended 


“That in all cases where it shall that a double allotment of land has 
shall hereafter bey wrongfully or erroneously made by 


same to be for error in the issue thereof, and if possession of 
be obtained, cancellation be effective 
if made upon the records of the General Land and no 
shall be necessary tosettlement the lands to which such an 
allotment patent canceled, such otherwise be 
subject to entry.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 2, line 20, after the word 
“entry,” to strike out the proviso in the following words: 

Provided, That no conditional patent ex: im cases hereinbefore au- 
thorized, and ing in cases where the con patent is relinquished 
by the mtee or his heirs to take another allotment that shall have been 

or that may be hereafter executed in favorof any Indian allottee, 
shall be subject to cancellation without authority of Congress. 

And in lieu thereof to insert the following proviso: 
that shall have heretofore or that 
— — authorized. and n where pair) — 
is ralinquished by thi i ano allotment, 
Beeulidect ET catcelintion witisous authority of COARNE T _— 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
=e Pa concurred in. k — 

e bill was ordered to be engrossed a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ELECTRIC WIRING IN THE: DISTRICT. 

Mr. GALLINGER. F ask for the consideration of the bill 
(S. 3) to regulate electric wiring in the District of Columbia. I 
will state t the bill has been read and the first two amend- 
bebe of the Committee on the District of Columbia were 
agreed to. 

There being no objection, the Senate. as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read in 
Committee of the Whole, and two amendments proposed by the 
committee have: been. to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Concerning the third amendment a little 
controversy arose, and I have had an amendment prepared which 
is entirely satisfactory to all parties. I ask leave to withdraw 
the committee amendment at. the bottom of page 1 and to sub- 
stitute for that proviso what I send to the desk. 

The P protempore. TheSenator from New Harap- 
shire withdraws the amendment of the committee at the bottom 
of page l and offers an amendment, which will be read. 

Mr. GALLIN GE. It is a substitute for the proviso in the 
bill, striking out after the word Prov’ded, in line 7, the rest of 


the a 
e SECRETARY. Strike ont the word Provided,“ in line 7, 
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and the following lines down to and including line 14, on page 1, 
and insert: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to apply to the build- 
ings and grounds of the United States, or to the generation o wer by in- 
co! ted companies engaged in the production of electrical current for 
publir service or use. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee also reports 
the following amendments, which will be stated in their order. 

The next amendment of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia was, in section 4, page 2, line 15, after the word ‘‘ govern- 
ment,” to strike out one and insert at least two; and in line 
16, after the word power,” to strike out and who” and insert 
“and one of whom; so as to read: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and 8 to appoint an electrical board, to be composed of 
three employees of the District government, at least two of whom shall have 
knowledge of electrical lighting and power, and one of whom shall be the 
secretary of said board and act as chief inspector of electrical work. 

The amendment was agreed to. ) 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 3, line 8, after th 
word “afford,” to strike out the word greater;’’ so as to read: 

As in their judgment will afford safety and convenience to the public. 

The amendment was agreed to. z 

The next amendment was, in section 6, page 3, line 24, after the 
word “three,” to insert ‘‘ satisf * in the same line, after 
the word ‘‘or,’’ to strike out by“ and insert of; on page 4, 
line 2, before the word District,“ to insert Commissioners of 
the;” and in line 8, after the word Columbia,” to strike out the 
words “and upon the District being kept harmless from the con- 
sequence of any or all acts of the licensee during the period cov- 
ered by said bond;” so as to make the section read: 

Src. 6. That in addition to such advisory duties as said Commissioners 
shall assign them, it shall be the duty of said electrical board to examine all 
9 for license as electrical contractors and to report to said Commis- 

mers, who, if satisfied from such rt that the applicant isa fit person 
to engage in the business of electrical construction, shall issue a li to 
such person to engage in such business as an electrical contractor. Before 
obtaining this license he shall file in the office of the Commissioners a bond, 
with three satisfactory sureties or of an approved surety company, in the 


sum of $2. conditioned upon the faithful performance of all work in com- 
ith the regulations of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was to strike out section 7 of the bill, in 
the following words: 


Sec. 7. That it shall be the duty of said electrical board to examine all ap- 
plicants for license as electrical wiremen and to to said Commissioners, 
who, if satisfied from such report that the applicant is a person competent 
to do expert work of wiring for electrical lighting, heating, and power, shall 
issue a ae to such person to engage in such business as electrical wire- 
man, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7 [8], line 14, after the 
word “ contractors,” to strike out and as electrical wiremen;“ 
and in line 15, after the word ‘‘in,” to strike out their own 
handwriting ” and insert writing;“ so as to make the section 


SEC. 7. That applicants for license as electrical contractors must be not 
less than 21 years of age, must make application in writing, and must accom- 
pany such application with a certificate as to character and of experi- 


ence in electrical work as said electrical board may require; said certificate 
to be approved by at least three citizens of the District of Columbia, them- 
selves of reputable standing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 8 [9], page 4, line 22, after 
the word “ persons,” to strike out ‘‘contracting for supplying 
and; and in line 24, after the word power,” to strike out the 
remainder of the section, in the following words: 


And the term electrical wiremen shall include all persons employed in the 
skilled work of construction and putting in place any of said electrical appa- 
ratus: Provided, That, under such rules as the said Commissioners pre- 
scribe, abr e and unskilled helpers may be employed at work appro- 

eir years and capacity, and under the immi te supervision of a 


88 or contractor. 
So as to make the section read: 


HiT cakes wining Wid AD ATAS E fr enn PEOI nad wetter: 
ra or 
—— of Mectrical . heating, or be eer. oe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9 [10], page 5, line 8, after 
the words per annum,” to strike out and for a license as an elec- 
„ $1 per annum; all fees;“ so as to make the section 
read: 

Sxc.9. That the fee for a license as an electrical contractor shall be $5 
per annum, to be paid to the collector of taxes of the District of Columbia, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10 [11], page 5, line 14, 
after the word contractor,“ to strike out or an electric wire- 
man.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11 [12], page 6, line 1, be- 
fore the word inspector,“ to insert the word chief;“ in line 
16, before the word inspector ’’ to insert the word chief; and 


in line 18, after the word shall,“ to strike out be fined not 
less than $1 nor more than one hundred“ and insert pay a fine 
of not more than twenty: five; so as to make the section read: 


Seo. 11 [12]. That the chief inspector of electrical work and his assistants 
are hereby empowered, under the direction of the Commissioners, to inspect 
soy building in course of erection and during reasonable hours, pon appli- 
cation of the owner or occupant, or upon complaint, under oath, of any rep- 
utable citizen, to enter into and ne any building where electrical cur- 
rent is produced or utilized for lighting, heating, or for power, for the pur- 

of ascertaining violations of any of the provisions of this act; and upon 

Ging any devices aforesaid defective or dangerous he may deliver a writ- 
ten notice of any violation of any provisions of this act, or of any regulation 
said Commissioners duly 
period to be fixed in said notice; in case of neglect or refusal on the part 
of the party so notified to remove or amend the same within the time and in 
the manner prescribed by the chief tor of electrical work, anda 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the party so offen ng shall 
day’s failure or neglect to 


to remove or amend the same within a 


roved 


pay a fine of not more than $25 for each and eve: 
remove or amend the same after being so notified, and in default of payment 
of such fine such person shall be co! the workhouse of the District of 


Columbia for a period not exceeding one month; and all prosecutions under 
this act shall be in the police court of said District, in the name of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12 [18], page 7, line 3, after 
the first word, That,“ to insert“ in the place of the present elec- 
trical engineer now carried on the per diem roll;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sxc. 12. That in the re of the present electrical engineer now carried on 


the per diem roll there be, and is pg established, under the direction of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, the office of electrical engl 


bean 

knowledge of the most modern methods for the phn use, and control 

of electricity, as well as such executive ability an 

as is requisite for the efficient management of the said 

Commissioners are authorized and direc’ 

engineer of said office, at a of $2, 

as are required for the said electrical engineer; and in case of the absence or 

ualification of the electrical 1 to perform the duties of his office, 

said duties shall be performed by the 
mmissioners are authorized and directed to appoint two electrical inspect- 

ors to assist in the work required by the authority of this act, at a salary of 

$1,200 pa annum each. 

And the Commissioners are authorized and directed to 8 a clerk, at 
a salary of $1,200 per annum, who shall perform the clerical duties atte 
the work required by the authority of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert, on page 8, after line 4, as a 
new section, the following: 

Sec. 18. That it shall be unlawful for any person, company, or corporation 
8 current for electric light, heat, or power in the District of Colum- 
ia toconnect its system and furnish current for electrical purposes to an 
building or premises the wiring of which shall not have been inspected and 

approved by the chief inspector of electrical work. 

Any person, company, or corporation violating the provisions of this section 
shall, upon written notice from the chief tor of electrical work to do 
so, immediately remove said connection and cut off the current, and shall not 
again supply said current until authorized by the said inspector. For failure 
to comp! > with said notice the 8 company, or corporation 
shall be fined not less than $5 nor more t. $100 for each and every day's 
failure or neglect to remove said connection and to cut off the CONE 

The chief inspector of electrical workis hereby authorized and empowered, 
with the approval of the oners, to cause said connection to be re- 
moved and the current cut off upon such failure of the offending person, 
company, or corporation, and to refuse to permit said connection to be re- 
placed and the current to be used until the wiring shall be put in proper and 
safe condition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 18 (14), page 9, line 3, af- 
ter the word effect,“ to strike out on its passage” and insert 
“ ninety days from and after the approval thereof; so as to make 
the section read: 

Gone this act shall take effect ninety days from and after the approval 
ereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF HYGIENE AND DEMOGRAPHY. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Lask for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing the President to extend 
an invitation to the International Congress of Hygiene and De- 
mography to hold its thirteenth congress in the city of Washington. 

e Secretary read the joint resolution; and by unanimous con- 
sent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I wish to make a brief 
statement in 7 9 5 of the joint resolution. 

Mr. HALE. I can not 


act. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will say just a word. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to that. Iam pressed by Senators 
on the other side who are desirous of speaking on the appropria- 
tion bill, and after the 
pe oases ed to ask 
Mr. SCOTT. Oh, no. 


nding joint resolution is through I shall 
e Senate to go on with the appropriation 


Manch 5, 


Mr. HALE. I interpose no objection to the consideration of 
. 
E 


1900 

The State ent gave its sanction to the invita- 
tion, subject to the requisite legislation of Congress to make the 
35 the sanction of th Department of State the invi 

Agreeably to on e ta — 
tation was extended and was provisionally by the com- 
mittee on invitation, which announced its purpose to recommend 
at the next session, to be held at Berlin in 1906, the formal ac- 
ceptance of the invitation, provided the Congress of the United 
States should seasonably take the necessary action upon the subject. 

The International Congress is a most important one. It will 
bring together at the national capital a large number of delegates 
from European countries and the United States—men eminent in 
matters concerning sanitation and the public health. 

Charles i of the Harvard medical school and one of 
the delegates from the United States to the Eleventh International 
Congress of Hygiene and Demography, im a letter to the Secretary 
of State, among other things, says: 

on tropical 


leading authority 
orl being ä — 
of an international 


vessels infected during passage 

that waterway shall have been completed. 
The joint resolution which is now before the Senate simply au- 
thorizes the President to formally and officially extend the invita- 
tion which was f aneri et ee delegates of the 


United States at the Brussels Congress. benefits to flow from 
such a congress held in the city of Washington are obvious and 
far reaching. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution au- 
thorizing the President to extend an invitation to the Twelfth 
International Congress of Hygiene and Demography to hold its 
thirteenth congress in the city of Washington.” 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. SCOTT, Mr. LONG, and Mr. HEYBURN addressed the 


ir. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator aon See we oa kesi pe 
tially had the floor last night, and when we peo 
CCC iation ill at once this 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
manded. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 


other p 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pendi ig asion i or is on 
Gee eee offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr 
President, it is my purpose to 


QuarLes] to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. occupy the 
time of the Senate but a short while this morning. I do not de- 
sire to disenss the amendment which was yesterday 
evening. That amendment carries only $250,000 and is a very 
small item. I shall vote in favor of it, but I do not care to dis- 
cuss it. 

I desire to say a few words in to the position of the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts 2 and the junior 
mado day before yesterday In regard to tig ee, . , 

e ‘ore in 
A the junior Senator from Massachusetts to aoe 
ions. The junior Senator from Massachusetts said 


thet ere will be no relaxation in the 3 regard to the 
building up of our Navy, that a great, strong, and navy 


and that a great, strong. and powerful fighting force are absolutely 
essential to keep peace in this country and to prevent us from 


e ig V SE Began The Sena- 

from Massachusetts also — — 
—— — ine 
Monroe doctrine. 


Mr. President, I do not desire to say anything against the course 
we have pursued i in building “pom Navy heretofore. Ido not 
desire to say anything against completion of the ships that we 
now have in process of construction. I do, „ay that 
when this plan is carried ont and these ships are completed, in 
point of tonnage we will have a navy the third in the 
world and in effectiveness the second strongest in the world. 
There will be no navy in point of effectiveness stronger than ours, 
except the navy of Great Britain. 

I do not agree, however, with the junior Senator from Massa- 
. 8 the course 
. during the last six or seven 
years, for the purpose of up our Navy, but my distin- 
guished friend tells us that in ture there shall be no relaxa- 


Neither do I agree with the distinguished Senator that a great, 
strong, and powerful fighting force is essential to keep this coun- 
try out of war. I know the idea has prevailed during the last 
two or three years that in all probability we shall be engaged iw 
war with a foreign power. country is over 125 years olds 
yet. Mr. President, we have never had but two wars with foreign 
powers. except the small skirmish which we had with Spain. Lask 
to-day what country in the world desires war with the Government 


with against us. ua of an tees and especially 
Great Bri , Sympathized with the Government of the United 
tates. 


Not only that, but take our action in Panama. We recognized 
Panama in three days after that Republic was born. and it is true 
sp rcomised Panama.” Ws baye bry alowed wo go any cru 
an 


Sistine iei junior Senator from Massachusetts tells us 

that it is absolutely essential to have a great fighting force, a 
navy, in order to maintain the Monroe doc- 
what nation to-day is contesting the supremacy of 
the Monroe doctrine in this country? I ask what nation to-day 
Seros our right to enforce the Monroe doctrine? What country 


free 8 institutions? 
Not many ago a foreign er came across the water 
seeking to enforce the collection of a debt against a republic on 


this side of tha oa ocean. We know aha was told ie that there 
should be no violation of the Monroe doctrine, and she immedi- 


ately acquiesced. 

I contend that the best way for the Government of the United 
States tomaintain peaceand to ent waristo livean honest.just, 
and righteous life, to deal fairly with all the nations of the earth, 
to cultivate and maintam friendly relations. and to show a proper 
regard for the rights of other nations. Then, Mr. President, wa 
shall always be able to avert war. In my opinion, instead of a 
strong fighting force, a great and powerful army, and a great and 
powerful navy preventing war, in nine cases out of ten they will 
get us into war. 

We know wesee it frequently stated in our naval journals that 

our naval officers say we are likely to have war with Germany. 
I do not believe it. A great and navy and & great and 
powerful army, in charge of ambitions officers, anxious to ad- 
vance their own ambition, anxious to make a reputation, 
easy to take offense, are more likely to get us into war than to 
prevent war. 

Mr. President, my distinguished friend from Massachusetts 
tells us there is to be no relaxation in regard to expenditures for 
our Navy in the future. Let us see. If we not have a navy 
second to any country in the world when the pro e now set 
forth in this bill is carried out, then ought there not in the future 
to be relaxation? If there shall be no relaxation, I ask the dis- 
tingui Senator from Massachusetts whither are we ee 

. President, I notice—and the statements have been pu 
lished before—that in the year 1881 we spent $13,000,000, in round 
numbers, on our Navy; in 1883, 815.000.000; in 1887, $15,000,000; 
in 1891 6 sys $ 


a 
8 
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the next six or seven years there is to be no relaxation in our ex- 

dituresin regard to the Wery: During the last seven years we 
oe spent $500,000,000, and the Senator tells us that for the 
future there is to be no relaxation, which means that we are to 
spend seven or eight hundred million dollars fora navy during the 
next five or six years. 

Mr. President, if you will turn to the total expenditures in the 
Army and Navy, you will find that $200,000,000 are spent every 
year for the purposes of war. I hold in my hand a statement of 
‘war expenditures for the last several years. I will say that our 
war expenses have increased during the last eight or ten years 
from $25,000,000 to $114,000,000. As has well been said, $2 out 
of every $5 which we are spending to-day is being spent for 
pu sof war. If you will take the expenditures of the entire 
civil department of the Government, you will find they amount 
to $126,000,000. We spend $100,000,000 for our Navy and nearly 
$100,000,000 for our Army. If the programme is to be continued in 
the futureand we are to spend more money than we have spent for 
our Navy, such expenditures, in my judgment, can not be justified. 

Weall agree that when we went to war with Spain our Navy 
was in a dilapidated condition, and on both sides of the Chamber 
we have indorsed the expenditures up to this time; but when the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts lays down the proposition that 
in the future there is to be no relaxation, because we need a large 
fighting force to maintain the Monroe doctrine and to prevent 
this country from being compelled to go to war, then I do not 
agree with the junior Senator from Massachusetts. 

Again, the distinguished junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
DrEPEWw] told us the other day in his magnificent speech that it 
was absolutely necessary to have a great, a strong, and a power- 
ful navy, and a great and a strong and powerful army in order 
to maintain civil government in the Philippine Islands. The Sen- 
ator told us that we had twenty-four ships in those waters and 
that in the future it will be absolutely essential that we shall 
keep a large navy in the Philippine Islands. Ihave before me 
the Senator’s exact words. What did he say? I read: 


It does seem to me as if the great ex-Secretary of War, in giv- 
ing out the interview from which I have quoted, after he had re- 
tired from that high office, now holds the same views in regard to 
the Philippine Islands which the Democratic party has held since 
we have acquired them. 

When the question of the ratification of the Paris treaty was 

ding before this body a resolution was introduced by my col- 
e . Bacon] providing that so soon as a stable govern- 
ment should be established in the Philippine Islands, capable of 
maintaining law and order, it was our purpose to leave those 
people to govern themselves, and that we would deal with them 
just as we have dealt with the people of Cuba. That resolution 
came to a vote in this Senate, and there were, I believe, 43 votes 
in favor of it and 43 against it; and the resolution was defeated 
the casting vote of the Vice-President. I believe to-day that 
if that resolution had been adopted, if we had set forth that asthe 
licy we intended to pursue toward the people of the Philippine 
Íslands, a gun never would have been fired, and a single drop of 
blood never would have been shed, and the great expenses that we 
have incurred by a failure to do so could, in my judgment, have 
been absolutely saved. 

I took the trouble to write to the War Department to find out 
something about our expenditures in those islands. What did I find? 

Wan DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Washington, February 19, 1904. 


My DEAR SENATOR: Agreeably with your verbal request, I to hand 
oo harawin the following T TT relative toaffairs in the Philippine 


Average number of troops each year, 1898 to 1808: 0 


Mr, President, I have the greatest respect for my lifelong friend and now 
constituent, the late 353588 War, and have the profoundest ig for 
his opinions on all questions; if he has given as his judgment that the | Ma 25 
United States would at some time r and give up the Philippine ee Bi 10D so nc eee 
Islands to an independent nation, in the line with Cuba, I do not believe that 5 
that condition ever come about. 

The Senator goes on in that and takes the position that | Senate Document 416, Fifty-seventh Congress, first session, which contains 
we are to hold the Philippine ds for all time to come, and ros pen tig have — 91 — 3 5 
that we are to govern them from the city of Washington as practically the ie ee a h AOA WIEN was 


American colonies, I want to read exactly what Secretary Root 
did say about that subject. I have acopy of that interview in 
my hands. We all know that Secretary Root has been regarded 
as a very strong imperialist, and we all recognize the fact that he 
isaman of distinguished ability. No man has ever questioned 
his great ability, This 3 was asked Mr. Root after he had 
retired from the great office of the Secretary of War: 


And the Philippines, Mr. Root, what is to be their future? 
I believe that we shall in time grant a practical independence to the Phil- 
ippines; that they will have the same relationship to this country that Cuba 


Again this question was asked Mr. Root: 


Have the Filipinos shown sufficient understanding of the requirements 
and obligations of civilized government and suficient administrative and 
political ability and stability to prove their capacity for self. 

I believe that a sufficient number of Filipinos have shown those qualities 
oY warrant the prediction that the body of the people will develop them in 


êe. 
experience as etary of War convinced 
ndaptaio to sopublican institations! a e 
t has. 

Mr. President, there is the t ex-Secretary of War, who had 
dealt with the people of the Philippine Islands for four or five 
years, who tells us that civil government has been established in 
all the provinces in the Philippine Islands, and that those people 
ought to enjoy their independence ọn the same line that we have 
dealt with the people of Cuba. 

I do not believe that the American people will ever consent that 
the people of the Philippine Islands shall be held in perpetual 
subjection. Ido not believe that the American people will con- 
sent that the Filipinos shall be governed by the Army, and goy- 
erned from the city of Washington; but I believe that our people, 
when the Filipinos are capable of carrying on the functions of a 
government and maintaining law and order, will be in favor of 
poe to them the same liberty and independence which we 

ve given to the le of Cuba. 

If we intend to hold the people of the Philippine Islands in sub- 
jection, under military law, for all time to come, we shall need a 

navy for that , but I do not believe that the intelli- 
gent and good people of the United States will consent to that 
new d e may keep guard over their international re- 
lations; we may see that they are not swallowed up by any other 
nation, but I believe that the good sense of the American people 
will demand that we shall respect the rights of the people of the 
Philippine Islands. 


Very truly, yours, 

Hon. A. S. CLAY, 

United States Senate, 

(Mailed February 19, 1904.) 

It is estimated by the Department that the expenditures in con- 
nection with the Phili ippine Islands from May 1, 1898, to June 
30, 1902, amounted to §170,609,993.30. In fact, the expense of our 
army in the Philippine Islands during the last six years has been 
about $270,000,000, and this does not take into consideration our 
expenditures in regard to the Navy, which amount to fully two 
hundred and thirty millions. 

1 President, ns poe that if hi had ooye the line of 
policy map 0 e Democrats, assuring those people that 
so soon as they anale themselves for 5 promis- 
ing them in the event they did, placing natives in office in every 
instance where we could, and teaching those people that they could 
expect at our hands the same justice that we ini to the 
people of Cuba, these expendi could have been saved. 

I rose simply for the purpose of discussing the future of our 
country in regard to the can Navy. This side of the Cham- 
ber has supported most zealously the building up of the Navy as 
far as we have gone; but during the last nine years we have seen 
the expenditures of this Government leap from $242,000,000 to 
$560,000,000 a year. Seven, eight, or ten years ago we maintained 
this Government by expending $250,000,000 per year, and to-day 
we have gone to the enormous sum of over $500.000,000. 

I believe that good government demands at the hands of both 
poe rties the strictest economy in public expenditures; I 

ieve t the great Departments of a government like ours, 
including its Treasury Department, its Navy Department, its 
War Department, its Post-Office Department, ought to be investi- 
gated both as to receipts and expenditures every year by a com- 
mittee of Congress to see how an Administration is run. Take 
the case of a State. It is the duty of a State to watch carefully 
and closely its receipts and its expenditures. But during the last 
seven years we have not had an investigation of a single Depart- 
ment, except the Post-Office Department investigating itself. 

Ido not apply this to anyone. I say I do not criticise any De- 
partment, I know of no wrong; but if the Democratic party were 
in 1 and had been in power for a period of four years or 
eight years I should con that it was the duty of Congress to 


aThis does not include the Philippine Scouts, about 5,000 in number. 


W. P. HALL, 
Acting Adjutunt- General. 
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investigate, by a committee of Congress, every Department of this 
Government, to see where our money went to and how our con- 
tracts for 5 were made. 


Go to the War Department and you will find that $14,000,000 
were spent for transportation. It is the duty of Congress to 
know what companies receive the money and if the best possible 
contracts were made. 

Go to the Post-Office Department, where they spend $140,000,000, 
and a like investigation ought to be had. Go to the Navy De- 
partment, where large amounts are to be paid out for coal, for 
supplies, and for different items. A committee of Congress ought 
to know how the money was expended on each item and to see if 
the best contracts possible for our Government were made. 
` Would any business man 1 any employee of his to expend 
hundreds and thousands and millions of dollars without oe g 
an annual investigation as to how those expenditures were made? 
Where are we drifting? I state, regardless of any political party, 
that we ought to know every year, or every two years, how each 
item of expenditure has been spent and what kind of a contract 
was made. 

I know it was said at the time when an investigation was de- 
manded in the Post-Office Department that there was nothing 


I ask to have inserted as a part of my remarks the table in the 


re 
1 construction, United States Navy, February 


including page 22 and page 23. I also ask to have inclu 


d 


rt of the House Committee on Naval Affairs, headed fae 
1 Ra 
ed asa 


part of my remarks a table, which I hold in my hand, showing 
our naval strength at present and our naval strength when the ships 
now in process of construction shall have been completed. I also’ 


desire to have inserted as a 


of my remarks a table showing 


the sea strength of the principal naval powers, which I will hand 
to the Reporter. I desire also to insert as a part of my remarks 
a statement of the expenditures of the Government from 1856 to 


1903. 


The matter referred to is as follows: 


FEBRUARY 9, 1904. 


Vessels under construction, United States Navy. 


Where building. 


Degree of comple- 
tion. 


Jan.1, Feb. 1, 
1904. 1904. 


wrong, that every single dollar of the money had been honestly | 24 18 | Newport News go 99.9 99.95 
expended. I do not doubt that the Postmaster-General thought 15 is . AEEA 92 5 Be 
he was absolutely correct; but an investigation showed a condi-| 14 19 | Moran Bros. Co. 9 6 85 57.7 
tion of affairs not even dreamed of, Mr. President. 55 Pee eal ee 
You may take a State government, 7 may take this Govern- gine Co. p : : 
ment, and let it run in the hands of one political party, either | 17 19 |...-. . 50.61 51.7 
Democratic or Republican, for a long number of years, without | 18 18 | Navy yard, New York, | 28.7 28.5 
making any investigation and going through the accounts of your | 19 18 | Newport News co 34.5 37.55 
2 28 ros ao you 12 not ney vars it 20 10 ek ae 20 18 | Fore River Ship and En- 2.76 3.6 
rn to the Treasury Department and you wi items em- ene ` 
bracing one million, five million, or six million dollars. That = = Oo. nen aS * 
may be all right, but I say it is the duty of Congress to know | 2 18 | Newport News Co 12 14.78 
wich whom we dealt, with what firms we dealt, with what trans- 
portation companies we dealt, and the men with whom we had 
contracts, and to see that they were in accordance with our best | 4 2 | William Cramp & Sons. 64.9 66.8 
interests. : F 
Mr. President, I want it distinctly understood that my remarks | 7 2 | William Cramp & Sons. 00 71.8 
in regard to the Navy apply to the language used by the junior | 8 22 | Newport News Co 65.4 69.15 
Senator from Massachusetts, that “ there shall be no relaxation in | „8 PY By Baking ees ea Ne 
the future.“ Great Britain was building vessels on January 1, | 11 22| New York Shipbuilding 12 13.9 
1904, aggregating 351,000 tons; France, 150,000 tons; Russia, Co. 
142,000 tons; Germany, 118,000 tons; the United States, 322,000 
tons; Italy,70,000 tons; Japan, 10,000 tons, and Austria, 56,000 ns. 14 47 | Neafle & Lovy.........-... 98 o8 
I now quote from a speech made by Mr. RIxey in the House of | 15 16}| Fore River ‘Ship undEn-| 97 99 
Representatives. He said: 15 16; 118 z 10 
For years past it has been a favorite topic for the Navy expansionist to | 17 16 William R. Trigg Co. 70.5 72 
insist that we should keep abreast of * Now, France and German 18 16}| Union Iron Works 99 100 
are building six battle ships each; we are buil twelve. Germany 19 22 | Neafie & Levy............. 88.2 37.9 
P ong eee E Soh raat Er E | Umos moa Wore) „ a8 
tion of these great ships 100,000 tons more than Germany. Weare building sad 2 | Newport News O. 56.9 © 
more rapidly than any other nation on earth except Great Bri as the 
following table, taken from the report of the chairman of the ttee on 
Naval Affairs, shows— 17 12 Gas Engine and Power Co.“ 20 25 
Referring to the I have just given. 18 12.40 10 22.2 
I have here a list of the ships that we are building, and you will 
find by carefully examining this report that more than 50 per cent 
of these ships will soon be completed. We are building 12 first- Sails. 1 1 45 
class battle ships. The Missouri is practically done, only 5 per ee ESETT ee : 
cent 85 705 work on 5 not ae rte . 7 e wae ir- 
inia both are nearly done. e are ding, in on ese, 
fhe Nebraska, the Georgia, the New Jersey, the Rhode Island, the Sails. | Navy-yard, Portsmouth ..| 6 10 
Connecticut, 57 e the ee p? Kansas, m coe 
Minnesota. at es 12 first-c © ships we are - 
ing. We are also building 8 armored cruisers and 8 protected | 19 3 — 
cruisers, 2 gunboats, 2 training ships, 1 training brig, 6 torpedo | 27 26 | George Lawley & Son. 99 99 
boats, and 2 steel tugs, and this report of the Secretary of the — 1 — = 
Navy shows that when these ships now in process of construction | 31 26 | Goilumbian Iron Works. 100 3 
are rag) i we will have a tonnage greater than any nation 
t Great Britain and 9 we in —_ = „ 
the Na pi de says our Navy wi more effective 32 | Navy-yard, Boston 1 
than that of b 5 12 Navy-yard, Mare Island..| 88 


Relative order of war-ship strength. 
| As would be the case were vessels building now completed, 


At present. 
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Number and displacement of war ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacement, 


1904. 
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75 tons. 


Depart- | Navy 


Recapitula 


Build 
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a serigacsd 


United States. 


Built. Tons. 
98, of 


Other civil | War 


Civil and miscellaneous. 


Premium on 


ships and coast-defense 
reconstructed and are given a modern armament.) 


first class a 


first classa a 


ə ships and coast-defense 
N. B.—Gunboats and other vessels of less than 1,000 tons are not given in the table, nor are transports, dispatch vessels, converted merchant yesselsor 


a Battle ships, first class, are of (about) 10,000 tons or more displacement, and are not more than 20 years old. (The few exceptions as to age have 
yachts, or obsolete cruisers. Vessels not begun are not included in the table. 


b Contract not yet awarded for two additional authorized. 
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Recapitulation of expenditures by fiscal years—Continued. 


Interest on 


tures, includ- | ties applied 
public debt. ing premiums.| to g 
$605, 072, 179, 85 $31,273.48 
4713,01. 71 58,544. 555.06 
967,553.15 | 562484" 080. 78 
471, 190,857.64 | T0. 249,669.14 
70:9, 29,511, 893. 82 


Nor. — The expenditures for 1998 include 
the Treasury as part payment on Union Pacific 
esas}. e by agents of the Union and Kansas Pacific companies, making in all 
fic Railroad indebtednes?, and are included in the receipts for 1808. 


debtedness. The 


The receipts for 1899 include $11,798.314.14, paid into the 
The receipts for 1900 include $3.338,016.49 paid into the Treasury as 
for interest account of Kansas Pacific Railroad, making a total of $4,1 


868.26 uninvested cash in Union Pacific sinking fund paid to Treasurer United States and covered into 
additional sums of 5 


the proceeds of sale of bonds in sinking 


645,250, fund, and 
60 184.258 were also covered into the Treasury on account of 


reasury as part of Central Pacific Railroad indebtedness. 


as Central Pacific Railroad indebtedness and $821,897.70 paid into the Treasury 


The 77 5 for 19/1 include payments into the alfred. on account of Pacific Railroads, as follows: Part of Central Pacific Railroad er 
a 


‘or interest account of Kansas Pacific Rai 


576,247.10; 
24; making a total of $6,883,081.23. 


‘acific 


oe $133,942.89; amount realized from sale of claim of United States against the Sioux City 
The receipts for 18 include 5.08, 349.58 paid into the Treasury as part of Central Pacific Railroad indebtedness, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, DIVISION OF BOOKKEEPING AND WARRANTS. 


Mr. CLAY. It will be seen from the table in regard to receipts 
and expenditures that our total expenditures in 1886 amounted 
to $242,483,138.50; in 1887, $267,932,179.97, and the next year, 
$267,924,801.18. Now, in the year 1899, $605,072,179.85; 1900, 
$487,000,000; 1901, $509,000,000; 1903, $506,000,000, 

It shows that in a period of ten years our annual expenditures 
have doubled. The best information I have been able to get is 
that we are raising more money by taxation for the support of 
our Government than any Government in the world except that 
of Russia. 

Mr. President, it is time we should call a halt on our public ex- 
penditures. We have now reached a point where we have a navy 
ample to cope with any country in the world. I do not believe 
the American people will justify a continuous increase of expen- 
ditures for the Army and Navy when in all probability we will 
decline during the present session to give a single dollar to public 
buildings and to rivers and harbors. } 

We know that thus far not a single dollar has been appropriated 
during the present session of Congress for public buildings. We 
are told that not a single dollar is to be appropriated for rivers 
and harbors. I believe that the public buildings, the rivers and 
harbors of our country are of equal importance with the Army 
and the Navy. We were told on the floor the other day that we 
are not to have even a public building to relieve the State, War, 
and Navy Department building. We know we are paying $320,000 
a year for rentals in the city of Washington for public purposes, 
and notwithstanding that fact the Committee on Public buildings 
and Grounds can not get a single dollar through the Senate for 
that laudable purpose—not a dollar for a public building in any 
State in this Union; not a dollar for rivers and harbors, but two 
hundred and seven millions for purposes of war. 

This nation has made a reputation second to none in the world, 
and not by virtue of war, or a desire for war. We have made our 
reputation by reason of the fact that we were a just, a peace-loving 

8 by reason of the fact that we have sug peace. The 
Pat er of our Country taught us to maintain friendly and peaceful 
relations with all the countries of the world; to seek to do busi- 
ness with all the countries of the world, leading a high and moral 
life; to teach the world to follow our example; and the whole 
world has regarded us as the greatest Christian nation on this 
earth. Let us maintain forever the reputation and the character 
for peace and justice and righteousness which we have main- 
tained heretofore. 

I desire to ask permission of the Senate to have inserted as a 
of my remarks pages 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6,and part ot pago 7 of the 
rt of the Secretary of the Treasury, dated Washington, De- 

cember 8, 1903, and also to have inserted as a part of my remarks 


Table G on 78. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hopxrys in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Georgia? The 
Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Receipts and expenditures, 
FISCAL YEAR 1908. 


The revenues of the Government from all sources (by warrants) for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1903, were: 


„479, 581 
blic lands 22.0.1. 

From sales of public lands >- 926, 311. 
From profits a Dire bullion deposi 8, 254, 739. 88 
From revenues of the District of Columbia 5, 168, 088. 56 
From fees—consular, letters patent, and lands 4, 048,833, 22 


From sales of Indian lands, proceeds of Indian labor, ete ...-.- $2, 398, 268. 83 
From navy pension, navy hospital, clothing, and deposit funds. "2.20", 501.17 
From tax on circulation of national 1 epad » Actes, Sie: me: 
From Peery Mg Ai T: ELMIRA BLE Spa ee 1,356, 153. 83 
From trust funds, Department of State 1, 208, 092 07 
From payment of interest by Pacific railways 997, 197,79 
From customs fees, fines, penalties, ot 878, 254. 78 
PTO CSO NOUS ache PS ode need aetna ts a 748, 059, 83 
From Soldiers’ Home permanent fund 743, 139. 39 
From sales of Government property 434,293. 21 
From judicial fees, fines, penalties, etc___. 888, 757, 46 
From deposits for surveying public lands 305, 701, 88 
From sa! of lands, buil ä 288, TAO, 82 
From tax on sealskins 286, 133. 40 
From 3 on public lands 231, 144. 26 
From sale of naval vessels and army transports 174,517.10 
From sales of ordnance material. — 173, 18. 16 
From license fees, Territory of Alaska SS S. 05. 
From Spanish indemnity -<.........5-...22 2-02-22 -02--ececcee 28, 500. 00 
rom part payment Central Pacific Railroad indebtedness.... 4,068,249. 56 
560, 393, 674. 40 
From postal rwenues e iso e ee 134, 224, 443. 24 
eee ee e nana Gecvaun E 694, 621, 117.64 
The expenditures for the same period were: 
For the civil establishment, including foreign intercourse, pub- 
lic buildings, collecting the revenues, District of Columbia, 
and other miscellaneous expenses 122,175, 370. 54 
For the military establishment, including rivers and harbors, 
orts, arse seacoast defenses, and expenses of the war 
with Spain and in the Philippines 118, 619, 520. 15 


For pensions 
For interest on the public debt 
For deficiency in postal revenues 


Wenne naaa naa canned a e anara aE 

Total aana PA S O cl PA NA O 

Senn... E E E 
In addition to the revenues collected during the year and the amounts re- 


ceived on the indebtedness of Pacific railroads, the cash in the Treasury was 
increased $760 by the issue of 4 per-cent bonds in liquidation of interest ac- 


crued on refunding certificates converted Magis, Sox ear. 

The securities redeemed an account of the sinking tana were as follows: 
Fractional seri S E E EA R LE RIE EN EEA $2,083. (0 
Treasury notes of 1861.... Š 5), 00 
One-year notes of 188 259.00 
Two-year notes of 1886 50.00 
Compound-interest notes aaia 620.00 
TOPLAS eee . 90. 00 
Funded loan of 1881, continued at 3) per cent 500.00 
Funded loan of 1891, called nanjo dpa neta eee e eee 6, 400, 00 
Funded loan of 1891, continued at 2 per cent 63,500. 00 
Bonds purchased: 

Loan of 1904. $25, 800.00 
Loan of 2 16, 504, 3.0.00 
16, 529, 600.00 
022. 51 
025.41 
6, 202, 047. 92 
Premium on bonds exchanged: 
Funded loan of 1007. 4,170, 932. 47 
E cairear aE 534, 139. 43 : 
—— — 14.6, 071.99 
National-bank notes redeemed in excess of deposits 2,001, 161.00 
C —— ̃⅛Ü TK-... ̃ . tantuss a 29, 511, 323, 82 
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PB KA with the fiscal year 1902 the receipts for 1903 increased $10,294,- Increase in expenditures for 1903—Continued. 
ws: 
1% Increase in receipts for 1903. 


Object. 


Source. | 1903. Titono Decrease. | ——___.. _ + 
CIVIL ESTABLISHMENT— 
— ee continued. 
Custom 444,708.19 $284 479,581.81 $30,084,873.62) . ...... Treasury Departmen 
Internal revenue 810, 124. 17 009,997.98 O Sieamboa a 
ip tone i on S team Inspection 
deposits, et. 8, 254, 739. 88 2, 724, 766. 69 Service $344,490.06) $436,871. 902, 881. 44 
Tax onsealskins, andrent 
of Fox Islands 286, 233. 7 | Ea ene eee 2, 653,522.43) 2, 782,243. 128, 828. O 
Sales of Indian lands 2,393, 288. 617,438. 20)............. | Public buildings 5,118, 157.35 7,679, 721.24 2, 501, 563. 800 — 
Sales of Government Fuel, ete., public 
ak 8 41, 206. a - buildings 
es of public lands 8,926,311. See 
District of Columbia 5, 168, 088. 
“pli clothing D, hos- 
clothing, and de- 
SEA 2,300,501. 17 


88 letters Salaries and expenses, 
patent, and land 4.018, 888. .-..----=--- 8 Fish . 489. 524, 708. 31 85,542. 88... .. 
Deve eran on public National Museum 271, 828.9 „. G =~ $16, 791. 01 
C x 231, 144. X% : Zoological Park. 83,383.19} 101, 850. 18, 456. 81 8 
ss Peg fees, fines, pen- Smithsonian Institu- 
ORE OES - 878. 254. Tt 45 tion . 140, 09. 18 147, 717. 
Judic fees, fines, pen- 
alties 666, no eas. secess 334,233. 368, 757. 4f Commission 270, 089. 55 302, 972. 
Immigrant tund 3 1,356, 168.3 
porte: for: SUFVENINE | sy T vv roAa aara 198, 257. 73 557, 342. 
public lands. $ 305, 701. 8& chs under Bow- 
Tax on national banks. . . 1,643, 454. 1, 647, 429. [ 3,871.55 man and Tucker 
Part payment Central Pa- pees og eres 2 or 
sin Epidemic diseases 5 53 553.53 314, 789. 0 0 22. 
VF 4,068, 349.56 4,006, 349. 56 Refunding customs 


2 2 907, 1N. T . 567,356.92 from Porto Rico. 399, 988. 10 
730.8 17,308.1 Payment of debt of 


— — 25 , awaii 
Sales of ordnance ma $ 178, 188. 1¢) .....----... 157,250. 37 Bufalo expositio 
Sales of old vessels ....... e DY A T A T 139, 431. 88 New York. a 88,756.90 
Soldiers’ Home perma- : Louisiana Purchase s 
nent fund 3 743, 19. K 207. 008.77 Exposition, St. Louis 45,275.59} 424.967. 00 379,601. 4 
Prize money . „551.040  18,55L 0. South Carolina expo- 
Trust funds, Department o 173, 975. 1 
of Stat . - . Suppressing bubonic 
Sp indemnity -.--...|----..---..-.. 28,500. „500. ague, Hawaii 2 1,000,000. N 
eus . . — 5 moves items. 880,880.65 905,592.61! 25,76% 
< ar Department: 
Total ordinary re- Salaries and expenses. 2, 388, (00. 04 3,062,025 
ceipts, exclusive Navy Department: 
of postal revenues. 233. 21 560, 396, 674. 40,43, 019, 4 “Galustes and expenses. 498,897.02} 498, 762. 
Postal revenues . „24, i 7 9872 Interior Department: 
ee e ee eee e E Salaries 4,742, 480.28! 4,933, 
r636. 23| 8,619, 623. 
SO SS 288, 
zest SS ee a a ee oe ee ture 1,200, 000. 00 1,800, 000.09 
There was an increase of $47,284,545.38 in expenditures, as follows: peehi Ce 2,915, 194.81) 1,845, 229.45) 
Increase in expenditures for 1908. of old Library of 
Congress 205,905. 38, 004. 
Miscellaneous items 1,052, 652. 38 ) 1,683, 644.71 
Object. Post-Office Department: 
Salaries and expenses. 1,053, 649.79) 1,439, 498. 87| OR EEES 
Deficiency in postal 
CIVIL ESTABLISHMENT. revenues 2, 402, 152. 52 2,768,919. . 
rtati 
Legislati Pacific ra 8 592,682.31; 701,648. 28 
_ Salaries and expenses. 5 of Agricul- 
Executive 
Balarico ar, 5 118 1 0 92 4,073, 235. 
Department of State: Weather Bureau. 1, 156, 1. 250, 121. 
Salaries and expenses. Department of Labor 
Foreign intercourse ..| 2,765, Salaries and expenses. ae) 10 
Department: Departimentot Commerce 
Salariesand expenses. . i and Labor: 
Independent Salaries and expenses 34, 479 
Mints and assay offices Department of Justice: 
Territorial govern- Salariesandexpenses.| 473,903.04 589, 144. 
P b Salaries of justices, 
Salaries, eto, internal assistant attorneys, 
ens 9 1, 088, 000. 85} 1,320, 695. 
Miscellaneous, inter- Salaries, fees, and ex- 
nal revenue penses of marshals. . 1, 151,851.20) 1, 384, 915. 
Rebate of tax on to- Fees of witnesses 829, 086.97 820, 986. 
S Salaries and fees of 
Collecting customs district attorneys . 416, 257. 493, 749 
re venus Fees of jurors 4, 858. 889, 904. 
Refunding excess of Fees of clerks -........ 247,928.05) 283, 194. 
deposits, customs Fees of commissioners 190, 531. 70 131, 055. 
Debentures or draw- Support of prisoners.. 008. 16 811.610. 
backs, c ms Pay of bailiffs 146,828.52; 153,728. 
Miscellaneous items, Ju ents, United 
customs tes courtss 20, 100.6 19, 154.1 
Revenue Cutter Serv- iscellaneous items 953, 492. 33 1,081, 795. 
0 District of Columbia: 
5 Salaries and expenses. 9, 303, 742. 0 8,584, 037. 
3 exclusion Total civil estab- 
P E Se Se Re t 113, 469, 323. 91/124, 944, 289, 74:16, 145, 225. 78) 4, 670, 259. 95 
A er revenue vassals.. MILITARY ESTABLISH: 
TA een N 
Public Healthand Ma- National defense 192,801. 192, 801. 6% 
j tona 2 à 825. 23 


rine-Hospital Serv- 
ice 
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Increase in expenditures for 19023—Continued. 


FISCAL YEAR 1008. 
It is estimated that upon the basis of existing laws the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year 1905 will be: 
From customs e $260,000, 000.00 
From internal revenue — 240,000,000. 00 
From miscellaneous sources 


— 45,000,000. 00 
From postal revenues — 150, 472,000. 72 


Total estimated revenues 704,472,080, 72 
The estimates of a: iations required for thesame period, assubmitted 
J!... (TT 


Legislative establishment. . . $5,851,109, 50 
Executive establishment: * 


Object. 1902, 


MILITARY ESTABLISH- 

MENT—continued. 
Ordnance Department . 611, 155, 
Engineer Department. 755, 
8 > Service 


aoa 00 

— — 8 
War Department 00 
Navy 48 
Interior pn 2 
880. 00 

660. 00 

800. 00 


SS E 8888 


217, 882. .. 881,578.99 


0,864, 609.81) 5,310, 968. 8 -2-0 
$ SRO a 
ge i Rep 67, 327, 307.68 
. 00 Lt SEE eae 
tems 849. 750.51 128082 5 9.5220 A 645.82 
axa me 
blishment: ._.... — 10.081, 12 84.0 405.00 
, 212, 99 
581.00 
900 53,997,012. 61 
reye- 
SERTEN A E E e A 168,085, 770. 00 
Docks - — — internal revenue, 666... I2 uh 000.00 
Sureag of Na > 84 I n .. Collecting revenue from customs 5,500, 000,00 
Bureau of Construction Miscellaneous 42,958, 890, 
and Repair 84,971,820, 00 
. gi 955 Total estimated appropriations, exclusive of sinking fund. 77. 47l. . T5 
r r or an estimated deficit of .. 23,008,146, O 


Fe eee ai 15 5 TABLE G. Population, net revenue, and net expenditures of the Government 
7 A ifrom 1557 to 1908, and per capita. o) the revenues and per capita of expendi: 


tures. 


Year. Popula Net revenue. 


. 15, 655,000 824.684. 18.0% 1.50 $37,243, 498.00 38 
Miscellaneous items .... ae — 16, 112/000 252 205 OD ‘3 i bast Oe OD 210 
53 16,581,000 n | 1.90 | 28,800, 128-00 1.62 
lishment .........-| 67,803,128. 24 82, 618, 034. 18 16, 964, 340. 30| 2,149, 440.42 iro] 16°800,100.00| -w| eee Lo 
Indian Service 10,049,584. 86. 12,935, 168.08, 2, 885, 583. E. iii 205 288 ae 3 1.89 
7 8 a 1 88 0% WRO] L| ETSL) T16 
bt. .. 29,108,044. E 28, 556,848.82 ---.--------- 551, 696. 00 -| 2.8, 00 20,009, 208-00 125 27,706,925. 00 1.3% 
Total ordinary ex- 21,805,000 | 35,735,779.00 | T. | 45.877.225.00 2.08 
5 „ 
e <- 71, 190, 857. 64.506, 039,007. 04 53, 485, 302: 45 18,557, 153. 02 00 000 52 904.00 2.19 47.700 017.00 1.90 
Postal cer vies.—.—.—.—- L2l. 848, O47 26184, 224, 443. 24 12, 876, 305. 9E —.——.— e sal enn ED 
2 Ses „ ER) mitmel Es 
rez. . dn 904. 90 640, B23, 450. 28 65, B41, 3. 4 [18,557 108. 02 Pawl Emso] o| Rarmw| Si 
— x — ee ene, e eee 2s 
29,753,000 | 46,665,368.00 | 1.57 74,185, 270.00 2.40 

FISCAL YRAB 1904. 90,596,000 | 58, 486, 466. 00 1.75 69,070,977.00 2.28 

The revenues of the Government for the current fiscal year are thus esti- 81,443,821 | 56, 064, 608. 00 1.78 63.150, 508.00 2 OL 
mated upon the basis of existing laws: 32,064,000 | 41,509,930. 00 1.29] 66,546, 645.00 2.08 
From customs $250, 000,000.00 82,708,000 | 51,987,455.00 | 1.58 474761 819.00 | 14.52 
Spr ER . 
postal 748, 000 | 833, 714, 605.00 9.80 |1, 297,555, 224. 00 87.84 
P e $e co O00 | SASE] nee ILo 

Total estimated revenues . 674,767, 664.00 86,211,000 | 490, 624,010.00 18.55 | 357,542, 675.00 9.87 
3577111 30000 
For the dstablishinen 55 — 15.000 38.558.871 411, 8.48.00 10.67 05.50.00 8.08 
For the naval establishm 89,555,000 | 883°823/945.00 | 9.00 292,177, 178.00 7.89 
the Indian Service 40,598,000 | 874'106'868.00| 9.22 | 277,517,963.00 6.84 
F S $a) meme) fi 
. 85588 200,08. 0% 6.55| 274,623,808.0 | 6.25 
C... eee Ren Ord ays eT 0 ies | swede | sor] nen S31 
wc ara rer $e’ oo | serves e7e.00 | sas | SERLE O| £o 
c ee ee 48,800,000 | 278; 827,184.00] 5.60] 166,947, 884: 00 6.46 
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TABLE G.—Population, net revenue, and net expenditures of the Government 
from 1837 to 1903, etc.—Continued. y 


Net revenue. 


Year. 


50,155,783 88883, 550, 011.00 $8.65 | $287, 642, 958.00 88.31 
— 51,816,000 | 380,782, 293. 00 7.00 | “280, 712, 888. 00 5.08 
7| 52,495,000 | 403,525, 250. 00 7.68 | 257, 981,440.00 4.91 
-| 53,693, 000 | 398, 287, 582. 00 7,41 | 285, 408, 138. 00 4.94 

54,911,000 | 348,519, 870.00 6.38 | 244 126,244. 00 444 

58,148, 000 | 323, 690,706.00 5.76 | 260; 226.935. 00 4.63 

57, 404,000 | 338,439,727. 00 5.86 | 242, 483° 138.00 4.2 

58,680,000 | 371, 408, 217. 00 6.33 | 287, 932, 179. 00 4.56 

59, 974,000 | 379, 288, 075. 00 6.32 | a 287,924, 801. 00 4.40 

61, 239, 000 | 387, 050, 059.00 6.31 | b299, 288, 978. 00 4.88 

62, 622; 250 | 403, 080, 982. 00 6.43 18,040, 710.00 5.07 
>| 63,947,000 | 392, 612, 447.31 6.14 |4365, 773, 905. 35 5.72 
72} 65,191; 000 | 354, 937, 784. 24 5.44 | 845,023,330.58 5.29 

68,458,000 | 385, 819, 628. 78 5.81 883,477, 954.49 5.77 

67,740,000 | 207.722; 019.25 4.40 | 887,525,279. 83 5.43 
7} 69, 043,000 | 813, 390,075. 11 4.54 | 356, 195, 298. 29 5.16 
7} 70,385,000 | 328, 976, 200. 38 4.65 | 352, 179,446. 08 5.01 
Z| 71,704,000 | 347,721, 705.16 4.85 | 365,774, 159.57 5.10 
— 73,000,000 | 465, 321, 335. 20 5.55 443, 368, 532. 80 6.07 

74, 433, 000 | 515, 960, 620. 18 6.93 605,072, 179. 85 8.14 
— 78,205,220 | 587, 240, 851. 89 7.48 | 487,713,791. 71 6.39 
72) 177,154,000 | 587! 685,337.53 7.58 | 509,967,353. 15 6.56 

79, 117,000 | 562, 478, 233; 21 7.11 | 471,190,857. 64 5.96 

80, 847,000 500, 396, 674. 40 6.98 | 506,099,007. 04 6.20 


« This includes 70,842.46 of “ premiums on purchase of bonds.“ 
b This includes $17,282,362.65 of ** premiums on purchase of bonds.” 
This includes $20,904,224.06 of ‘‘ premiums on purchase of bonds.” 
dThis includes $10,401,220.61 of premiums on purchase of bonds.” 


Nore.—The net revenue and expenses and 1 capita on revenues for 1891 
were erroneously stated by the Register of the Treasury in his reports for 
1891, 1892, and 1883. (See Finance Reports for those years, pp. 845, 767, and 906.) 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, as a member of the committee 
aan which this bill was reported, I desire to say a very few 
words. 

The bill was reported unanimously. There was no dissent or 
division in the committee. The responsibility is now transferred 
from the committee to the floor of the Senate, and it is a very 
wholesome practice to have all these great appropriation bills 
carefully scrutinized on the floor of the Senate. If there isa 
single item in the bill which is unne or extravagant, it 
should be stricken out. If there is a dollar proposed to be appro- 
priated by this bill in maintenance of a policy that is unwise, 
injudicious, or hurtful, the bill should be amended. The discus- 
sion so far has not disclosed any fault in either respect. No Sen- 
ator has asked that any item in the bill be stricken out. No 
Senator has stated that anything in the bill either initiates or con- 
tinues a polos which is unwise or hurtful to the public welfare. 

With the exception of the discussion, which was a lengthy one, 
in relation to the location of a training school, the only point 
raised has been, I may say, academic and speculative; that is, 
what may be a wise policy in the future. 

It is true that this bill does increase the Navy; it increases 
the ships and it increases the number of men; but no Senator who 
has AAA the Senate has dissented from the wisdom and pro- 

riety of that course. Itis true that the bill carries $97,000,000. 
t fact has been commented upon, yet no Senator has asked 
that it be diminished. The only suggestion is whether or not the 
time may come in the near future when we may call a halt in 
naval construction. 

Mr. President, the policy of renewing our naval establishment 
was commenced under the administration of the Navy rt- 
ment by Mr. W. C. Whitney years before those events which have 
so materially changed the relation of our Government to inter- 
national affairs. And since the initiation of that policy at that 
time we have continued to increase our Nayy. Ido not believe 
there is a man within the broad limits of the United States who 
will say that there has been a dollar unwisely or injudiciously 
appropriated for that p se. I believe we must have a stron 
navy. I believe the relation of the United States to internatio: 
affairs now makes it indispensable to the public safety. I believe 
the American Lee take that view of this matter and are will- 
ling to be taxed to pay for a navy that will give a sense of safety 
which will come in no other way. 

We have acquired the Hawaiian Islands. We have assumed 
responsibilities in relation to Cuba. We have acquired Porto 
Rico. We have acquired the Philippine Islands, e haye un- 
dertaken the construction of an isthmian canal. We have reas- 
serted in its broadest and its boldest form the Monroe doctrine. 
Each one of these transactions has had a material effect in chang- 
ing the relations of the United States toward international affairs. 
Each one of them has increased the importance of having and 
maintaining in this country a powerful navy. The maintenance 
of a powe navy in no wise conflicts with our desire to be at 
peace with all the people of the world. It does not militate 


against those high referred to by the Senator from Geor- 
gia—the purpose of dealing justly and rizhteously with all gov- 
ernments. 

In this day and time we hear a good deal about the peaceful 
methods which should prevail between the different countries. 
We hear a great deal about settling controversies between nations 
by arbitration. But do we see anything of that sort going on? 
When England desired 3 in South Africa, was her course 
governed by those high purposes about which we hear so much? 
Was there any suggestion of arbitration to determine what should 
be the true relation between those governments in respect to the 
matters in controversy? On the con she took her army and 
her navy and took possession of what she wanted. Many other 
instances of like character might be cited. Unfortunate asit may 
be to have to say it, our own country has on more than one oc- 
casion engaged in similar business. 

I deduce from this, Mr. President, the conclusion that a gov- 
ernment can not rely altogether on these high ideas, on a high 
moral tone, a righteous course toward other nations, as a protec- 
tion. The experience of mankind demonstrates that the only pro- 
tection is in power to maintain What is right. There may besuch 
a thing as international morality. It exists in theory, but in prac- 
tice I observe very little of it. There may be near at hand a period 
when we may calla halt in naval construction. It is true that 
we have to-day a great navy, second in power only to that of 
Great Britain. It is possible that in the near future we will be 
able to discontinue heavy appropriations for increasing our naval 
strength. The future will determine that. I sincerely hope that 
time is near at hand. I earnestly hope we will not again in the 
near future be called upon to make such a heavy appropriation 
as this bill carries for naval construction. 

The distinguished chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
called attention to the subject and threw out that suggestion that 
Senators might bearit in mind and give it careful consideration. 
I sincerely hope the time will soon be at hand when we may dis- 
continue this heavy expenditure for naval construction. But, Mr. 
President, that time is not to-day. Waris raging between twoof 
the most powerful Governments of the world. One of them, 
Russia, is in close alliance with France, and it is not impossible 
that before the end is reached France may be drawn into the con- 
flict. England is in close alliance with Japan and may be drawn 
into it. In the midst of the talk about ful methods, in the 
midst of the talk about arbitration, we find the governments of 
the world to-day more fully and more completely armed and pre- 
pared for war than at any other time in fifty years, and we find 
this war in the East, where we have interests and where we may 
become involved by remote possibility, although I do not believe 
it will come. 

I say in the aggressive spirit manifested by the governments of 
the world and the unrest which now prevails, in the high state 
of armament that exists, it would not ome the United States 
at this critical hour to call a halt on the increase of her naval 
establishment. When the time will come when we may safely 
calla halt is academic, is speculative. I sincerely hope that it 
will come in the near future, but I most positively believe that 
the time is not to-day. Iam gratified to see that nota Senator 
on this floor has been willing to ask that a single item be stricken 
out, that a single vessel provided for shall not be constructed. 
The American 8 have a right to have that sense of security 
which comes only from a powerful navy. They will not begrudge 
the money nec to maintain a powerful navy. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I have listened with great pleas- 
ure, as I always do, to the speech of my friend: the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. CLAY]. He seeks to separate the distinguished 
Secretary of War from my own State, who recently retired from 
office, from the Republican party on the question of the reten- 
tion of the 2 Islands. My own impression is that if Mr. 
Root shall, as he doubtless will, during the coming campaign, give 
a full exposition of his views from the platform, and not in the 
way in which an interview often misstates a man’s opinions, it 

ill be found that he does not differ from the line in which the 
Republican party has acted and, I think, will continue to act. 
To use a common phrase, the American people are not quitters.” 
They never yet have given up anything which they deemed it ad- 
visable to obtain. 

I am not at this time going into a discussion of the reasons why 
we will find stronger arguments every year for establishing closer 
relations with the Philippines, but I will say that I believe no one 
now living will see those eae, 8 15 believe = the 
extraordinary progress which has been e by those e as 
tannar to by Gloveehce Tat, in-edtication, fn afyilastlen, and in 


the industries, will continue with accelerated speed as the schools 
become more numerous, the education more general, and the 
communication between the United States and the 5 
Islands more constant and rapid. I do not think we yet 

derstand two things. First, how much the Philippine 


Islands 
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are to be advantageous to us in their own development; what 
they are to grow to when they have absorbed the spirit and are 
utting in practice the principles of American liberty, American 

w, and American enterprise. And the other, that we can not 
yet comprehend until the war clouds in the Far East are over and 

have passed by the in ce to the United 
Skates, on its commercial and industrial side, of the possession of 
those territories, with their harbors and their depots so near to 
that market for Which all the world is contending. 3 

The Senator p moge, = very vigorous and ee 

demanding that there sho unive investigations of the 
tions of the Government. He was alarmed for fear that in 
ail the Departments there is either extravagance or corruption, 
‘which he said should be disclosed and corrected by an investigat- 
ing committee on the part of Congress. Hetook the ground that 
now there is no supervision, no care, or attention of the o tion 
the Government. 
penny which is 
and gone to the 

iation, Finance, Ways and Means, 5 

itary are all of them investigating committees in pe: 
session. Upon every one of them isa minority membership, se- 
lected by the minority, of members on their side, who are most 
competent to serve their party as well as their country upon 
these great committees, _ 

They have idl sag sf for months, as the programme comes 
in from the P ce, Navy, War, and other Departments, to 
look at each one of the proposals for the future and to examine 
what has been done in the past, and if the committee dared—which 
it would not refuse an inquiry as to any item or as to any officer 
asked for by a minority member, a or Member can go be- 
fore the House or Senate explaining that he has been denied the 
privilege as a member of a great committee of receiving informa- 
tion or making an investigation which he wants, and neither 
House would for a moment stand before the country as obstruct- 
ing any such ay REN 8 

Bat, sir, there been an inquiry-an NR not made by an 
investigating committee or on the initiative o 
members of any committee, but an inquiry made by tl 
of the United States, when the disclosures might 


to his party, u; the principle which he has maintained, 
FTF rascal when 
he is caught. 


There have been several speeches madein both Houses assailing 
the good faith and the earnest intentions of the President in this 
regard, but he has moved forward on his motto that no guilty 
man should escape, regardless of criticisms or complaint. ; 

He set the whole machinery of justice at work, and the result is 
seen in the indictment of men in high position in the Government 
and out of it, and a few days ago in the illuminating exposition in 
this District of the conviction of men who had for years, under 
all administrations, had the confidence of the ent and, 
as far as they were known, of the country. 

But, sir, I intend to make a few remarks upon the broader sub- 
ject which was so ably discussed this afternoon by my friend the 
distinguished Senator from ap [Mr. CLay]. 
nayal bill ked much more debate in the House of Repre- 
sentatives it has done here. The general charge it 
has been very much on the line so vigorously portrayed by the 
Senator from Georgia, against the size of this appropriation and 
the of its increase in the future. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I spoke ey in regard to what 
should be the size of our appropriations in the future. I said I 
did not believe we should continue at the rapid rate we have been 


going during the last six or seven years, and I did not speak 
against the of this bill. 
Mr. D the correction. I misunderstood the 


Senator. But certainly in the other House the objection was of 
that character. 


t 2 

Now, I find no fault with rigid economists in public life. I be- 
lieve in the watchdog of the Treasury.“ It is a most 
able and unpopular position, but it is one which ought to be held 
by somebody inevery deliberative body. Nomatter how rich we 
may be, and our wealth is constantly exploited, it is no reason 
for extravagance or foolish or nnwise expenditures. 

But, sir, we have been liberal in every direction, and especially 
in those directions about which com tismade, that in order to 
take care of the Navy we are neglecting internal improvements 
and the construction of public buildings. We have been engaged 
for years in the most liberal expenditures for rivers, harbors, and 
bays. We have made those expenditures, though they are en- 
tirely local, out of the of the whole e. and out of 
taxation of the whole people, use we believed that it is the 
duty of the Government to promote navigation and safe carriage 
of our goods everywhere in the 


We have gone a step further and made large appropriations for | 
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irrigation in territories which are sparsely inhabited, which will 
never haye large populations, which 99 per cent of our people will 
never see, because we believed that what was for the benefit of 
one part of the co Was the benefit of all, and that if we could 
bring vast regions of into productive agriculture we would 
be accomplishing a good result in the increase of the wealth, the 
appara for homes and employment, and the good living 
of our citizens. 

We have made like ae eee with great liberality for the 
construction of public buildings all over the country, until the 
criticism has been made that many of them are beyond what the 
eee e e alate pl gape z z 

very great power ound it necessary to provide protection 
for its commerce, it foreign trade, its ports, and its people doing 
business or traveling in other countries. We have become a great 
power. It is not an idle expression; it is a fact. We to-day line 
up alongside of the five great powers of the world. We have as- 
sumed responsibilities by this expansion from which we can not 
escape, and ought not to if we could. 

Therefore it is incumbent us to act on the lines of the 
nations which are our rivals competitors and whom we hope 
to nai our friends. Weare free from invasion. Nobody su 
poses fora moment that it would be possible for any nation 
send here an army that could secure.a foothold upon our land. 
Our forts in our harbors and our submarines are protection for 
our coasts, and the Volunteer Army, which is always ready on 
call, would annihilate any army which any fleet, if by possibility 
it reached our coast, could land upon our shores. 

But, sir, we are and bave become within a few p, in being 
a world er, subject to perils and conditions which never ex- 
isted before. We have obligations to the island of Cuba, where 
we have said to the world we will protect her against assault or 
invasion, against any attack npon her ogy Eee or the integ- 
rity of her terri or her institutions, e have Porto Rico, 
which can be defended only from the sea, as Cuba can be defended 
only from the sea. We have Tutuila, Guam, Hawaii, and the 

ippines, far from the United States, all of which must be pro- 
from the sea. 

But we have assumed another obligation which is much greater, 
and that is the isthmian canal. We have the longest line of sea- 
coast of any B arn in the world except one—7,000 miles, and in 
addition to that Alaska. Alaska is growing in wealth and in 
population to an extent which is enlisting attention everywhere, 
and has to be defended from the sea. 

But, sir, the isthmian canal has o 
and the world. Already the trea 
tions have ended, the Commission 
establish soon a government upon the tract ceded to us and as- 
sume the responsibility for order and law. The spade is on its 
way. The steam drill and the dredge will be heard within a few 
months. One of the most inspiring lines of literature is Emer- 
son's, ‘‘ Here once the embattled farmers stood and fired the shot 
heard round the world,” and the sound of the dredge and the drill 
on the us will around the world, because it is to 
alter the paths of commerce and to change the relations of nations. 

The future of the Monroe doctrine is in the custody of our Navy. 
Its peaceful recognition will be the tribute which other nations 
ox Fg to the doctrine, but to our sea power. 

e do not rid sot a until we study the subject that the acute 
commercial jealousies and alarms which now exist in Europe 
ainst us will be accentuated by the construction and completion 
of this canal. Not alone our States on the Pacific, but the whole 
line of ports on the Atlantic coast will come into this competition, 
for the ports on the Atlantic coast will be as near in miles to Japan, 
China, and the Orient by the isthmian canal as are the reservoirs 
that gather for distribution abroad the products of continental 
Europe or London through the Suez Canal. 

Weall remember that during the Spanish-American war the 
prime minister of Austria did his best to bring about a holy alli- 
ance against us among European powers because of what he 
termed an industrial invasion which threatened the living of the 

ple of the Old World. He failed in forming that combination 
cause of international jealousies, but with the opening of the 
isthmian canal those jealousies are to increase, for the highly or- 
ganized industrial nations of Europe are now making so much 
more fhan they can consume that they must have either a con- 
gestion of population and production, with its result of despera- 
tion, poverty, and anarchy, or they must find markets. There is 
only one market which is free, and that is among the dependent 

of Asia and Africa 


ow, when throngh the isthmian.canal all products of the in- 
dustrial energies of this country can reach that market just as 
goa and ply as can the manufactures of the Old World, 
en, sir, will come a compatition which will be most acute be- 
cause of the skill of our artisansand business talent of our people. 


‘There will be no difference between it and competiticn 
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individuals. We all know what competition means between men, 
firms, or ions, and in the progress of civilization all great 
nations have become business concerns, each looking in a mate- 
rialistic and business way for the uction of manufacturing 
and agricultural products which shall give employment to.and 
support its people and a market for the surplus of those products. 

Now, sir, we can not protect that commerce by an army or 
treaties alone. We-can not protect our commerce and expand 
our trade by arbitration at The Hague alone. We can only main- 
tain our commerce by having a sen power for its protec- 
tion, for the security of our islands, and to prevent a hostile fleet 
from destroying in a week the isthmian canal after it has cost us 
two to four hundred million dollars and ten years: to build—a sea 

wer. sir; which will not be aggressive, but will stand for and 
55 peace. peculiar position gives us a stronger place on 
the ocean than any other country, because we are less vulnerable 
upon the land. we have a sea power so that our floating for- 
tresses will be second or third in rank, no power, no matter what 
its industrial or diplomatic jealousies or its aggressive tenden- 
cies, no matter what its feelings beneath its professions, will ever 
incur the peril of a contest when there is so much to lose and so 
little to gain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
will suspend one moment while the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business. det ah 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade 
between ports of the United States and ports or places in the 
Philippine Archipelago, between ports or 9 in the Philippine 
Archipelago, and for other purposes. p 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be tem ily laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, that 
the Senate may proceed with the consideration of the naval ap- 
propriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
that order is made. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President. every year, by the natural in- 
crease in population and the tremendous immigration which is 
pouring in upon us, we are stimulating our industries and our 
productiveness beyond that of any other nation in the world, and 
that stimulation increases a of e for export. which will grow 

as the years go by. Unless we can carry out the broad 
policy of expansion of markets, which has been so successfully 
pursued up to the present hour, there is danger to our business, 
employment, wages, and peace. 
. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like the Senator to be a. little 
more exact in his suggestion as to danger unless we carry out our 
present plans or proceed along the broad line of expansion which 
we have inaugurated. Does the Senator from New York mean 
that we are to continue the securing of additional outlying terri- 
tory, seeking conquests or hases in different countries? 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I do not mean that we shall se- 
cure more outlying territory. I do not think the occasion will 
ever arise, so far as at present the sitmation is visible, where we 
will need or accept other lands, But I do mean that we shall. if 
possible, have a mercantile marine some day or other. I do mean 
that we shall have a navy adequate to protect our commerce all 
over the world, our le everywhere, and the outlying territo- 
ries we possess. I do mean that we shall follow continuously, 
from our Executive and State Department, the line upon which 
the notes of Secretary Hay to the foreign powers for the open door 
and the integrity of China against partition proceeded, and that 
this will continue to be a policy for the benefit of the growing 
commerce, industries, and productiveness of the United States. 

Weall remember, who were in Europe after the formation of the 
German Empire and who had the i cena of knowing, what 
were the views of that test statesman of the German race, 
Bismarck, that at that time he saw infinite pest to-the German 
people because the increase of population and productiveness was 
so far beyond their home markets that he said he saw a conges- 
tion which might lead to a social revolution unless outlets could 
be found. So he sent his agents all over the world looking for 
territories which could be acquired or settled in South America 
or carved out of Africa or Asia for German colonization and for 
po where the productive German cradle could find homes and 

in 


iness, 
He was followed by Emperor William, one of the most 8 pow 


ened and far-sighted executives who ever inherited a throne. 

saw these conditions and he improved upon them, both in the 

Sarn 1 marine and in the 3 navy. ayy at 
piration of his energetic g nius, un the inspiration, if you 

please. of his impulsiveness and strenuosity, the German mercan- 

tile marine has received encouragement from the Government by 


which, within ten years, it has 
until now it ranks next to Great Bri 
have their full share of the carriage 
in every sea and in every port and in every trade in the world is 


from a very small place 
in. Its mighty steamships 
of American products, and 


found the subsidized ship of the German mercantile marine, 

Coincident with that this enlightened and far-sighted Emperor 
has taken up the- question of the navy of Germany. Germany 
is a most economical country, and yet the German navy, under 
the pressure of the enlightened opinion now shared universally 
by the: intelligent andi progressive people of that country, has 
= from a low rank within ten years to be third in equipment 
and power. 

I was in England some years since when a wave of pessimism 
was rolling over Great Britain and pervading Parliament. The 
general opinion was that the mses of the naval armament 
were in excess of the needs. of country and a burden which 
could’ not be borne: by the British boca sgh That sentiment af- 
feeted the budget. The admiralty not get from Parliament 
what it asked and gs ag 

There appeared at the time a book. and Tam free to say that no 
book ever published from a private citizen and an ex officer pro- 
duced such an immediate impression upon the naval rs of 
the world asthe Sea Power of Captain Mahan, It had the widest 
circulation and was generally read in Great Britain. Newspa- 
pers took it up. It became the talk of the clubs, the drawing 
rooms, and the worksh The debate was enlivened in Parlia- 
ment. I heard men of the highest distinction, from royalty 
down, talk with: enthusiasm of the revelations and teachings of 
this book and the wisdom of acting upon its aay narmi Very 
soon a new p e: was adopted by Great Britain, a pro- 
gramme which provided that. no matter what other countries 
might expend or do, Great Britain would always have a fleet equal 
to the combined fleets of the two largest naval powers. 

We have given our thought and energies mainly during the 
hundred and seventeen years of our organized existence to the de- 
velopment of our territory and its settlement, to invention and 
manufactures, to the building of railroads and canals, and to de- 
veloping and encouraging onr internal commerce; and we have 
paid very little attention to the sea. 

Our position bh the sea has been spasmodic and not logical 
until within the last fourteen years. enever we have 
forced upon the ocean: the record of our Navy has been brilliant 
and acne The of our ships with John Paul Jones in 
the olution, Hull, tur. Perry, Lawrence, McDonough, 
Rogers, and their associates in the war of 1812, Farragut, Porter, 
Foote, and others in the civil) war, and Dewey and the Santi 
heroes in the Spanish war hes proved tnat npon the sea we 
need the ships, for we have the. fficers and the men. 

But, sir, r the war of 1812 there was little done for our Navy. 
The old frigates, whose names and victories: were the inspiration 
of all of us in our school days and are still war crieson battle ships 
and cruisers, wentinto dry dock and were either broken up or be- 
came practice vessels or museums. Then, when the ervil war 
came suddenly upon us, we bought everything which could float, 
much of which was oy fit for the scrap heap. It is admitted 
that what that Navy did during the civil: war was one of the prin- 
cipal means in bringing it to a close, and if we had porsessed at 
that time a navy adequate to our needs it would have ended much 
sooner, notwithstanding that it was an internecine contlict and 
mainly upon land and carried on under conditions which could 
never exist in a war with a foreign power: 

After the war we sold most of our fleet and devoted ourselves 
to recu tion, to repairing the losses and disasters of the strife, 
and paid little attention to our Navy. 

Then came the Spanish-American war: We had progressed 
somewhat in the naval programme then, or I do not know where 
Dewey would have been, or how we- could have conducted the 
Cuban campaign. We had not the proper armament in our forts, 
We had nothing ad to in our harbors in the way of torpedoes, 
submarines. and the like. If that war. coming up in a night, had 
been with Germany, Great Britain, or France our situation would 
have been deplorable. Happily for us it was with a nation which 
could not compare with us as à sea power, and therefore its fleet 
was quickly destroyed. 

Now. sir, the situation is changed. We have a programme 
which was adopted some fourteen years ago. It has been pursued 
with reasonable consistency up to the present time. It has given 
us ships which have raised us from the twentieth in rank to the 
fifth, and with the ships in course of construction and the pro- 
gramme carried out which is in this bill we will be second in sea 


er. 
One of the most valuable tations made on this question 
has been the very able speech of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Haug], the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. But I 
will go for an instant outside of the limits of the official state- 
ment into the general character of this question. 

The necessity for a navy which will place us third or second 
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in rank I have already in a measure ontlined. It takes five years 
to build a battle ship. It takes a proportionate number of years 
to build armored cruisers, torpedo boats, submarine boats, and 
torpedo-boat destroyers. A navy can not be extemporized or 
constructed in a day or a year. 

I have no doubt, in addition to the tariff walls which have been 
put up all over Europe against us, and which prevent further ex- 

nsion of our trade on the Continent of Europe, that Mr. Cham- 

rlain will succeed in England. I think he will be defeated in 
the next general election, but the sentiment will grow, and there 
will be a short life for the party which comes into pre on the 
old free-trade programme. Mr. Chamberlain will find hi in 
five or six years, with an increased majority behind him, coming 
into power on an entire reversal of the traditional policy of Great 
Britain. 

The example of the United States, the tremendous development 
of our resources and industries by reason of the protective tariff, 
our enormous growth in wealth, because we have made America 
for Americans, have already made Germany, France, Russia, 
Italy, and Austria adopt the protective m. 

eir tariff walls are raised against us use the enterprise of 
our manufacturers and the skill of our artisans and cheap trans- 
portation are making our competition dangerous. When England 
reverses her policy, when she ceases to be a dumping ground for 
our surplus, when her ports are no longer open to our cereals, our 
fabrics in cotton and wool, our manufactures in wood and steel, 
when she enacts a tariff which will keep her factories going and 
her own workmen dae at living wages against foreign pro- 
ducers, then we will find that the American iness man, the 
American factory, the American farm, and the American work- 
ingman will demand that we enter those markets of the East, which 
will not be opened and kept open for us except by an adequate 


Navy. 

140 not know what will result from this war between Russia 
and Japan. We are taking no part with one side or the other, 
but we do know that whatever happens is of infinite moment to us. 

Ten years ago, from a commercial standpoint, we would not 
have cared what happened to China. To-day what becomes of 
that ancient Empire is vital to American commerce, industry, and 
trade. If Russia should succeed, for instance, and take Man- 
churia, which is a large portion of Chinese territory, with its 
millions of le, with what Great Britain, Germany, and France 
have sliced off from that country, if in the gen adjustment 
there should be further division and occupation, it would all mean 
that other doors were to be closed and other barriers to be raised 
against American production and its entrance into those markets. 

So our policy is, and must be, to maintain as far as possible the 
integrity of China and her autonomy. We are going to be con- 
sulted when that time comes and this Russian-Japanese war is 
over, no matter which side is the victor. We are to be consulted 
because the adjustment is not to be made nor to be permitted by 
the rest of Europe to be made by those two powers, but by a 
‘European congress, the same as it always has been. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DEPEW. Ido. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, this is a very interesting 

rtion of the distinguished Senator’s speech, touching upon 

a and its future. He s of the Yel | or the pro 
bility of European powers dividing up China, and says that we 
must be consulted. Suppose the European powers divide up China 
without consulting us, the policy of the United States been 
so changed, under a Republican or other Administration, that 
we shall enter into a foreign war to prevent the disposition of 


China by 5 wers? 

Mr. DEPEW. No, sir; not that exactly, but 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, not exactly, but pretty close to it? 

Mr. DEPEW. Just only so close as this: If we have a navy 
which is second among world powers at that time, and we will 
come oe! near it 

Mr. PATTERSON. Butsuppose, Mr. President, England, with 
its navy as large as the navies of any other two powers, or Ger- 
many, whose navy at least will then be third in size, or France— 
this is the task we are undertaking—with the combined navies of 
those countries outclassing ours as three to one, what, in the 
opinion of the distinguished Senator from New York, will the 

nited States do to prevent it? If mere negotiation fails, then is 
it the Senator’s understanding that the policy is war? 

Mr.DEPEW. My observations on this question are based upon 
broader lines than the possibilities of our going to war. They are 
based upon the position which the United States will hold among 
nations so jealous of one another that our friendship, even ina 
moral way, will be eagerly sought. 

The ition of China is not to be done without immense fric- 
t is not to be done without tremendous antagonisms among 


tion. 


European nations. Why are they now accepting a very unpopu- 
lar note from Secretary Hay and assenting to it when we have no 
adequate Navy? It is because none of the great powers of the 
world want any irritation of any kind with the United States, 
even with her present equipment, for they recognize our bound 

less resources. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the Senator from New York, 
I think is aware that the note from Secretary Hay to which he 
refers was not on the initiative of Secretary Hay, but was sug- 

ested to him by the German Government, and when Secretary 

y sent out his note to the different powers he simply acted as 

the mouthpiece of Germany, according to the reports which have 
been uncontradicted now ever since that note went out. 

Then one additional matter—passing from that, and the Senator 
can take it up—suppose the moral force and power of the United 
sap is disre; ed? The Senator has not yet answered that 
question. 

Mr. DEPEW. I beg pardon. Will the Senator please repeat 
his statement? 5 ai 

Mr. PATTERSON. Suppose the moral influence, the moral 
power, upon which the Senator from New York enlarges so elo- 
quently and clearly, is disregarded by those European powers, 
the European powers going upon the theory that ‘‘the United 
States, under the Monroe doctrine, excludes us from the Western 
Continent, therefore we will exclude the United States from our 
continent; what, then, is the United States to do? The Sena- 
tor from New York has not seen fit to answer, although the ques- 
tion relating to that particular phase of the subject has been pretty 


pointed. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I thought I had answered. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to say to the Senator from Colorado 
1 75 PATTERSON] that the case he put is not a supposable case. 

e interests of the United States, England, and Japan are, in 
the nature of the case, one. They are all in favor of and believe 
in maintaining the open door“ as against Russia and whatever 

wer may be associated with her. The conditions which the 
nator from Colorado presupposes are never likely to exist. It 
is purely a farfetched hypothetical case. 
ith our Navy in Eastern waters, with our power in 
those Eastern waters, we will be in exactly the condition we 
were when the Boxer rebellion broke out in China. With a 
few of our troops from the Philippine Islands and with part of 
our Navy we 33 in suppressing that Boxer rebellion, 
and the voice of the United States was as potential as that of any 
of the great nations of the world in settling those Boxer troubles 
and bringing 1 to China. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr, DEPEW. Iyield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, in reference to the reply of 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] I understand now that 
he goes upon the theory that there is some sort of an alliance be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain and Japan. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator from New York, who has the 


ippine Islands and we are interested in the building up of our 
commerce in the Orient. England is interested in maintaini 
her commerce in those countries; she has possessions there, and 
her commerce is immense. So with Japan. Their interests are 
identical with ours, and their interests are, in the very nature of 
the case, hostile to the dismemberment of the Chinese Empire or 
the absorption of Manchuria by Russia. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Then, with the permission of the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Depew], I understand, according to the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], there is no actual alliance, 
so far as he has knowledge, between the United States and Great 
Britain and Japan. It is simply a temporary alliance arising out 
of mutuality of interest. I am quite free to confess, if that is the 
case, that so long as that EER ty exists and it is not overcome 
by interests of still greater weight of one or the other of the three 
nations referred to by the Senator it is very likely that those 
three nations will stand united and opposed to the other nations 
which insist upon a different policy. 

But, Mr. President, how long will an alliance based upon mu- 
tuality of interest exist where there is no obligation resting upon 
one nation having such an alliance with the other, except present 
mutual interest in a certain line of policy in the Far East? How 
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long, Mr. President, would it require Great Britain, if it came to 
the conclusion that it was either war or a division of the Chinese 
Empire, to side with Germany and France and Italy and Spain 
and conclude, “Since China is to be divided, we will unite with 
the other European nations and get the lion’s share if we can?“ 

It is useless, it is childish, it seems to me, Mr. President. to rest 
for any considerable length of time upon a present friendly feel- 
ing between three far-distant nations—one in the Far West, an- 
other in the Far East, and the other between them—that depends 
solely upon present interests happening to be mutual for the time, 
becanse there is danger to the one or the other if they should 
disunite or seek benefits along another line. It becomes a mere 
matter in the fnture of greater interest or greater results for 
either one or the other to abandon the alliance that is based sim- 
ply upon mutuality. 

So, Mr. President, both Senators should look the proposition 
squarely in the face, since we are talking about our great Navy, 
and having become a world power, and that we must be con- 
sulted when the question of the division of the Chinese Empire 
may arise. The question the people of this country are inter- 
ested in—since both of the Senators represent, in my opinion, 
theaverage sentiment of the Republican Administration—is what 
is to be the course of the United States in the event of these in- 
terests changing and Great Britain uniting with other powers for 
the dismemberment of China? 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. DEPEW. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I do not p Mr. President, that the scope of 
the debate upon this appropriation bill, purely a matter of the 
Navy, should extend to extraneous matters; but I do not want 
the statement the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] has 
made in the Senate to go unchallenged. I do not want it to be 
quoted, as it will be, and stated as a 2 covering the 
attitude of the United States, now that this war in the East is 

g on, to the countries involved in that war or to the inter- 
ests that other countries or we may have. 

I do not agree that there is any such common interest as the 
Senator from Minnesota states between the United States and 
Great Britain and Japan upon the one side against Russia and 
Germany or France or any other country on the other side. The 
attitude of the United States, as taken by the State Department, 
the attitude of the Administration, is one of complete neutrality 
between those parties; and when it is said that we have to-day a 
common interest with Japan and with England with reference to 
Manchnria, thatis.a statement that the Governmentof the United 
States and its interests and its tendencies are against Russia and 
in favor of Japan. 

I do not want that statement to go unchallenged. I do not at- 
tempt to forecast—I can not pierce the future but if I were called 
upon to prophesy, I should say that in the future. particularly if 
Japan emerges triumphant from this war, the country the United 
States will find her greatest rival in trade, her greatest antagonist 
in competition, the nation most likely to aggress, to monopolize, 
and control China is not Russia, but is Japan. 

Now, I do not want to say, following that our interests 
and our attitude are in favor of Russia as against Japan: but I do 
not want it said, on the other side, that our attitude and our sym- 
pathies and our trade are all with Japan and with England and 

t the other powers. 

Take the Philippines. If we hold that people in our power as 
colonies and continue to keep them under the yoke. the first power 
that will give us any trouble in the Philippines will not be Ger- 
many, nor Russia, nor France, nor England, but the growing. ag- 

ive, ambitious power of the Orient—the Japanese Empire. 
t is not a feeble people: it is not a small people. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President. as the Senator has called me to 
task for what I said, I shonld like to know by what right he calls 
the little country of Japan a vicious power. 

Mr. HALE. A vicious power!“ I have not called it a vicious 
power.’ 

Mr. NELSON. The Senator just used that expression. 

Mr. HALE. “Ambitious,” I said. The two words. if the Sen- 
ator will look at the dictionary. are not the same. ‘‘Ambitious” 
has one pro , one definition: vicious“ has another. 

Mr. N ELSO WR i pardon; I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. I would use “ambitious” as applied to the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, but I would not use vicious.“ 

No, Mr. President, what I am protesting against is any state- 
ment here that countervai s or modifies the wise position the Gov- 
ernment is taking. that in this contest not only will it not inter- 
fere, but that it will not avow. show, or have any sympathy, but 
will maintain a determined and wise neutrality. 

Whatever we may think, whatever may be our feeling, I am 

tlisa with. Thatis not 


not going to discuss which nation I sympathi 


the question. But, again I say, without my protest, no declara- 
tion shall be made here which, while the Senator says does not in- 
volve an alliance, is so strong a statement that it would in any 
emergency that might come up produce an alliance. I do not be- 
lieve that, Mr. Pr sident. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Colorado? 


fighting nations. hether that is wise or not, or whether the 
publie mind of the United States will permit it or not, is a question 
that need not be discussed now. 

But, as I understand the attitude of the Senator from Maine, it 
is that, being impartial, the United States is in a position to take 
advantage for the- benefit of the United States, whichever side 
may win. Ifit is Russia, the United States will bein with Russia; 
if it is Japan, the United States will be in with Japan; and there 
will be no antagonism between the United States and either the 
one nation or the other; and, following the commercial instinct, 
the United States will be in a position to secure the greatest pos- 
sible benefit whichever way the war may end. 

Mr. HALE. I do not go to that extent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. DEPEW. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I do not goto that extent. I if we main- 
tain this neutrality, whatever the outcome may be, we shall not 
have made an enemy: but I do not feel that we are main 8 
iat attitude for the sake of any great benefit to the Uni 

tates. 

I do not join in the feeling that a very critical thing for, a very 
great thing to the United States, and a thing of great magnitude 
in our commerce is this oriental trade. It is a very small matter 
compared either with our other foreign trade or our immense home 
trade and home market. We have, through the events that have 
taken place in the last four or five years, not gained trade, but we 
have lost trade relatively. 

When the troubles broke ont in China, when the Boxer re- 
bellion came to the surface. we were beating all the nations of the 
world in the trade with China. We did not want ‘the open 
door; ” we had the erence of the Chinese. We had let China 
alone, England had bullied her; France had insulted her: Ger- 
many had derided her; Russia had despoiled her, and the United 
States had kept hands off. If we had not, through our position 
there, through our naval force and the ximity of the Phili 
pine Islands, joined the armies of the predatory nations—of whi 
we were not—the Chinese Boxers would have taken the legation 
of the United States, borne it in friendly arms to the seaboard, 
and 58 20 it there while fighting with the other powers. 

People have not reflected exactly upon that situation. We were 
ee Lee world, and if we had not been involved in any of 
these rn troubles we should have had no question of the 
open door.“ They were with us. We alienated them for the 
time, and I do not want to see them further alienated. Again, I 
say that the question of trade out there is nothing to be compared 
with our other foreign trade and our immense home trade; it is 
very small. Therefore. when I am in favor of maintaining neu- 
trality, I have not got any view that we are going to, when this 
war is over. drive a barg»in that will be of any great importance 
to us with either power that comes ont ahead. But we ought to 
keep our hands off of these oriental combinations and intricacies 
and policies. It will be an ill day for the United States when she 
takes upon herself the proposition that it is her business to main- 
tain the integrity of China, as Europe has taken the proposition 
that it is their business to maintain the integrity of 8 be- 
cause. as in Turkey's case. that means ultimately when it comes, 
war, if it is necessary to enforce that proposition. 

I am not in favor of any policy that involves us at last in the 
immense Sof Sempre the stupendous losses. and the unspeak- 
able wickedness of the American people and the United States 
being involved in a war upon any issne that arises in those seas, 
7.00% miles away from us. So I want neutrality, and I want 
nothing said anywhere that will be quoted by either of those 
powers to inflame the other power, and so I deprecate the state- 
ment of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President. my speech has had a very in- 
teresting interruption, asit always has when the keen intelligence 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrrerson] is watchful of 
the interests of his party: but when he states that the note of Sec- 
retary Hay, which has aroused such world-wide interest and such 
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universal approval, was inspired by the German Government it 
would indicate that his enterprising paper, the Denver News, has 
Marconi relations with the palace at Potsdam, where the Emperor 
resides, not enjoyed by other newspapers of the United States. 

Certainly, the revelation is brand new, and the Senator from 
Colorado would not make it unless, under the broad seal of Ger- 
many and the royal arms of its Emperor, he was in receipt of the 
information. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, just one moment. The 
Associated Press, which communicates to all the papers of the 
country, made that statement; and if the Senator from New York 
was conversant with the Associated Press news as published in 
the great dailies of the empire city of his own State, he would be 
just as familiar with it as though he were a subscriber for and a 
constant reader of the Denver News. 

Mr. DEPEW. Iam a careful reader of the New York metro- 
politan newspapers, the country journals which are sent me by 
my friends the country editors, and the papers of Washington. 
I think they will be delighted with this revelation which has come 
to them this afternoon from the Senator from Colorado. 

Now, this interruption has developed the fact that the Repub- 
lican party is the most liberal party in any free country of the 
world where parties exist, because in essentials there is unity, 
and in nonessentials li . Certainly the debate between the 
distinguished Senator from Maine and the distinguished Senator 
from Minnesota indicates that we can differ broadly and yet sup- 
port this bill, While the Senator from Minnesota expressed his 

references for Japan, with a vigorous statement and straight- 
e ee characteristic of him, the Senator from Maine, in 
calling him rigidly to account for expressing in his position as 
a Senator any preference for one side or the other in this contest, 
said he was going to conceal his views. 

Nobody in this Chamber, however, who heard what the Senator 
from Mayne said has the slightest doubt where his sympathies are. 
So while the outspoken expression of the Senator from Minnesota 
is for Japan and the concealed views of the Senator from Maine 
are plainly for Russia, the Senator from Colorado adopts the po- 
sition which comes from Democratic teachings and Democratic 
seekings for issues, without much regard to principles—he is for 
the side that is going to win, after it has won. [Laughter.] 

To return, Mr. President, from the politics of the world to the 
construction of our Navy, we all know that a navy can not be 
built in time of war. We all know what supreme folly it is to 
wait for that. We can raise an emergency armyin a month, but 
it takes five years to build a navy. $ . 

I remember being in the Executive Mansion at one time and in 
Mr. Lincoln’s office when a telegram was handed to him which 
gave the information that a brigadier-general, through foolish- 
ness of an extreme sort, had been captured down in Virginia. In 
his command was a long train of pack wagons and mules. Mr. 
Lincoln read the dispatch and then took up his pen and said: 
„With that pen I can make a brigadier-general in a minute, but 
I can not replace those mules.” [Laughter.] 

Now, some one, in the exaggeration of American description, 
has said, while that may be true in the creation of brigadier-gen- 
erals, it takes forty years to make an Admiral. We must have, if 
we are to occupy the position which seems to be admitted on all 
sides to be ours, the ships on which the future Admiral can be 
trained. Our Navy happily differs from every other navy in the 
world, because it has 8 a democratic tendency. There 
is no navy except that of the United States where the sailor has 
the incentive to work because he can reach a commission. But 
with us the sailor is trained so completely in every branch of the 
service that if he has the genius, industry, temperance, and am- 
bition he rises through the several grades until he gets his com- 


mission. 

We all know that during the Spanish-American war—and none 
better than my friend here, the distinguished Secretary of War at 
that time and now the Senator from Michigan [Mr. ALGER]— 
when we endeavored to secure additions to our Navy there were 
no ships for sale. One of the most interesting competitions in 
trade which ever occurred was between the United States and 
Spain in trying to buy war ships. We knocked with a golden fist 
on the doors of every nop Fi egg of every nation, great or 
small, and the answer of all was: No matter how much we want 
your money, it takes us too long to replace a ship, and you can 
not have it.” Finally we discovered there were two building in 
the shipyards of England for a South American republic. I hap- 

ed to be in London at the time, and the amount of diplomatic 

iness and trading ability which was brought to bear, each bid- 
ding over the other, anything I had ever seen before in 
any trade. Of course the Yankee talent for barter came out 
ahead and we got the ships, but the Spaniard ran us a much closer 
race in trade than he did on the sea. 

We know that in the present war both Japan and Russia, or 


Russia and Japan, so as not to place either first [laughter], tried 
to buy war ships, and in the whole world there was only one avail- 
7 85 poy Pig i the Senator from Minnesota is pleased that 
apan got it. 

fe agree with what the Senator from Maine has said in regard to 
our position, but the fact can not be concealed that every man, 
woman, and child in the United States is lined up on one side or 
the other in this fight, as Americans always are. When there is 
a fight on, no matter what it is, whether a battle between nations, 
or a strife between parties, or a contest between individuals, or 
baseball or football, or a horse race, Americans instantly take 
sides; and they are lined up on one side or the other of this con- 
test. But so far as we as a nation are concerned, our position has 
been expressed by the President of the United States in his proc- 
lamation, and we unanimously approve his action. Behind that 
we individually can say what we like. 

Now, in this connection for I had hoped that my friend the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] would enlighten us, as 
the leader of his party, in regard to the views of the opposition 
upon the naval pro e this afternoon, I beg to call attention 
to a speech which he made on February 4, which created a great 
deal of comment in this country and interest abroad, as the utter- 
ances of the distinguished Senator always do. He said: 

Mr. Presid ergro ecesen N 
army, mean ne tr is inevitable that the: ee 8 without 
SHURCEIEry fix car O SIL BAT HAY os TA Thome 
to me that the action of the Commander in Chief, the President of the United 
States, in the occurrences now upon the Orient in moving that unnecessa: 
fleet from the prosan and from the very ground where a conflict, if it 
comes, is likely to occur, was a wise precaution. There was more statesman- 
ship shown in that act than in any other order issued to the Navy. It was 
done so that we might be kept out of what, as sag bane 4 80 was the de- 
ire of the patriotic and brave commander of that fleet to participate. 

We have naval vesse!s eve here. Have you not enough now? Every- 
body will answer Les,“ —.— it is true, as was floating around in high 
naval circles, that we are marching around the globe with a chip on our 
shoulders, looking for the one great nation that troubles us more than any 
other in our trade relations, to get up some trouble. Who wants it? 


Mr. President, there is nothing in the history of our new Navy, 
begun by my valued friend, that eminent New Yorker who re- 
cently died, and whose death is a loss to the country, William C. 
Whitney—there is nothing in the history of our Navy under its 
expansion by Republican Presidents, nothing in that Navy as it 
appears to-day in all the waters of the globe, which justifies a 
suggestion that the war ships of the United States are cruising 
about the world with chips on the shoulders of their admirals, 
their commodores, and their commanders, seeking trouble. I 
know of no trouble which we have ever got into by the indiscre- 
tion of officers of our Navy. They receive a training which is so 
perfect, an education which is so complete, they pass so many 
years in the Naval Academy and then so many rears as subordi- 
nate officers before reaching supreme command that they have 
the age for command and the conservatism of age and experience. 

No matter how large our Navy, wherever it is it will stand not 
for war, but for peace. No matter how great our Navy, it will 
stand not for aggressiveness, but for defense. I do not believe 
that the admiral of the fleet in the Eastern waters was seeking for 
trouble or would have inyolved us in a war with any nation out 
there or into taking sides with either of the combatants even if 
he had not been ordered away. We havetwenty-four great ships 
now in those Eastern waters in the neighborhood of the hostilities; 
and we can absolutely trust their commanders, while preservin 
the honor, the rights, the trade, and the territories of the Uni 
States, not to invite trouble with anybody. 

There is no better insurance policy than a navy. I ama be- 
liever in insurance. In a free country, where institutions rest 
upon the people and opportunities are alike for all, 8 school - 
house, every church, every asylum, every college, every hospital, 
every influence of every name, nature, and description which 
educates the young or looks after those who are invalided and 
helpless is an insurance policy of a high kind for the safety, the 
peaca, the good citizenship, and the future of the Republic. A 

ge navy, adequate to the needs of the country, which is strong 
enough both to protect and defend it, is a minister of peace. 

In these days, I would say to my friend the Senator from Col- 
orado, with the tremendous results that follow war, no nation is 
going to seek war unless it is to gain more than itis to lose. We 
are to be aggressors nowhere. We are to be assailants nowhere 
We simply, when we have the power, are to say what our right§ 
are, and we will state them so conservatively that they will not be 
denied if we have the Navy. But if we have not the Navy, no 
matter what we assert, it will be denied. 

Wars arise in a minute, and, as I said before, it requires years 
to build a navy. Our Spanish-American war came on overnight 
almost. Nobody anticipated it. The Japanese-Russian war, each 
side complain, came on unexpectedly, when they were negotiat- 
ing. I will tell a little incident, and I do not vouch for its abso- 


ecessary 


1904. 


lute accuracy, though I received it from a distinguished man who 
was in every way credible, which illustrates how a hair's breadth 
stands between peace and war. ; 

I was told by this gentleman that when President Cleveland’s 
Venezuelan message arrived in London, one of the strongest and 
most eminent members of the British cabinet said: 

This evinces a disposition and a desire for war. If a war is to occur be- 
tween Great Britain and the United States and if the feeling of that country 
is as evidenced in this message, then the time to fight is now. America has 
no navy that can not be swept by us off the sea ina few months. Her ports 
have no forts. They have no guns. Her barbors are unprotected by torpe- 
does or any other appliances. The war would be a calamity beyond any 
which has ever occurred in history, and would leave both nations harmed to 
a degree that the imagination can hardly picture; it would set back civiliza- 
tion, but it is the time, if war is inevitable, when Great Britain can fight 
successfully for a peace with bonor, because the Americans will appreciate 
soon what à sea power is, and when they do the United States will be the 
most formidable power in the world because of their inaccessibility upon 


Now, that statement, so I was told, was overruled by the unani- 
mous judgment of his associates and by the unanimous feeling of 
the British people that they would have good relations with the 
United States under any circumstances. But the incident shows 
if the incident was as narrated by my friend, that there stood 
just a hair’s breadth between peace with honor, as it came in the 
arbitration which we brought about, and the most disastrous war 
of modern times, with the United States absolutely unprepared. 

My friends the enemy have frequently assailed the President 
on account of the danger to the country with a great navy in his 
hands. Through several speeches which have been e there 
has run that current, that it would be dangerous to place in the 
hands of the President a naval power such as we will have when 
the ships now under construction are completed and this pro- 
gramme is carried out. 

Mr. President, I want to say that, with all the wonderful accu- 
mulation of epithet with which this phrase of unsafety has been 
sent over the country and repeated in the two Houses of Congress 
over and over again, there is nothing in the utterances or in the 
acts of President Roosevelt which justifies the charge, He had 
the opportunity, with the whole country behind him, to make 
trouble at the time of the Canadian arbitration, if he had chosen. 
Sudderly there had been discovered within the disputed territory 
untold wealth in the mines, and thousands upon thousands of 
American citizens had rushed up there and accumulated great 
interests and made large investments. 

The whole country stood by the President in maintaining the 
line we claimed, which brought these rich mines and this valuable 
territory under our flag. It would have taken but little to have 
stood firmly for our rights and to have said We yield not at all,” 
and a less wise and more impulsive and impetuous President 
would have seen there the opportunity of arousing the enthusiasm 
of the country for his course. But the President laid that aside. 
He suggested and secured arbitration. 

When the Alaska Boundary Commission—upon which were the 
very able Secretary of War, the very able Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and the very able ex-Senator from Washington on the 
one side and the equally able and distinguished commissioners on 
the other, with that great lawyer and judge, the chief justice of 
England—met in London, the whole country looked on at this 
mighty contest of testimony and of law. 

We have sent abroad at different times in our history several 
commissions who discharged their duties with distinction, but 
none displayed higher judicial temperament and judgment or 
won more important results for our country than this one on the 
Alaskan boundary. 

When the trial was over and the judgment rendered, nothing 
in modern history so excited in all countries among right-thinking 
peo greater gratification than that event and its example. 

e country will and the country does owe to President Roose- 
velt a debt of gratitude for the wisdom and the patriotism with 
which he initiated and carried to a successful conclusion that 
arbitration. 

Mr. President. nations change rapidly, There is no telling what 
may occur in the realignment after the closing of the Russian- 
Japanese war. There is no telling what may be the position of 
Japan. Thirty-eight years ago I was appointed minister to Japan. 
You would not think it to look at me. [Laughter.] I did not 
go, happily for me, but I was confirmed by the Senate and studied 
the question for months. -It took then, thirty-eight years ago, 
six months to get there. It now takes six weeks Japan at that 
time was in the feudal condition of Europe in the twelfth century. 
She had no navy except junks. Her army was equipped with 
spears, and bows and arrows, and clad in armor. Thirty-eight 
years have passed by since the opening of Japan at that time, 
and she has been studying the methods of Western civilization so 
completely that she has advanced as far in thirty-eight years as 
Europe did in six hundred years, 
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Now she has a representative government, a constitution, a 
parliament, universal suffrage, colleges and schools, and a free 
press and railroads, telegraphs, telephones and electric lights, and 
an army built upon the plan of and quite as efficient as that of 
Germany, and a navy built upon the plan of and quite as efficient, 
as far as it goes, as that of Great Britain. She advanced because 
her people saw if they were to keep up with the rest of the world, 
now that they had become part of its activities, they must follow 
the example of the successful nations and get abreast of the best. 
She saw that while in her isolation she might live in her old way, 
if she became a power of the world she must have its tools and 
weapons, intellectual and physical. She saw the necessity of a 
naval power, and she began ten years ago to develop both her 
mercantile marine and her navy. 

In doing that she secured for herself commerce and markets for 
her products and a naval power which has enabled her to arouse the 
wonder of the world for the last few weeks. In the alignment of 
nations, a government with a possibility of 300,000 troops against 
a government with 3,000,000 seems to be nowhere, and would be 
nowhere if the contest wason land. But the command of the sea 
illustrates what Captain Mahan has said, that it is the sea which 
will govern the world for the future; and if the command of the 
sea proves complete, then this waris to result in conditions which 
will be the surprise of everybody. 

Now, as to our ability. We are a nation of 80,000,000 people. 
According to Mulhall we have one hundred and twenty-seven 
thousand million dollars of wealth. Great Britain has 42,000,000 
people and $65,000,000,000 of wealth. France has 39,000,000 peo- 
ple and $54,000,000,000 of wealth. Germany has 56,000,000 people 
and $45,000,000,000 of wealth. 

The commerce exports and imports of the United States last 
year were $2,606,000,000; of Great Britain, 84,000, 000, 000; of 
France, $1,669,000,000, and of Germany, $2,453,000,000. Germany 
7 tunder us by $150,000,000, and France is under us by nearly one- 

And yet the cost of the navies now on the sea and in course of 
construction are $629,000,000 for Great Britain, with one-half of 
our population and less than one-half of our accumulated wealth; 
$327.000,000 for France, with less than one-half of our population 
and less than one-half of our accumulated wealth, and $182,000,000 
for Germany, with less than three-quarters of our population and 
less than one-half of our accumulated wealth. 

The actual cost of the vessels in commission and those that will 
be when the present construction is carried out for the United 
States, against the figures for these other countries, will be 
$182,000,000. The United States now occupies the fifth place, with 
294,405 tons, as against 387,874 for Germany, 416,158 for Russia, 
576,108 for France, and 1,516,040 for Great Britain. When the 
vessels of all natjons now building are completed, then Great 
Britain will have 1,867,250 tonnage, France 755,757, and the United 
States 616,275, and while the United States will be in the third 
rank, Russia and Germany will be very close tous. There are 
723 battle ships, armored cruisers, and other cruisers and scouts 
above 1,000 tons built and building belonging to all the nations 
of the world. Of this number the United States has 93. 

It has been one of the claims of all writers on the monarchical 
side that republics, where the people govern, will not have that 
high appreciation of international relations which maintains the 
national honor. I have read repeatedly in nearly all English 
newspapers, when there has been the election of a workingman 
or an extreme radical, a prediction that if his party got in power 
Great Britain would lose her place among the nations by cheese- 
paring policies and legislation on finance and industry which 
would result in the loss of her prestige and power and the decline 
of that commerce upon which she depends. But, sir, the United 
States stands as a living refutation of all those charges. Our 
appropriations are upon a scale of liberality unequaled in his- 
tory, but justified by our resources. 

We have spent $450,000,000 for the improvement of our rivers 
and harbors, $150,000,000 of it in the last seven years. We have 
appropriated more in the last ten years for the improvement of 
our rivers and harbors than the entire cost of our Navy, both that 
already afloat and that which will come out in the next five years 
from our shipyards. 

Republics are not ungrateful. We are paying $140,000,000 a 
year in pensions to the soldiers and their widows of a war which 
ended forty years ago. We are paying it cheerfully and grate- 
fully. The time is not distant when there will be added $30,- 
000,000 or $40,000,000 for a service pension, and then we will be 
paying to these heroes who saved the country and to their widows 
asum greater than the cost of the active army of any great na- 
tion in the world, and a sum equal to the present cost of the Amer- 
ican Navy, with that added which is now in the shipyards. The 
cost of the active French army is about $143,000,000 and of Ger- 
many 5129, 000, 000. 
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At the same time we have with great liberality built lic 
buildings everywhere. We have established and are 9 
forest reservations for the preservation of our t domain 
of the woods and for the protection of farms from the floods which 
come from denuded hi 


our e. 
2g! mar I have talked longer than I intended, but I have 
been helped by so many to extend the time that I think I may be 
excused. But I trust that I may be permitted to offer a fervent 
aspiration that after this programme of naval ae is com- 
pleted, this programme of naval equipment which, in my judg- 
ment, receives the almost unanimous approval of the American 
ple, then we shall enter into some chtened system, I care 


. much what it may be, by which we can have a mercantile | him fro 


marine that will save us from paring SN a year to foreign 
ships to carry the products and the merchandise o 2 
while we are paying 8100, 000, 000 a year for a navy which co 
be happily employed in conjunction with our mercantile marine. 

The American flag is seldom seen in any port or on any sea or 
navigable water of the world except upon a fighting We 
are in every sense a peaceful and à producing people. We are 
not a fighting nation except under necessity and provocation and 
for defense. Our 2 ships over fifty years ago were the fast- 
est vessels afloat, models for other nations, carried 60 per 
cent of our commerce. Now only 8 per cent goes under the 
American flag and 92 per cent in foreign vessels. I look forward 
hopefully to a near future when, by the adoption of a wise and 

triotic policy, an American mercantile marine will reverse these 
Pumiliating conditions and bring 92 per cent of our tonnage un- 
der our flag, when $100,000,000 spent upon our Navy annually 
will have an offset in the transfer of two hundred millions per 
annum, now paid to alien shipowners for the carriage of our 
trade, to an American fleet to find its stimulating way into every 
channel of our internal commerce and every department of our 
industries. : k 

I want the world to know that we are a commercial nation by 


sea and in every pees in the world. [Applause in the i 

The PRESIDE pro tempore. Applause is not permi 
under the rules of the Senate. It must not be repeated. 

Mr. GORM. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate 

long, because I am not in a condition to do so, and have no 

desire to weary the Senate. Iwish, however, to congratulate the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in charge of this great bill upon 
the distinguished services he rendered in connection with 
the construction of the new Navy. It has been my good fortune 
to have been associated with that Senator for eighteen years in 
the consideration of bills making appropriations for the support 
of the Navy, and during that whole pred, with the exception of 
one Congress, the party to which he belongs has been in the ma- 
jority in this body. But, sir, the construction of the new Navy 
i not been a political matter, as Senators on both sides of this 
Chamber have pe 2 favored liberal appropriations for a navy of 
sufficient size for our country’s needs. j 

After the close of the civil war the Navy was permitted to de- 
teriorate, and the to which I belong made its condition a 
subject of political discussion. Finally, in 1881, the pressing need 
of appropriate vessels was so & t that Hon. William H. 
Hunt, the then Secretary of the Navy, assembled a board of offi- 
cers, known as the advisory board,” to consider and recommend 
a scheme for a modern navy, as all patriotic Americans desired a 
navy of which we might be proud and sufficient to protect our 
interests at home and abroad. 2 

Following Secretary Hunt came another distinguished Secre- 


tary of the Navy, Secretary Chandler, under whose immediate | armed 
aminist 


tion first three ironclads for the new Navy were 


constructed. At that time there was but a single man of the | defe 


nius, enterprise, and foresight to provide a shipyard at which 
the could be bnilt, and even then political feeling had run so 
high, the Navy having been for so long a period the football of 
party, that Mr. Roach was almost driven to bankruptcy. 

The Administration of President Cleveland followed, and Hon. 
William C. Whitney, so feelingly referred to by the Senator who 
j the portfolio of Secretary of the Navy. 
eerie ie meee one See 

e performed during the time he over the Navy 
ment, A man of tremendous intellectual force, of vast compre- 


d | from 


hension, with executive ability of the highest order, he devoted 
all his energies to the great work under his charge, and we can 
not pay him a tribute worthy of his genius. When Mr. Whitney 
found the on the other side of this Chamber in the majority, 
it did not req a second a tothe Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Barat, in charge of the naval appropriation bill, or the Senator 

owa [Mr. ALLISON], or other ingui Republicans to 
unite with those of us on this side and provide forthe construction 
of a navy under a plan carefully considered and well devised. 
During the Administration of President Harrison, which followed, 
and up to this hour, so far as I know, party lines have never divided 
us upon the question of proper appropriations forthe naval service. 

But, Mr. ident, there have been on both sides careful in- 
quiry, thoughtful consideration, and frank criticisms. At one 
time we stayed the hands of the Administration when we believed 
it had gone too far in the construction, too rapidly for a healthy 
increase, and I did not hesitate to criticise the Democratic Sec- 
retary who failed to recommend sufficient ships, in my judg- 
ment. At another time I aided and we succeeded in preventing 

a securing the authority of Congress to construct too 
many ships. 

Such is my position to-day. And I think, Mr. President, that 
the distinguished of the Navy who now controls that 
Department, for whom I have a high personal regard and whom 
I knew during his service in Congress, has grown too sensitive, 
has been imprudent and unwise, because I happened to criticise 
the rapidity with which this great work goes on, in rushing to a 
distant city and there charging my action to partisanship and 
trying to create the impression that the Democratic party is op- 
posed to the Navy. I will state, Mr. President, I spoke only for 
myself, and not for the Democratic party. 

ut that does not, Mr. President, prevent those of us who be- 
lieve in a proper Navy, one ample and of sufficient size to protect 
all our interests, from saying to the Department, You have gone 
too far,” or from saying to the whole Administration, You 


ja ent.“ 

e executive branch of the Government must be brought to 
realize that it was intended by the framers of this Government 
that the representatives of the le and the Representatives 
from the States in this body should determine how much money 
is to be ded for war purposes as well as to declare war. It 
is for the Executive Departments to recommend; but the juis- 
ment is here, and it is placed here by the organic law. If I may 
say so, and I think it entirely proper, the executive officers of the 
Government wonld serve their country better if they attended to 
the details of their offices and abstained from criticisms of Sena- 
torsand Members of the House. 

Now, Mr. President, what was the scheme upon which we en- 
tered? It was for the construction of seventy ships for the whole 
American Navy, the number recommended, after mature consid- 
eration, by the most skillful officers of the Government. Twico 
seventy ships have been constructed, and the expenditure of 
$25,000,000 per annum has grown to $100;000,000, and is soon to 
be $150,000,000. 

The Senator from New York says it is for peace and commerce 
that we want this great organization. The fathers and all who 

receded us thought otherwise. But then we are coolly informed 
by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar] that the 
fathers knew very little of the conditions which confront us and 
their judgments amount to nothing. 

Mr. President, every thoughtful man who has discussed this 
question in Con has feared this great armament both on 
sea and land, and I call attention to the patriotic words of Presi- 
dent Garfield, delivered in the House of Representatives in 1878 
and ated and indorsed by Secretary—afterwards Senator— 
Chandler in his annual report in 1883. 

Mr. Garfield said: 


The men who created this Constitution also set it in operation and devel- 
opes . PEAR OET CORTAL That idea was k 
n K 


the 
the Old World the public defense was ded t stan armies, 
d fortified posts, so that the nation might every moment be rer? 


e culture, and’ of our le; a devy 
ment of our own intellectual and material resources whic enable us 


do everything that may be to equip, clothe. and feed ourselves in 
time of war, aud make ——— — 


President Garſield believed. as the country has always believed. 
that we should not be classed as one of the great military powers 
of the world. But now it is coolly stated by the disti 
junior Senator from Massachusetts that we have become a rich 
and ve nation, with sy Ga policies, and therefore 
our Navy, in point of numbers an: ectiveness, must be greater 
than that of ce, greater than that of Russia, superior to that 
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of Germany, and he bows only to England. I wonder that he 
and the distinguished Senator from New York hesitated at de- 
siring a reat Ate to that of Great Britain. 

Mr. CAR It will not be long before they do want it. 

Mr. GORMAN, No; it will not take long at the rate at which 
we are now moving on, unless the people of the countty shall re- 
turn to that old sound Republican and Democratic theory that 
our power and our prestige do not depend upon the number of 
mons aioe in the Navy or the number of men who wear uniforms 
on. s 

The expense, Mr. President—‘ well, what of the expense? I 
am quite certain the Senator from New York would say: We 
area rich people. There is no trouble about our paying for a 
hundred more ships and meeting our annual expenditures on this 
account, even if they run up to one hundred and fifty million or 
two hundred million dollars, as the case may be.“ But who pays 
these nditures? The poopie. Will they submit toit? For the 
time being it is possible they may, as no man can deny thay de- 
sire and insist that we shall have a splendid, well-equipped navy, 
1 to any which exists in the world in respect to appointments. 

ey do not ask for a Republican or a Democratic navy, but an 
American navy; and when one or more of its officers in command 
of its men are unfortunately brought into an engagement, they 
want not only the conduct of the officers praised, but they desire 
that the men who really fight the battles and who win the vic- 
tories shall receive their just mead of praise, and not be relegated 
to the rear because of petty jealousy. 

It is the people's Navy. They want it well administered, but 
they want it administered with due reference to economy. I do 
not mean parsimony, but economy. 

The American people are familiar with our past greatness. 
They know that every interest has been protected; that the Mon- 
roe doctrine has been as safe with a navy which cost $14,000,000 
a year to maintain as it is with one which costs $100,000,000. 
They also know when our expenditures reach $100,000,000 for this 
one branch of the service in 1904 that there is something radically 
wrong in its administration. 

Mr. President, the increases in our naval expenditures have 
gone on so rapidly and we haye been so prosperous that the 
amounts of money flowing into the Treasury and out of it have 
not been considered. They will not be until you reach the time 
when it becomes necessary to collect more money by taxes either 
from internal reyenue or from the tariff. 

Mr. President, I doubt, unless Senators have carefully inquired 
into this matter, if they know how much we have expended on 
this account in the last few years. My attention was called to it 
sharply, as I have no doubt was that of other Senators, by the 
statement of a distinguished gentleman in another branch of Con- 
gress who has a right to as to appropriations. He called 
the attention of Members of another body and the attention of all 
of us here in the Senate to the fact that in the present condition 
of the revenues we must proceed with grs care in the appropri- 
ations made or otherwise there would be a deficit. 

The gentleman referred to, Hon. James A. HEMENWAY, chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in a speech delivered on January 26 last said: 


fiscal boned eee R 4 
The total estimates submitted at the beginning of this session for ordinary 
expenses, exclusive of $56,500,000 required to meet the si fund, amount 


mates have come to the Committee on Appropriations 8 of the 
House. Those that have pee to other committees and more that will 
follow. that will come to Congress before the session closes, will surely in- 
crease that sum at least $15,000,000. Thearbitrary cut made in the engineer's 
estimates for contract work on rivers and harbors, which will probably not 
be sustained if the contract obligations are met, amounts to $4,843,716. Adding 
these sums to the original estimates makes a grand total of $747,317,922.79. 

The total revenues are estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
fiscal year beginning July 1 next at $704,472,060.72, Estimates in excess of the 
— revenues, 812,845, 882.07. 

His action in pee e e Was wise and proper, and upon that 
statement this discussion began. : . ; 

I submit to Senators on the other side who have tried to give 
this debate a party turn that they will not succeed. We on this 
side will join with the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations and aid him to reduce the expenditures of this Govern- 
ment. They have never been greater inthe history of the country 
than they are now in the matter of 3 for war. The 
expenditures provided for in this bill for the pay of officers and 
the amount included for ships are greater than the entire amount 
expended in any one year of Mr. Lincoln’s Administration, when 


we had to create a navy which was sufficient to blockade every 
port from the Potomac to the Gulf. 

The sum of $122,000,000 in 1864 included all the naval expend- 
itures. as well as the money used to Foram ships, and we 


were then purchasing vessels of any kind we could secure, 
Let me read to Senators a statement compiled from the appro- 
priation bills, so that we may see how ey our appropriations 


for the Navy have increased since the first A tion of Mr. 
Cleveland: 
Appropriations for the Navy. 
070, 837.95 
6, 489, 907. 20 
767, 348.19 
942, 85. 35 
270, 923. 69 
Estimated average population for the 4 years 59, 336, 750 
Appropriations per capita for the 4-year period $1.30+ 
Harrison Administration, fiscal years 1890-1893: 
TTT rc E Re oe RINE 510.27 
pS St es See ee ee ee ere 055.53 
SoS e E A AAE AEA S EA 654.78 
r . eae. 585.00 
C ET E E ERER canoe 1, 918, 585. 58 
Estimated average population for the 4 years "Ot, 475,312 
Appropriations per capita for the 4-year period $1.58+ 
061,38 
126. 72 
245, 31 
660, 95 
rr / ð T A Ee ye MA a 107, 410, 094. 33 
Estimated average population for the 4 years... 60, 003,000 
Appropriations per capita for the year period $1. 54+ 
First McKinley Administration, fiscal years 1898-1901: 
DARI So ee phe E ES E een R E E a, 003,234.19 
S E E E A AN A R R EEI 08S, 783. 68 
I. E N eeu peas 089, 969. 5S 
CJ; br asssuuonstenerensaces dencan sere asap tecsdueub 140, 916. 67 
OUR EIE E EE AIL E 
Estimated av: tion for the 4 years _........._. 


Appropriations per capita for the 4-year period 
Reet McKinley-Roosevelt Administration, fiscal years 1902- _ 


erage population for the 4 years 
Appropriations per capita for the (year period $4.18+ 


Mr. President, no appropriations, except those for the Army, 
compare in their increase with this naval appropriation, and it is 
evidently intended to make our Navy the second in the world. Is 
it not time to consider this matter? Probably nothing can be ac- 
complished now, but I desire to call attention to it, so that this 
subject may be dealt with hereafter. 

Think of it, Mr. President! The total expenditures for the Navy 
from 1860 to 1860, inclusive—the ten years which included the 
period of the great civil war—were $458,000,000. The following 
period of ten years, from 1870 to 1879, inclusive, they ran down to 
$204,000,000, making a total for twenty years, from 1860 to 1879, 
of $662,000,000. From the Administration of President Harrison 
to 1905 (pending bill included), a period of sixteen years, we will 
have expended $746,000,000, or $84,000,000 more than were ex- 
pended for the twenty years which included the civil war. 

But this taken by itself does not begin to give a correct idea of 
all we have a ole for army and for naval pu s and for 
fortifications. e have inaugurated a system of fortifying the 
coasts at every great harbor in the United States. The necessity 
for this was brought sharply to the attention of the country, and 
more sharply than by wr other by Mr. Tilden, who was probably 
the greatest statesman of the Democratic party in my time. He 
called attention to the necessity of fortifying the coasts of the 
United States at a time when we had not facilities here to make 
a gun of respectable caliber, and we then began our system of 
fortifications. 

The following tables show the total appropriations on account 
of the Army, Navy, and fortifications from the first Administra- 
tion of Mr. Cleveland to the period covered by the pending bill: 


Appropriations for the Army, Navy, and fortifications. 
First Cleveland Administration, fiscal years 1836-1889: 


(ee 40 

00 

00 

Estimated average population for the 4 years "39, 336, 30 
Appropriations per capita for the Treat period ——.—.j : $2.99 
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Harrison's Administration, fiscal years 1890-1893: 


6 — .... — — . 4. 116. 54 
N m 101,913,585. 58 
Fortifications „N75, 808.00 
Estimated population for the 4 1. f e 
i average ion for the 4 years 
Appropriations per capita for the 4-year period 8.27 
Second Cleveland Administration, fiscal years 1894-1897: 
PAW cisco awn E S T ante nests AEE a AE SE tins apices 9 
f d .. a er , 410, 094. 38 
Fo PT TIRE pee ni T.... 13. 919, 504. 50 
＋——: ĩ⅛˙ kk... ͤ . EEG ee 215, 679,134.14 
Estimated average tion for the 4 years 68, 603.000 
Appropriations per capita for the 4-year period 8.00 
First McKinley Administration, fiscal years 1898-1901: 
Army $240,973, 085. 91 
AE, 312, 904. 12 
81,188,165. 00 
P 35 
ma ted ay population for the 4 years 
Appropria tions Per capita for the 4-year period $5.20 
— McKinley-Roosevelt Administration, fiscal years 1902- 
Army (as passed House for 1905) . 2 800.22 
Navy (as reported to House for 185. — jr 884.50 
Fortifications (as passed House for 1905) . 28, 982,574.22 
Estimated, average population for the4 years 5 oar 700 
ated average on for 8 057, 
Appropriations per capita for the 4-year period - 8. + 
Total riage navy, pipe iti appropriations. i 
1896-1901 (4 years), first McKinley Administration -- $474,499, 105.08 
186-1889 (4 years), first Cleveland Administration 15 7,931, 057.09 
a a SS SE ia ES eg S 296, 568, O47. 94 
120-105 rs), McKinley-Roosevelt Administrations 1, 199, 007, 559. 97 
1886-1889, l ; (8 years), first and second COl — i 
i ON oe ——. 893,610,191. 23 
FORE Soi acc apa y La ante 805,487, 368.74 


Mr. President, in the aggregate these appropriations reach the 
tremendous sum of $1,804,000,000 since the beginning of Mr. 
Cleveland's first Administration. In addition we appropriated in 
what are known as special acts,” that had no opposition on either 
side of the Chamber—the national-defense acts—at the time of 
the war with Spain, three hundred and fifty-odd million dollars 
more, placing $50,000,000 of that amount—yes, nearly $80,000,000— 
in ab hands of the executive branch of the Government without 
specification as to how it should be spent to protect the honor, the 
interest, and the safety of the country. Part of it was spent for 
the Navy, and that is not included in the figures to which I have 
referred, part of it was spent for the Army, and part of it for the 

urchase of the two ships alluded to by the Senator from New 
ork, which were bought in an hour when there was anything 
but well-balanced consideration in the Navy nt and 
which never reached this country until after the close of the 


war. Thus about $2,154,000,000 has been appropriated 

for these three purposes within the last twenty years. this 
money been wisely ded, Mr. President? 

The rt of the tary of the Navy informs us that he 


wants the ships in commission and thoroughly manned. 
There are more sailors now in the Navy during a time of so 


than there have been at any time during the history 
We have nowa naval force, including the marines, equal to the 


country. 

whole Army of the United States immediately after the close of 
the Mexican war. The Secretary of the Navy desires these ships 
to be all in commission, for he says, Why give me battle ships 
unless you give me men to man them, and the way to train sailors 
is to put them into active service in the Navy. These ships must 
be sent from one end of our country to the other and all over the 
world. What is going to be the cost, Mr. ? Half a 
million dollars a year to run each battle ship, it is said by the re- 
port. Add to it the d iation of wear and tear, and it will 
make nearly a million dollars a year for every battle ship that is 
in commission. In other words, we will have to spend nearly the 
first cost of the ship on the machinery to keep it in repair for 
twenty years, 

I do not see any necessity for it. If there were any necessity for 
it, if war wereimminent, if it were to protect our commerce threat- 
ened by any other navy on the face of the earth, who would.con- 
sider dollars? We would give the Secretary of the Navy and the 
Administration all they could spend. We have not even inquired 
whether the money voted for the Navy has been spent lavishly or 
imprudently, but the country knows and ‘appreciates the situa- 
tion, as we must. 

These millions. these billions that have been poured out by Con- 
gress with so lavish a hand, have tended to demoralization. Ex- 
travagance is in the very atmosphere. A war with Spain, that 
lasted in fact but a few days of actual conflict, has cost us, Mr. 
President, a billion of money. 


Well, it is said we have entered upon a new policy. That is 
true. We now have colonies, as was frankly admitted by the 
Senator trom New York, and to stop would be to recede ina way 
——— to fein stanky ipo the gryen Mr. Presi- 

ent, I opposed icy w. nestion of acquiring those 
distant lands was before this body. Tao not of ral sta- 
tions or coaling stations, as they are n in every sea. but I 
considered the acquisition of islands, thousands of miles distant 
from our shores, and the governing of their eight or ten millio 
of inhabitants, as the most expensive and serious undertaking 
upon which we had ever entered, and productive of dire conse- 
quences, 

The money it has cost we can afford to lose; but I fear from 
the intimation we get from the Senator from New York, who 
speaks so eloquently and by such authority, that when this great 
3 ours shall have been made greater than that of 
any other nation, eres Great Britain, we will not stop in the 
acquisition of more colonies. 

l have myself no y whatever with any moyement which 
would involve us with the great powers that are engaged in war 
in the Far East or those whose interests are in China, I still 
adhere to the old-fashioned doctrine of the fathers. No alliance 
whatever do I want with any of those nations. England, Russia, 
and Japan may divide China and carve it up among themselves; 
but no matter who happens to control those governments they 
can never prevent the American people from acquiring their 
share of the commerce of the world if we stand aloof. as we have 
done for one hundred and twenty-five years, and let it be known 
that our Navy or Army will not be used in the affairs of other 
nations. 

Mr. President, we should provide a sufficient navy to protect 
this continent and to look after our trade and commerce in every 
sea of the world. Why, sir, a single battle ship or armored 
cruiser of to-day has greater power than all the fleet that was 
commanded by when he opened Japan to the world. 

It did not take guns to open the ports of Japan. Com- 
modore Perry, on his mission, was accompanied by a distingui 
citizen of my State as the commissioner, and the dawn of the 
greatness and success of Japan began from that hour. It was not 
the fear of our guns, but it was because the rag ear knew that 
they were dealing with anation that had no design upon their 
Government. The opening of Ja their relations with the 
outer world, their education, and all the great improvements they 
have made are due to the impetus received from America. 

With China, Mr. President, we have dealt differently. In our 
anxiety for the commerce of that great Empire we have made 
treaties and then have abrogated them at will and treated her as 
we have treated noother nation on the earth. But on one occasion. 
in the Boxer uprising, the Administration, in its wisdom and 
broad statesmanship, took part and tried to check the hands of 
the other powers in demanding excessive indemnity from that 
nation. at wise and just action has not only been univer- 
sally commended, but it has greatly advanced our commercial in- 
terests. 


Mr. President, fair dealing and noninterference with the gov- 
ernments of the East is the policy of our country: and it will do 
more to strengthen our trade and increase our commerce than all 
the ships that can be built in the next twenty years. 

Mr. President, it resolves itself finally to the question, Can we 
afford, from a financial standpoint, to go on with these vast ex- 
penditures? This year or next year, if a deficit arises, as is inti- 
mated by the chairman of a great committee, who belongs to the 
Republican party, it can be met, but the turning point will have 
been reached in the great policy that is now being discussed. 

I thank the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has done so 
much to build up the Navy, for permitting debate to go on here 
and giving us the frank statements he has made, thus bringing 
this question to the attention of the country. In the face of the 
„e election the policy of the party in power can not be 
0 


ged. 

Mr. President, this bill ee pons, with all the increase of ships 
and men therein provided. en the party exigency has passed, 
= 7 5 5 e that we 2 determ — the question z the 5 

the Navy out regard to party lines, as partisanship oug 
not to enter into the consideration of this subject. We all take 
pride in a navy composed of ships equal to any that float and 
manned by officers and crews superior to any—a navy sufficient to 
protect every American interest at home and abroad. but not one 
80 large as to create the impression that we are striving to domi- 
nate political affairs in other portions of the earth. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President. I am only going to claim the 
attention of the Senate for a very few minutes. I listened with 
a gread deal of admiration tothe speech of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Depew]. Of course, I shall not under- 
take any elaborate reply to that speech, but will address just a 
few remarks to one or two features of it. 

The Senator dwelt upon the vast commercial importance of the 
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Philippine Islands to the United States, and he denied with great 
earnestness that the possession of that country would be a source 
of military weakness or a mili burden to the United States. 
That is one view of the question, Mr. President. and I do not know 
anyone who can state it better than the distinguished Senator 
from New York. z 

There is another view of the question, once expressed by a dis- 
tinguished citizen of New York, one Chauncey Depew. I will 
leave the Senate to decide which of these two views ought to pre- 
vail. I undertook a day or two ago to get up a debate between 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spoonrr] and the Senator from 
New York. I failed in that. I hope now I can get up a debate 
where the two opponents will be exactly equal in wit, logic, and 
power of argument. y . eet 

The statement made by the Senator’s distinguished relative is 
as follows: 

If we should keep the Philippine Islands, we should reverse the traditions 
of this Government from its foundation. e should open up a new line of 
8 It would mean the establishment of the military government over 
possibly 10,000,000 people 6,000 miles away from us, It would mean the in- 
crease of our Navy to 5 of the navies of 3 It would 
mean the increase of our y to 150,000, more likely to 000 men. It 
would mean the increase of our annual expenditures to double what they are 
now. 

The Senator then went on to say that the increase of taxes would 
be felt in the homes of the country, and he said that the Federal 
tax collector would become a familiar official to the American 
people. One result of this policy, he declared. would be a cen- 
tralization of power far beyond what the old Federalists ever 
dreamed of.” 

He added: 

You can not have empire without all its attributes, and that means a prac- 
tical revolution of our form of government and an abandonment of the be- 
lief which the fathers held when they established this Government in 1776. 


Mr. DEPEW. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. CARMACK. With pleasure. 

Mr. DEPEW. Iam glad you read those utterances of mine 
made many years ago. 
Mr. CARMACK. Yonr relative is dead now. I understand. 

Mr. DEPEW. That Chauncey Depew is dead. I knew noth- 
ing about the Philippines at that time, and I was not then a Sen- 
ator. I was simply a New Yorker making es every night 
without much thought, and that was one of them. 

I was born a Democrat, and continued so until after I had re- 
ceived a collegiate education. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARMACK. Does the Senator say he was born a Dem- 


ocrat? 

Mr. DEPEW. Iwas born a Democrat. My father wasa Dem- 
ocrat—a very rigid one—and.as I say, after I received a collegiate 
education and had some contact with the world and saw the ne- 
cessities of the country I became a Republican. [Laughter.] 
But it so happens that my first impressions are always ocratic. 

Laughter.] When I made that speech it was a first Democratic 
8 When I studied the question I changed my views. 
hen Daniel Webster—and I am not comparing myself to 
Daniel Webster, except to follow him as an examp'e, and a long 
way off—entered Congress he came here a free trader. After he 
bad been here long en ugh he became educated into a protection- 
ist. When he was taken to task for a great protection speech by 
having quoted to him his free-trade views, he remarked that only 
wise men change their opinions. | Laughter.) 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senatorfrom New York says he used to 
be a Democrat. I heard of a distinguished man once who madea 
like statement, and his competitor replied to it by saying: So 
Satan. when he trod the burning marl of hell, boasted that he, too, 
was once an angel of light.“ (Laughter. $ 

The Senator ar that when he made that h he was just 
talking; that he had not thought. I think, . Presiden’, the 
difference between the Senator's situation then and now, if I may 
be permitted to say so. is that at that time he was not a member 
of this body; that he was speaking simply as a patriot, and that 
he had not then taken a case as a criminal lawyer to defend the 
policy of the Republican party. I think the Senator's prophecy 
made in that speech is in line with what he has said here to-day 
when he warned us, in effect. that we must get ready to take part 
not only in European, but in oriental politics, and that we must 
be ready and have a sufficient navy to enable us to engage in the 
great war which some people think is pending over the division 
of China. I say that is in line with the warning which the gen- 
tleman gave, or his distinguished relative gave, in 1898. 

Mr. President, I do not agree with the Senator upon that. If 
there is to be any great war over oriental questions between the 
nations of Europe, it would be to our se Mire to keep out of 
that war. While they are destroying each er, wiping each 
other's commerce from the sea, we would seize and hold the com- 
merce and the carrying trade of the world. 

I do not agree with the Senator either in his belief that hence- 
forth we must look—— - 

Mr. DEPEW. May I ask the Senator a question? 
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Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. DEPEW. Where would we get the ships,as we have nona 
now, to do the carrying trade of the world, as long as the Senator's 
party will not let us have the ships? 

Mr. CARMACK. Oh, Mr. President, “the Senator’s party is 
trying to give ess the ships. If you had the good old Democratic 
Ly oat free ships you would have had them long ago. and you 
will have the ships whenever it pays to build ships. The time is 
coming, and is now at hand, when American capital is ready to 
go into the building of ships for our merchant marine. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Maine [Mr. Feye] who presides over 
this body, in a speech upon the ship-subsidy bill. gave as one reason 
why American capital had not been invested in building Ameri- 
can ships the fact that it had been so much employed in building 
railroads and developing the internal industries of the country 
that it had not cared to seek investment along that line. 

Now that the country has developed in that respect, that rail- 
roads have been built all over the country, American capital is 
ready to go into the building up of a great merchant marine. and 
if you will just let American shipbuilders know, once for all, that 
they are not going to get any subsidy, they will at once proceed 
so to invest their money. 

As I was saying, I think the Senator from New York is very 
much mistaken if he thinks the hope of extending our foreign 
commerce lies in the Orient. I think the hope of a foreign com- 
merce would be a very poor hope indeed if we had to depend upon 
that. We have heard a great deal about the vast possibilities of 
our commerce in China and Japan and India. Mr. President, the 
400,000,000 people in China buy from all the world just about 
what the 5,000,000 people in Canada do. That is the kind of trade 
you are to get in these oriental countries. If we could sell to the 
people of China one-half of all the goods they buy from all the 
world. it would be just about what we are now selling to the 
5,000,000 people in Canada. The imports of India amount only 
to about $250,000,000 per annum; the imports of Japan to about 
$125,000,000 or $130,000,000. People who have a low standard of 
living. people who work, like the people of India do, for 4 or 5 or 
6 cents a day. are never going to become great purchasers of 
American goods. That is India after it has been one hundred and 
fifty years under British rule. 

Mr. President, I will say furthermore that I agree with what 
was said by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae] with respect to 
Russia and Japan. Like that Senator, I do not care to take any 
part. I intend to make a proclamation of neutrality and to live 
up toit. But Iam tired of hearing people say it is to the inter- 
est of the United States that Japan shall prevail in that conflict. 
Japan is an a ve. ambitious nation, a progressive nation in 
one sense, but it is not a nation built upon the model of our west- 
ern peoples or our western country, and if China falls under the 
dominion of Japan, and that great country is organized with the 
genius and the progressive talent of the Japanese, its vast internal 
resources developed, and its 400.000.000 people organized on such a 
military system as Ja could organize, it is a very serious ques- 
tion whether or not country or the countries of Europe, for 
that matter, would derive any advantage from it. 

Mr. President, there is just one other little matter to which I 
wish to call the attention of the Senate in reference to the pend- 
ing bill. There are many items of naval expenditure so covered 
up in the appropriation bill that are not visible to the naked 
eye. A naval appropriation bill is intended to be. or at least is 
su to be, an appropriation of public money for public pur- 
srg tied the purpose of strengthening and maintaining the Amer- 
ican Navy. 

Now, it ought to be plain, Mr. President, and it ought to re- 
quire no argument to show, that the expenditure of money for the 
maintenance of a pleasure yacht for any individual, from the 
highest to the lowest, is not a naval purpose, and itis nota govern- 
mental purpose. 

I wish to read in this connection a statement, as follows: 

Cost of renting wad 5 — the anneer in 1008 aud 0 or ted EESIN 
President's use Sees eer Sena AAN E 


y 
Cost of kesping ths Ma and the Sh at the disposition of Mr. 
Roosevelt inde and 1B .es e VVV 


60, 000. 

mated of keeping ships in readiness - 
auf call thiss summer Te RART ER E, i 3 - 90,000 
The total is about $345,000. Itis not important as an item of 
expense; it is a very modest item compared with the total appro- 
priation carried in this bill, but it is important from the stand- 
point that it is a mi iation of public money. Where does 
the President get any authority to convert a naval vessel of the 
United States into a private pleasure "gis for his own use and 
benefit? He is Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy, but 
because he is Commander in Chief of the Army that does not 
ive him the right to take all the ca horses of the United 
tes and put them in his own stables and use them to draw his 
own carriages; and likewise because he is Commander in Chief 


80, 000 
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of the Navy it does not give him the right to conyert a naval 

vessel of the United States, purchased or constructed for naval 

popor: into a private yacht for the private use of himself and 
‘amily. 


Mr. President, it is simply a question of meum et tuum, The 
naval vessels of the United States belong to the Government and 
the people of the United States. They are not the goods and 
chattels of any man who may happen to be President at the time. 
The President may find or invent laws never heard of before to 
justify the seizure of the territory of another country, but there 

no law of international eminent domain“ and there is no 
„mandate of civilization“ which justify him in seizing and using 
the property of this Government and of the people of the United 
States for his own use. 

I say it is not a matter of much consequence, so far as the 
amount of money expended is concerned, but the 1 in- 
volved is an important one. Naval vessels of the United States 
ought to be for naval purposes. Every Senator on this floor 
has as much right to have a naval vessel converted into a pleas- 
ure yacht for his exclusive use and benefit as the President of the 
United States has. I do not think the President intended any- 
thing wrong; I do not think he had the remotest idea of any im- 
propriety in this act; but it is simply because he lacks the sense 
of responsibility and the sense of law. He is using the property 
5 the United States and has converted it to his own use and 

nefit. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask the Senator from Maine one or 
two questions. It will not occupy very much time. I notice at 
the bottom of page 34 of the bill this item: 


Naval station, Guantanamo, Cuba: Dry dock, $200,000. 


The question I wish to ask the Senator from Maine is what evi- 
dence has been given to the Senate—I presume, of course, if the 
committee has it the Senate has it also—of the fact that the port 
of Guantanamo has been ceded to this Government? Did the 
Senator from Maine hear the question I propounded? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; I was looking forthe papers. -Has the Sena- 
tor concluded? : 

Mr. BACON. I asked the Senator what evidence has been fur- 
nished to the Senate or to preg Sa that the port of Guantanamo 
in Cuba has been ceded to the United States. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know about the technical completion of 
any act of cession, but that the station has been turned over to 
the United States, that the United States is in possession, and 
that it is in a small way going on with its plan of making a naval 
station, the purpose for which it was acquired, are shown by the 
hearings pelne thecommitteeand by the estimates of the Depart- 
ment, which I will say in this matter estimated something more 
than a million dollars. That amount has been cut down to 


,000. i 
1 BACON. IJ am not criticising the amount. 

Mr. HALE. No. Iwas giving the Senator the fact as to what 
is the condition. f 

Now, the Senator can tell better than I whether the final inter- 
change has taken place between the two Governments. I do not 
know. But to all intents and purposes the United States owns 
Guantanamo, possesses it, is using it, and is in a gradual way 
building up a naval station. 

Mr. BACON. How does the Senator arrive at that conclusion? 

Mr. HALE. First, the estimates, and then the hearings. 

Mr. BACON. Certainly the Senator does not undertake to say 
that when territory known to belong to a foreign government is 
represented as having been ceded to the United States appro- 

riations are to be made upon hearsay or eyen upon hearings be- 
fore the committee or upon estimates sent from a Department? 
The Senator would not contend for either of those as furnishing 
sufficient evidence to authorize action by Congress in the absence 
of any official communication to Co of the fact that there 
has been a transfer of sovereignty to the United States. 

Suppose we should haye an estimate sent in by a Department 
with respect to a of some Canadian province or for a port in 
Canada on the Atlantic side, and there should be hearings before 
a committee, in which it should be said that there had been a 
cession to the Government of the United States; would the Sen- 
ator say that that was sufficient evidence upon which to proceed 
to make an appropriation for the fortification of that port? 

Mr. 5 ow—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am not in doubt as to the atti- 
tude of the Senator or the attitude of Congress. I suppose I 
know about the same as the Senator knows and the same as other 
Senators know, and the object I have in calling attention to this 
is to show the attitude which we to-day occupy in relation to this 
matter. 

We know by common newspaper report that there has been 
some 3 Of course we know the fact that in the Platt 
amendment one condition upon which the Government of the 


United States relinquished control of Cuba was that we should 
have the right to select certain ports in Cuba to be established as 
naval stations. and we have heard through the newspapers, and 
doubtless I will say that before the committee, statements have 
been made that there have been such selections made. But is 
that the prope information upon which Congress is to act?- 

Mr. President, if Cuba is an independent country—and we 
claim that she is—and in recognition of the fact we enter into 
treaties with her, there is but one way in which there can prop- 
erly be a cession of any territory of Cuba to the United States, 
and that is by a treaty entered into in the manner in which the 
Constitution of the United States says a treaty shall be entered 
into—through negotiation by the President and by the approval 
of this body. But we stand here to-day proceeding to legislate 
with reference to this matter as an accomplished fact. when we 
have not only failed to have any treaty in this way, but when we 
have failed to have any official communication whatever to us of 
the fact that there has been ceded to the United States the port of 
Guantanamo. 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator that the thing is all 
bronght out fully. The Senator asked what reason I had for as- 
suming that we should appropriate for this naval station. The 
Secretary of the Navy has gone into it very fully in the hearings 
before the Naval Committee of the House, all of whichis brought 
out in the public document which has been printed, and he states 
there just what the situation is. An arrangement has been made 
oy which a perpetual lease is to be given by the Republic of Cuba, 
if it has. not already been given, to the United States, and that 
possession has been taken in accordance with it. Quite likely 
Senators on the Foreign Relations Cominittee know more about 
what the exact status is as to the interchange of treaties or the 
actual completion and acceptance of the lease. 

Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator from Maine if he recog- 
nizes that as a proper way in which Congress should be informed 
of such a fact? 

Mr. HALE. I think Congress is informed. First, there is the 
provision of the treaty. 

Mr. BACON. What treaty? 

Mr. HALE. The Platt amendment. 

Mr. BACON. That is not a treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a legislative compact. 

Mr. BACON. That is a different matter. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. BACON. Iwas replying to the Senator from Wisconsin 
when I said it was a different matter. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HALE. I base it on what appears here by Secretary Moody 
and the provision— 

That to enable the United States to maintain the ind dence of Cuba 
and to protect the people thereof, as well as for its own defense, the Govern- 
VVV 
of the United States. 

I suppose the Senator from Massachusetts and the Senator from 
Wisconsin, as members of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and as haying more direct communication with the Secretary of 
State, can tell just how far it has proceeded. But that it has pro- 
ceeded far enough that we have taken possession to go on and 
occupy and build a naval station there I have no question what- 


ever. 

Mr. BACON. Of course we all know the facts the Senator is 
stating. I suppose I have the same information that the Senator 
from Massachusetts and the Senator from Wisconsin have, so far 
as information has been communicated to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. Iam notin any manner disputing the fact 
that these things are stated, and that they have been brought to 
our attention in that way, but the point to which I am calling 
attention is that whatever we may know about it in our private 
capacity or in our official capacity, gathered from newspaper re- 
ports or other statements sent to us by departmental officers or 
as members of a committee, those are not matters of communica- 
tion to Congress. 

There are two suggestions which Imake. The first is that, in 
my opinion, if there had been any cession, if there had been any 
sale or any lease, that is the subject-matter of a treaty. What 
the Senator has read is an agreement to make it a treaty. 


Mr. HALE. No; it is not. It does not depend upon that. This 
provides that there shall be either a sale or a lease, and it is left 


to the President. 
Mr. BACON. I am not king of that. The Platt amend- 
ment stipulated that it should be em bodied in a permanent treaty. 
Mr. SPOONER. That is another thing. 
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Mr. BACON. No, if the Senator will pardon me, it is not. 
Mr. LODGE. The Platt amendment is the law of the land. 


There is no doubt about that. It is embodied in a law passed by 
Congress, That law provided that in regard to the Isle of Pines 
we should proceed by treaty: that in regard toa further assurance 
we should make a treaty. but that in regard to lands for coaling 
or naval stations Cuba should sell or lease them to us, and it be- 
came the duty of the President—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Georgia will allow me to 
fin sh my sentence? 

Mr. BACON. Yes: of course. 

Mr. LODGE. It became the duty of the President to make an 
agreement, and that agreement has been made. 

Mr. BACON. How does the Senator know it? 

Mr. LODGE. It is so stated by the Secretary of the Navy 

Mr. BACON. Oh! 

Mr. LODGE. A person of authority. 

Mr. BACON. The Secretary of the Navy 

Mr. LODGE. Wait a moment—— 

Mr. BACON. _Is not the officer to communicate that fact to us. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I sent for the papers, 
and I have a copy of the lease and the statement of the different 
stages it has gone through. It was signed at Habana June 2, 
1903; approved by the President October 2, 1908; ratified by the 
President of Cuba August 17, 1903; ratifications exchanged at 
Washington October 6. It is just as complete a document as a 
deed of warranty when it es from the grantor to the grantee 
and has been recorded in the office of the register of deeds. 

M LODGE. And it has been transmitted to Congress by the 
President. 

Mr. BACON. The point I am making is that it has never been 
officially communicated to the Senate or to Congress, 

Mr. LODGE. It has been. It is a Senate document officially 
transmitted. 

Mr. BACON. Transmitted by whom? 

Mr. HALE. Transmitted from the Executive, 

Mr. BACON. By the President? 

2 5 LODGE. Transmitted by the President of the United 
tes. 

Mr. BACON, I did not see that. That is exactly the informa- 
tion I have been trying to get from the Senator from Maine all 
the time. I asked him in the 1 he got the infor- 
mation, and he has been insisting that he got it from the Secre- 


tary. 
Mr. HALE (reading): 
I, Theodore Roosevelt, President of the United States of America. having 
seen and considered the forego! lease, do hereby a 


pprove the same, by 
virtue of the authority conferred .— seventh of the provisions 


the relations which are to exist between the United States and Cuba, con- 
tained in the act of Congress approved March 2, 1901, entitled “An act makin: 
2 propriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 3, 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 

WASHINGTON, October $, 1903. 

Transmitted to Congress. 

Mr. BACON. Transmitted by whom? 

Mr. SPOONER. By whom could it be transmitted? 

Mr. BACON. It could be transmitted by a departmental offi- 
cer. I want to know if the President ever sent a communication 
to Congress on the subject. 

Mr. E. He has. 

Mr. BACON, Please show me the document in which he sentit. 

Mr. HALE. Here it is. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator had stated in the beginning that 
the President had transmitted it. he would have answered my in- 
quiry. But I do not still understand 

Mr. HALE. He did not bring it down here himself. He never 
does that. He sends one thing to us through the Navy Depart- 
ment and he sends another through the Treasury Department 
bs f CON. I will follow the le of distinguish 

r. BA . ollow example of my disti ished 
friend [Mr. Hate] in his lecture this afternoon 10 the Senator 
from Minnesota in calling his attention to the difference in the 
dictionary between the definition of the word * transmit and 
the word bring. I used the word transmit,” and if the Sen- 
ator will refer to the dictionary he will see that that does not 
mean the same as bring. I said “ transmit,’ not bring.“ 

Mr. HALE. He has transmitted it. 

of the Navy, 
or Con- 


Mr. BACON. This is the report of the Secre 
and if there has been any message sent to the 


Ca i 

Mr. LODGE. It is in the annual message. 

Mr. FORAKER. How do we get the report of the Secretary 
of the Navy? Was it not transmitted by the President of the 
United States? If the Senator will look at the message he will 
see that the President transmits the reports of all the Secretaries. 
That is how we get them there. 


Mr. HALE. Iam sorry the Senator from Georgia, who is an 
old Senator, does not know more about the vehicle by which we 
get things from the De ents. They are all—— 

Mr. BACON. That is not the question at all. 

Mr. HALE. That is this question. 

Mr. BACON. No, I beg the Senator’s pardon, it is not. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I think he is making 
a very fine point here on the matter of transmittal. The Presi- 
dent sends in his annual message. With that he sends in the 
reports of the Secretaries. They are not made tous. They are 
made to him. 

Mr. ALLISON. Except the report of the Secretary of the 


Mr. HALE. Except the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The reports of all the other Departments are made to the Presi- 
dent and he transmits them; and among the papers that he has 
transmitted is this report of the Secretary of the Navy, which 
recites the existing facts that the lease is based upon the law, 
that it has been entered upon and signed by all partien, that it 
has been ratified in Cuba by the Government there, that the 
President has ratified it here, and it is now in foree. If the Sen- 
ator can find any, more exhaustive method of transmitting a thing 
and of showing that it has been transmitted than I have shown 
here, then he has more ingenuity and more knowledge than I 
have. Ido not know of any better way than what has been dis- 
closed here of transmitting this lease, upon which the appropria- 
tion that Con has e is based. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no other way. 

Mr. HALE. As the Senator from Wisconsin says, I do not 
know of any other way by which the President could doit. In 
his special message at the beginning of the session he made this 
announcement. 

Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President. I come to the main point I 
had in mind and to which I now call the attention of the Senate. 
I stated before two propositions. In the first place, that any 
agreement which been made between the United States and 
Cuba was an agreement constituting a treaty which must be rat- 
ified by this body before it could be effective. Senators will re- 
member that I mentioned that. 

In the second place I had no information of the manner in which 
the fact had been communicated to us of any agreement, and I 
asked the Senator to state in what way he had received that in- 
formation. 

Passing from the point as to whether or not it has bean properly 
communicated to us, th point to which I call the attention of the 
Senate is that this isa treaty between Cuba and the United States; 
that it should properly have been sent to this body for ratifica- 
tion, and that in the failure to do so there is simply a continuance 
and an increase of the habit, not simply of the present Adminis- 
tration, but of the executive department generally under all Ad- 
ministrations, to usurp, if I may not use that term oifensively— 
I will change it to the word encroach—to encroach upon the au- 
thority of Congress and upon the Senate, and to absorb tuatauthor- 
ity to itself. 

I have here now in my hand what I have not seen before, and, 
1 did not know that it was here until the Senator gave it to me a 
moment ago. It is what he says is a lease. and I propose to read 
parts of it, at least, to the Senate, to show that it is a treaty—not 


| only in substance, but in form—executed by those who were dele- 


gated with the power to make a treaty. and using the very phrase- 
ology which is always used in the case of treaties. And yet it 
was not sent to this body for its consent, and it is not proposed 
to send it to this body. 

Mr. President. what does the Constitution mean when it says 
that a treaty may be made by the President of the United States 
by and with the adviceand consent of the Senate, two-thirds con- 
senting thereto? It means that any agreement between two coun- 
tries which shall have the effect of law shall be one requiring the 
assent of two-thirds of this body before it shall be-ome law, and 
it is intended to distinctly take away from the Executive that 
which belongs or did belong to all the executives of Europe at the 
time our Constitution was made, the treaty-making power. and 
to confer it upon the Executive only in conjunction with the 
Senate 


I will read the beginning of this agreement to show to the Sen- 
ate that my objection is not a captious one; that it is one of sub- 
stance. It is upon a par with the President giving a commission 
to a man as a minister and sending him to a foreign country while 
the Senate is in session without ever having submitted his name 
to the Senate for confirmation, if such a thing ever occurred. or 
sending him even after his name had been submitted by nomina- 
tion and before he had been confirmed. One is as much without 
authority of law as the other. 

Now, how does this agreement between the United States and 
Cuba differ froma Let us see whether or not it is a treaty. 
First, as to form. It is true it speaks of it as a lease, but you 
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can not change the substance and character of an instrument by 
a change of names. If it is an agreement between two countries 
which is intended to have the effect of law, it is a treaty, and 
this went through all the forms of a treaty. 


The United States of America and the Republic of Cuba be: 
conclude the conditions of the lease of areas of land and water for the estab- 


desirous to 


lishment of naval coaling stations in Guantanamo and Bahia Honda, the Re- 
2 of Cuba made to the United States by the a ent of February 
6-23, 1908, in fulfillment of the provisions of article 7 of the constitutional 
8 a the Republic of Cuba, haye appointed their plenipotentiaries 
end— 
The President of the United States of America, Herbert G. Squiers, envoy 
extraordinary and minister pes rege in Habana; 
And the President of the ublic of Cu 


Do Senators, who so often have to pass upon treaties, recognize 
the phraseology, the ordinary form of parties coming together in 
behalf of two governments for the purpose of making a treaty? 
Then it goes on with the enumeration of the different articles, 
and it winds up as follows: 

1 j ha i 

In 85 a gr ere ya on respective plenipotentiaries, have signed this 

Mr. SPOONER. Read that again, please. 

Mr. BACON (reading): 

In witness whereof— 

I am speaking of the signatures of the plenipotentiaries— 


In witness whereof we, the tive plenipotentiaries, have signed this 
lease and hereunto affix Sneb e X 


“eo at Habana, in duplicate in English and Spanish, this 2d day of July, 


H. G. Squrers. [SEAL.] 
José M. GARCIA MONTES. [SEAL.] 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not through, but still if the Senator wants 
to speak on this point I will yield. I wish to call attention to other 
features of the agreement. 

us SPOONER, That is what I was going to ask the Senator 
to do. 

Mr. BACON. I am going to do that because 

Mr. SPOONER. I had never seen it. 

Mr. BACON, I never saw it before. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir; with pleasure, in a moment. I had 
heard of it, but had never seen it. I think it has never been trans- 
mitted. Even if it were a proper document, even if it did not re- 

uire the approval of Congress, it has not been transmitted to the 
mate in the way in which I think it was due to the Senate that 
it should have been transmitted—by a formal Presidential message. 
It is true, as the Senator from Maine says, it is here in a depart- 
mental report, and that departmental report was transmitted by 
the President, but that is not a direct communication by the Pres- 
ident of the character which is usually employed when important 
matters are communicated to Congress, upon which they are to 
take action. 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I am 
coming to the features of the agreement. 

Mr. SPOONER. Just a moment. The Senator says it was 
transmitted to Congress, not to the Senate? 

Mr. BACON. Yes; I understand that is the case, and so far as 
that goes it is a mere matter of form. I would be perfectly con- 
tent to pass by as an inadvertence the manner of transmission; 
but the point lan troubled about, and which every Senator here 
ought to be troubled about, and which ought not to be one upon 
which we divide on party lines, is that this is a treaty and is of 
no effect until it has been properly transmitted to the Senate and 
has received the approval of two-thirds of this body. 

Now, as to the form, I have already shown that it is in the 
usual form of treaties made by parties empowered as plenipo- 
tentiaries are for the p of making treaties, exhibiting to 
each other their credentials and each agreeing that the other has 
his authority in due form. Now it goes on. In Article I there 
is an agreement—but I will read it rather than state the sub- 
stance: 

ARTICLE L 
The United States of America agrees and covenants to to the Republic 
of in gold coin o nited tai as li 
a the former shall occupy and CC 
agreemen 

While that is in pursuance of an agreement to make a lease, it 
is nevertheless a covenant between two countries, which could 
only be made by a treaty to be the law of the land. 


All private lands and other real 5 within said areas shall be ac- 
quired forthwith by the Republic of Cu 

The United States of America agrees to furnish to the Republic of Cuba 
the sums necessary for the purchase of said private lands and properties, and 
such sums shall be by the Republic of Cuba as advance payment on 
account of rental dus by virtue of agreement, 


ARTICLE II. 
The said areas shall be surveyed and their boundaries distinctly marked 
inclosures. 


dd. E E E E A inclosures 
shall be borne by the United States. E E 
‘ARTICLE III. 

The United States of America that no person, partnership, or cor- 
poration shall be permitted to establish or maintain a commercial, industrial, 
or other enterprise within said areas. 

That certainly is subject-matter of treaty agreement. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Was it transmitted to the Senate? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; it was never transmitted to the Senate. 
I repeat the sentence which I desire certain Senators to hear. 
That stipulation is a matter of treaty agreement. It is true it 
grows out of a lease, but it is a stipulation which is to have the 
effect of law in this country, a binding obligation, and one which 
can only be made by the treaty-making power. But if there were 
any doubt about it the next article is one which, it seems to me, 
puts it beyond the possibility of difference between us about it: 

ARTICLE IV. > 

Fugitives from justice charged with crimes or misdemeanors amenable to 
Cuban law, refuge within said areas, shall be delivered by the 
United States authorities on demand by duly authorized Cuban 3 — 

Is it possible that any Senators can divide on party lines on a 
question of that kind, as to whether that is a treaty stipulation, 
which can only be made by a properly executed and approved 
treaty? It is an absolute extradition stipulation. 

On the other hand— 


Mark the other side now—the reciprocal agreement on the 
of Cuba— ms 


committed within said areas, taking re in Cuban arnor shall on de- 
mand be delivered up to duly authorized United States authorities, 

Ido not know whether I should stop to discuss Article IV or 
not. Iam in doubt whether by discussing I should assume that 
any Senator will for a moment doubt or dispute the proposition 
that itis a treaty provision. There is a plain reciprocal extradi- 
tion treaty on the one part, and on the other something that never 
was conceived of before as possible, except through a treaty prop- 
erly made and properly consented to by the Senate. 

ARTICLE V. 

Materials of all kinds, merchandise, stores, and munitions of war spores 
into said areas for exclusive use and consumption therein shall not be sub- 
ject to payment of customs duties nor any other fees or charges, and the ves- 
sels which may carry same shall not be subject to payment of port, tonnage, 
ancho; or other fees, except in cuse said vessels shall be disc with- 
out the ts of said area; and said vessels shall not be discharged without 
the limits of said areas otherwise than through a A Das port of entry of the 
Republic of Cuba, when both -p and vessel shall be subject to ali Cuban 
customs laws and regulations an 

It is further agreed that such materials, merchandise, sto: and muni- 

shall not be transported from said areas into Unban territory. 
ARTICLE VI. 

Except as provided in the preceding article, vessels entering into or de- 
parting from the bays of Guantanamo and Bahia Honda within the limits of 

ban territory shall be subject exclusively to Cuban laws and authorities, 
and orders emanating from the latter in all that 5 police, customs, 
or health, and authorities of the United States paoe no obstacle in the 
way of en and departure of said vessels except in case of a state of war. 

ARTICLE VII. 

This lease shall be ratified and the ratifications shall be exchanged in the 
city of W. n within seven months from this date, 

witness whereof, etc. 

Then follows the approval of the President: 


I, Theodore Roosevelt, President of the United States of America, having 
seen and considered the foregoing lease, do hereby approve the same, by 
virtue of the authority conferred by the seventh of the provisions defining 
the relations which are to exist between the United States and Cuba, con- 
tained in the act of Congress approved March 2, 1901, entitled “An act mak- 
— eration for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 

: THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

WASHINGTON, October 2, 1903. 

That approval was doubtless made in good faith by the Presi- 
dent, but it was none the less an approval which could have no 
effect to make it law and binding on the United States. The 
agreement, being essentially and necessarily a treaty, could only 
become law, binding in its terms and effect, when consented to 
and advised by two-thirds of the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is another lease— 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the Senator allow me to read just from 
that reference? 

Mr. BACON. I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. I will 
yield to the Senator from Maryland in a moment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is another lease of a differ- 
ent date, establishing the boundaries, which has nothing in it 
except the establishment of boundaries. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not know whether the Sen- 
ator had that lease, 

Mr. BACON. I will be very frank and say to the Senator from 
Connecticut, and to other Senators, that my object in calling the 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2873 


attention of the Senate to this matter was not for the purpose of 
defeating this item of appropriation, because I have the moral 
certainty of the fact, which has been stated by the Senator from 
Maine and known to other Senators, as to what has occurred. 
But, in the first place, I had not the information, and I still do 
not have it, that we have been properly informed of it; and,in the 
second place, and more particularly (I might say that without this 
I should have said nothing), I heard casually, never having 
seen this document, that it did contain these provisions, which 
were provisions which could not possibly be of force, according 
to my view, unless they had been put into a treaty properly ne- 
gotiated, submitted to the Senate, and consented to in the way 
prescribed by the Constitution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will-the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. I yield the floor to the Senator. 

Nr. SPOONER. I do not wish to take the floor. I only want 
to ask the Senator whether he is not of the opinion that this agree- 
ment, whatever may be its form, is valid so far as it leases or at- 
tempts to lease to the United States a coaling station? If invalid, 
it must be under those provisions concerning which no authority 
was conferred, or perhaps would be conferred, upon the Presi- 
dent by the Platt amendment. Thatis the question, and the only 
question, which has to do with the question of appropriations. 

Mr. BACON. My judgment is that while, of course, the agree- 
ment would be binding on Cuba from the fact that it was a con- 
dition upon which we had surrendered the military control of the 
island and turned it over to its own people, that fact alone is not 
one which would authorize that which the Senator spoke of just 
now as a legislative compact between two nations, so as to take 
it out of the class known as ‘‘ treaties.” In other words, I do not 
recognize the fact that Great Britain and the United States can 
enter into’a legislative compact unless that compact is put into the 
form of a treaty and consented to by the Senate. 

I do recognize the fact that Cuba could enter into an agreement 
with us which would not rise to the dignity of a treaty and not 
require the formality of a treaty at the time she consented to the 
Platt amendment, as we call it for purposes of brevity and perfect 
identity, because she was not then in a condition in which she 
could make a treaty. Cuba could not make a treaty at the time 
the Platt amendment was consented to by her, but she could con- 
sent to a condition by which she would be put into a position 
where she could thereafter make a treaty. t fact, I am sure, 
is recognized by Senators who were not only familiar with the 
Platt amendment, but were instrumental in devising it and con- 
structing it. 

The Platt amendment itself contains a provision which recog- 
nizes the very legal status which I have spoken of, that while it 
would exact this as a condition before the United States would take 
certain action, Cuba should make the treaty thereafter, when after 
that change of condition she should have the power to make a 
trea 


Now, this lease is executed at the time when Cuba was em- 
powered to make a treaty, and I think that any cession of terri- 
tory, whether it be a permanent cession accompanied by absolute 
sovereignty or a temporary cession accompanied by partial sov- 
ereignty given by one nation to another, must necessarily be a 
treaty. The Senator from Connecticut has just pointed out to 
me that there is another one. Is this the one? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think it is there. Ihave 
sent for it. 

Mr. BACON. I understand from the Senator from Connecticut 
that there is another paper which has one of these provisions in it. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are two papers. I have sent to the com- 
mittee for those papers to see exactly what they are. 

Mr. BACON. . President, I hope that what I have presented 
has relieved me from the imputation, which was plainly made by 
the Senators on the other side of the Chamber, that I was making 
a captious objection. Ithinkitisa matter of the gravest moment 
that this Senate should not in any manner surrender its right to 
approve or disapprove any agreement between this country and 
any other country, because any agreement which is to have the 
effect of law must necessarily be a treaty, and the function of this 
Senate to advise and consent to such a treaty, or to reject it, is 
not to be defeated by calling a treaty by some other name. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] asked me a ques- 
tion which I probably have not answered as directly as I should. 
He asked whether, in so far as this paper is designed to convey a 
lease to this Government, I consider that effective without the 
ratification of the Senate, and I do not know that I haye answered 
it concisely. 3 

Therefore I will t what I said, much see pane ay I 
think that any agreement by which territory is either tem- 
porarily or permanently, by any government to this Government 
must necessarily be in its essence and nature and substance a 
treaty, and should be negotiated in the same way and 1 7 — 
in the same way; and as a member of the Senate it would be my 


opinion that that ought to be pot in the form of a treaty, and 
ought to be sent to this Senate and receive its sanction in the man- 
ner provided by law. 

So far as this particular appropriation is concerned, while it is 
proper that the matter I have spoken of should be called to the 
attention of the Senate, it is not my design to move to strike it 
out. But I do think that we ought never to pass—and I would 
object if there were a Democrat in the White House as quickly 
as I would when there is a Republican there—we ought never to 
pass without protest and resistance anything which looks like an 
encroachment upon the proper function of the Senate in so 
solemn a matter as the execution and ratification of a treaty. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state that the papers, which are 
agreements made in reference to these lands, were sent to me in 
response to a letter from myself to the Secretary of State. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think perhaps 
the facts in this case ought clearly to appear. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There was a lease made of this 
Guantanamo property prior to what is called the “lease,” to which 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has alluded. On the 16th 
of February, 1903, there was an agreement made between the 
United States of America and the Republicof Cuba. It does not 
seem to have proceeded along the same lines as the subsequent 
agreement. ere was nothing said in it about plenipotentiaries 
having been appointed. It referred exclusively to the boundaries 
of the 3 territory to be leased for a N station, and I 
think, perhaps, to make this entire subject clear, I ought to read 
that entire agreement or lease. It is as follows: 


CUBA COALING AND NAVAL STATIONS. 


Agreement between the United States of America and the a of Cuba 
for the lease (subject to terms to be agreed upon by the two ts 
to the United States of landsin Cuba for coaling and navalstations. Si 
by the President of Cuba February 16, 1903. Signed by the President of 
the United States February 23, 1903. 

Agreement between the United States of America and the Republic of Cuba 
Ha the lease (subject to terms to be agreed upon by the two Governments) 

desirous 


Cuba for coaling and naval stations. 
The United States of America and the Republic of Cuba, being 
to execute fully the provisions of Article VII of the act of Congress approved 
March 2, 1901, and of Article VII of the appendix to the constitution of the 
Republic of Cuba prom: ted on the 20th of May, 1902, which provide: 
“ARTICLE VII. To enable the United States to maintain the independence 
of Cuba, and to protect the le thereof, as well as for its own defense, the 
J ͤ (vb pointe, ws be apeesd apes 
‘or coal or nav ns, at ce: Spe ts, 
with the President of the United States" i 
have reached an agreement to that end, as follows: 


ARTICLE I. 


ae 3 of Cuba pei 3 to mg pd ees for tia time re- 
uired for the purposes of coaling and navya. ions, ribed 
98... MENA L INO MASA OT OOS 

First. In Guantanamo (see Hy hic Office chart 1857): 

From a pas on the south coast 4.87 nautical miles to the eastward of 
haber int get, oint Light-House, a line running north (true) a distance of 4.25 
nautical miles; 

From the northern extremity of this line a line running west (true) a dis- 
ons the rears cee f this last line a li th 

m the western e; 0 ine i est 
(true) 3.31 nautical miles; F 

From the southwestern extremity of this last line a line running south 
(true) to the seacoast. 

This lease shall be subject to all the conditions named in Article II of this 


ated to the westward of a line running south (true) from the north coast at 
a distance of thirteen hundred yards east (true) from the crest of Cerro del 
Morrillo and all the adjacent waters touching upon the coast line of the 
above-described peninsula and including the estuary south of Punta del 
* with the control ot the head waters as necessary for sanitary and 
or other pu ; E 
And in addition all that piece of land and its adjacent waters on the west- 
ern side of the entrance to Bahia Honda included between shore line and a 
line running north and south (true) to low-water marks through a point 
which is west (true), distant 1 nautical mile from Punta del Cayman. 


ARTICLE II. 


The grant of the foregoing article shall include the right to use and occup: 
the — adjacent to said areas of land and water Sad to improve = 
deepen the entrances thereto and the anchorages therein and generally to do 
any and all necessary to fit the premises for use as coaling or naval 
3 "the Gaben trade shall have free passage thr th 

essels e n the e ve free ou 0 
waters oa aA within this grant, s 


ARTICLE III. 

While on the one hand the United States recognizes the continuance of 
the ultimate sovereignty of the ublic of Cuba over the above-described 
areas of land and water, on the other hand the uublic of Cuba consents 
that during the period of the occupation by the United States of said areas 
under the terms of this agreement the United States shall exe com- 
plete jurisdiction and control over and within said arcas, with the right to 
acquire (under conditions to be hereafter agreed upon by the two Govern- 
ments) for the public purposes of the United Statesany land or other property 
therein by purchase or by exercise of eminent domain, with full compensa- 
ee ie a — signed by the President of the Republi 

me in dup) a 0 ent o. e ic 

ba the léth day of February, 193° = 
SEAL.] T. ESTRADA PALMA. 
Signed by the President of the United States the 23d of February, 1903. 
[SEAL] THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
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The document which the Senator has read was a lease to the 
United States by the Government of Cuba of certain areas of 
land and water for naval or coaling stations in Guantanamo and 
Bahia Honda.“ which was signed at Habana July 2, 1903; ap- 
proved by the President October 2. 1903; ratified by the President 
of Cuba August 17. 1903, and ratifications exchanged at Wask- 

n October 6, 1903. 

r. BACON. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, I think the proper 
status of those papers is this: That the first paper is an entirely 
proper paper as a protocol; in other words, a preliminary to a 
treaty. It fixes the status. especially in a case like this, where 
tery is an obligation which Cuba itself could not evade. I think 
the situation wiil be made all right if that is recognized as a pro- 
tocol and is accepted as the document under which this appro- 
priation is proceeding, and if hereafter there should be negotiated 
and sent to the Senate a subsequent paper as a treaty. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I desire to say 
that I think there is very great force in the claim of the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] that some of the provisions of the sec- 
ond paper are such as are proper only for a treaty. I think the 
provisions about the extradition of criminals, customs dues, and 
tonnage dues are scarcely subjects which can be fairly included 
within the provisions of a lease: but I do think that er the act 
of Congress adopted here, and also put in the Cuban constitution, 
which provided that Cuba would sell or lease to the United States 
such land for naval or coaling stations as might be agreed upon 
with the President of the United States, and conferred such 

wers upon him—such a lease might be executed without send- 
ing it to the Senate to be ratified as a treaty. I do not think, 
however, that provisions which are usually included in treaties 
should be incorporated into such a lease without its ratification 
by the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will take the liberty of putting the first 
p which has been read by the Senator from Georgia, in the 

ECORD. 

Mr. BACON. As I have read that paper, it will necessarily go 
in the R “CORD. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

Mr. NELSON and Mr. McCOMAS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. N res ye recognized. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I thonght the Senator from Georgia still had 
the floor: and I wish him to yield to me for a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the 
Senator from Georgia to yield the floor. 

Mr. BACON. I did yield it. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I beg the indulgence of the 
Senate. althongh it is rather late, to submit a few observations in 
reply to some of the statements which were made by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate}. 

The Senator said or intimated that I had violated some of the 
principles of neutrality by calling the attention of the Senate, in 
a brick way to the fact that our commercial interests were to a 
large extent in the Orient and were identical with those of Japan, 
China, and Engla d. The Senator seemed to think that that was 
a gross breach of the principles of 5 but in the same 
breath, and while taking me to task for that. he called the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the great danger to us in case Japan should 
be victorious. He intimated to us—I can not quote his exact 
language—that Japan was snch an ambitious power that. in his 
opinion, we have more to fear from that country than from any 
other. I submit to the Senate that if there was any violation of 
the principles of neutrality on my part, I think the Senator from 
Maine violated them as strongly on his side. 

I want to say further, Mr. President, that in the remarks I 
made I did not intend to imply that our Government should take 
any other attitude than it has taken. We onght to have a navy 
to rve strict neutrality in that controversy. 

Bat aside from that question, when we are discussing a matter 
of this kind we have a right to look in the direction where our 
commercial 5 lie. We ats now become 3 pes 9 
facturin 525 producing nation the greatest on the face of the 
earth, Our productive capacity is far in excess of our home de- 
mand, of our local market. 

We have got to look abroad. In Europe we have almost ex- 
hausted ourselves: we have almost got to * the end of our rope. 
Owing to the hostile tariff legislation which some of the Euro- 


countries have enacted, and more that is threatened, and, as all 


e Senator from New York [Mr. Depew] intimated to-day. such 
as the changed policy that is likely to take place in England. and 
owing to the commercial jealousies which exist in the countries 
of the old world we are subject to great competition and have 

t diffienlties. The great field for American commerce and 

or the extension of our trade lies in the Orient. That is not a 
new gospel, as the Senator from Maine seems to indicate, but it 
is an old Democratic gospel. Away back in 1854, under a Demo- 


cratic Administration, when Japan was a sealed book and a closed 
door to us, Commodore Perry was sent there by our Government 
to open Japan to the commerce of the United States and to the 
commerce of the world. In opening the doors of Japan we opened 
the eyes of those people to the benefits of western civilization and 
western progress. 

We can see the difference, Mr. President. While Japan was in 
that condition, in a feudal state, with a closed door, we had no 
commerce and traffic with her at all. Since then our commerce 
with that country has grown and grown; and. as Japan has be- 
come civilized, progressive, and enlightened, we have secured an 
extensive commerce with her. 

The Senator from Maine intimates that our commerce in the 
Orient is not of much consequence. It may not be as yet as large 
as our commerce with Europe, but the figures I have here indi- 
cate what we may expect in the future. 

In 1892 our total commerce with oriental countries was $102,- 
583.634. and in 1903, eleven years later, it was $213,701,048, more 
than double in eleven years: and, mind you, that increase occurred 
while the Boxer rebellion was on in China. which prevented the 
full measure of trade that we should otherwise have had with 
those countries. 

Look at the territory in the Orient, China proper consisting of 
eighteen or nineteen provinces, with 1,353.3 0 square miles anda 
population of 383,000,000; there is Manchuria. with an area of 
362,000 square miles and a population of between seven and eight 
million: there is Korea, with an area of 82.000 square miles, as 
big as the State of Minnesota, which I have the honor in part to 
represent here, and with a population of over 10,000,000. Then 
there is little Japan, progressive, the Yankee of the Orient—little 
Japan, with an area of 162.000 square miles and 30.000.000 people. 

ight here in the midst of this beehive of humanity, right at 
its very doors. are our own possessions—the Philippine Islands. 
With those islands in our possession we are placed in a position 
to dominate the trade of the Orient. Manila and the Philippine 
Islands being in our i. they will be-ome the jobbing and 
distributing center of the oriental countri-s: and we need a navy, 
not for the purpose of keeping peace in the Philippine Islands— 
for peace reigns there to-day—but we need a navy, as all countries 
do, to look after our commerce and our commercial interests in 
foreign waters. 

Mr. President. there is no part of the globe where we can hope 
to make such commercial conquests and acquisitions for the next 
twenty-five years as in the Orient, and with the Panama Canal 
constructed, as we are now about constructing it, it will place the 
cities of the Atlantic seaboard—Boston, New York. Baltimore, 
New Orleans and the other cities on the Gulf—as close to the 
large commercial centers of the Orient, Yokohama and Shanghai, 
as London and Bremen and the other great cities of Europe are 
by way of the Suez Canal. Can we aiford to fritter away this 
commerce? Then Senators say disorder prevails in the Philippines: 
that war is there: that we ought to let go of that country. Let 
me read a brief statement here. I shall not weary the Senate. I 
read from a document lately presented to the Senate by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper] and printed. It was pre- 
pared by Henry Gannett, chief geographer, United States Geolog- 
ical Survey, and assistant director of the Philippine census. 
will first read what form of government they have in the Philip- 
pee Islands, and then show you the conditions which prevail 
there. 


The islands are organized into forty civil provinces. the city of Manila, and 
the semimili ,semicivil provines of Mindanao—forty-two n all. The civil 
provinces are divided into nearly 1,000 pued os, wich resemb e in certain 
ways our New En d towns, These are in turn subsivided into nearly 


14,000 barrios or villages. 
The chief executive officer is the civil or, whojsaided by four Amer- 
icans, who serve as executive heads of eee e with the title of secre- 


heads. judiciary 
Americans, but contains several able 3 
pinos, 


province, e chief officers of the 
identes 


ernor has the right to suspend or remove any officer, whether elected or ap- 
pointed, and to fill the thus created, 
Throughont, in the vernment, cial government, and pu- 


and the clerical positions are in the main 

Filipinos, who make excellent clerks. 

So much for the government. Now, on the 

whether war or peace prevails in that country 

brief statement: $ 
The question has been 


mestion as to 
shall read a 


ya lhe ead tell he 24 
a great m'sappr-hension eee 
f a few garrisoned it is —.— 7 N S 
of a few ous fur w. a 
aa Caria be fur Ber frome the Eat ‘The fact D that in the portion of 
the islands inhabited by the civilized peoples—i. e., three-fourths of their 
area at least—a white man is as safe in traveling or living as in Arizona or 
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Colorado or Montana. He may go about with perfect freedom. Not only 
that. but the people are ready and anxious to show him hospitality. The 


Filipino from whom he asks a 
him of his best. 
“Buenas dias 
ae am not a Spanish scholar, but I suppose that means Good 

y 7 2 2 
and are very proud if their salutation is returned. Among the wild people 
the situation is much the same, although here it is better to send notice of 
one’s coming in advance and to bear some sort of credentials. With these 
3 there is no more danger than in traveling on the reserve ofa 

be of friendly Indians. 

To illustrate the situation, the work of the provincial treasurers is in- 
stanced. Each of these (they are all Americans) is required by his business 
to visit every pueblo of his province, and such a trip may involve hundreds 
of miles of travel overland on horseback or si carromata. So far as known 
no treasurer has ever been molested, although he often carries much money 
abont him. The provincial supervisors, also Americans, are obliged to travel 
everywhere, as are many other civil officersof the government. At thepres- 
ent o Americans are all over the islands on one errand or another, public 
or pms No one thinks of danger or provides against it beyond perhaps 
putting a revolver in his pocket. 

This shows, Mr. President, that we have established a good 
government in the Philippine Islands and that law and order pre- 
vail there. 

Mr. President, aside from the mere commercial interests in- 
volved in this question, there is the great moral question that 
was involved in the acquisition of the Philippine ds. We 
are settling that as becomes a great nation. en we acquired 
those islands from Spain, we were confronted by a great moral 
problem, which was this: Could we as a civilized nation dare to 
turn those Filipinos back to the Spaniards? That would have 
been cruelty of the grossestand most oppressive kind. Could we 
afford to turn them over to themselves in their condition? They 
knew nothing about eunas They were practically, as you 
might say, a mob. To turn them over to themselves would have 
been a matter of political suicide and destruction. To abandon 
them would have been to make them the spoil of the contention 
and plunder of the great nations of Europe. Manifestly wecould 
not do that. There was only one honorable, upright, and manly 
thing for the great American people to do, and that was just 
what we did—take the country, occu wae civilize the people, 

ive them a good government, and establish law and order there. 
hat is exactly what we have done, 

With that country in our possession and under our rule, Mr. 
President, we have got such a footing in the Orient that we can 
dominate and control that trade. ving that e er we 
need a fleet, not to take care of the Philippine ds, to keep 
them in our possession and to preserve peace and order there, but 
we need a fleet in eastern waters to look after our commercial 
interests, to subserve them, and take care of them. 

So, Mr. President, with all due respect to the Senator from 
Maine, I want to say to him that nothing in the past history of 
Tapan, since Commodore Perry opened the doors of that country, 
will afford any ground for him to imagine that the American 
people need apprehend any danger from that point. 

ith Japan we have the open door, and have had it for years. 
With China, under the recent treaty, we have the open door, 
thank God, on liberal conditions, and we are not entirely out of 
Manchuria, as the Senator from Maine intimates. Under the re- 
cent treaty ratified by the Senate we get two treaty ports—An- 
tung, near the mouth of the Yalu River,and Mukden, the capital 
of the Province of Sheng King. It is really the principal town in 
Manchuria. There is no country that has greater interests in the 
Orient than we have, and it is necessary that the American na- 
tion should exercise a moral infiuence, and a moral influence 
comes from the fact not only that we are a great and strong na- 
tion, but from the fact that we have a good, aggressive navy. I 
think every American citizen who believes in the progres and 
prosperity and growth of the country, who wants to build up our 
country, tand West, North and South, and to promote its in- 
terests in all quarters of the globe, ought to do his utmost to build 
up our Navy. We can never have it any too large. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 

uestion is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator 
m Wisconsin | Mr. QUARLES] to the amendment. 

Mr. QUARLES. I desire to suggest a verbal change in the 

amendment which I offered to this bill. It is inline 5 of the 
rinted amendment, to strike out the word school“ and insert 
in lieu thereof the word *‘ station.” 

Mr. HALE. Yes; thatis right. If the Senator had not made 
that motion, I should have made it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: Without objection, that verbal 
change will be made. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment of 


the committee. 
I move to lay on the table the amendment 


ht's lodging feels highly honored and gives 


The men salute him as he passes, and the children ery 


Mr. HOPKINS. 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Illinois to lay on the table the 


amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin to the amend- 
ment. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agreeing 
to 5 amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very desirous of getting this bill out of the 
way of other matters in which Senators are greatly interested. 
I hoped to pass it to-night. The Senator from Colorado pe. 
PATTERSON] tells me that at this hour there are two or 
amendments which he wishes to propose to the bill, but that he 
is not ready with his facts and desires that it shall go over until 
Monday morning. Iam disappointed that we can not pass the 
bill to-night. But the only subject that has been really in con- 
troversy has been disposed of. Therefore I shall ask the Senate 
to take up the bill the first thing on Monday morning. 

I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 7, 1904, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, March 6, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupkx, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, reported a bill (H. R. 13521) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
year ending June 80, 1905, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, and, with the accompanying report, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] may have the privilege of 
filing the views of the minority of the committee on this bill. 

Mr. MANN. Are points of order reserved on the bill? 

The SPEAKER. e momen 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I want to reserve all points of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say that the gentleman from 
io has the right to file the views of the minority, if they 
are ready. 

Mr. MOON of ‘Tennessee. Very well; I file them now, and I 
desire to reserve points of order on the bill. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved upon the bill 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. BOUTELL 
in the chair) and resumed the consideration of House bill No. 12684, 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHER I notice on page 2928 of the RECORD that the 
amendment in reference to the Uinta Reservation contains the 
words October 1, 1904. It should read October 1, 1905.” I 
think it is a misprint. It should be corrected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk informs the Chair that in the 
bill the language is 1905.“ 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, on the same page is an amendment pro- 
yiding for the Fai of $5,000 out of the judgment in favor of 
the New York Indians, for the purpose of ascertaining the bene- ` 
ficiaries of that judgment. The amendment should have pro- 
vided that the appropriation be immediately available. I ask 
unanimous consent that the amendment be considered as adopted 
in that form. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Yorkasks unani- 
mous consent to insert in the amendment to which he has referred 
the words to be immediately available.“ Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none? 

Mr. MANN. I notice, Mr. Chairman, that in the left-hand 
column of page 2927 of the RECORD, in an amendment which I 
offered, the language as 2 is San Francisco, Chicago, and 
St. Louis.“ It should “San Francisco, Chicago, and New 
York.” It was so read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed by the Clerk that it 
so appears in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the printed bill, on page 41, which has 
been passed over, the word *‘ building,” in line 12, should have 
been buildings. That is a printer’s mistake. I ask unani- 
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mous consent that the correction be made by inserting ‘ build- 
ings instead of building.“ 

ze CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the correction will be 
mage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am advised that an amendment, which was 
agreed to, in line 6, page 2, providing for a change of the word 
„seven“ to the word eight,“ has been made in the bill to change 
ti Sgven“ to Rix. * 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that eight“ is the 
word appearing in the bill. 
ere SHERMAN. That is correct. That is what the Recorp 

ows. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
33 piena a 5 6 ine 
establishment of new schools under the control of the tribal school boards 
and the Department of the Interior, the sum of $100.00, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to be placed in the hands af the Secretary of the Interior 
and disbursed by him under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe. 
Mr. LITTLE. Ioffer the amendment which I sent to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
in line 17, insert, after the word “ nations," the following: 
ane making provision for the attendance of children of noncitizens 
ere ” 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I regard the amendment that I 
have offered not only as of the highest importance, but as en- 
abling the Secretary of the Interior in a large measure to carry 
out the don that he evidently has in mind. The situation is 
about this: This appropriation to aid the Choctaws, Chickasaws, 
etc., in the establishment of new schools and in continuing their 
present schools amounts to $ 00.000. The rural schools in that 
country often have not enough Indian pupils to sustain or main- 
tain them, and the noncitizen is entirely excluded from attend- 
ance upon these schools. Now, with this amendment to the pro- 
vision. which will enable the Secretary of the Interior, under such 
rules as he may prescribe, to permit the attendance of noncitizen 
children upon the Indian schools, that difficulty will be obviated. 
In other words, if in the management of the schools it is found 
necessary or feasible to do so, noncitizen children can be admitted 
into the Indian schools upon terms that the Secretary may pre- 
scribe for payment, and this money may be used in part to assist 
in the carrying on of the union of the children in the schools. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think if the gentleman will read the law he 
will come to the conclusion that that can be done as the law now 
stands. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think it important to relieve the Secretary of 
any embarrassment on that point. The provision inany event is 
not absolutely mandatory; it isleftat last in the discretion of the 
school board: but I want the Secretary to feel free about the mat- 
ter. because I believe he ought to doit. I believe it to be to the 
best interest not only of the noncitizen children but of the citi- 
zen children of that country. 

Mr. CURTIS. I will withdraw any objection to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LITTLE. Iam glad to hear the gentleman say so, because 
I rezard it as of very great importance. since these children must 
in the near future beconie patrons of the same common schools 
of the same common State. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 2. That no of ew for which app: ations are herein 
made, exceeding in the aggregate $00 in value at any one time, shall be made 
without first giving at least three weeks’ public notice by advertisement, ex- 
cept in case of exigency, when, in the discretion of the Secretary of the In- 


made from Indians, under the direction of 
The CHAIRMAN. In line 20. page 46, if there be no objection, 
the Clerk will correct a . error, changing the word 
„purchase to purch ae 
re was no objection. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
BEC. 7. That no of the moneys herein a) ted for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations shall be available or expended unless expended without regard 
— than a Government 


to the attendance of any beneficiary at any school 
school 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of 
order against the section just read, section 7. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the gentleman's point of order? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That it is not to any part 
of the bill and that it is new legislation. If it is not new legisla- 
tion, then it is unnecessary to put it in here. If it is new legisla- 
tion, it is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, if it were legislation, of 


course it would not be in order. It it not legislation; it is a lim- 
itation u the appropriation carried in this bill, and this bill 
only, I imagine it is not to cite to the present occu- 
t of the chair any rulings upon that point. There has never 
a break in the of rulings which hold that it is in order 
to place any limitation that Congress desires upon any appropri- 
ation in any bill. It is not legislation. It does not e upon 
its face, the text does not state, that it applies to anything other 
than the moneys appropriated in this bill. There can be no doubt 
about its being y and simply a limitation, and not legislation; 
and as a limitation no one, it seems to me, will contend that it 
is out of order on this bill. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will refer the 
Chair to a ruling made by Mr. Moody when a Member of this 
House. found on page 1472 of the Record of the Fifty. sixth Con- 
gress, upon this very question. 

TE Ane Soe ae tee ELT -fourth Congress this law was 
enacted: 

It is hereby declared to be the settled policy of the Government to here- 
after make no appropriation whatever for education in any sectarian schools. 

It is the purpose and object of section 7 of the bill under con- 
sideration to permit the funds appropriated by it to be used for 
the purpose of supporting Indians who may be in some sectarian 
school. Therefore it is new legislation, and subject to the point 
of order that I have made. think this ruling made by Mr. 
Moody clearly demonstrates that fact. If it is not new legislation, 
then it is unnecessary. because the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the Secretary of the Interior construe the law as it now stands, 
and it would be useless to enact something intoa statute that does 
not change existing law. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think my friend from Texas 
does not properly differentiate between a statutory provision and 
a lim tation upon an a iation. 

Congress in ri gato money is not bound to follow any 

t appropriation is concerned. Congress may 

a f a yara where the object of the appropriation is legally pro- 

ed for, or they may omit to appropriate. may omit 
as they see fit. 

Of course the provision can relate only to the particular appro- 

iation during the fiscal year for which it is made. To say that 

must be bound by a law heretofore made would prac- 
tically nullify the authority of one Congress. We might prevent, 
if that were so. a subsequent from enacting any legisla- 
tion. I think we had a very striking illustration here only a few 
days ago of the right and the will of Congress to appropriate or 
to fail to a priate in accordance with statute. ith rare pa- 
triotism and with more or less heroism, Congress, although the 
law specifically provided for the payment of mileage to itself, re- 
frained from maxing that appropriation here. Weare not bound 
simply because a statute says that a salary is so much or that the 
work shall be done: a subsequent Congress is not bound to a 
propriate for the continuance of that work. We may do it. 0 
can do as we will about it. And where the provision in its text 
shows that it is a limitation, confined to the year. not the calen- 
dar year, but the fiscal year. it is clearly. in my judgment. a lim- 
itation upon that appropriation or anything else in a statutory 
provision. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a questi n? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. In line 11. I would like the gentle- 
man to explain what is the meaning of this language: 

Unless expended without regard to the attendance of any beneficiary at 
any school other than a Government school. 

Now, what is the meaning of the term “expended without re- 
gard?’’ Does not that mean a change of existing law? If you re- 
gard the present law, then you must not maxe an appropriation 
for children that attend a sectarian school. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It means, as far as this appropriation is cm- 
cerned and for this one year only, the Secretary must e d it in 
a certain manner, and gress can determine any kind of man- 
ner it desires the appropriation expended during the fiscal year. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But this is a plain statute that you 

ropose to change, 

Mr. SHERMAN, It does not make any difference if there is. 
Congress can put a limitation. if it so desires. on the expenditures 
within the fiscal year, contrary to statutory provision. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It would change existing law, and 
if this provision is enacted into a law, it would change existing 
law for this vear. 

Mr.SHERMAN. That could be done. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas (continuing). Ido not think, Mr. 
Chairman. that we have the right to do that; and I believe that 
the point of order should be sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. BouTEeLL). The Chair is ready to rule. 
The point of order made against this paragraph by the gentleman 
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from Texas has been made upon two grounds, First, that the 
matter referred to in this paragraph is not germane to the bill. 
The gentleman from Texas did not press that point in his argu- 
meet in favor of the point of order. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I did not waive, by any means, if | witho: 


the Chair will permit the statement, that it was well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
to that point 
the Chair that the matter referred to is.clearly germane to the 


provisions of this bill, which is a bill dealing with the education = 
of the Indians, with the whole subject of appropriations for the | the southeast. quarter 


education and maintenance of the Indians. 


The second point made by the gentleman from Texas is that Sii 


the section is new legislation. It seems to the Chair that this 
section contains simply a limitation upon the appropriation re- 
ferred to. A recent occupant of this chair, on the 25th of Febru- 
ary last, reviewed all the decisions of the House relating to the 
distinction between limitations and new legislation. The Chair 
calls the attention of the committee to the summing up by Mr. 
OLYSTED, of Pennsylvania, in his decision. Mr. OLMSTED said: 

The Chair willcallattention to the distinction between a limitation upon an 
appropriation and a positive enactment which limits the powers of Govern- 
ment officers er laws. A mere limitation of the a on 
in order. There is no obligation on the House to a 
therefore it may provide that the money appropria it 
in any except such manner as may be specified in the bill. 
best ex the negative,as that the appropriation shall 
able used in a certain way. That lea ves an option. The can 
used or not used, but if used it must be in the manner specified. No law is 
changed, because there is no obligation to expend the money at all. 

It appears, therefore, that the latest ruling by a chairman of 
the committee on this question, in summing up all the previous 
decisions on this point, makes it perfectly clear that an appropria- 
tion is subject to such limitation as that in this para- 
gra h. The Chair is of the opinion that if this provision stood by 

and did not aoe limit the i 
tion made by this bill, it would be new legislation and 
subject to the point of order, But has the right to ap- 
propriate money for the purposes authorized by law in any sums 
it chooses. It the right to refuse to appropriate any money. 
It has the right, in 3 with — line of rage Arma ae 
cisions, to appropriate money for a ific purpose expe 
on certain conditions, and 16 is left with the officer having in 
charge such expenditure to determine himself whether or not the 
expenditure shall be made. In accordance with the line of 
cisions relating to limitations, which seem to be uniform, the 
Chair feels constrained to overrule the point of order. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I unanimous consent, on 

page 48, in line 10, that the word contains should be con- 
tain.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to correct a typographical error in line 10, page 48. 
Without objection, the correction will be made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 10. That J h M. Campbell, a Santee Indian, may purchase, upon 
such terms and conditions as the of Interior may prescribe, a 
five acres from lands reserved for the Santee 


the land upon which the improvements of said 

are ted, and the Secretary of thn A oea kaas apushina — 
vey said tract to the said Campbell by patent in fee. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 


ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The eman from Nebraska offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word fee,“ in line 14, add “and regret pow Sage a Santee 
Indian, may, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, purchase, upon 
such terms and conditions as the Secre of the Interior may prescribe, a 
tract of notexceeding 5 acres from the reserved for the Santee Agency, 
Nebr., including the land which the improvements of said Stephen 
Blacksmith are ted, the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to 
convey said tract to the said Blacksmith by patent in fee.” 

Mr. HINSHAW. I understand this man Blacksmith stands in 
the same relation as Joseph M. Campbell in the section which has 
just been read. These men, I understand, were employed by the 
Government and erected some improvements on the land, and 
this isa provision to allow them to purchase not to exceed 5 acres 
each of the land upon which the improvements.are located; but 
in this amendment here it is provid 
dis-retion of the Secretary of the Interior, so that the whole mat- 
ter is left to him to determine finally. These two Indians live in 
the Third Congressional district of Nebraska, represented by Mr. 
McC:r2tHy. who knows something about the facts in the case, 
and it is at his ion and instance this is desired to be done. 
I hope the amendment will be inserted. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to follow after the amendment already adopted. 

heCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 


The Chair, however, deems it best to refer martha 
made by the gentleman from Texas. It seems to | east 


diture of an appropria- | Pente 


that it may be done in the | su 


The Clerk read as follows: 
‘That all restrictions upon the sale of land of the 
who are adult citizens of the Creek Nation, Indian 


„are EAS Bier ee in each of the fo! 
a roe ga ority hereafter to sell the 
u 


section towns 
the passage of this act said land be 
herein shall authorize either of said parties to 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
until I know something about this. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will state that 
these four Indians have land adjoining each other, and it is their 
surplus land, and under the rules and regulations of the Depart- 
ment and the law at the present time they are prohibited from 
3 land, and these four Indians are very desirous of mak- 
ing a ficial sale that can be made at the present time, and we 


is | want simply to remove the restrictions that now exist and permit 


them to become their own and transact their own busi- 
ness relative to the sale of the land. 

cr ERMAN, Has the matter been referred to the Depart- 
men 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand that it has. The 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] knows about it. 

Mr. CURTIS. I want to ask if you know anything about the 
ability of these le to transact their own business? 

Mr. STEP. Sof Texas. I understand that these parties are 
as capable of attending to their own business as ordinary white 
ms, and that they should be permitted to sell this land. 

Mr. CURTIS. Was the man mentioned in this item the one 
appointed one of the town-site appraisers of the Creek Nation? 

r. STEPHENS of Texas. He is. 
Mr. CURTIS. If that is the man, I think he is perfectly quali- 


fied. 

x SHERMAN. How many men are covered by this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There are only four, and their lands 
adjoin each other. 

Mr. LITTLE. How much land is involved? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. There is, I understand, about 200 


acres, 
Mr. SHERMAN. How did it ha itwas not referred to the 
, and there is a special re- 


known in this Territory. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to object to it, but it seems to 
me it ought to have been referred to the Department and called 
to the attention of the committee. How did it happen it was not 
brought up in the committee? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The matter has been before the 
committee for some time, but in the press of business it was im- 
possible to call it up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Since the report of the bill, or was it before? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It has been there ten days or two 
weeks, I presume. The gentleman from Kansas understands the 
circumstances surrounding the matter as thoroughly as I do, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall not insist on the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. The gentleman from Texas is a member of the com- 
mittee, and upon his assurance, which I understand he makes, 
that he stands ible for the fact that these Indians are in a 
condition to care for themselves, I withdraw the point of order. 
I understand the gentleman from Texas makes that statement, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 

The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. II. That Wichita 849. 
ent has been * 8 g 
rebjoce exceeding one-half of his allotment, but such conveyance shall be 

the approval of Secretary of the Interior, and when so ap- 
proved shall convey a full title to the purchaser the same as if a final patent 
withont restrictions had been issued to the allottee. 
Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
ing amendment. È 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ang Se pe howe ee living Siong and near the oe River in Ste- 

s 0! p. 


SRE 


tle to the purchaser 
been issued to the allottees. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a 
inst this amendment until I can know 5 it. 


point of order 


agains 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I state that 
this was a matter that was brought to the attention of the chair- 
man a few days ago and, at his suggestion, was referred to the 
Indian Office. This matter was brought to my attention about 
a week ago, after the bill was reported, and I consulted with the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs regarding it, and he said he had 
no objection to it. I submitted itto him in writing for a report. 
I went there day before yesterday, and they said the report had 
been 3 and sent to the Secretary of the Interior, and that 
the no objection to it. They said I would get it yesterday. 
I did not get it, and I sent my secretary this morning, and it 
seems that it has not yet come before the Secretary of the Interior; 
at least, he has not acted on it. I have here a slip stating that 
their report had gone to the Secre of the Interior March 8. 

Mr, 8 MAN. With a favorable report? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; the report was favorable. 
The Indian Office said that they had no objection to it. I will state 
for the benefit of the chairman and of the committee that there 
are a few Indians living along the Colville River, a sluggish 
stream, along which there are much swamp lands that will make 
first-class agricultural lands if drained. These Indians have their 
allotments, but not being allowed to convey any land for any pur- 
pres, the building of a 1 canal is blocked because it would 

ve to go through their lands or some of them. These people 
are very anxious that these Indians shall be assessed for that bene- 
fit, but of course the Commissioner would not approve of that, 
and the committee would not approveofit. But aside from that, 
if they can get permission to negotiate with the Indians fora 
right of way, they will build the canal, and this will not only re- 
claim the lands of the whites, but be of great benefit to most of 
these Indian lands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. By the amendment it is left discretionary 
with the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The conveyances must be ap- 
proved byhim. Ihave adopted the same language that the gentle- 
man has riser 675 ted in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. . Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was considered, and to. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire of 
the chairman of the committee the necessity and propriety of the 
exemption of the persons named in sections 12 to 16, inclusive. 

. Mr. Chairman,I have here a report from 
the Department in each individual case. They are rather too vo- 
luminous to read, but each report is se te and each report was 
considered by the full committee, and in each case it was consid- 
ered that the case was made out that brought these Indians out- 
side of the general rule where it seemed proper that the right to 


alienate should be granted. 

I will very gladly put all of these reports in the RECORD, and 
will be glad to hand them over to my friend from North Dakota 
if he cures to see them. f 4 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, owing to the con- 
fusion I could not hear the question of the gentleman from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota inquired 
why the exception was made in reference to these persons named 
in sections 12 to 16, inclusive, and I was explaining to him; and, 
without objection, I will insert in the RECORD the reports made 
in each case. 

The reports are as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Wi January 11, 1005. 
AIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFA 

am y ee ` House of 3 
: I haye the honor to transmit herewith of Indian Office report of 
ou: instant upon the application of Edgar Hendrix, a full-blood Wichita In- 
dian of the Kiowa Agency. Okla., for authority to sell one-half of his allot- 
“oe of 8 viz, northwest quarter of section 9, township 8 north, range 

The AEPA report shows that the Enid and Anadarko Railway 
crosses this allotment, and that the railway company have established a sta- 
tion thereon, and. as Agent Randlett states that the provision for a small 
town at the place pro would be of great benefit to the whites and Indi- 
ans living in the viem ty, the Commissioner has prepared a draft of an item 
— insertion in the Indian appropriation bill providing the necessary au- 

ity. 

Coneurrhig in the Commissioner's recommendation, I have the honor to 
request that the matter receive favorable action by your committee. 


vag > E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


` DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, January 6, 1904. 
The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Hendrix, Wichita allottee No. 349. f 
tioner represents that he is a full-blood Wichita Indian of the 
cy, Okla.; that as such Indian there was certified to him an al- 


lotment of 160 acres of land from the former Wichita Reservation, in Okla- 


ship S north range e 
p : W. an 0 wa: m 
pines the time when said land was ed to the petitioner has built à line 


10 miles south of the town of Binger, Okla. 
that Be} make recommendation to the Congress of 
end that he may be authorized to sell for townsite un con- 
ditions and tions as you may prescribe, not to ex 80 acres of the 
land allotted to the petitioner as Wic allottee No. 349. 

In his indorsement 1 petition Agent Randlett approved the 
request and states that the allottee is a deserving person of la and 
that the provision for a small town at the pee proposed would bè of great 
benefit to the whites and Indians living in i 76 7 

I have prepared a draft of an item authorizing said allottee to sell and con- 
vey not 5 of his allotment, the conveyance to be subject to 
the a val of the Secretary of the Interior, and have the honor to recom- 
men tit be transmitted to 5 committees of the Senate and House 
eee e t it be inserted in the Indian appropria- 


lalso eo a pe of the petition. 
Very y: 


W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, KIOWA AGENCY, 
Anadarko, December 29, 1908. 


To the honorable the SECRETARY OF THE ae ne 
(Through the honorable Commissioner of 212 Affairs and the Unite 


States In agent, Kiowa Agency, Okla.) 
Sin: Your petitioner ig og represents that he is a full-blood Wichita 
Indian, of Kiowa Agency, | kla.; t as such Indian there was certified to 
our petitioner an allotment of 160 acres of land, more or less, from the 
. Wichita Reservation in Oklahoma; that said allotment was numbered 


of the United 
States to the end that eee may be 4 to for town-site pur- 


poses, under such conditions a: ms as the Secretary of the Interior 


may prescribe, not to exceed 80 acres of the land allotted to petitioner as 
Wichita allottee No. 34%. 
ully submitted. i 
EDGAR (his x mark) HENDRIX. 
Witnesses to mark: 
JNO. P. BLACKMON. 
HENDRIX, 
KIOWA AGENcy, 
Anadarko, Okla., December 29. 


Respectfully forwarded to the honorable the Secretary of the Interior 
(through the office of Indian Affairs), Washington, D. C. 

Approved. The allottee is a deserving person of lawful age. 

The provision for a small town at the place herein proposed would bea 
great benefit to the whites and Indians living in its vicinity. 

JAMES F. RANDLETT, 
Lieutenant-Colonel, United States Army, 
United States Indian Agent. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
: Washington, December 21, 1903. 
e CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
= House of Representatives. 
Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith copy ofa report of the 16th 
instant, from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. and socompanying draft of 
an item for insertion in the bill making appropriations for the Indian Service 


for the fiscal eating June 40, 1905, providing for a patent in fee to James 
N. Jones for 50 acres of allotment, as a member of the Kiowa tribe of In- 
dians of Oklahoma. 


Mr. Jones is a white man, intermarried with and legally incorporated in 
the Kiowa tribe of Indians. His tion is recommended by Agent Randlett 
and by the Commissioner of In Affairs, and I have the honor to request 
that the same receive favorable action by your committee. 


vi * 
. E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrick OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, December 16, 1908. 


The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Sim: This office isin 8 by reference of Lient. Col. James F. Randlett, 
United States Indian agent, wa Agency, Okla., of a communication ad- 
to you from James N. Jones, dated ko, Okla., November 25, 


1903. 

Mr. Jones represents that he is a white man, intermarried withand legally 
incorporated in the Kiowa tribe of Indians, of the Kiowa Agency, Okla., and 
that he was regularly allotted 160 acres of land as a member of said tribe of 
Indians, which said allotment is seach rotia described as Kiowa allot- 

y of the northeast quarter and north 
half of northwest 1 — — section 18, township 7 north, range 8 west, I. M 


Cottonwood station, which said station is about midway between the towns 
of Chickasha, Ind. T., and Anadarko, Okla., on the same branch, which said 
towns are 19 miles apart; that said Mangum branch of said Rock Island sys- 
tem of railway runs east and west through the petitioner's allotment; that 
station there is now and has for some time been a section 
— — 


in 
tors, gins, etc., and that the petitioner has an Indian y composed of a 


1904. 
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wife and nine children. eee the Interior 
will recommend to Congress legislation end that the 
thorized to sell for town-site p 
gs ak oe terry pee 


indorsement Colonel Randle 

to 2 80 acres of em raged e result in benefit to 
ee oE the naghaid.. as persons ous and ready to invest 

in the improvements named in tion; dino that it will exihancs the valne 
of the allotment to Mr. Jones“ . and of many other Indians located 
near the tract. He further states that Mr. Jones has a family of bright and 
promising children that he is educating at his own expense, and therefore 
recommends å for by Sts: Jones. be asked to grant authority for the sale of the 


ey meting pened 
In view of Agent 3 the facts stated. I have 
prepared the draft an tae anthorintngr Mr. Jones to sell not 80 


Department 

tioner be au- 

title to not ex- 
Kiowa 


exceeding 
cres of his allotment, and have the honor to recommend that it be tenes 
mitted to the of Congress with the recommendation that 
it be inserted ian appropriation bill. N 
Very respectfully, W. A. JONES, Commissioner, 


ANADARKO, OKLA., November 25, 1903. 


The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE 8 R, 


on, D. C. 
(Through the United States Indian agent, Agency, Okla.) 
Dran SIR: Your petitioner respectfully that he isa white man 
and i the Kiowa tribe of I of 
allotted 160 acres of land as 


as wa the 
83 quarter the of the northwest quarter, all of 
8 5 north of range 8, west of the Indian meridian 

ma Terri 

Your petitioner further represents that his allotment is located on the 
Mangum branch of the Rock Island Railway system, at a point known as 
“Cottonwood 3 which said station is about midway. —.— the towns 
of Chickasha, Ind. T., and Anadarko, Okla. on same branch, which said towns 
are 19 milesapart. Also, tha branch Island 
tem of railway orton wood station Were i now 


on house and temporary depot, also ce known as Verden, 
Okla.: that there are many farmers with living in the near vicini 
of Cottonwood station whose best interests demand a local trading 
with elevators, gins, etc.; that your petitioner bas an Indian family, com- 
posed of a wife and nine children. An ee, 
ee eee pees e oregoing, prays that 
ent to Congress legislation to the end that 


TEE be authorized to sell for town-site purposes and give reg my title 
not to exceed d acres of the land allotted to to petitioner as member of said 


3 submitted. 
James N. JONES. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE or INDIAN ro 

Washington, January 29, 190%. 

The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Sin: This Office is in receipt, ie Caper departmental reference for repo: 
communication from Hon. JOBEN Y, chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, House of Representatives, i in which he submits for considera- 
tion and rt H. R. 1201. a F patents to Amanda 
and Pease bare TT 
Department can furnish 
— aig in the. . — consideration of this 


1£0 
sy i under the act of Fe 8. 1887 
the Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians 
h 3, 1891 (23 Stat, 989), and trust patents issued 
G. Hines is the wife of a white man, and Minnie A. 
Hines 250 Harriet . E. em are their 3 The allottees are nearly 
i i I think they may be safely in- 


full 

Tn connection with this Ihave the honor to state that under date of 
November 90, 1903. Hon. A. B. KITTREDGE, of South Dakota, calls attention 
to the case of Ida C. Peek, Sissetan allottee No.73. Thisallotteeis of the same 
class as the Hines, and it is that the bill H. R. 129} be amended 

at the e 5, before the word * Pasapa,™ the wor 

“Ida C. „and that the tae amended b pe nese the name “Ida C. 
Peek” before the name “Amanda C. Eines;“ an that the name „Harriet 
A. Hines“ in the title be amended so as to read t E. Hines.“ 

Ihave the honor to recommend that the bill with these amendments re- 
ceive favorable consi 


Very respectful); A. C. TONNER, 
= E Aciing Commissioner, 
8 or aur INTERIOR, 
ashington, Fe 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON Punuio Laxoa * 


House of Representatives, 


Sm: Replying to roms communication of the 12th ultimo, submi for 


consideration and the bill p R. 1291, “authorizing the issuance of pat- 
ents to Amands C. es, Minnie A. Hines, and Harriet A. Hines, for lands 
allotted to them in South Dako 


have the honor to transmit herewith a 
FFC Acting Commissioner of Indian 

Affairs, dated the 20th ultimo. 
i Sisseton allottee, No. ee 


O. Peek, 905 the same class as the members of the Hines family nam: 
in the bill, is intelligent, well educated, — He recommends that the bill be 
0 


name Ida C. Peek” before the name Amanda also 
name Harriet A. Hines in the title be amended soas to read Harriet E. 
Hines.“ and that when so amended the bill receive favorable consideration. 
3 in the above recommenda’ 
ery rally, 


E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. tribeof In 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 11, 100h. 
The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
of a communication from Superintendent 
n Training School, dated January 23, 1904, in 
A. Trousdale, citizen Pottawatomie allottes 
of set. 


as will 

term as county treasurer few years ake het Williams A Trewsdals is 

as a 5 
TV 


onl —.— one-eighth Indian 
man 
the draft of an item for insertion in 


In view of this Ihave 
the Indian 5 bill. au 


F title 
T recommend that it be submitted to 
the appropriate committee of each House of with request for fa- 
vorable action. 

Very respectfully, 


A. C. To 
tcting Ci — ; 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 13, 190%. 
S Sm: I have the honor to transmit herewith of 


ortheast quarter section 36, 


klahoma. 

In view of the statements made in the Commissioner's report, and in ac- 
cordance with his recommendation, I have the s honor- tozequdst that he mat. 
ter receive favorable action by your committ 
Very respectfully, x 

E. A. HITCHCOCK, 
Secret 


ary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON as AFFATRS, 
House of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Sala 
UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
MWinnebago, Nebr. Ja January 25, 1904. 
Mr. GEORGE J. LEMMON, Thurston, Nebr, 
Sin: Jam in receipt of your favor of recent date inclosing testimonials 
from several ti Beth — prot oe ge elsewhere that you are com- 
petent to manage your own affairs, and requesting me to give you some 


such recommendation. 
In reply, I will say that I have read the inclosed A of Hon. 


orr Graves, district judge: Herman S. T. Wright, O. D 
L. eee Se ee a T. E. Pollock P B. Rhe J.T. 
Wheeler, C. J. We $ Sloan, B. F. McDonald, J. M. Curry, W. L 
Wiltse, an I note your good stan asa soldier. 
Since I have talked with you personally Iam also of the opinion that you 
a your own affairs. 
ery à 


H. G. WILSON, 
Seems and Special Disbursing Agent. 


5 NEBR., December 28, 1903. 
Hon. J. J. McCartuy, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Mr. George J. Lemmon. of Thurston, Nebr., is a young man 
whom I have known since early childhood. and have been well acquainted 
with nie father and mother, Mr, and Mrs. John S. Lemmon. for about twenty 
years. pleased to say of the young man that he is well educated, a man 

of e pia ability, now conduc ting a mercantile business at Thurston 
and well qualified to transact his own business without the supervision of 
the nt of the Winnebago tribe, and has been soconducting his own affairs 
since he became of — and is honest and trustworthy. 
respecti 


Very GUY T. Graves. 


PENDER, NEBR., January 8, 190%. 
Hon. J. J. McCanrruy, M. C., Washington D. C. 
DEAR SIR: I have known George J. Lemmon since childhood, and — 
him to bea y: man of more n ordinary intelligence and possessing 
education. Heis now engaged in the 1 business at Thurston, 
in this county, and I consider aman equally if not better qualified than 
2 — his class who are w. . 


5 an Indian agent. 
HERMAN FREESE, 
Reporter Eighth Judicial District of Nebraska. 


own 


PENDER, NEBR., January 7, 1904. 
Hon. J. J. McCarntuy, M. C, Washington, D. C. 


Str: We, the county officers of Thurston County, 
George J. Lemmon, of Thurston, Nebr., capable of 
IR worthy tbe con him to the consideration o 8 
one 5 worthy to be clothed with full Mg orci We understand Mr. 
o tribe of Indians in 3 
, and for other relief. 


Nebr., 3 — — 
A 


8. M, YouxG, County Sherif. School Superintendent. 
THOMAS E. POLLOCK, County Asse. * 


We heartily indorse the above. 


. CLAUSSEN. 
‘County Con Commissioners. 


PENDER, NEBR., Janu 190k. 
Hon. J. J. McCantuy, Washington, D. C. a . 
My Dran SIR: Ihave learned that George J. Lemmon, of Thurston, 
ton County, Nebr. bes desires to withdraw. DIMA DANAI 8 tho ao 
and wishes to become a free citizen, . 
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Manon 5, 


ommending him to you as a thorough business man, good citizen, fully ca 
ble at handli 6 kind of business. Hoping that yes will 
see your way clear to confer favor on him, and it will be greatly appre- 


ciated by me. 
Very truly, yours, C. J. WEBORG, 
Representative, Sixteenth District. 


PENDER, NEBR., January 8, 1904. 
Hon. J. J. McCarruy, Washington, D. C. DA : . 
of Thurston, Thurston 


rd to Mr. babs gob J. Lemmon, 
County, Nebr., Id tostate that I have known him twenty y 


be. 

He is not a farmer and should not be under the direction of any officer who 
should direct or attempt to control his business or property. He needs the 
full control of all his property interests to make a complete success of his 
efforts and business. 

Very respectfully, Troms L. SLOAN. 


THURSTON, NEBR., December 28, 1903. 
Hon. J. J. McCarruy, Washington, D. C. 
My DEAR SIR AND FRIEND: This is to certify that I have known Geo: 
J. Lemmon for about fifteen years; have known him since he was asi 


lad. He isa one-quarter bl Winnebago Indian, he has a good education, 
and is fully competent to do business for himself. He is now in business at 


Thurston, Nebr., and shows good business qualifications. Anything you can 
do for him Te TARY be KMA fo de for bisa will be © by me. 
Yours, respectfully, B. F. McDONALD, Postmaster, 


PENDER, NEBR., January 9, 1904. 

Hon. J. J. McCarray, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sin: It has come to me that Mr. George J. Lemmon, whois engaged 
in the mercantile business at Thurston, in thiscounty, is desirous of trans- 
ac business without being under the supervision of the Indian agent at 


truly, J. M. Curry. 
PEN DER, NEBR., January 11, 1904. 
Hon. J. J. MoCarrny, M. C., i f 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR SIR: The matter of the withdrawal from the Winnebago tribe of 
Indians by Mr. George Lemmon has come to my notice, and I wish to submit 
my earnest indorsement of the movement. taman with the character 
and capabilities which Lemmon must be under the bans of 
federal direction as a member of an Indian tribe seems to be con to all 

ublic policy and in total violation of the spirit of American liberty. Now, I 
fave known Mr. Lemmon since he was a small boy. He is a bright young 
man, and is as competent to handle his own affairs, financial and otherwise, 
as any other n in our county. He is now managing a general mercan- 
tile store in Thurston, Nebr., and is running a conservative and successful 
business. He is an honest young man, and I know of nota iy — reason why 
he should not have every right enjoyed by any citizen of our land. 

Very y submitted. 


W. I. WILTSE, 
Ex-County Clerk, Thurston County. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow- 
amendment. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to issue a patent in fee to Zonee Adams, a member of the Kiowa, Co- 
manche, and Apache tribes of Indians, for the lands heretofore allotted toher 
inthe Territory of Oklahoma, and all restrictions as to the sale; incumbrance, 
or taxation of said lands are hereby removed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 
to ascertain whether that has been referred to the Department. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I will state that it 
has not; but I will make this statement in regard to the matter: 
Zonee Adams is, I am informed, the only child of a former Indian 
agent who had control of the Kiowa Indians. She was the first 
white child born at the Fort Sill Agency. She is nowa young 
lady and, I understand, a school teacher, This land has become 
hers by allotment. She was adopted into the tribe by reason of 
the fact that she was the first white child born on that agency. 
She is, of course, a white person, and well educated. She has a 
Aasin and that guardian applies to Congress for this relief. 

he wants to use her land. It is valuable land. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York withdraws 
the point of order. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 

ment offered by the gentleman from Texas. 
be question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 18. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. authorized 
and directed to pay, ont ot ang Heche ap re fund of the Cherokee Nation of In- 
dians in the Treasury of the United States, to R. O. Evans & Co., of Green 
Bay, Wis., the sum of $3.870, said amount being in full 


nished said tribe of Indians under a contract made 
Cherokee Nation. 


Mr. LITTLE. 


in 


yment for maps fur- 
th the council of said 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire the pur- 


pose of this provision for paying the sum of something over $3,000 


for maps for the Cherokee Indians, I do not understand why 
they need a map, at least that badly. 
$ SHERMAN. The amendment is recommended by the De- 
partment, and I will ask the Clerk to read the letter. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, February 16, 1904. 
CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

United States Senate. 

Sin: The 88 is in receipt of your communication dated February 
5,1904, transmitting an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. QUARLES 
to the bill making a) riations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department etc. ? 

d amendment provides: : 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay out of any available fund of the Cherokee Nation of Indians in. 
the Treasury of the United States, to R. O. Evans & Co., of Green Bay, Wis. 
the sum of 02 „ said amount being in full eres for maps furnished sai 
tribe of In under a contract made with the council of said Cherokee 


N. 5 
This claim for $3570, instead of $3,780, as mentioned in the amendment, has 
ent heretofore, and on March 27, 1902, the Depart- 

ment held that “an examination of the papers shows that the claim is a just 
one, and there would seem to be no good reason why the nation should not 
make an appropriation to pay the same.“ The nation up to this time has 
failed to make an ray iene the only reason assigned being that the 
board of education pure. the ma for which payment has been re- 
e national council had been made 


ero- 
Section 31 


coring on the schools shall be appropriated by the 
Cherokee national council, not to exceed the amount of the Cherokee school 
fund; but if the council fail or refuse to make the necessary appropriations, 
the Secretary of the Interior may direct the use of a sufficient amount of the 
school fund to pay all necessary expenses for the efficient conduct of the 
schools, strict account therefor to be rendered to him and the principal chief.” 

These maps were purchased prior to the passage of said act. and it might 
be possible pay said claim out of the Cherokee funds, yet in order to re- 
move any doubt, it would seem tly proper that the legislation proposed 
by said amendment be enacted. 
I have, therefore, to recommend that the amendment be amended by 
striking out the words seven“ and “eighty,” in the fifth line, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the words eight“ and “seventy,” and also by striking out 
the words at the request of the council," in the seventh line, and inserti 
in lieu thereof the words “under a contract made with the school board o 
education,” and that said amendment as amended be incorporated in the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I hope that is satisfactory to the 
gentleman from Arkansas, I happened to have slight personal 
knowledge in reference to this item. The maps were furnished, 

Mr. LITTLE. I will say, Mr. Chairman, t since hearing 
the reading of the report of the Secretary I have no objection. 

Mr. MANN. The maps were furnished. There is no contro- 
versy about that. They were perfectly acceptable, but for some 
technical reason the Cherokee Nation did not pay for them, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. They were furnished under a con- 
tract, I understand. > 

Mr. MANN. They were furnished under a contract and are 
perfectly satisfactory—no question raised about it at all. ö 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think it should be paid. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Seo. 19. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to pay to Mary Matthews. clerk at the San Jacinto Indian Training 
School, ifornia, the sum of $100, being the amount paid by her from — 
sonal funds to Antonio C. B. Mooat, an Indian of Mission Agency, for which 
amount he was duly enrolled but not paid by the agent, and the amount is 
now in the United States Treasury to his credit, but for which Mary Mat- 
thews holds his receipt in triplicate. 


Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out section 19 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
Treasury is authorized ande directed to 
dian Training Sanook Cail- 
o the 


rden on on Warner's Ranch, California, au- 
thorized to be paid by act o: y 27, 192." 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from South Dakota. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


SEC. 20. That for the p of irrigating lands allotted to the Indians in 
the Yuma and Colorado River Indian reservations in California and Arizona, 
and in order to of the lands not needed for their use, the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized to construct, under the provisions of the 
reclamation act of June 17, 1902, the necessary irrigation and protective works 
for the ila rae and reclamation of lands within said reservations and lands 
in the vicinity thereof which are tible of irrigation, as part of a gen- 
eral system for the i tion of the cates of the Colorado River and other 
irrigable lands, by the diversion of the water of said river. After the allot- 
ment of 5 acres each to all Indians belonging on the said reservations the 
remainder of the land in said reservations irrigable under the system so con- 
TO- 
sball be paid in annual installments in 

dians 


like manner. Theproceedscf of the landsnotallotted to the In 


1904. 


shall be devoted to the ent of the charges the lands allotted to 
nde conformity with tho provisions VF 
er e e of the or from 0 
time, in his discretion, for the benefit of the said Indians, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MORRELL having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro gs pa a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 9480) making 2 for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 80, 1905, and for other 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

8 Senate concurrent resolution No. 53. 


That the 


Representatives concurré: 
cause a 


ar be, 7 5 he is hereby, ee pe and directed. 


the mouth of said river. : 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 2665. An act to provide for the allowance and payment to 
the res rie of the Government Printing Office of the same 
leave of absence as is allowed to the clerks and employees of the 
Executive Departments of the Government. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana and Mr. STEPHENS of Texas rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
point of order to the section just read as being contrary to exist- 
ing law, as being new legislation, and as contravening the irriga- 
tion act. I would like to have a reasonably full explanation of 
the section, an explanation which would give the number of acres 
involyed and the number of Indians affected and the number of 
acres outside of the Indian reservation that it is sought by this 
new legislation to irrigate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana makes the 
point of order against the entire section, reserving it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, of course I will admit that 
the point of order is well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
New York that the Chair understands the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. STEPHENS] offers an amendment to this section and it might 
be well to consider that first. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The point of order, I understand, 
has been sustained. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Oh, no; the gentleman from Indiana reserves 
the point of order until he hears an explanation, which I think 
will satisfy his mind that the provision is all right, and if it does 
not of course the section must go out on a point of order, if in- 
sisted upon. Of these tworeservations on the Yuma there are in 
round numbers 23,000 acres of land that is susceptible of irriga- 
tion and on the Colorado reservation 175,000 acres of land suscep- 
tible to irrigation. To give to the Indians 5 acres each of irri- 
gated land will require 150,000 acres, I think the report says. 

I think I will ask the Clerk to read these communications, as 
the matter is one of considerable importance. I will ask him to 
read first the letter from the Pay Survey and then the two 
letters from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, both of which 
reach us through the Secretary of the Interior, with his indorse- 
ment, The letters are quite full, and if the gentleman from In- 
diana will listen to the reading I think he will be satisfied with 
the explanation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


IRRIGATION OF YUMA AND COLORADO RIVER INDIAN RESERVATIONS, ARI- 
ZONA AND CALIFORNIA. 
JANUARY 23, 1904. 


The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Sra: In pursuance of the engineering investigation and surveys which for 
the last two years haye been able ntl prosecuted on the Colors do River in 
both California and Arizona, under the provisions of the reclamation act of 
June 17, 1902 (82 Stat., 388), this Office is approaching the point where it will 
probably be ready to recommend the construction of certain works on the 
river for the irrigation and reclamation of lands along its valleys as part of a 
Ste agai system of utilizing the waters of the river to the best possible 

vantage. 


XXVII— 81 


at the present time most 
e irrigation of lands in the 
California and Arizona. 


The portion of this general system which a 
feasible for early 9988 would involve 
Yuma and Colorado River Indian 


As th 
money ie rot for the irrigation of lands, the 
involved in these pro ean not be utilized without special au 
Congress. There are, approximately, 23,000 acres of irrigable land in the 
Colorado River Indian Reservation. 
made pronn ber a Bags pee: the Yuma Indians for the 
on. 


of thisactit was ae 
the remainder to 1 appraised and sold at public auction at no 
less than the appraised value, after giving due notice of such sale by publi- 


cation in the 8 
It was also provided that the Colorado River Irrigating Company, which 
was granted a right of wa: d reservation under the act of 


h 
pany has done no work whatever 
upon the reservation looking toward the construction of the canal. 

It is understood that under the decisions of the United States S 
Court, in the cases of Cherokee Nation v. Hitchcock (187 U. S., 204) and Lone 
Wolf v. Hitchcock gar U. S., 553), Congress has full power to dispose of the 
rego lands in manner as it may consider best fitted for the benefit of 

o Indians. 

The lands in these Indian reservations are of no practical value without 
3 and Kea Ae very small part could ever be sold in the absence of the 
certainty of them. 

It is sup that about 8,000 acres of land on the Yuma Reservation 
would be needed for allotting to the Indians, leaving 20,000 acres of land sub- 

ect to irrigation and . The proceeds of the sale of these lands could 

used to pay into the reclamation fund the cost of irrigating the lands 

3 to the Indians, and leave a surplus, which could be utilized for their 
mefit. 

In the case of the Colorado River Indian Reservation, the number of In- 
dians who would be entitled to allotment may be as great as so far as 
it is possible to judge from the reports of the Commissioner of In 
without an accurate knowledge of the rights of the In 
acres to each would leave ke over 150,000 acres of irrigable land open 
tosale. The sale of the lands would leave a surplus after r paying for the 
charges of the allotted lands of the indians, as required by tion 


act. 

I transmit herewith draft of a para; h which has been prepared for 
insertion in the Indian a riation biT Tho plan meets with the spororal 
of the Department. The t has been so prepared as to carry out the ideas 
hereinabove explained. 

Inasmuch as the reclamation service may be prepared to take up the con- 
struction of the canals on the river at an early date, it is desired that this 
legislation be enacted at the present session of Congress. 


Ve respectfull * 
si . Cuas. D. WALCOTT, Director. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 3, 1904. 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Srn: This office is in receipt, by De nt reference “for early report in 
duplicate and return of int of a communication (F. H. N.) from the 


Director of the Geological Survey, dated Jan 23. relative to irriga- 
Han fler 0 brad er! tion, Ariz, 


tion of Yuma In Reservation, Cal., and Colorado River z 3 
The Director states that in pursuance of the W eeomtind inv tion and 
surveys which for the last two years have been anny prosecuted on the 


orado River in both California and Arizona, under the provisions of the 
réclamation act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stats., 388), his office is approaching the 
int where it will probably be ready to recommend the construction of cer- 
n works on the river for the irrigation and reclamation of lands along its 
ys as part of a comprehensive s mofu ing the waters of the river 
to the best possible advantage; and that tho portion of this general system 
which appears at this time most feasible for early construction would involve 
the irrigation of lands in the Yuma and Colorado River reservations. 
He further states that as the reclamation act requires the return to the 
reclamation fund of the money spent for the irrigation of lands the 
areas in the reservations involved in these projects can not be utilized with- 


out special authority from 
He estimates that there are approximately 23,000 acres of ee land in 
ver Reser- 


wr ae Reservation and about 175,000 acres in the Colorado 

vation. 

He assumes that about 3,000 acres of land on the Yuma Reservation will 

be 3 allotments to the Indians, leaving 20,000 acres subject to irri- 
m an 

tthe pros of the sale of these lands could, he says, be used to pay into 

the mation fund the cost of ils gir Ma allotments, leaving a surplus 

which could be utilized for the benefit of the allottees. 

As to the Colorado River Reservation, the Director estimates that there 
may be 2,500 Indians entitled to allotments, which, at 5 acres each, would 
leave over 150,000 acres of irrigable land open forsale. He submits draft of 
a 8 for insertion in Indian . bill. 

Said paragraph authorizes the Secre of the Interior to construct, un- 
der the provisions of the act of June 17, 1902, the necessary irrigation and 
protective works for the irrigation and reclamation of lands within said 
reservations, and lands in the vicinity thereof which are susceptible of irri- 


of a general for the irrigation of the valleys of the 
at 05 re a lands, by the diversion of the water of 
ver. 


ganon, as pa 
lorado River and other 
It further provides that after the allotment of 5 acres each to all Indians 
belonging on said reservations, the remainder of the land in said reserva- 
tions, irrigable under the system so constructed, shall be sold at such price 
as may be deemed ae T by the Secretary of the Interior, said price for the 
land being in addition to the charges provided for in the reclamation act, and 
shall be paid in annual installments in like manner. The proceeds of the sale 
of the lands not allotted to the Indians shall be devoted to the payment of the 
m the lands allotted to them, in conformity with the provisions 
of said act, the remainder to be expended by the Secretary of the Interior, 
from time to time, in his discretion, for the benefit of the said Indians. 
The problem of these two reservations with irrigation systems 
is one which this office has thus far been unable to solve, and it therefore 
ves its hearty assent to the proposition of the Director of the Geological 
1 7 and earnestly recomme: its adoption, believing that it promises 
relief to these In i 
One modification, however, is suggested. 


charges 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCE 5, 


The Yuma Indians have already 


assented to allotments of 5 acres but 
this office is not prepared to state that-those to the Colorado River 
should not exceed that amount, although it is probable that such conclusion 
will be reached after due investigation. 
lam of the opinion that the ment should be allow: 
allot these Indians not exceeding 10 acres eac 
150,000 acres of irrigable land, according to the 
It is therefore recommended that the second sentence be amended b: 
striking out the word “reservations.” after the word “said,” in line 13, an 
y ~ 7 — 8 re goa ha ti 4 ceeding 10 sohen 
“Yuma vation. such quantity, not ex acres as 
the Secretary of the Interior may r murai to all Indians belonging on 
said Colorado River Reservation.“ 
The papers are herewith returned, 
Very respectfully, Ph C. TONNER, 
ing C 5 


DEPARTMEST OF THE INTERIOR, 
e 
my 6, 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Sin: Referring to office rt of Fe g. 1904, on a communication 
from the Director of the Geo} Survey, dated January 23, 1%, relative 
to acy spear Yuma Indian Reservation in Califo: and the Colorado 
River tion in Arizona, in which re I that the Depart- 
ment should be allowed the discretion to allot the Colorado River Indians not 
to exceed 10 acres each, although the probability was that investigation would 
resalt in limiting the allotments to 5 acres each, as in the case of the Yumas, 
and recommended that the draft of the bill submitted by the Director be 
amended so as to permit Marre allotments to the Colorado River Indians, in 
the discretion of the Department, I now have the honor to state that after 
fall informal discussion of the subject with the Geological Survey Lam con- 
vinced that in the end it will be for the best interests of all concerned to 
the allotments to be made to the Colorado River Indians to 5 acres. 

Should lu acres be allotted per capita the cost of irrigating the same would 
be doubled and would be so great as to place the Colorado River Indians to 
great disadvantage in the of the surplus lands in competition with the 
surplus Yuma tion lands. Moreover, I am sa five acres 
per capita of irrigated land on the Colorado River, where six or seven 
rll dene Ge be depended upon, is all the Indians will ever require or 
use c 

in view of the foregoing, I respectfully withdraw my recommendation for 
the amendment of the dratt of the bul re by Geological Survey, 
and recommend that the bill be submitted to Congress without amendment. 


Very respectfull 
= * A. C. TONNER, Acting Commissioner. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 9, 1904, 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN APFAIRS, 
House of 

St: I have the honor to tnclose the draft of a 1 pre by the 
Director of the Geol Survey, with a view to its insertion in the Indian 
appropriation bill, wh has for its objects the providing of irrigation sys- 
tems for the Yuma and Colorado Indian reservations, in ifornia and Ari- 
zons, as a part of the general system for the irrigation and tion of 
lands along the valley of the Colorado River, both within and without these 
reservations, and the allotment of 6 acres each to all Indians in the reserva- 
3 8 the remainder of the lands irrigable under the system to 

constructed. 

The system of irrigation contemplated in this locality is to be prosecuted 
under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat., 358), and the Acting Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs has eee that the draft be submitted to 
the Congress without amendment. 5 

For your full information tn the premises I inclose a copy of a letter from 
the Director of the Geological Survey, dated the23d and es of the 
reports on that letter Pr hag Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs. dated, 

vely, the nd and instant, and recommend that a paragraph be in- 
in the current Indian appropriation bill in the words of the draft. 


Very respectfully, 1 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, from the letters 
read I see the Secretary recommends that the Indians be allotted 
10 acres each instead of 5. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He modifies that in a subsequent communi- 
cation—a communication of February 6. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I heard both communications 
read. I observed that one stated 10 acres. I may say that I re- 
gard this as a piecemeal amendment of the irrigation act. But for 
myself personally, if it is satisfactory to the Members of the 
House especially interested in irrigation, and particularly to the 

tleman from California Mr. DANIELS}, who represents the dis- 
ct expecially affected, I have no disposition to press the point 
of order, and will withdraw it. 

Mr. MONDELL. I renew the point of order. 

Mr. LIVERNASH. I renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California [Mr. Lrv- 


ERNASH] makes a point of order against section 20. 
Mr. SHER . Does the gentleman from California make 
the point of order simply for the of hearing further dis- 


cussion or does he mean to insist on the point of 17 
Mr. LIVERNASH. I renew the point of order. eee 
press it. It is my belief that section 20 is new legislation of dan- 
rous and should be killed. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Then you do not simply reserve the point of 
order, but desire to make it? 
Mr. LIVERNASH. Yes. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iam not to discuss it. The section is 
clearly subject to a pomt of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made 
by the gentleman from California, 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That all of the mineral lands in the mountainons aside fro 

cultural sections, situated within the boundaries ae Indian 88 

—.— in the United States and Territories be, and the same are hereby, de- 
clared to be m for location, development, operation, and entry by the 
citizens of the United States, in the same manner as other mineral lands of 
the United States are now subject to loca’ development, operation, and 
muy: and 9 — = of re mineral 1 i e shall be subject 

location, development. operation, and en an verned the sam 
rules, the same as other 88 lands of t 1c United — 8 cae 


t to locatio el operation, and entry, 

froin the sto of said lauds the said E tee chat te eat rae 
n 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make a point of order against the amend - 
ment, and I shall insist upon it. I am willing to reserve it lon: 
enough for the 8 from Texas to discuss the amendmen 
if he wishes to do so, but it may as well be understood that I am 
going to insist apn it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentle- 
man for his kindness, but I anticipated as much when I sent up 
the amendment. 

This is the only opportunity I have ever had to place before 
Congress my views on this subject. For three Congresses I have 
had a bill for the purpose set forth in the amendment pending 
before the Indian Committee, but have been unable to have it re- 

ted or, in fact, considered favorably by the committee. But 
it certainly is legislation looking in the right direction. It is leg- 
islation demanded by the people of the West. Mr. Chairman, to 
illustrate the pressing necessity for this legislation I will state 
that there is an Indian reservation known as the Mescalero 
Apache Reservation in the eastern portion of New Mexico that is 
well known to contain valuable mineral deposits. There is a 
railroad in operation on each side of a range of mountains in- 
cluded within this reservation. There are 444 Indians on this 
reservation containing half of a million acres of land. The In- 
dians are not occupying more than 10,000 acres for any purpose 
whatever. 

This mountain range contains valuable mineral deposits. For 
the last thirty or forty rs these Indians have been on this res- 
ervation, kept there and supported by the United States Govern- 
ment. Now,I think it is time that the reservation should be 
thrown open and the lands allotted to the Indians. I have had a 
bill pending for this purpose, but it seems impossible to open up 
this reservation either for mining entries or for disposing of the 
lands to actual settlers. 

If we should adopt the policy set forth in this bill, together with 
the amendment, it would open up those reservations aud gite 
work for the Indians—would make them self-supporting, so that 
instead of hunting and fishing over large reservations. mines 
would be opened up and labor would be given to the Indians on 
the reservation, They make excellent teamsters: they can do 
work for the miners above ground as well as the white men, and 
it would be better for them in every respect to be associated with 
the white people. If we intend to civilize and educate these 
ple it is time to break up their tribal re ations and give them 
something to do at home. 

This amendment certainly looks in the right direction. Every 
man who understands the conditions in the West recognizes the 
necessity for this legislation. There is no reason why this dog- 
in-the-manger policy of locking up vast Indian reservations con- 
taining valuable mineral deposits should be pursued any longer, 
These Indians can not and will not work these mineral depi sits; 
and the Government prohibits the white miner from developing 
them, and thns benefiting the Indians and the whole country as 
well. The policy now pursued is certainly a very bad one, and 
this amendment should become a law, and I therefore hope that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Suknuax] will not insist 
on his point of order. 

The . Does the gentleman from Texas desire to 
discuss the point of order? - 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Idonot. I think it is well taken, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: š 

Sec. 21. That the sum of $25,000 is hereby a riated to pay each of said 
wer clerks the deficiency that may exist in their salaries from March l, 
1903, to be paid by the disbursing clerk for the rtment of Justice in the 
manner below set out. That hereafter the sala of the pong clerks in 
the Indian Terri appointed under the act of March 1, 1 Sta 4 
695), and acts amendatory thereto, be paid by the disbursing clerk for 
Department of Justice at the rate of $1.20 per annum. as fixed by said act, in 
the same manner as the salaries of the clerks of the several United States 
courts in the Indian Terri: are now paid: Provided, That the chief deputy 
clerks located at South McAlester, Muscogee, Vinita, and Ardm respec- 
tively, as well as all other extra clerk hire and office bon rong oad ans 
by the clerks of the respective United States courts of Indian 
rora cr anne tee Ceneeere Sern OO eevee 


5 Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
Wo! 
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Mr. ete of ete a I desire to make a point of order 


The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Kentucky makes a 
point of order against the pa Ph. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I hope the gentleman 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman make the point, or re- 
serve it? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I will reserve it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Ishould like to make an explanation. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I should be glad to have the gentleman from 
Texas 1 the 5 He is very familiar with it. 

Mr. S of Kentucky. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. BAKER. I understand that Iam in order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky yields to 
the gentleman from Texas for an explanation. 

Mr. BAKER. I understood I had the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky made a 
point of order, which will be disposed of. Afterwards the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] will be recognized. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this legislation is 
necessary, for this reason: In the last Congress we passed a bill 
providing for the registration of deeds and other instruments in 
the Indian Territory, setting apart certain districts for that pur- 

pose. A deputy recorder has been appointed at each place where 
the records are kept, and there were twenty-five of these deputies 
and recording districts, The law provided that each of them 
should have twelve hundred dollars a year, and that all the fees 
in any office amounting to more than twelve hundred dollars 
should be paid into the United States Treasury. The fact is that 
in about half of these recording districts the recorders receive as 
fees more than twelve hundred dollars, and that excess goes into 
the United States Treasury. A part of the recorders do not get 
enough to pay their salaries, because the fees do not amount to 
twelve hundred dollars per annum. 

The bill was framed so that the overplus going to those who 
received more than twelve hundred do in fees could be paid 
to those who did not receive that amount, so as to equalize the 
salaries. Hence it is necessary that we should have legislation 
along this line to pay these salaries. 

Mr, SMITH of Kentucky. Was it not the purpose in framing 
the law that you refer to to pay these clerks out of the fees? 
In other words, not to allow them any sum out of the Federal 
Treasury? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That was the purpose of the law. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. To make the fees of the office pay 
the clerks? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. i 

Mr, SMITH of Kentucky. Now, under this provision, if the 
fees taken in by all the clerks would not pay all the clerks twelve 
hundred dollars each, you pay them the remainder out of the 
Federal Treasury? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It might have that effect. Ihave 
a letter from the Acting Comptroller of the Treasury in reference 
to that matter and advocating the passage of this bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I should like to hear it read. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. His letter is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, February 13, 1995. 


e e e Weeds of House bill No. i 
clerks, United States ara aaa ee and in reply thereto will say: 
I have no means of knowing whether the is an absolute necessity, ex 
cept that I am informed by one of the clerks that the earningsof the clerks’ 
3 55 ara not sufficient to pay the salaries of the deputies referred to and 
the me È IE 107). their several offices, as provided by the 
act of June 5. 1073). 

To meet the ends aimed at I su t amendments as indicated in the copy 
which is herewith returned, and I see no objection to its passage. 


i L. P. MITCHELL, Acting Comptroller. 

Here is the copy of the amendment that he suggested and to 
which he referred in the letter just read. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Ithink the gross sum paid to these 
deputy clerks ought to be limited to the amount of fees taken in 
by them. I do not mean that each clerk should be limited to the 
amount of fees taken in by himself, but, on the other hand, I do 
not believe that the Treasury of the United States ought to be 
subjected to any expenditure on account of the services of these 
recorders or deputy clerks. Iam perfectly willing to see the law 
so framed that the sum taken in by all the clerks shall be used to 
bring their salaries up to the highest point, not exceeding twelve 
hundred dollars, but I do not believe that the Congress ought to 
provide by law that if the fees will not bring their salaries up to 
twelve hundred dollars a year that the deficiency shall be paid 
out of vee revenues of the Government. 

Mr. LITTLE, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky allow me for a moment? 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLE. In regard to this proposition I want to say that 
by the treaties made by the United States with the Indian tribes 
the United States obligated itself to record the original patents 
of these Indians without cost to them. It was hoped and be- 
lieved when these deputies were provided, who are recorders 
merely, that their fees would reach the sum of twelve hundred 
dollars each, the amount of the salary that was thought to be as 
low as would be reasonable for the services. 

Iam not pre to say whether all the fees collected would 
equalize them all to twelve hundred dollars each or not. In some 
localities the amount received runs over the sum; but owing to 
the fact that the allotments have not progressed as rapidly as it 
was hoped, and that the sales have been so strongly restricted, the 
offices have fallen below the amount expected to be received, I 
have no doubt thatin the next succeeding fiscal year their fees 
will not only pay the salaries prescribed, but will pay into the 
Treasury of the United States many thousands of do beyond 
the compensation provided for these clerks. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky, Will the gentleman permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. If your statement of the facts be 


correct, and I have no reason to doubt them whatever, would 
there be any objection to making the point of order apply to all 
that follows line 19 of this section 21? Let the appropriation go 
to pay existing deficiencies, but take out all the remainder of the 
section, 

Mr. LITTLE. How far? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. All down to and including the whole 
of line 19, and make the point of order against all that follows. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. So that, in other words, say for 
existing deficiencies.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield fora 
moment? I think there is no question but what the allowances 
in the aggregate will exceed $100 per month and will be constantly 
increasing, 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. You mean the fees. 

Mr. LACEY. The fees will be constantly increasing in theag- 
gregate, and if an amendment were putin this section-as follows 

Provided, that no compensation shall be paid to any deputy clerk in excess 
of $1,200 per annum— 
it would prevent, in any event. an amount being paid in excess 
of the fees, because the fees will always amount to that sum in 
the aggregate. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. In other words, tho excess would go 


tothe Treasury. 


Mr. LACEY. Now, this amendment and the appropriation 
under this act, possibly, taken in connection with th® act of 1895, 
which provides that the deputy clerks shall be entitled to retain 
any such fees as may be paid for services, added to that section 
might be construed as being in addition to the fees heretofore 
obtained, and by putting that proviso in it would prevent such a 
construction, 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I suggest, both to the gentleman 
from Arkansas and to the gentleman from Iowa, that we make 
the point of order to all after line 19 and add the amendment that 


: | you See 
Mr. LACEY. Well, that would make no provision for the fu- 


ture, and the future is more necessary than the past. The past 
has gone. The future as to this territory is great, because of the 
constant influx of population, and the recording of 1 and al- 
lotments and all the various things that will be put in that record 
will be very much more in the aggregate, and will exceed $1,200 


a year. 

Nr. LITTLE. I have no doubt that in the succeeding fiscal 
year it will be possibly more than double all their fees in this 
office now. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Have you drawn the amendment? 

Mr. LITTLE. I think the amendment ought to be adopted. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, if the committee 
will adopt the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Iowa 
I shall be content to withdraw ee of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will accept the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky withdraws 
the point of order, and the gentleman from Iowa offers an amend- 
ment which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. LACEY. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

b cided What ne compensation shall be paid To kny deputy clark in ex 
cess of $1,200 per annum.” 
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Mr. MANN. I would ask the gentleman if that conflicts with 


the provision on line 3, 56? 

Mr. LACEY. No; he is a chief deputy and has $3,000 now. 

Mr. MANN. Because he is a deputy, I wanted to be certain 
that it would not include him. 

Mr. LACEY. It would not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, to take the place of the section stricken out, section 20. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert as a new to stand as section 20: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 4s hereby, authorized and 
directed to issue patents in fee to Boone Chandler, Est Chandler, and 
Joseph Chandier, members of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apac of 


whose allotments are numbered, „AN and 2461, for 
the lands heretofore allotted to them in the Terri of 0 oma, and all 
SCC said lands are 
removed.” 


Mr. SHERMAN. That amendment is submitted by the De- 
prement, is es pei hy the committee, and without reading it 
will print in the Recorp the report upon it: 
f DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, March 


Hon. W. P. BROWNLOW, RNO 


House of Representalives, Washington, D. C. 
Sin: This Office is in receipt of your communication, dated March ee 
ofa have introduced for the relief 
der, and Joseph Chandler, and ask my views 


of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache tribes of 
numbered. respectively, 207, 208, and 2461, for lands heretofore allotted to them 
in the Territory of Oklahoma, and removes all restrictions as to sale, encum- 
brance, or taxation of said lands. 


sed, are fully competent to manage their own affairs.” 
this — the 
Y, 


zest W. A. JONES, Commissioner. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question isupon agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken: and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly that I was unable to 
be present yesterday when poea debate took place upon this 
bill. I regret it very much, because I wished to say a few words 
upon the general subject involved in the bill itself, not on any 

rticular paregreph but particularly in reference to a matter 

t was discussed in the House some five weeks ago 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take the gentle- 
man off the floor, but I would like to know what is the pending 
question? ` 

The CHAÎŤRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Lask the Chair where is the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York is speaking 
to an amendment to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MANN. Thatalsois notinorder. Ithink the gentleman 
ought to ask unanimous consent. There is no last word to strike 
out: 8 has been passed, and there is nothing pending. 

The C RMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to 

strike out the last word in section 21. 

Mr. MANN. That has been adopted. Tho gentleman will 
probably want more than five minutes—— 

Mr. BAKER. All I want is unanimous consent to insert a few 
remarks on the general subject. 

Mr. MANN. Well. ask unanimons consent. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, yielding to the request of the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs . SHERMAN], 
and in order not to delay action upon the bill, I simply ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
ot Fear pe [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 


ered. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Chairman, five weeks ago to-day, on Janu- 
ary 30, mine was the only voice and the only vote recorded 
against the Passage of H. R. 10418, providing for the sale òf 416,000 
acres of land of the Rosebud Keservation at $3 and $2.50 an acre. 

It is true that my opposition to the bill was based u my ob- 

lection to the policy of outright sale of the public lands, insisting 

at that policy had been shown to be a fatally defective policy, 

and was directly the cause of the monopolization of immense 
tracts of land by land and cattle companies and by individuals. 


But had I then been in on of certain information which 
has come to me during this week, I should most certainly have 
also opposed the bill on the ground of what appears to be con- 
vincing evidence that the Rosebud Indians are to be made the 
victims of a 5 i to deprive them of some 
three-fourths of the present value of the land, so that not only 
will those who are engineering this frand upon the Indians 
land outright which should be leased, but they will get hold of it 
at less than half of its present value. 

I can not believe that but one vote would have been cast against 
the bill if this House had had before it the information which I 
shall now insert in the RECORD. 


INDIAN RIGHTS ASSOCIATION, 
1305. ARCH STREET, 
ladelphia, March 8, Lal. 
Hon. ROBERT BAKER, House of Representatives. 

Dear Sik: We desire to enlist your especial interest for fair treatment for 
the Rosebud Indians of South Dakota. It is proposed by a bill (H. R. 10418) 
which has passed the House and has been favorably ted by the Senate 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to take 416.00acres of the bud Indian lands 
and offer the same for sale at $3 or less acre, without guaranty of this 
on ky the Government, leaving the to the uncertain payment by 
homestead settlers. 


The lands are shown to he worth three or four times the price to be offered 
the Indians by the terms of the bill. 

That the people of South Dakota are not favorable to unfair treatment of 
these citizen-wards within their State is shown by the following editorial 
from the Sioux Falls Daily Press of February ie: 

“There was anexpecta that the bill provi 
of the Rosebud Indian Reservation (Mr. Burke's bill) would be indorsed by 
the Senate the first of this week. Everything was fixed for its passage on 
Saturday of last week. but special matters interfered with the regular order, 
and it went over the Sunday recess. 

tive sessions of 


“That the bill did not come toa vote during the 
and Wednesday leads to the 8 something 


for the sale of a portion 


Monday, Tuesda 
bas interfered with the expected action. 

“The Indian Rights Association came late into the field in tion to 
this measure, so late that it expected to accomplish nothin, yward its 
defeat in the Senate, but intended rather to 1 the White House witha 


request for a veto, 
The opposition of the Indian Rights Association is based upon the small 
ice it is proposed to pay the Indians for the land under the terms of Mr. 
URKE’S bill, and in this contention the association has a good case. It has 
presented a memorial to Congress, in which are embodied circulars of land 
land to sell within a few miles of Bonesteel, which is only a 
e eastern of the tract it is proposed to open to settlement, 
In these circulars various paging sections are quoted at from $16.40 to $52 
acre, while it is proposed by the bill to pay the Indians a maximum of 1100 
acre. ; 
8 with evidence like this, the Indian Rights Association is likely to 
influence against the bill members of the Senate who were prepared to vote 
for it, and also to influence the President in favor of a veto, 
737 re wee ees Be ere 
start t . eq 0 woul 
be to put the land on the market, sell it for what ft would trig, and place 
8 to the credit of its Indian owners, allowing them the advantage 
of the lively demand that is certain to ensue w the white race is given an 
op’ ty to come into 


portuni on, 
“Congress claims absolute jurisdiction over the a Bog the right to 
fix prices and arrange terms of sale. It can, therefore follow these sugges- 


We believe that the committee of Con having the legislation 
em when the * consid» 


in charge did not have the facts before 
eration. In view of orma tion since obtained i which is incorporated in 


the inclosed ps ), your interestand careful scrutiny of this matter is 
earnestly solici 
Respectfully, yours, InDIAN RIGHTS ASSOCIATION, 


INDIAN RIGHTS ASSOCIATION, 
186 ARCH STREPT, 
Philadelphia, February 29, 190%. 
ANOTHER “CENTURY OF DISHONOR!" 
Wea for justice on behalf of the Rosebud Indisns of South Dakota, 
and Pahari peoks the Government in taki 


their lands without tuvir consent, 
in the capacity of guardian and under the of law, shall not confiscate 
three-fourths of its value, but should pro that the Indian owners receive 
reasonable compensation ‘or. 
The clear statement of the case written for The Outlook by Mr. George 
Kennan, and Senate Document No. 158, Fifty-eighth Congress, second session 
‘a memorial of the Indian Rights Association addressed to Congress), which 
ollow, show the gross injustice threatened the Rosebud Indiana by the bill 
(H. R 10418) which has 3 the House of Representatives and was favor - 
abl 1 by committee to the Senate, where it is now pending. 
util the recent decision of the Supreme Court (January 5, 1403) in the 
case of Lone Wolfe v. the Secretary of the Interior, which held that Congress 
te at will an Indian treaty, it was the 5 of the Gov- 
(in form, at herr the treaties ent into with its In- 
dian wards. Since the court has Congress with the authority of an 
absolute guardian, it is incumbent the law-making power to see that 
the interests of its wards are pro The bill in qt n proposes to sell 
416,000 acres of the Rosebud Indian lands, without thoir consent, to home- 
stead settlers at about one-fourth its actual value: and, moreover, the pay- 
ment of this insufficient paes is not even guaranteed the Indians by the Gow 
ernment, It should also be noted that the Rosebud Indians, in common with 
the great Sioux Nation, hold this land by the most solemn treaty with the 
8 having given as a consideration full relinquishment of claims 


to other lands. 
At the Santee (15 miles from Rosebud), where the soil is inferior 
many sales of inherited Indian lands have been 


may abro; 
ernment tor 


to that on the Rosebud 
made at $3,000 a quarter section, or $14 Tan acre. Two years ago an Indian 
allot tee leased ber lands (1 with: the district it is proposed to sell) ata 
‘ly rental of $2.50 an acre, almost as m as Congress would sell tho la! 
For: and this is not an isolated instance. Such facts speak for themselves as 
to the actual value of the land. 
Since this injustice to the Rosebud Indians has been brought to the Presi- 
nT E SII, SY A paren TRES lath cipgeuaiahbc may be averted. 
There is, however, u. toarouses healthy public sentimant that will demand 


of the lawmaking power fair treatment in this as woll as similar cases that 


may arise. 
friends. of the Indian are to write to their tives 
Senate and House), attention to he Nase ed ball and in: Wi 
ing careful scrutiny of legislation that may hereafter be attempted. 
Aaya by the press in arousing a demand for justice be 
a) 


PHIAIP C. GARRETT, 
President Indian Rights Association, 
INDIAN LANDS AND FAIR PLAY. 
[From The Outlook, New York, February 27, 1904, by George Kennan.] 


On theSthof January, 1903, the United States Supreme Court decided, in the 
ease of Lone Walt etal. against Hitchcock, that Congress has full power 10 ab- 


ngress ould be. in Meo ee d 55 pa 
of Co: there co 5 Ap e no doubt w 

Since the . terested in the —. —. 
ment of 3 3 J . Ca Wes rest t have bean urging Gon 

to throw open Indian reservations to settlement, not “from 8 
of governmental but ey because they—the interested parties— 
want the lands, Two s providing 833 tho 3 up 2 — settlement of 
parts of Indian reservations have come befo: 3 Congress; and in- 
asmuch as this is the first time that the le of the Government 
has attempted to exercise its power the ‘Lone Wolf decision and to 
take away Indian lands without Indian consent, it seems worth while to re- 
view the bills and ascertain tenon! they are consistent with the “perfect 
good faith to the Indians“ which the court assumed that Congress would 


pastro (ER: 2% 10618) 4s entitled” An sok to TUSO nd amend an 
agreement with the the Sioux tribe of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation, in 
South Dakota.” The clear implication of the title: is that the main provisions 
of the bill at least have been submitted to the catenin Sioux and have re- 
ceived their 1 — and assent; but the accom: 

Office shows that such is by no means the case. 5 that was made 
by Inspector McLaughlin to get the Indians to agree tosurrenderthetr 

bd Mah siten failed, and Commissioner Jones ly admits that “the bill 


of gov 
diane; "’ butas to 


+ * * proposes to open the surplus lands of the Rosebud Indians, situated in 
Gregory 8 for P publio n ement, —2 dispose of the same without the 
oe of the India: the terms ther 


of a Rosebud Indians in Gregory 66 S. Dak., and to sell the same to 
settlers, under the homestead la 
rices herein fixed.” fob pd would have been an honest title, while the other 
apa and dec sent at he 
examination of the billand an investigation of the matters to which it 
reins seem to show that it is as unfair in intent as itis . in a 
vides that all the lands of the Rosebud 3 
g. Ba k., amounting in the aggregate to 416,000 ac: 1 from 
em without their coe ery shall be sold to ers 3 the home- 
stead laws at the “flat” pi of $3 peracre. The Government does not pay 
for the lands, nor ran 8 t; but acts merely as trustee, and promi - 
ises to credit tho Indians with the proceeds of the sale. The settlers who 
take the lands are allowed five years in which to com 9 the purchase, the 
3 payments being fixed at 50 ona pa per acre, wi 
The question whether the Government, in this bill, is dealing honorably and 
ide ly with its Indian wards or not d ids upon the actual value ofthe land 
at it takes from them and a on account. If the land roth a 
an —— 5 the open market, and the Government sells 2a for gtd its manit 
acts unj yr anay reitin uty as guardian or trustee is tect the in- 


hig of its ndent wards and getas — for their = ee 
If a la o part of the land is wo $25 or $30 poh cites ernment 
commits a breach 


sells it for gross 
wholesale ro 
That much of the G County land of ä 


or ae. r acre, and that = Nabors to be thrown open os D 
won an average price o per a there seems no dou 
2 J h D. estate firm of Rathman & 


whatever. gt of ed 
Keller, of Bonesteel, 8. Dak., says: ‘The: 8 acres of land on the 
reservation to be opened, Mostot ‘tis fe fine end ot a mile and a half from 


the reservation boundary the aR we sold a quarter section to a Pier- 


son. ot cue pm for Le PhO » ($31 pe 
The ©. ealty ‘an eae Bonesteel and Fairfax, G. 2 ro- 
lying mates “date of January 26, 904 to a customer's inquiry wi 
Tis valne of land in Gre; 7 Gounty, said that grazing 7 ae tidak N per 
acre and farming land 
Edwin M. Starcher, of Pairfax, 8. 3 another dealer in real estate, 


lied to a similar inquiry by sw “the average price of 
iad in this country runs from $5 O per acre; impro pie A nit Kenn 88 


X Pr. aie Clark, vor Rosmon 8. Dak., writes that cy e bog 1 
rego panty is wo! ners on an average. “Adjoinin; *he 
iden veel for —5 acre, and the heirs of a G County allottee have 
a stan ding offer of | ,000 for one section iying partly in the bluffs of the Mis- 
souri. this tract of (Indian) land Hes the belt of regular rainfall 
and regular crops, and it is no wonder that somen pers stated last sum- 
mer that the price was to be $20 acre. Local edi . that While the 
land was worth that price 60 fn. Indians peng tht only $2.50 for a ee 


5 
e throe times th 


amoun 5 
n thatit a whole tract were offered at competitivesale it would 
undoubtedly bring an average price of $10 per acre. 

From the facts above set forth it clearly appears that the first time Con- 
gress attempted to avail itself of the power given to it by the Lone Wolf de. 
cision—a power which the court ex to exercise “ with perfect good 
faith to the Indlans“ —it tried to take away eke the latter, ata a price of $3 
Biot acre, lands . bone and * deprive them of about 


reason, 

n to settlement they will 1 at het Ad com ive sale instead of 

a “flat” price, and will thus tht bas ec full market value, 
Wehe other Indian land bill Pore come before the present Congress 
Eu and that has Houses, is entitled “An act to authorize 
sale of a part of What is known asthe Red Lake Indian nape tyne in the 
State of Minnesota.” This bill purports to be an agreement made 
with the Red Lake Indians by ee Mebatahiin i in March, 1902; but in- 
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asmuch as the terms of the agreement do not correspond with the provisions 
of the bill, this legislation also must be 5 
e for a compati- 

tive with allotment of the lands to highest. bidders; hast fo contains 
a pro’ n that after the first” competitive tee) one hore ander shall be 
s subject meee entry” (un- 


sala 

one year, and that thereafter all unsold 
shall eager arap ee flat“ price of $4 per it seems to 
provide for an allotment of the at $4 after the Sale. It is perfectly 
obvious that if lands worth peor il jae acre are 
can 


5 the whole tract would bring its actual market value. 

This bill also has been brought to the attention of the Page and his 
action upon it may 5 depend upon the o mof the of 
the Government as ree ae and eff ae its s object 155 3 
to continue the competitive sales from time to sell to 
est bidder all the land that the beg bone will 3 in that way, it is ee 
3 but its extra 


intent. If its effect sho be to of Hom 

opan to settlement at $4 per ae ite would o tone ve 8 Het tats Indians 
mat. 3 to 9 the 4 of these two bills 
should have been T n Office and of In- 
terior. One of 8 ovi 5 intended to 8 a large tract of land 
away from the Indians witho) them adequate compensation, while 


Lovet Avett „5 E 
work grea’ 

Now that pupene Court has virtually. given Congress full power to 
take Indian lands without the Indians’ consent, attempts will 1 
be made in all parts of the West to get possession of desirable Indian reser- 
vations; and 5 is important that the Government—including some definite the 
President, and the Interior 


ernment, as their 
market value of the lands that W 3 e — up; and 
by means of pale com- 


$3,500. Another lot, which was 


was bought at If these lands had been sold at a valuo, 

or at a “flat” price fixed by Congress, their Indian owners wou hs not haye re- 
ceived an: the amounts that the lands were really wo: 

1 Since noriy 0 8 renee tb has deprived the Indiansof the Tight. Which they 

— — 


5 is bound by A anh sooner of honor and equity to protect them 


from 33 aa ith their property precisely as a shrewd and 
honest Se eit deal with the property of a minor ward. It is to be 
hoped, ro, voaa the President will instruct the Secretary of the Yate 


pe an Indian reserva- 
e lands to the TE 


terests of its Indian 
Indian lands. Te is equally bound to relave and protect all of its citizens from 
n 


the sa of Indian isnds at their full market vel uo would go a long way 
ee the mses of the Indian administration, the people of the 
Tight to ask that they be relieved from taxation for that 
ae t. It is not fair to take out of the United States 
means of an Indian a Pason bill, money that might just 

are thrown open to a if 


their full market —— when they aro thrown 0 rh er to settlement, they will 
re bring 1 more then they if disposed of at the flat prices 

of $3 and $4 in these ‘two vue and will consequently relicve 
the Ee popio tg 0 the Ur U: States from taxation for Indian support and educa- 


that amount. 

In order that certain im t facts connected with this at- 
tempt to defraud the Rosebud Indians of a large part of the pres- 
ent value of their lands may be more generally known, I also 
append a Memorial of the Indian Rights Association,“ which 
was presented to the Senate on February 15, 1904, or two weeks 
subsequent to my attempt to secure the defeat of House bill No. 
10418, on the ground that the policy of outright sale heretofore 
followed in such cases was responsible for the monopolization of 
immense tracts of lands b ə land and cattle syndicates in the 
same manner that the policy of taxing houses, store, factory, and 
other buildings, and personai property (thereby permitting land 
values to almost entirely escape taxation) has induced land mo- 
nopoly as to building lots in our cities and towns. 


ROSEBUD INDIANS OF SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Mr: COOKRELL e renra the following memorial of tho Indian shes ata 
sociation on behalf of the Rosebud Indians of South Dakota, relating to the 
sale of 416,000 acres of the lands of their reservation. 
Fa eee ee referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
re ASENCY OF THE INDIAN RIGHTS ASSOCIATION, 


Washington, D. C., February 155 1904 
A memorial of the Indian Rights r met yt OAE oE Fev 
dians 2 South Dakota. relating to salo of 416,000 acres of the 
lands of their reservation, showing noe in fairness and good. conscience 
the price proposed to be paid them by the bill H. R. 10415 is inadequate, 
and petitioning that justice may prevail. 
To the Congress of the United States: 
On behalf of the Rosebud tribe or band of Sioux Indians, of Rosebud Res- 
ervation, S. Dak., and at their request, we appeal for a hearing of the claims 
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of eo ending be that they will suffer great in faron E tis bill H. R. 10418, 


before the Senate, be enacted into law, 
$ Fa proposa to of 4l {WO acres ot the Rosebud Indian 
ea ae thout Indian consent, at prices 


Gregory 
ranging r acre downward, accordin to date of purchase, etc., the 
SFE g only as trustee or tke Indiana, especially pro ‘that 


the latter were guaranteed $1,040,000 for these lands by the Government (be- 
in; = per acre). 


presumably such power will be exercised 885 when circumstances a: 
which wiy not only justify the Government in eS the Sinala tions 


of the Wee but may demand, in the interest of the Government and the In- 
dians thi maclves, i that it should do so. + + It was neverdoubted that tho 
Saver to abro; ted in Congress, and that ina con y such power 
might be 8 of from considerations of Romie pe „particularly 
if * with portent f 5 Indians. 


tion of the Government entered into with the Indians may be 
reason of inca’ 
old the ward 


5⁰ 
ponme history surround- 


ing the 3 of 1901. Congress it in — —— 
particulars by withdrawing its ite guaranty of pat cs to diee of the purchase mone 
and resolving the Indians to n payment of settlers upon the lan 
who, upon becomin; mgress for extension o 


cas, usually appeal to Co: 
81 and indeed for the remission of the debt. This plan in 
been found to result sometimes in frittering away the 


2 brief, the aeron are held not to be binding upon the 8 
and therefore dians, as the other contracting party, are sally eiaa 

To set up . 5 of the Indian tribe, t 588 in the is use- 
less and can not be otherwise than misleading. uestion resolves itself 
be sold by the guar- 


to this: What ia the actual value of the land propcesd 
dian Government? 
1 9 Quickbear, president of the Rosebud Indian council, writes as 
‘follows: 
ROSEBUD, S. DAK., January 18, 1904. 
DEAR SIR: I suppose you know that Mr, BURKE'S bill, taking our Gregory 


County land without our consent and at a merely nominal ice, is now in 
Pe Dee Ce ee RRR, of the House Co: ttee on Indian 


If ever we needed help we peen it ehh and badly. Mr. Clark, the Episco- 
pal missionary here, has writte SHERMAN pro against the 
amount r e i ruther thrust 45 — ors land. He has been here for 
years and knows the value of it. A real te man recently went over it 
and told 4 friend of mine that he would g lady give 1 an acre for the whole 
tract, and could raise the 1 in three wi year 3 a 5 
cate offered the Commissioner $5 we por, acre for 2 8 Whole e d land 
around here has since doubled in ue. We 850 Beat Se fore 

We call on the Indian Rights Association to help us in this our hour of 
ee ask you to protest to Mr. SHERMAN against the passage of this un- 


Ask that three men be nce asa to value Led Set one $o be bea 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, one by the Indians, and these two to 
select a third, as was done when the Omaha Heomrvation waa valued years 
ago. If this proposal apima South Dakota pcr ae ate afc once 


how time of ot payma 


inted by 


consent to $5 per acre, as woy well know that any halfwa 5 
would be far more than that. A shyster lawyer named Bac. Wash- 
m statin; hay our land is not worth more than 2 par eee 115 lives 
in Bonesteel, Net Pas poanty, and has been sent people there to 
help beat us in this 
Yours, truly, 


REUBEN Ca CK BEAR, 
President of the Indian Council, 
Mr, HERBERT WELSH, Philadelphia, Pu. 


As shown re the 1 i ted iin quest 9, 1904) of the honorable Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs on 


were well worth 1 per on Since that time several petitions reas been re- 
ceived from the Rosebud Indians earnestly pro 
tion of said agreement because of the re ee of the compensation. Let- 
ters from outsiders and apparently disinterest oe were also received, 

that A ed lands were worth a considerably larger 


indicat: price than that 
agreed to the In fact, one offer was made by parties to take all the lands 
covered by the 4 at the rate of A as racre. On this point the Office 
seems warranted in sa that from the information it has been able 


to obtain a considerab! pend of these lands is worth perhaps two or 7 8 
times the amount to be charged to homestead settlers therefor, an 
that no doubt the entire t taken asa whole, exclusive of allotment i 15 
worth considerably more than 5 

The Sioux City Journal (oua Ci Iowa) ‘of July 2, 1903, regards the tract 
as comp: fine lands, and says: 

“ROSEBUD OPENING DUE SOON—MAJOR M'LAUGHLIN ABOUT ro MAKE 
TREATY WITH INDIANS—APPOINTMENT FOR J. D. KELLER—FORMER 
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS OF WOODBURY COUNTY MADE UNITED 
STATES COMMISSIONER AT BONESTEEL, 8. DAK.—TO TAKE ACTION NEXT 
SESSION. 


Persons who have been interested in the openin — tho Rosebud Indian 
Reservation in South Dakota will be encouraged by the news that the reser- 
bs ger will pinas without question be thrown open to settlement after the 

session o: 

“Such action 1 ape new 9 with the Indiana w yuon 
is to be re by Maj. James aghiin, of dian Departmen 
me D. C., who was in Sioux City t this 8 ea a from W. 

ota on business with the Indians. 


eet ee rk was brought to - 
19 2 n ug ieee Kel. 


eae briat vist v Ht with friends. a erie rae rie who 
r form. ly was coun 
ancy qiperintendent of chosls for Woodbury 


ae monthsago he ux City for Bonesteel, and has been 

jor McLaughlin is now in North Dakota attending a 

with whom he has a strong rete a over the seabed we 

1 to go to the Rosebud Reservation kota and meet the Indians 

which Congresmnai ß 
ini 

sioner J N of the Indian Bureau. 


are 416,000 acres of land on the reservation to be opened. M 
it 2 Piep Not a mile and a half from the reservation boundary the 


other +a) de Soy g uarter section toa D Bo 
3 when the reservation is at We ber ha . res aloited 
0 0 Š 

quiries about 57 land from se 958 e ee. y ic 855 
Mou see, on the deal because it would necessitate an ap- 
propeiation ¢ of A to b L 4 the pani from the Indians, and the purpose of 
tain length of time tor their money, which the settlers will pay in in proving 

0 money 6 settlers 
up, king to oe Government for it.’ on 1 


ppointed United States commissioner at Bone- 


steel, jurisdiction he tes 4 Gregory County and 5 stretch of 
8 West of that Nagi a y virtue of 5 ofticial ition he probably 

be given charge of the drawing by settlers for the bud lands when 
the reservation is 0 


mesteel, S. Dal, lies on the border of the Indian lands referred to. A 
circular issued by a Bonesteel land com shows conclusivel 
as to the value o lands in that section r the country. I Meshing nag 
“Rosebud Indian Reservation. 

“Four hundred and sixteen thousand acres of choice lands to be thrown 
open to 133 under the homestead laws. 

“While the date has not been determined definitely, it is general: 
ceded thas 2 A ponu afc pow that the drawing will be held in 


i wishing fal full inf tion should send 50 cents for large 
“Those ormation sen cents for th 
county, names of all allottees. * 


p showing 
Da tated, Gregory County is one of the best in the State of South 


ta, because— 
A rinse The soil is heavier. 
re “Second, The water is better. 
. There is no surface stone, 
“Fourth, The rainfall is heavier. 


py ta 5 There has never been a failure of ome 


as follows: 


on 


Tenth. WA are in direct communication with both the Sioux City and 
markets. 
“Read descriptions and prices of land: 


“1g. . acres e farm rag 3} miles fist town; 8 5 ea and 
“19. One hundred — Sixty acres, pte miles from town; good house, all 
ee e P aT 10 miles from town; 100 i 
20. un ani m wh; 
all fenced. Price, d per c e vote 
“21, One hundred ead. 5 from county seat; 185 acres in 
cultivation. Price, $2 
“22. One One hundred ants 


, $35 per acre. 
100 and 


ce, $33 per 


acre. 
‘95. One hundred and sixty acres, 2} miles from town; slightly rollin: 
tillable land; 80 acres cultivated. Price, $19 60 per acro. = 
hundred and twenty acres choice * land, suitable for stock 
raising, 9 miles from town. Price, $20 per acre. 
N. wo hundred and fifty acres, 5 miles from town; 180 in crop. 
yon and stock pond, frame Donin AU all fenced, one of our best. Price, per 


958 Stock ranch consisting of 2,355 acres deeded land and 640 acres of school 
land in a body, three streams of never-failing water, three windmills and 
3 buildin: SATADI for handling all kinds of stock, 40 miles of fence. For 

culars w. 
20 Four hundred and eighty acres, 6 miles from town; well watered and 
r acre, 


all 8 Eno 
30. Three hun and twenty acres, 1 ind from town; abundance of 
5 5 spring water, excellent for pasture. Price, $16.50 per acre. 
“31. One a and sixty acres, almost adjoining town; well improved, 
undoubtedly the best farm in 3 e Price, $52 per acre. 
“22. Six hundred and forty scree, m town; 2) a acres choice cul- 
tivated land, balance pasture, all fenced, plenty of good springs. Price, $26 


r acre. 
10 One hundred 3 miles from town; 120 acres in crop, 0 acres pas- 
plenty of water. ce, $31 per acre 
ku Three hundred and twenty acres rough land mabe for pasture, on 
the Whetstone Creek. This isa snap 3 d.) 
“85. Three hundred and twenty ee 4 from Mose O acres can be 
broken Paano PERAE E nd. School section adjoining leased for four years. 


eh e thousand six hundred acre stock ranch, improved and well 
watered; will sell cheap or 3 in a payment improved farm or stock of 
goods. For culars and prices write us. 

“37. One hundred and six y acres, 4 miles from town; . 
acres pasture, no waste land. yd groat par at $29 per acre. (Sold. 

REA One pon oi and pay arm with good well 4 water 110 

miy 3 town, oniy $32.50 per acro. (Sold. 

aad misty acres, I mile from town; plen a hes 9 A frame 


Don Qne hund 000. (Sold April, 1 
othe Sieur Fells Press. Sieur Palla Bae haa ile to ony 


A recent issue of the 
“BURKE'S ROSEBUD BILL. 


of the pending bill: 
“ Representative BURKE, of South Dakota, favors the Press witha 
his bill for the Sion of a portion of the Rosebud Indian Reservation, in 


State, and his report thereon from the House Committee on Indian 


Price 
“24. Three hundred and a twenty acres, 3} miles from town; 
; 210 acres in crop. 


of 
his 


Affairs, 
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th 

desirable the new bill will give the In- 
dians a couple of hundred thousand dollars more than was contemplated in 
his original measure. 

“When the visited the Indians last summer to procure their con- 
sent to the sale the land they demanded $5 per acre, and refused to sign in 
sufficient numbers an agreement for its sale for anyt lessthan thatsum. 

“Tn the absence of the agreement it was ted at 
from the Indians, Mr. BURKE has incorporated in his bill a previous agreement 


managers of the House 


sentative M. to provide for the 

tion, is before the House. In Indian Committee it has 
been so amended as to provide that the price of the land shall be $4.50 
acre during the first six mon $3 ‘or months, and $2.50 
thereafter. The Rosebud land is even more Lake 


5 8 zon claiming grazing lands are 

ve e ves re: are 

worth $i and farm lands from to per acre in their section, which is 
opining the Indian lands of the Rosebud Reservation. Their statements 
ow: 


land, being in a section adapted to mixed farming.” F 
y, 
values, 


JANUARY 23, 1904. 

DEAR Sin: As it is probable that the Indian lands in Gregory County will 
be open aye ice nual we are thinking of investing some money in the 

in that country. 
What will the avera . I havea friend who would 
Uke to . acres of land. 
Could he get that much in a body; and . rice? 
We will inclose a stamped envelope and be pleased to hear 5 you 
as early as convenient, 

Respectfully, 


C. W. Brads, Sons & Co. 
The C. A. JOHNSON REALTY COMPANY, 
Bonesteel, S. Dak. 


Fatrrax, S. DAK., January 26, 190%. 


yaluable and higher priced. 
The new homestead 


in that ponor this country which is 


yetan reserva 
has not mea law as yet, but if it does it will provide for paying $3 per 
acre for the homestead as soon as the land is for e and $2.50 per 
acre if filed upon after the six months from the the land is 
opened forentry. The bill provides that after the expiration of four 


ears from the date the land is med for filing that.a party can purchase 
H S Atak hs wishels mahiowd to Lho wiles 


0 truly, 
si C. A. JOHNSON REALTY COMPANY. 


Bonesteet and Fairfax, 8. Dak, 
C. W. Brads, Sons & Co., Chicago, TU. 
8 of the above, the following statement of Edwin M. Starcher, 
i ak., is important: 


of Fairfax, S. 
JANUARY 23, 1904. 
DEAR SIR: We havea party in this sg tb is desirous of securing about 
Pee roe mane A South = as we un 
d that the land in County will soon be open for settlement, we 

would like to know what the average price of farm lands would be in that 
section and also if a 3.000-acre tract could ee by one party. 

Thanking you kindly inadvance for this tion inclosing stamped 
l for reply, we are, 

ith respect, 


C. W. Becas, Soxs & Co. 
Mr. E. M. STARCHER, Fairfax, S. Dak. 


JANUARY 27, 1904. 
GENTLEMEN: To your favor of 23d instant to say that the average price 
of FFF 3 improved 
farms from 0 r acre. : 8 
There are no very large tracts of land that could be purchased here at this 
time, as nearly all the land has been homesteaded or preempted by settlers 
and usually is owned in tracts from 40 to 320 acres. e only way one could 
3,000 acres in a body would be to buy out several of the ers who ad- 
oin each other. If we can be of service to you in any way shall be glad to 
so. No doubt we can arrange with some of the cattlemen who own 
oining ranches to sell. a sale would probably range approximately 
81. 1 quarter. 
ours, truly, 


C. W. Brads, Sons & Co., Chicago, III. 


Rev. A. B. Clark, a missionary among Mene Indians for a score and more 
years, believes that gross injustice will be done if the Indians are forced to 


accept the valuation vided for by the pending legislation. 

ape from the Valentine Democrat, Valentine, Nebr., issue of Febru- 
ary 4, ; 

“The agent held a grand council yesterday (Monday, Fe 1) with 
the Indians, and the result was that the Indians offered to ravage? Be unal- 
lotted land for a term of a. On former occasions the Indians positivel 
refused to lease, but they feel so sore at the action of the South Dakota del. 
3 their Gregory County land at a nominal price that 

consented in o: that no more of their land could be opened for sey- 
eral years at least.“ 

By demoralizing the Indians in the matter of we see the immedi- 


ate evil results that tend in the wake of attempted ir treatment. It has 
been shown by those observing the conditions, and is to be inferred by all 


EDWIN M. Srarcuer, 


2 — Indian life in that portion of the Northwest, that it is much 


VVTVFVVCCCCV o E 


1 85 the same to coer Se H EEA 
The Indians have upon acre as a compromise 
realize that tho lands are 3 i it s; sti 


le 
the Government afford to commit so 40 En Higher p iee injustice? - 
on. 


y submitted on behalf of the 7 
8. M. Brosrvs, 


Agent Indian Rights Association. 

I also desire to append an article on this very subject this par- 
ticular Indian reservation bill—by one of the best known of New 
York newspaper saci e who, while I assume he is not in 
accord with my views that the only solution of this, asof all other 
phases of the land question, is the application of the single-tax 
principle (the principle that the only way to secure to all their 
equal right of access to the earth is to compel those who monopo- 
lize land in any form to pay into the ponte treasury annually the 
rental value of the land they monopolize), yet does agree with me 
that land grabbing is an evil, and that the Rosebud Indians are 
by this bill to be made the victim of land-grabbing plunderers. 

[From the New York Evening Post.] 

TAKING INDIANS’ LANDS—DEALING OF CONGRESS WITH THE ROSEBUD 
SIOUX—A PREFERENCE FOR THE METHODS OF COUNTERFEITERS RATHER 
THAN THOSE OF HIGHWAY ROSBERS—BARS THROWN DOWN BY THE LONE 
WOLF DECISION—COMPELLING INDIANS TO ACCEPT $2.5 AN ACRE FOR 
416,000 ACRES OF LAND WHOSE MARKET VALUE IS AT LEAST $5 AN ACRE— 
INDIANS ALSO EXPECTED TO TAKE THEIR CHANCES OF COLLECTING THE 
MONEY OF WHITE HOMESTEADERS. 

WASHINGTON, February 17. 

8 lan to take away Indians’ land and give it to white men has to 


at. In September, 1901, an tor, detailed for the duty, obtained from 
the Indians an agreement to this jand at the rate of $2. an $250,000 
of the proceeds to be expended in the purchase of cattle for the benefit.of the 
Indians, and the balance paid in cash, so much pe capita, in five annual in- 
stallments. A bill ra this agreement an the 

ment was presented to the Fifty-seventh Co: 


negotiation failed 
8 n and sell the land at discretion? 


two or three times the amount proposed to be charged to homestead settlers 
therefor, and that no doubt 8 thd 
allotments, is worth considerably more than $2.50 per acre. 


. In 
last summer indicated that if 
the p: ons under consideration would 8 tho procurement by 
them of as much money as was stipulated for by the agreement of September 
14, 1901—i. e.. $2.50 an acre—they would not oppose the same. They felt, how- 
eyer, that there was no certainty that they would realize even $2.30 per acre 
for the lands proposed to be ceded.” 

And the PA pe Span te justified in this suspicion. Even after taking 
from them, at nominally an acre, 416,000 acres of land which, if they 
were fres to do business white people, the Indians could sell for $ an 
acre at least, Congress has no purpose of giving them $2.50. On the con- 
trary—except for certain lands set oe ea for educational for which 
a direct appropriation will be made—the Indians will have to take their 
chances of collecting their money of the white homesteaders when and how 
they can. The homesteaders are ex to 
there is no assurance that they will do so. 8 


postponing ers; and any settler who becomes dis- 
couraged, or is of a 5 anyway, can pull up stakes, abandon his 
claim, and move away, defaulting on his final payment, and leaving the In- 
dians to whistle for mone: 


stead of going ahead frankly on the lines indicated by the Lone Wolf decision 
and seizing the land desired: 4 und, secont 


Indians are to derive from 
to see. It will not increase the fertility of the soil; it will not deve 

diggings, or oil wells, or any other new sources of wealth; it will not enable 
them toraise bananasand orangeson the forty-third parallel of north latitude. 


The only increase must be in the market value, and of what account is the 
market value of anything to a man who can not sell it, as the allotted Indian 
is obligated not to sell his land for a term of years? 

‘The manly course would have been for Congress to say: “Here is the law. 
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Our body is all powerful. The highest tribunal in the land has left us free 
to do whatever we please with land. We have fixed our eyeson your 
416,000 acres, and we p to take them and give them to the whites for 


settlement. If we can co! from the whites $2.50 an acre, we will pay the 
money to you; if not, not. Youare helpless, so the wise thing for you to do 
is to bow {o the inevitable.” 

Then the Indians would have realized the full meaning of the transaction. 
Sa would seven-eighths of the American . who are not land grabbers, 
even when the helpless Indian is the victim marked for plunder, 2 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent to haye the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Towa a few moments ago to section 21 amended by inserting after 
the word to,“ before the word any,“ the words “or received 
by; so it will read: 

Provided, That no compensation shall be paid to or rec 
clerk in excess of $1,200 8 pa A 

Mr. LACEY. I think that is necessary to carry out the pur- 
poses of the amendment, so that the reception, whether paid by 
the Government or received by the officers as fees, in no case will 
exceed the limitation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 
mous consent to amend the amendment offered to section 21. 
Without objection, the Clerk will make the correction. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that we go back 
to page 33, line 12. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the first paragraph 
passed over was on page 28. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The agreement shown by the RECORD was 
m an returff to that after we had concluded everything else 

the bill. 

The ae > 8 Clerk will report the paragraph, be- 
ginning line 12, page 33. 

The Clerk rad as follows: 

To Jereys 1 the city of Aspe ny sic Cal., in the 1 of the aes 

e rior, a warehouse for receipt, 3 
8 the Indian service, $10,000. ERE AADO 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to reserve the point 
of order on that. 
ee HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment at 

ine 11. 
The CHAIRMAN. Dees the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Illinois to make the point of order? 
Nr. MANN. No; I do not make the 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No onaintaia atthe cite 01 0 2 ee core a in the discretion of the Secre 
of the Interior, a warehouse for the receipt, storage, and shipping of 
for the Indian Service, $10,000. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask where that 
amendment offered comes in? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois? 

Mr. HINSHAW. Just a moment. The amendment I offer is 
at line 11, and takes precedence of the reading of the other sec- 
tions. 

Mr. MANN. But the other sections have been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The Chair will state the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska yesterday was offered immedi- 
ately after line 11, page 33, of the bill, and the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska should have been presented by 
the Chair before the Clerk read the following paragraph. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the ware- 
house at St. Lonis and that at San Francisco have been reached 
and disposed of, no point of order 1 been made; consequently 
the amendment to be offered now should come after line 19. 

Mr. Ido not see that it makes any difference where it 
comes. 

Mr. HINSHAW. It makes some difference, and I reserve the 
point of order on both of those amendments. If the committee 
insists upon having them read now, prior to the amendment, I 
shall reserve the point of order upon them both. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that a point of 
order is made against the amendment? 

Mr. MANN. There is no point of order against it, Mr. Chair- 


man. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 
Mr. MANN. Iam trying to find out whether anything has be- 
come of the other two 5 read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The other two propositions were read by 
the Clerk under a misapprehension on the part of the Chair. 
Mr.SHERMAN. The other two provisions have been read and 
eed to. 
oe The CHAIRMAN. The Chair explained to the Member from 
New York and the members of the committee that the Clerk read 


int of order. 
m Nebraska offers an 


the 
ferring to the RECORD of 
ment offered by the gentleman from 
So that, in order that no Tents should be lost in the matter, the 


by direction of the Chair inadvertently. On re- 
esterday, it a that the amend- 
ebraska was to line 11. 


ntleman’s amendment be considered as offered to line 11. 
e question now is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I want to say in reference to 
this Omaha appropriation that I think it is four years now that 
this item has been put in this bill for the Omaha supply depot. 
Omaha, as you all know, is located on the Missouri River, and is 
probably the city in closest touch to the t mass of the In- 
dians of any other State. I haye no objection to the Indian sup- 
ply depot at St. Louis or the Indian supply depot at San Francisco. 
San Francisco is located in easy touch with the Indians on the 
Pacific slope. St. Louis is located conveniently for the Indians 
in the Indian Territory and Oklahoma. Omaha is equally well 
located for the distribution of supplies for the Indians of the Da- 
kotas, of Minnesota, of Montana, of Idaho, and probably of Wash- 
ington; to some extent Colorado and Utah. During the time that 
this appropriation has been in here the business of the Omaha 
supply depot has increased systematically and regularly. 

For the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1901, and extending to 
June 30, 1902, the amount of goods handled there was 484,531 
pounds. Now, notice the next year beginning July 1, 1902, 
and ending June 30, 1903, it had increased nearly threefold, to 
1,118.556 pounds. I have here a comparative statement of the 
supplies which have been furnished by the four prominent sup- 
ply depots and the one temporary supply depot. New York had 
shipped from July 1 to December 31, 1903, which is the first part 
of the fiscal year, 1,362,000 pounds; Chicago, during the same six 
months, 7,450,000 pounds; Omaha, for the same six months, 892,908 
pounds; St. Louis, for the same fiscal half year, 594,776 pounds; 
San Francisco, for the whole of the fiscal year, 2,375,000 pounds. 

This is a comparative statement of significance. The remainder 
of the fiscal year. as l understand it, affords very small shipments, 
so the Indian Office reports. 

Now, in view of the vicinity of Omaha to these great tribes of 
Indians, I can not understand why the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Maxx] should insist upon trying to knock out the Omaha 
appropriation. I can not understand it unless the gentleman de- 
sires to monopolize in the city of Chicago all the Indian supply 
business, and I hope he does not, 

Mr. MANN. It is because we have so many Indians, 

Mr. HINSHAW. There are a few Indians in Chicago, but not 
a great many. [Laughter.] Now, I ask this committee to put 
in this item. It is only $10,000. It is a matter of economy. The 
shipments from Chicago would cost more than they would from 
Omaha. As it is now, I understand, the goods are shipped in bulk 
to the city of Omaha, and the goods are distributed from there, 
whereas if they were distributed from Chicago they would be 
shipped in detail and in small consignments. 

Mr. Chairman, if I have any more time, I want to reserve it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the history of the Omaha 
warehouse is somewhat peculiar. It never was recommended by 
the Department and was not passed upon favorably by the Indian 
Committee. It was first incorporated in the bill in the Senate, I 
think. The amendment was defeated in the House and was put 
on in the Senate, and in conference it remained in, with the pro- 
viso that the warehouse should be established there if furnished 
free of charge by the citizens of Omaha. That was the proposi- - 
tion of the Representatives of that section of the State. Under 
that provision there never was a warehouse there, for they never 
did furnish it free to the Government, and thereafter, the next 
year or the second year, I don’t remember which, the provision 
went through in the form that the gentleman from Nebraska now 
wehe gend tes figures i ds and numbers of 

e gentleman quotes figures in pounds and numbers o k- 
ages. The facts are that last year, 1903, in value the total arcu 
shipped from Omaha, whether purchased at Omaha or at Chicago 
or New York, amounted to about $60,000, while the shipments 
from Chicago were $579,000 and those from New York $270,000. 
The expense for maintaining at the same time the Omaha ware- 
house, shipping, out $60,000 worth of goods, was $6,400, While the 
expense for maintaining the Chicago warehouse, which shipped 
out almost $600,000 worth of goods, was but $22,000. There never 
has been a time, in my judgment, when the service required a 
warehouse at Omaha, and I think that time is not present now. I 
think the amendment ought not to be adopted. I want to say, in 
all fairness, that I opposed the amendment in the committee. It 
was favorably considered by the peony of the committee, and 
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HixsHaw] was authorized to 
present it here as a committee amendment. I do not want to be 
misunderstood by the committee here. Iam speaking for myself, 
and not for the members of the Indian Committee. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. i , I call attention to the fact, 
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and ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] if it is 
not true, that while the value of stuff shipped from Omaha was 
$60,740 for the last six months of the year 1903, the value of the 
stuff shipped from St. Louis was only $36,750 during the same 
half of the fiscal year, and that the cost of the St. Louis depot 
was $5,795, as 1 $6,425 at Omaha. 

Mr. SHER . Mr. Chairman, I presume the gentleman has 
correctly stated the figures. I know he has as to amount. I have 
mislaid the paper I had here a moment ago, but I have no doubt 
that the gentleman states it correctly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I think there is some mis- 
take about the cost. The cost to St. Louis was $3,400 out of the 

$10,000 appropriated. 

s Mr. HI: SHAW. Mr. Chairman, I have here the statements 
from the Indian Office, which gives the figures that I have given. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; the gentleman is correct. I said I had 
no doubt that the pnan was correct, but I could not find my 
statement. It is the same as the gentleman’s, but I am not dis- 
cussing the relative merits of Omaha and St. Louis. Iam dis- 
cussing the question of whether or not there is need for the main- 
tenance at Omaha of an Indian warehouse. I maintain that the 
figures demonstrate that there is not any need for it. I say that 
its establishment was never asked by the Department, and that it 
was believed that it wasa 3 the Department rather than 
an aid in the compulsory establishment of a depot at that place. 
I trust the amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will pre- 
vail. The amendment was suggested in the committee and con- 
sidered by the committee, and it was ordered reported favorably, 
and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. HinsHaw] was authorized 
to offer the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I just stated that. 

Mr. BURKE. Les; I understand so. It is the only amendment 
offered by the committee that has not prevailed, and I sincerely 
trust that this committee will not make an éxception as to this 
item and refuse to adopt the amendment of the gentleman from 
Nebraska. As has been stated, Omaha is situated at a point 
tributary to the great reservations in that portion of the country. 
The warehouse has transacted considerable business, as has been 
shown by the statements, and the Department estimated for this 
warehouse when the estimates were made up for this Congress 
just the same as it estimated for other items in the bill and for 
other warehouses. I hope the amendment will prevail and that 
this committee will adopt it. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, just a word in favor of this 
amendment. There is one advantage in having this additional 
warehouse. It increases the range of competition in the bids. It 
enables the wholesalers at Council Bluffs, Omaha, Leavenworth, 
Kansas City, and the surrounding region to join also in the bids, 
while if they had to bid for delivery at a point farther east it 
would bar them out. What this may cost the Government will 
be much more than saved in the lowness ofthe bids. At any rate, 
it is discretionary in the Secretary of the Interior whether to 
establish it or not. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the pending proposition is whether 
we shall appropriate $10,000 for the maintenance of the Indian 
warehouse at Omaha for the next fiscal year. We have now five 
Indian warehouses, The ones at Chicago and New York are main- 
tained out of a general appropriation relating to! transportation 
and ‘‘ warehouses,’’ etc., but Chicago and New York are not 
mentioned in that general item, so that as the law has stood the 
Indian Bureau might have taken the warehouses away from Chi- 
cago and New York entirely and located them elsewhere. That 
danger is now covered by the amendment which I offered last 
night and which was adopted, providing that no portion of this 
general fund shall be used for warehouses at any p. other than 
Chicago and New York. 

Now, the question is, shall we make specific appropriations of 
810,000 in each case for the maintenance of the warehouses at 
Omaha. St. Louis, and San Francisco? 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think that I should now take occasion 
to discuss the subject, except for the fact that through some 
source or other it became widely circulated throughout the city 
of Chicago that it was proposed to entirely remove the depot for 
Indian supplies from Chicago to St. Louis. 

Ihave no doubt that that was an entirely erroneous impres- 
sion. The fact, however, that the Secretary of the Interior was 
from St. Louis might have given, to some of those who did 
not know the gentleman, an appearance of truth to the proposi- 
tion. Mr. Jones, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, is a man of 
great business ability and with character above reproach. I took 
occasion, however, to make some investigation as to the amount 
of business, the character of business, the cost of business at 
Chicago and the other Indian warehouses, and I want to show the 
House why the Indian-warehonse business should remain at Chi- 


Now, I have not the slightest doubt that in the end, when 
the vote is taken, this amendment will prevail. I never have yet 
known, as a matter of observation and experience, legislative 
bodies to either abolish offices or officers. 
To cut down the pay roll is something almost Spd pene to in- 
i 


cago. 


crease the number on that roll is always easy. And it is very evi- 
dent from the appearance of this floor that the most genial and 
able and faithful Representative from Omaha has been diligent 
in seeing that enough of the Members on his side should be 

to decide the vote when it comes. I admire him for his enterprise 
and industry. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does not the gentleman think that 
Omaha, being nearer to where the Indian tribes have their homes 
would be much better for a warehouse than farther east? Could 
not the various shipments of goods be concentrated in this way 
nearer the abodes of the Indians and where the great railroads 
center? 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman and the committee will have 
patience with me for a few moments I will try to demonstrate 
that such is not the fact. 

The cost of maintenance to-day at the different Indian ware- 
houses in proportion to the amount of business transacted, I will 
state from the statistics I have before me—that is, the adminis- 
trative cost of the warehouse and the proportion of that to the 
value of the goods handled. At St. Louis it is 15.7 percent. For 
every hundred dollars’ worth of goods which go to the Indian 
warehouse at St. Louis it costs $15.70 for maintenance at that 
office. At Omaha it costs 10 per cent for every hundred dollars’ 
worth of goods. In other words, at that point 10 per cent is paid 
for maintenance. At New York the percentage is 6 per cent; at 
San Francisco, 4 per cent; at Chicago, 3.8 per cent. s 

Mr. CLARK. ynot that grow entirely out of favoritism by 
the men who have this business in hand? A 

Mr. MANN. Well, I can not understand the meaning of that 
question. 

Mr. CLARK. The meaning of the question is this—that some- 
body may be “playing favorites.” you understand that? 


Ur MANN 

Mr. Well, I do not even understand that. Certainly, 
Mr. Chairman, there is no chance, as far as favoritism in the 
offices is concerned 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. CLARK], as to favoritism being played, that the Secre- 
tary of the Interior lives in St. Louis. 

Mr. CLARK. It does not make any difference if he does, 
wee does the chief ‘‘ muck-a-chuck”’ of the Indian Bureau 

ve 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman to whom I suppose my friend 
from Missouri alludes is away up in the Northwest, and he has 
no interest in this matter, except for the good of the service. 

Mr. CLARK. As a matter of plain common sense, does it not 
seem that the cost in this matter ought to be less at Omaha and 
St. Louis, which are closer to the Indians, than at the other places? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, it is not the fact. 

Mr. MANN. I object to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARK] asking these questions until I get through. I propose to 
show not only that it does not cost less than at the places named, 
but that-it can not. 

The cost of administration in St. Louis was $5,795. The value 
of the goods handled under the contracts was $36,749.06. You 
might think from the industry which has been displayed on this 
floor and elsewhere to preserve the Indian warehouses at St. Louis 
and Omaha that it was a matter of vital importance to the busi- 
ness of those cities; yet the total value of the goods handled at 
St. Louis for the first six months of the fiscal year (in which prac- 
tically all the business is done) was $36,749.06. At Omaha the 
total value of the goods handled was $60,740, and the cost was 
$6,485—10 cents for administrative purposes upon every dollar's 
worth of goods. 

At New York the cost of administration was $16,620, and the 
cost of the goods handled $270,827.86. At San Francisco, where 
the Indian warehouse is maintained only a part of the year, the 
cost for the year was about $5,000 and the value of the goods 
about $125,000. At Chicago the cost of administration was $22,250, 
na oe cost of goods handled was $579,406.02—a percentage 
of 3.8. 

Mr. Chairman, more goods were handled at Chicago than at all 
the other four warehouses; and I call the attention of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], who yesterday disputed my 
statement on this point, to the fact that the value of the goods 
handled at Chicago was more that the value of the goods handled 
at all the other Indian warehouses combined—much more; and 
the cost of handling was a great deal less, It cost $22,000 at 
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Chicago and $33,000 at the other warehouses; but the value of 
the and the amount ofthe work at E KET much more 
than at all the other warehouses combined. t is easily shown 
also by tonnage. The 3 at St. Louis was 594, 776 pounds; 
at Omaha, 892,908 pounds; at New York, 1,362,108 pounds; at San 
Francisco, 2,420,565 pounds; at Chicago more than all the rest 
combined nearly twice over—7,450,178 pounds. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The figures which the gentleman has just 
read relate to the last six months of 1903 and not to the whole 
year. It that not true? 


Mr. MANN. The . which I have just read relate only to 
the last six months of the year 1903, which are the first six months 
of the current fiscal year; but they practically cover all of the 
shipments, Iam informed, and other gentlemen have stated here, 
that practically all the shipments are made in the first six months 


of the fiscal year. 
Now, that is not all Le ae means. Any bidder can have his 
goods delivered atany Indian warehouse under his contract, or the 
partment can direct him where to deliver, there being a varia- 
tion in pe so far as freight is concerned. The man in Chicago 
who bids in New York City can deliver his goods in New York 
City, or he can deliver them in Chicago, or he can deliver them at 
Omaha, or he can deliver them at St. Louis, or San Francisco. 
. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MANN. Iask unanimous consent to proceed for ten min- 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois asks unani- 
mous consent that he may proceed for ten minutes, Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. $ 

Mr. MANN. Bids are received at New York and Chicago. 
Bids are not received now at Omaha, St. Louis, or San Francisco, 
and the complaint has been made by some of the gentlemen from 
St. Louis that because bids were not opened at St. Louis the St. 
Louis people were. discriminated inst. Now, that is not the 
Chi style, Mr. Chairman. Chicago this last year went to 
New York, where certain bids are opened. Let me say that the 
bids for certain classes of goods are opened in New York, and for 
certain classes of goods they are opened in Chicago. Last year 
bids were opened in New York for class 1 blankets. Chicago 
merchants went to New York and bid and took the whole busi- 
ness, got the contract for the whole amount, $15,520, away from 
New York, away from St. Louis merchants, away from 
merchants, away from all the other merchants in the land. 

The woolen and knit goods bids were opened in New York, and 
Chicago went to New York and bid, and the result of the bids 
was that New York merchants received contracts for $6,768 
worth; St Louis got the biggest contract that it has got on any- 
thing in the Indian-warehouse business, or $8,342, and Chicago 
went to New York and got five times as much, or $42,350, on 
woolen and knit goods. Omaha got nothing on that class of 


In class 8, cotton goods, Chicago bid in New York and received 
the contracts for $68,100 worth, while the New York merchants 
took $6,174 and the St. Louis merchants 84,826, and Omaha got 
nothing. The only big contract which was let to New York 
merchants was clothing. The clothing was contracted for in the 
East 


Now, then, bids were let at Chicago last spring for various 
classes of . One of the principal of these is subsistence, 
which means meats. The only business that. Omaha does with 
the Indian warehouse is with meats. The Omaha merchants bid 
on nothing else practically. They have no other contracts with 
the exception of a few dollars’ worth. Now, most of the meats do 
not go into the Indian warehouses at all. There is no occasion 
for a dollar's worth of the meats going into an Indian ware- 
Se The meats are shipped directly to the agencies and the 
schools. 

For the first six months of the fiscal year, out of the total of 
$60,000 worth of goods handled in the Omaha warehouse, $52,793 
worth were under the head of subsistence, practically for meats. 
Fifty-two thousand dollars worth of meats were handled at the 
Omaha warehouse, which they sayis so near to the Indians, while 
$649,000 worth went to no warehouse at all, but were shi 
directly to the agencies or schools. That which was shipped di- 
rectly to the agencies cost the Government nothing extra for 
administration, but that which went through the Omaha ware- 
house added one dollar of expense to every ten of the cost of the 

8. 

The claim that is made that Omaha is so much nearer the In- 
dians, in the first place, so far as freight rates are concerned is not 
true. The freight rates from Omaha to the Indians, on an aver- 
age, as I am informed, are higher than they are from Chicago. 
I do not decry Omaha. I have the test admiration for Omaha, 
Some of the pleasantest moments of my life have been spent there; 


some of the principal men with whom I haye been connected are 
men high in affairs in Omaha. But the Omaha merchants do not 
obtain contracts in eee of goods to any sory ie 
meats; and these are bid for mostly by Chicago meat men in the 
provision business who have plants in Omaha, 

Now, let us see. The only things that Omaha merchants got 
any contracts on last year except subsistence were paints, $3,530; 
medical supplies, $4,550; wagons, $240. That was out of a total 
of $316,000 in classes 7 to 16. And St. Louis, represented by that 
genial e eee Mr. BARTHOLDT, who ought to have been sat- 
isfied when he took $4,500,000 out of the national Treasury to help 
his city, should not now insist upon 15 cents on every dollar’s 
worth being spent for the maintenance of a warehouse in that 
city that is of no more use to the Indian Service than the fifth le 
on a dog. St. Louis merchants out of a total of $316,666 receiv 
contracts to the amount of $11,476, while the merchants of Chi- 
“fie METCALD. May I interrupt the gentleman at this point 

i May I interru e gentleman a point? 

Mr. MANN. Certain) ; With e 


Mr. METCALF, I have a statement here showing that the 
or according to the value of the goods in St. Louis, was 57 per 
cent. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman has a statement which re- 
lates to the before last. 

Mr. ALF. I do not think so. 

Mr. MANN. And the St. Louis warehouse was only open for 
about three months in that year. That is undoubtedly the state- 
ment which the gentleman has. That Indian warehouse was es- 
tablished the year before last, and a statement was made at that 
time for the first six months of the fiscal year, and the statement 
of the value of the goods and the statement of the cost made the 
cost about half the value of the goods; but that was only for the 
first three months the warehouse was doing business, 

Mr. METCALF. It was from July 1 to ber 31, a period 
of six months, > 

Mr. MANN. That was of 1902 and not of 1903, if the gentle- 
man will pardon me. The gentleman from St. Louis [Mr. BAR- 
THOLDT] last said that if the St. Louis warehouse did not 
doa t deal more business this year than last year, he would 
be willing that it might be abolished; and in proportion it has 
not done more business. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I greatly desire to correct the erroneous 
impression that might be created by the remarks of my friend 
from Illinois. The warehouse at St. Louis was opened two years 
ago, after all the contracts had been let and after the year’s busi- 
ness already done. 

Mr. MANN. That is what I said. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. So that we had very little chance to do 
business in the first year. But the second year we have been doing 
remarkably well, and the ass reason why we have not done better 
is that all the bids are opened at Chicago, and the St. Louis mer- 
chants have got to take their samples to Chicago, which causes a 
great deal of expense. In the future these bids should be opened 
at St. Louis as well as at Chicago. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is surprising for the state- 
ment to be made that they have to take samples of groceries from 
St. Louis up to Chicago, at great expense, as they claim. I have 
just shown the gentleman and the committee that the Chicago 
merchants took their samples to New York and took the business 
away from the New York merchants, They made no baby plea 
that they could not afford to doit, They went there and took 
their samples and got the business. 

Mr. THOLDT, But not in heavy goods. We can not take 
any samples of anvils to Chicago or samples of plows to Chicago 
for the reason that it would cost the merchants more than the 
profits would amount to. 

Mr. . Oh, well, I do not know whether they make 
anvils at St. Louisor not. I think not. So far as plows and agri- 
cultural implements are concerned, every man knows that Chi- 
cago gets the bulk of the business in agricultural goods. Tho 
5 business is located principally around 

icago. The merchants are not required to take samples of 
everything. There is a large bid for augers which are supplied 
to the Indian warehouses. Augers are required of different sizes 
and of different diameters; but they are not required to present a 
sample of each kind. They are only required to . one sample, 
say of a half-inch auger, showing the style and quality of all the 
kinds of augers that are to be furnished. 
gentleman’s statement, which he gets probably from the 
merchants of St. Louis, is incorrect as to the fact. 

Boots and shoes are bid for at various places, On boots and 
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shoes during the last year Chicago got contracts for $185,190 
worth, St. Louis $1,610 worth, and New York 8300 worth. 

Of groceries—not hard to handle samples—Chicago took $35,010 
worth, St. Louis took $300 worth, and Omaha took only $95 worth. 
Crockery, class 7, Chicago took $5,740 worth, St. Louis took $610 
worth, and Omaha nothing. 

Furniture: Chicago took $22,250 worth, St. Louis took $170 
worth, and Omaha nothing. Harness: Chicago took $22,940 
worth, St. Louis took $26 worth—I do not see how that got away 
from us [laughter]—and Omaha nothing. Agricultural imple- 
ments: Chicago took $9,730 worth; St. Louis, 8300 worth—the 
item itself is very small. Wagons: Chicago took $12,010 worth; 
Omaha, $240 worth, and St. Louis nothing. Paints: Chicago took 
$24,260 worth; Omaha, $3,530 worth, and St. Louis nothing. Tin- 
ware: Chicago took 84,330 worth; St. Louis, $330 worth, and 
oe nothing. Medical supplies: Why they claim they have the 

est 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois | 


has again expired. 

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 

= have five minutes more. 

he CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ilinois asks unani- 
mous consent that he may be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. MANN. St. Louis has a very large wholesale medical drug 
house; possibly more than one, for aught I know. There were 
three contracts let to St. Louis last year, and they got $5,980 
worth, and Chicago $12,140 worth, and Omaha $4,550 worth. 
Books—Chicago took the whole thing, with $19,860 worth. Now, 
the fact that bids are opened in New York and Chicago is no dis- 
crimination against Omaha or St. Louis. 

I am not making vat Boe aa so far as I am concerned, to 
strike out St. Louis, because I fully realize, at times at least, 
when a jagged stone wall is in front of my head; but Omaha was 
not brought in by the committee at first, is not wanted by the 
Department or the board of purchasers. The board of Indian 
commissioners have recommended that it be abolished; and I 
call attention to the report of the board of Indian commissioners, 
composed of very eminent men—Archbishop Ryan, Charles J. 
Bonaparte, Doctor Draper, and men of that c ter—in which 
they recommend that the warehouse at St. Louis be abolished, 
5 that there is no necessity for it. 

I hoped that when the distinguished gentleman from Omaha 
himself, who is in favor, I believe, of cutting off carriages in 
Washington, brought it home to himself that he would be willing 
to economize in the interest of the Government without regard to 
personal considerations. I recognize his desires, and I believe if 
the gentleman from Lincoln—whom he has often followed as a 
leader—were on the floor of this House, he would say in the inter- 
ests of public economy the Omaha warehouse ought to be left off. 
It costs more; itis not needed; it handles no ordinary goods of 
any kind; it handles only meats, most of which are now shipped 
to the Indian agencies and schools, and all of which could eail y be 
shipped direct; and the only pape of the Omaha warehouse is a 
matter of pride to Omaha, and possibly to the Member from 


‘Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentlemas from Iowa? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Would not that require the Kansas City packers 
and Sionx City packers to ship meats to Chicago and from there 
ship through in order to reach the Indians of the country? 

Mr. MANN. It would not. Iwill say to my friend from Iowa, 
so far from that, last year in the meat business there were ship 
of subsistence supplies direct to the agencies, without going 
through any of the warehouses at all, the total of $649,000 worth 


as against a total purchase of $769,000 worth. Of a total of $769,- | 19 
000 worth only a little went to warehouses and none is necessary 


to go through warehouses. 
Mr. LACEY. Where was it inspected? 
Mr. MANN. It is inspected, I presume—I can not answer the 
„ gentleman where it is 3 I do not know whether it is in- 
` spected at the point of shipment or at the point of receipt. It 
may be inspected at the point of shipment, but it is not shipped 
through the warehouses, and there is no occasion for shipping it 
through the warehouses. There is no possible advantage to the 
Government. The Omaha warehouse is simply an excrescence, 
and the gentleman from Omaha and the gentleman from Nebraska, 


whose high-mindedness or their desire to serve their country | 5 


faithfully no one can deny, ought themselves to be in favor, as a 
matter of public pride, of waiving the salaries of five or six thou- 
sand dollars which are paid out there and let the business be 
transacted in the interest of the Government. 


I submit for consideration the following letter and memoranda, 
reel the amount of the business at various Indian ware- 
ouses: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, February 2, 190%. 
Hon. JANES R. MANN, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

SIR: I have the honor to deen sag receipt of your letter of the 9th ul- 
timo req’ that a statement of the business transacted at each of the 
Indian warehouses at Chicago, New York, St. Louis, and Omaha be sent you. 

The following is a statement showing the amount of b transacted 


WW the period from July 1 to December 81, 


St. roni as me 
EN AAR dd 8 unds.. 
Waltte:0f thO 20006 oon es cnnéoe eran puani andra rnes Sa x 3 $36, 749.06 
Cogs Lok Lis Yen fos a ccc cence nwscea ar SR SADENICE EADS $5,795.00 
= 45 ae ote 
NAG AA 00 TTTVTTTTTG000TTTT coun munds.. 
(((( aaa aA A A n S 2 PET $53, 133.43 
Te SS OG Lr. a a a Rae a A a E $6, 425.00 
ma n ds.. 7,450,178 
FFF! ͤ a S cee een eraeee unds. 
Value of the goods i Tb, 406. 02 
f 250.00 
T 
Cos 
Pan See ds 2, 420, 565 
Ms R E A A o A L tae ett munds.. 2. 
Value of the goods AbAuůte————. ee $125, 000. 00 
Cost for the year (about) 22-22-2005 a20nsa none $5,000.00 


The Chicago, St. Louis, Omaha, and New York warehouses are n and 
business throughout the year, and the business is ctically com- 

leted. The San Fra warehouse is open for only a few months, and 
8 there are entirely over. 
A. C. TONNER, 


Very respectfully. 
5 Acting Commissioner. 


Memoranda showing value of contracts awarded at annual lettings, 1903. 
(New York letting, May 19.] 


Class 1, blankets. y . 520 
Class 2, woolen and knit goods 955 460 
Class 3, cotton goods - 79, 100 
Class 4, clothing - 191,500 
Class 5, hats and caps. - 22,180 
Class 6, notions 21,680 


140,520 | 17,548 | $87, 40 


[Chicago letting, April 21.] 
Subsistence, delivered as follows: 


. Tinware ...- 
16. Stoves, eto 
E. Hardware. -- 


RECAPITULATION. 


Add deliveries at agencies and schools 
Aggregate of both lettings 
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. hanina ype numbers for the 
suficlonty co for 4 Ttor tho 


nt only the he vate of the 
fed for at the time of oo ee in 5 


increased or diminished 23 pot cout A 2 
taken of this Glance to 1 
These additional o; if added them would increase the 

above, but would not, it is believed, materially affect their rel- 


of convenience, and 
poss of comparison. believed 5 certainly 


There is. also in opon markat osne So gear a reo 
Dumber of miscslisnovus articles 
in somo Teoent reports the value of t the goods è — r to — 
8 en 
Ws: 


— 9 0 
e 


This is more than the amounts reported in this. The additional orders 
open- market purchases spoken of account for the difference. 


— ——— ee ee ea ne nnn 3 ·· · * 


WAREHOUSES FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES, 
f these Sas = four eela Ants one temporary. 


Thei costan 

New York, t: 
EOAR I A op int R a a a e A e aeeecem S , 820 
paca pacar washes —— — Pounds st 


cago, pe ‘permanent 
T 2 ped. July 1 to December ai, 1903 ---...-----pomnds.. = 
Ost 31m Per cent of Fraud N 
Rent D from “Transportation of Indi Indian supplies;” balance from Tele- 
graphing and purchase of Indian supplies. 
rmanent: 
Cost 1 ——— ̃ — tecenssencsussssesapeesscne 4 
Tonsage shipped July I to December — 1908 RS, cates — 
Cost 10 Per cant Roe V ne ee eee RT Te. = 
Su holly out of special appropriation of $10,000. 
Bt. Louin De 3 — 
Tonnage — — July 1 to December M, 150. pounds. 804, 770 
Value Bes — — . — $05,750 


Cost 15.7 f sr cent of value. 

898 y out of special appropriation of $10,000. 
San Francisco, temporary: 

Cost for 


— —— — 


Re a 
Cost per cent of valua, 
Rent paid from 
ate at 
¢ Fear beng complete. It's Omaha, and a 
30 It is safe to assume that the 
cost for the present year will be same. 
The cost of . | thaws 


of New York, Chi Omaha, and St. Louis is for the first 
fiscal year. ö nearly all, as the ship- 
ents will increase these 5 


nage 
The value of the a 
very neurly-sufflciently so for the purposes of com 
As to the necessi a permanent warehouse in 
said that the eee . — 


= 5 part of the Indian Service ae a enh e of = 
and it may 


eae the Seay ten gp an agent of the Government is there five or six 
on ths oes — the and a temporary warehouse is kept open for about 
same tim 
Mr. HIT HITOBCOUE. Mr. Chairman, I shall ask for a vote on 
this amendment after two or three words of explanation. It is 
true that Omaha does not do as much business at its warehouse 


as is transacted at the warehouse in o, but Omaha has a 
wing institution. It handled for the fiscal year en June 
0, 1903, more than twice as much business as in the year 


ending in J une, 1002. The gentleman from Illinois, however, 
who now declaims so vigorously against 
in his seat and voted for the Omaha San last year and the 
ter before when its business was m 
8 . The gentleman fasting Nebraska is mistaken; I 

d no 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, at least he did not rise to oppose it. 
The situation in Omaha is the same as in St. Louis, as outlined 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLDT]. The Omaha 
merchants are compelled, in bidding for Government supplies, 
not only to go to icago when the cay Anat pra but to pay 

eee SES OR. Ua RRS LE ao Oy BA to Chicago and 
back to 

Sa the business has been developed in Omaha and St. Louis under 


tion of Indian supplies: balance from Tele- | Our 
—— of Indi an supplies.“ 


Omaha, I presume sat D 


I certainly think, alth Iam a believer 
f commer ues Eis for tho interest of this Government to build 
up in various parts of the United States not competitive 
SMES Spore ee ee ee h to invite 


Government can take every advantage in 
i Reo of eet Baan rates, It undoubtedly saves mone woa 


warehouses are established near the of food whi 
CFF 8 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Nebraska yield for a 
ts, | question? 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. 


Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that the busi- 
ness last year, which is a fiscal year, in Omaha was twice as much 
as it was the before, 

Mr. COCK. Isaid the number of pounds handled at 
the Omaha warehouse for the fiscal year ending June 30,1902, was 
484,531 pounds, and the number of pounds handled for the fiscal 
year 1903 was 1,118,556 pounds. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman pardon me? The gentleman 
may be correct—I do not 8 I have a statement comin: 
from the Indian warehouses, which states that the number o 


ee ee ee , as the gentleman boasts 
surely the gentleman from Illinois 
St. Louis and 


and San Francisco have an opportunity to 
bid with her. om 


5 LIVERNASH. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
prevail. 
The Indian warehouse is a valushle means to reasonable cost 
and expeditious distribution of the supplies furnished by the 
Federal Government toits wards. There should be no opposition 
3 maintaining one in every considerable center of Indian popu- 
I am not much influenced by what has been said here concern- 
ing economy of restriction. It is as the from Nebraska 
Mr. Hrrencock] has the maintenance of warehouses 


$5,000 
000 at San Francisco, St. Louis, and Omaha increases the number of 


bidders for supplies and tends to reduction of Federal ee 
experience in the West has abundazitly established this 

Nor am I much y by the statistics brought forward by 

the gent] 5 3 Minds H. Mane] ao stort 

SHERMAN] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann 

ies tgeen ates re ot Heder 


cities than throug’ 

It does atone ap uate due allowance for basic administra- 
tive outlay, that Chicago handles supplies ton for ton or dollar 
for dollar more 3 than San Francisco, „or other 
cities. There are salaries, rentals, etc., necessaril attaching to 
every warehouse; and of course, if the Interior 88 
exercises its large discretion as that the business handled by one 
warehouse is enormous and by insignificant, the showing 
will, on superficial examination, be unfavorable to the warehouse 
handling the smaller volume of ar and it seems reasonably 
certain that, percentage of cost be: inverse ratio to extent oe 
basins, tho favorable showing b 5 o Would have been du- 
plica es farther west y been given corresponding 
participation in the receipt, storage, and distribution of supplies. 

fancy no one better understands that this is so than does the 
able gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

has been an inordinate share of the Indian busi- 
ness and I am inclined to think with my friend from Missouri 


[Mr. CLARE] that an seed would 8 favoritism on the 
part of the Interior ent, It is not so much because Chi- 
cago is a center of ulation, I fear, as because it is a 


center of O pria 4 polities tat cs” that the oe city has been preferred 

Service. Moreover, Chicago has been 

3 represented on this floor that it is small won- 

der the far West has had to struggle industriously to get any- 

thing at all, no matter what the relative rights may have been. 

I not onl hope the amendment will prevail, but I hope the dis- 

3 in will lead the Interior Department to pursue 

impartial course in the use of the warehouses authorized, 

A they be in the East or the West. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the waver % 

ment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 


The question was taken; and amendment was agreed to. 
Gore MANN, - Chairman, I ask leave to put some tables in 
o RECORD, 


SUES aL AS eee cal eee aes Doe 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there ob- 
jection? 

‘There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the paragraph begin- 
ning with line 12 on page 33. 

Clerk read, beginning with line 12, page 33, down to and 
including line 19, 33. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now recur to page 28, and 

resi. beginning with line 11. miscellaneous. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MISCELLANEOUS. 


a 
villzed 


Indian 8 and said Commission shall conclude 


ita work and termmate on or 
mission shall cease to exist on July 1, 1905: 

shall exercise all the powers heretofore conferred upon it by And 
provided further, That said Commission is hereby granted authority to sell at 
public sale in tracts not ex ing je acres toany one under rules 
eight frig iad gh rapt e eee and a by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, the residue of land in the Creek Nation belonging to the 
Creek tribe of Indians, now unsettled, consisting of about 500,009 acres, and 
„ lands left over after allotments of 160 acres to each of 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend- 
ment which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 28, in line 12, by striking out “four commissioners” and in- 
sorting in lieu thereof the following: one commissioner,” and in line 16 
strike out the words “twenty thousand” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ five thousand.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that that changes existing law. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman withhold it 
until I can make a brief statement? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserves the point of order. 
The gentleman from Texas is recognized. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, my object is to re- 
dnce the Dawes Commission to one man. That Commission has 
been in existence over ten years, and has succeeded in making 
conf: sion worse confounded. In the lan of some citizens of 
that Territory, The conditions in that Territory are worse than 
they were five years ago.“ I am reliably informed that these 
four commissioners are often at war among themselves. There 
seems-to be no executive head to the Commission. They are 
scattered over the Territory, and often what one seeks to accom- 

lish another seeks to undo. The consequence is that it is a self- 
hting machine. 

I beiieve that if Congress should reduce this Commission to one 
man and put in a man with good executive ability, he could ac- 
complish more toward closing out this work than the four com- 
missioners are now doing. We are appropriating this year, I be- 
lieve, in round numbers. $250.000 for carrying on the work of that 
Commission. The amendment that I offer is to strike out ‘‘ four ” 
and insert one,“ and have one commissioner instead of a self- 
fighting machine of four, as I have before stated, and I also move 
to strike ont 820,000 and insert in lieu thereof 85.000, the 
salary of one man. I think the amendment should prevail. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. LACEY. Is the gentleman’s amendment pending? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order to it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I must confess that 
the point of order, in my judgment, is well taken, but I had hoped 
that the gentleman would not makeit. It should be as evident 
to him as it is to myself that this Commission would be far 
more effective and would conclude this work sooner with one man 
at its head to conduct its affairs than it can with the four that 
we now have, besides lessening the expense to the Government in 
salaries by $15.000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York insist 
on the point of order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of line 5, page 29, the following lan; $ 

“And ali the restrictions u the sale or leass of Eads of all the allottees 
JJC... 
which shall not affected hereby.” 2 28 

5 I raise a point of order against the amend- 
men 


Mr. LITTLE. Do you raise it or reserve it? 
Mr. SHERMAN, I will reserve it if the gentleman wishes to 
discuss the matter. : 
Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, since I have been a Member of 
Congress I have given no littleattention to Indian affairs. [have 
heard assaults made upon the Dawes Commission from almost 
every direction, and I confess that at times I have had sympathy 
with some of the complaints. But when we go seriously into the 
meat of the proposition we shall find that th- complaints are not 
so much against the system prevailing in the Indian Territory as 
agains the laws we have put in force there or declined to put in 


rce. 

The truth of the business is that the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs—and I stand sponsor fer my part of the ibility—have 
from the beginning of this legislation down to this time failed to 
differentiate the class of Indian citizens who need protection from 
that class who are able to protect themselves. 

It is a fact that in that Territory, among a citizenship of 80.000 
or $5,000 people in the Five Civilized Tribes who are entitled to 
allotments, there are not to-day, in my candid opinion, founded 
upon the closest examination that I have been able to make, as 
well as largely upon my own personal knowledge. there are not 
to-day exceeding 15,000 people entitled to be enrolled in the In- 
dian Territory who are not as competent to transact their busi- 
ness as the citizenship of many of the surrounding States. And 
the folly is that we permit the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Dawes ission and other arms of the service in force in the 
Indian Territory to hold fast in their hands the affairs of the 
85.000 people, only 15,000 of whom need their supervision. 

The amendment which I offer at this time provides that that 
class of allottees in the Indian Territory who are not of Indian 
blood be entitled to transact their business and sell their property 
as any other citizen would have the right to do. These people 
are not wards of the Government. In fact they are citizens of 
the United States—made so by act of Congress. There are more 
than 5,000 poopie in the Indian Territory who are enrolled as en- 
titled to allotments in that country who have not a single drop 
of Indian blood tracing in their veins. There are also from 
fifteen to twenty thousand adopted citizens or negroes who have 
no Indian blood. 

And I can say for the negroes of the Indian Territory that asa 
body of people they are in advance of any body of colored people 
of the same class that I know of in any of the States. They have 
had the benefit of free schools and colleges for more than a half 
a century. They are educated; they are self-assertive: they are 
aggressive; and it is folly for this Government to require the 
Secretary of the Interior, through the agencies operating in the 
Indian country, to hold and maintain the present restrictions 
against those people. 

The amendment I offer simply authorizes the sale or lease of 
the surplus allotments to those people without the int rference of 
the Government. It does not even authorize the white man enti- 
tled to land to sell his property absolutely. without restriction. 
He, by this amendment, can not sell his homestead. Why shall we 
go further in this folly? The amendment simply asks Congress 
and I appeal to the Committee on Indian Affairs to support me 
in this position—to differentiate citizens of that country capable 
of self-government, capable of attending to their own affairs, 
from the incompetent of the Indian Territory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 


has $ 
"Me LITTLE. I should like to proceed for ten or fifteen min- 
onger. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unan- 
imous consent to occupy fifteen minutes more. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I believe this matter of vast im- 
portance, because, while it relieves the Government of much 
trouble and expense, it enables the citizen in the Indian Territory 
to select his neighbors; it enables him to lease his land to the 
neighbor he has known probably for twenty years. It enables 

ers to build homes throughout that entire country. 

I believe it would be an act of—I do not say it offensively—an 
act of official stupidity to continue the present policy any longer. 
I do not believe there is a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs familiar with that country who will rise up and tell me 
that he believes the allottee of white blood in that country is not 
as capable of attending to his affairs as the average citizen of any 
of the States. I do not believe there is a man on that committee 
or any other Member of this House familiar with those condi- 
tions who will deny that the colored population of the Indian 
Territory are as competent to transact their business as the col- 
ored people of any of the States of this Union, and in my opinion , 
they are more so than in many of the States, 

y, then, this stupendous folly? Whyshould weappropriate 
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money to pay the agents of this Government to go to that coun- 

and holda restrictive hand over fifty or sixty thousand people 
who are as competent practically as I am or you for the transac- 
tion of their ordinary business affairs? 

We expect to see ere long on the flag of this country a star rep- 
resentative of the great State that shall be in part made out of 
this Territory. not take off these restrictions where they 
ought not to exist? en you do this you will build up in that 
country 10,000 homes within twelve months. These lands will 
not go into the hands of speculators, as the lands now being sold 
are going. Why, sir, I know, upon the borders of that country, 
where I was raised and where I have lived all my life, white citi- 
zens who have resided there for thirty or forty years, who have 
been cultivating Indian lands, many of them intermarrying with 
members of Indian tribes. 

When the Indian sells his lands he wants to sell it to his friends. 
He wants the man who has tilled the soil for twenty or thirty 
years to have the benefit of the home; and in doing this we will 
enable them not only to sell their lands, but to sell them upon 
long terms of payment, which is to the benefit of the Indians, 
Let him sell his land on terms of partial payments, and then if he 
fritters away a portion of the money the remainder will come 
later on. How is it now with the sales that are being made in 
the Creek country by the Secretary of the Interior? It is esti- 
mated that at the present rate it will take ninety years to dispose 
of the land. The only way now to sell the land is by sealed bids. 
The allottee goes and puts his land into the hands of the Indian 
agent and says, I want to sell that land.” It is advertised for 
sixty days for sealed bids. These bids are opened, the land is ap- 
praised; if it is found that it is satisfactory to the allottee and 
satisfactory to the Department, if the bidder can pay cash for the 
entire amount he can get the land. The result is that of the land 
that has been sold more than 80 per cent has not gone into the 
hands of industrial people, but gone into the ds of land 

tors. That is thesituation. They claim to be protecting 
the Indian in selling land and turn all the cash over to him. If 
he is incompetent to sell his land he is certainly not competent to 
handle the money. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hope that the chairman of this great 
committee, who is familiar with that country, will not insist upon 
this point of order, I have another amendment to come a little 
later 

Mr. CURTIS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. : 

Mr. CURTIS. As I understand your amendment, it only ap- 

lies to the intermarried whites (not to their children if they 
ve Indian blood) and to the colored people. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is all, absolutely. 

Mr. CURTIS. It does not apply to any person of Indian blood. 

Mr. LITTLE. The amendment says specifically allottees who 
are not of the Indian blood.” 

Mr. CURTIS. And also it precludes—— 

Mr. LITTLE. Precludes their selling the homestead. 

Mr. CURTIS. That was my understanding. 

Mr. LITTLE. Yes.. There is no doubt in the world but that 
the amendmentonght to pass, in my opinion. It will not only ben- 
efit the people themselves, but it will be a goana in part to the 
Government. After we have paid out up to this time from $8 to $10 
ahead for every Indian in that country in the way of administra- 
tive expenses there, why do we want to continue and perpetuate 
those expenses? Why do we curse the Dawes Commission and 
demand that they close their work within twelve months? Why 
not put them at the work that they should do and let them do it, 
and the men who can transact their own business, let them trans- 
act it? Let us give these people the rights of an ordinary white 
man, to transact his own business. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield fora mo- 
ment? 

Mr. LITTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Would it not expedite the work of 
this Dawes Commission and enable them to complete their work 
much sooner by passing the amendment, so that they would not 
have to look after these negro lands and the lands of the inter- 
married white citizens? f 

Mr. LITTLE. Just exactly as I attempted to state a moment 
ago, that those people who are competent to transact their own 
business, if you take them from under the supervision of the In- 
dian Department you relieve the Government of thatmuch work, 
you relieve the Commission of that much work, and the result is 
that they can give their time and attention to the business that is 
demanded at their hands in completing the rolls and making the 
allotments in that country. Ido hope that the gentleman 
New York [Mr. SHERMAN] will withdraw his point of order. I 
can not think of a solitary reason why it ought not to pass. I 
know how faithfully the gentleman labored—I know how 


faithfully every member of that committee has labored for tho 
last ten years. 8 

I know how they have felt dissatisfied, and, as my friend sug- 
gests, how they have agonized at the slow progress made in the 
opening of that country and the allotment of the lands. I have 
myself shared in that, and I share the responsibilities of the present 
situation. But we have reached a time now when we can differ- 
entiate between the citizenship of that country; we have reached 
a time when we can draw the line and let those who are compe- 
tent to transact their business do so, and let those who deserve 
the care, protection, and 8 of the Government have it 
in the extremest degree. we do that we will pursue an intelli- 
gent policy; we will pursue a just policy; we will pursue a policy 
that will not only prepare that country for statehood, but give it 
a basis of taxation for school systems and good government. Ido 
again urge and bope that the gentleman from New York [Mr., 
SHERMAN] will withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, it is true that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs have suffered all sorts of trials and tribulations 
and none greater than the loss of the services of the distinguis 

entleman from Arkansas, who saw fit at the beginning of this 
ngress to withdraw from the committee. I haye never ceased 
to regret that act on his part, and I think I never shall. Iam 
impressed with his statement, and I am impressed with the con- 
ditions as they exist down there, with which I was somewhat fa- 
miliar; but, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman presents here a matter 
that has never been 8 to the committee. It is important; 
it is far-reaching. My impression is that had the matter been 
presented to the committee 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But does not the gentleman know 
enough of the sentiment of the committee to know that it is proper 
to take this action to complete this work, and that if the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ar be adopted that that work 
will be very greatly e and thereby enable the Commis- 
sion to close up its work at a much earlier date? 

A . Iwas about to add that, so far as my belief 
was concerned, if the matter had been presented to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, it would have been fayorably acted 
upon; and my criticism and complaint now is that so sweeping a 
proposition should be offered upon the floor without previous con- 
sideration either by the full committee, or, so far as I know, any 


member of the present committee. I gladly concede that no gen- 


tleman on the committee is better qualified to speak in reference 
to Indian affairs, or has been more conscientious, thorough, and 
indefatigable in his work in that regard, than the gentleman from 
Arkansas; but I hesitate to withdraw the point of order without 
any authority of the committee—without any action on the part 
of the committee. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, I will state to the gentleman that 
Iam thoroughly satisfied that the committee will protect him if 
he should withdraw the point of order and let it be voted upon, 
for it is 7 7 I think it is his duty to withdraw the point of 
order, and I feel certain that should he withdraw it no member 
of the committee would criticise him for such action, 

Mr. LITTLE. I want to say to the gentleman from New York 
that the 27777784 is not a complicated one. 

Mr. 8 MAN. I understand that; I understand what the 
proposition is perfectly. 

. LITTLE. It goes close and clearly to this question of 
whether the white citizens and the colored citizens should have 
the right to sell their surplus land. That is the whole thing, and 
there is nothing in it that can have any other effect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, what I rose a moment 
ago for was a different purpose; but there is a fairly good attend- 
ance in the Committee of the Whole now, the gentleman from 
Arkansas, as he always does when he speaks; lucidly explained 
the proposition, and I think I will withdraw the point of order 
and let the committee vote upon the proposition. [Applause.] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York withdraws 
the point of order, and the question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ar 

Mr. LACEY. If so important legislation is to be allowed to go 
through in this way, I think the amendment ought to be read 
again. I would like to get the details of it. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the Clerk will report the 
amendment again. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I will offer an amendment and 
then call the attention of the committee to it. In line 22, after 
the word said,“ strike out the word Commission“ and add 
„Commissioner of Indian Affairs.“ I will state to the committee 
my idea for this amendment. The Dawes Commission was em- 
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powered under the law to make the roll of cii to allot 
the lands, to 5 the appraisement. and so on along these 
lines. This bill provides that the Commission's existence shall 
cease in twelve months. My object is that the Commission may 
be relieved from this labor and that they may give their entire 
time to the question of citizenship, the question of enrollment, 
and the question of allotment, and I believe then they will be bet- 
ter able to complete the work within hat time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it should be placed in the hands of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. LITTLE. Well, let it be the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With such an amendment as that, I will not 


0 it. 
be Clerk read as follows: 

On 28, line 22. after the word said“ strike out the word “Commis- 
sion.“ and insert the words Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Strike the words said Commission,” and 
insert “ the Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr.CURTIS. The same amendment should be made in line 25. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the same in line 25. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was to. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: I would suggest that the same 
amendment should be placed in line 25. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The same amendment should be made in line 
wy striking out by said Commission and the balance of the 

e. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 25 strike out the words “said Commission “ and “approved by.“ 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
That the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with the val of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, is hereby authorized and to make rules and 
tions governing the renting of the homesteads and surplus lands allot- 
to full-blood Indians belo: to the Creek, Cherokee, Choctaw, and 
Chickasaw Indians in the Indian Territory, and to the minor children of such 
Indi and no rental contract of the alloted to such Indians or to their 


minor children shall be valid or binding until Fe itr by him: Provided, 
That if any adult member of either of thesaid believes himself or her- 
self competent to make leases transact his or her affairs, such member 
may file a request with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for a permit to 
lease the lands which have been allotted to him or herand the minorchildren 
of such member, and if upon consideration and examination of the request 
the said Commissioner find said member to be fully 


tracts for the lands allotted to such member and his or her minor children. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] 
offers an amendment to this peragrans 

Mr. LITTLE. The gentleman from Texas yields to me to offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Arkansas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. irman, I desire to reserve 
Sse poiar of order against the last paragraph—the latter part of it. 

1 : Se pentan A from Texas reserves the 

point of order against the paragrap. read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of line 17, page 31, the foll lan 

“Al Indian allottees, of either of the Five Ci who are not of 
the full blood may, upon petition to the United States court for the district 
in which the sof the ae are sitnated, be empowered to transact 
business in general, as well as to sell, and convey their lands: Provided, 
That before such an order or decree shall be made the petitioner shall a 
in open court for examination apon the of arek emia n hope es- 
tablish, to the satisfaction of the court by at two credible witnesses, 
Ara acd that ran Aa com sree ties outed E ADO tie 

ie te) ce * 
habits of civilized life, and have been able to Foe themselves and families 
for at least two years previous to such application: Provided further, That 
nothing m this act in any manner affect the restrictions and limitations 
upon the sale or incumbrance of the homestead as now provided under exist- 
laws agreements.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point 
of order against the provision after line 6 down to the end of the 
paragraph. This is the one I first raised the point of order 


against. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas reserves the 
point of order against the proviso 
Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. Beginning on line 6 and ending on 
line 17, 31. 
The MAN. Beginning on line 6 and ending on line 17, 
3 


1. 
es LITTLE. And I reserve the point of order against the re- 
mainder of the section. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas reserves 
the point of order against the entire section. 
Mr. LITTLE, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the House and 


members of the committee that I believe that the provision the 
committee have put in this bill onght to be adopted, provided 
that it is followed by the amendment which I have myself had 
the honor to offer. I believe that the two going together will 
pursue, as I indicated a while ago, proper lines as to the adminis- 
tration of the affairs of that country; but everyone knows who is 
at all familiar with that country—and I now address myself to 
the Indians of blood; the amendment I offered a while ago affected 
those who had no Indian blood—that there are in that country 
to-day, out of the 850 O estimated citizens. about 10.000 full-blood 
Indians. There are 20,000 of not exceeding half-bloods. The re- 
mainder of between 45.000 and 50,000 citizens of that country have 
traces of Indian blood from one-fourth to one-sixteenth and one- 
thirty-second. 

I had the honor, when I was a boy, to attend school with 150 of 
these Indians—most of them were full blood—at the old Cane Hill 
College, Arkansas, near the Cherokee Indian border. I went there 
with some 600 boys, half of them Indian boys. They were then, 
at that time—just after the war, in the early seventies—as much 
abreast of the times almost as the white boys of that college, and 
often made them hump themselves to keep up with them in their 
studies. Not only from that, but from association with them for 
forty years, and association with people in that part of the coun- 
try. I would say there are more than 60 per cent of them who are 
as competent as I am to transact business, although I have not 
had any great success. 

You must not forget in that country for three-quarters of a 
century they have had a republican form of government, with 
written constitutions and written laws; that they have had pub- 
lic schools; that they have had seminaries: that they have had 
colleges for more than 3 and their people are to-day, I 
fear, better qualified for transaction of business than they 
will be ten years from now. Their boys, hundreds of them,are 
college their girls, hundreds of them, are college bred. 
Thousands of them, by looking in their faces you could not tell 
that they ever saw an Indian, either they or their ancestors. 
That is truth. Go to South McAlester. or go to Ardmore, or 
Muscogee, or any of the cities of that conntry or the small towns, 
e you will hardly be able to see a man whom yon think is an 

It is absolutely safe to say that 40.000 of these people are in all 
essential features white le; they have the education, they 
have the capacity, and they have the character, as far as that is 
concerned. 


1 CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 


Mr. Mr. Chairman, I will ask for five minutes more, 
and I will endeavor not to detain the committee beyond that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 


objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LITTLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I submitted this amend- 


ment to my friend from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] and to my friend 
from New York [Mr. ped | before I offered it. I recently 
submitted it to my friend from lowa [Mr. Lacey}. The amend- 
ment I offer simply does this one thing and no more: It says that 
any Indian citizen of less than the full blood—it leaves the full 
blood in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior—may file his 
petition in the district court of that country, where he must ap- 
pear in person for examination, and if he can show by at least 
two credible witnesses to the satisfaction of the court that he is 
not only competent to transact his business. not only that he has 
adopted the habits of civilization, not only that he can speak the 
English language, but the additional fact that for two years prior 
to the filing of his application he has conducted his business in 
such a way as to support himself and his family, then he may 
have the benefit of these provisions. 

Now. we can certainly trust the court if we can trust anybody. 
Withont any criticism of the Indian Department. | would rather 
trust the court that can have the Indian himself before it—the 
court that can examine his neighbors—than to tuke the judgment 
and determination of the Department who must send seme special 
agent to investigate. Under this amendment the investigation 
and trial of the matter must be in open court. and the court will 
know readily about the competency of the party. and there will 
be no difficulty in drawing the line. If there is any doubt aboutit, 
let him stay where he is. If there is no doubt, as is the fact in 
thousands and thousands of cases, give the party the opportunity 
to go into the court and have his business placed in his own hands. 
Even this does not authorize them to sell or dispo-e of their home- 
steads. Why do this? If every sale must be made under the ap- 
proval of the Secretary, and if the trades are delayed. as they now 
are under the present rule, if they are delayed in that way, it de- ` 
lays the progressive man in developing his property. He must 
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either mortgage and borrow money—tie himself up—before he gets 
it in order to improve his land. 

There are cases within my personal knowledge where good old 
Indians with the farmers from Arkansas having a tenantcy of 
the Indian land for twenty years, where the Indian would rather 
give away half his land than to sell it into the hands of a 
stranger, where they have lived as friends belonging to the same 
church, even sending their children to the same school where they 
could do so, and if you do nothing else you ought to allow the 
Indian to select his neighbor. This will be for the benefit of the 
Indian and the white man. I have not got a feather's interest 
from one edge of the Indian Territory to the other. I have never 

rmitted myself to engage in any sort of a speculation in that 
Territory, whether I regarded it as legitimate or illegitimate. I 
have kept hands off. I have wanted to hold myself where I could 
do untrammeled justice to what I believed was right when I met 
these propositions. 

I believe this proposition is right. It will go another step in 
aiding the Governmenton the same line as the amendmentadopted 
a while ago. The two will work together, and where there is a 
wilderness now and little shacks it will result in planting dozens 
and dozens of honest farmers around the homes of these Indians, 
who are citizens of the United States and whom we hope to pro- 
tect and guide along upon that line. 

The amendment provides forthe absolute care of the full blood, 
for the absolute care of the children, and of their estates. That 
is right,and I most heartily indorse it. As to the other Indians, 
their estates will be governed by the probate laws in force in that 
country, which are as strict as they are in any State of this Union 
as to the estates of minors. It has been decided by one of the 
judges that the law does not permit a natural guardian to lease 
the land of his ward without the approyal of the court, and this 
decision has been affirmed by the court of appeals. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these two amendments should go together; 
whether they have had the formal consideration of the committee 
or not, Members are familiar with the situation as I stateit. I 
do not believe anybody will controvert a single fact I have stated. 
I want to say in conclusion, while it is no more to me than to you, 
it means much to the 600,000 people in that country; it means 
much to the thousands of children who are deprived of schools to- 


day; it means building up their homes, and making a progressive | p 


tural, industrial community that will be a basic rock for 
Fe drt 

. Mr. Chairman, asI understand it, the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. Lrrrin] makes the point of order 
against the paragraph, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. STEPHENS] 
makes the point of order against the proviso, and I against the 
amendment. I think the Chair ought to sustain all of the points 
of order, and let it all go out. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, I will state to the gentleman 
from New York that I will be willing to make a bargain with him. 
Let him withdraw his pary of order to my amendment, and I will 
withdraw the point of order that I haye made to the paragraph. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Oh, I think the better way is to let the whole 
business go out. 

Mr. L E. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the committee 
does not often make mistakes, but I think he is making two mis- 
takes to-day. First, I think he makes a fundamental mistake in 
not passing the provision for the protection of the full-bloods. I 
believe the other is almost as great an error in not permitting this 
amendment. The committee will have ample time to consider it 
between the two Houses. It has yet to go to the Senate. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
to the gentleman from 

Mr. LITTLE. I do. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas to withdraw his point of order against the first part of this 
section. It was drawn to protect the full-bloods, and he knows as 
well as I do that something ought to be done to protect the full- 
blood Indians in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. LITTLE. That is true. I fully agree with the gentleman, 
and if I withdraw my point of order against that, then I think 
mine will not be subject to a point of order, for it would be ger- 


mane. 
Mr, Chairman, I would suggest to the gentle- 


agricul 
one of the grandest States in the Union. 
Mr. SHERMAN 


Does 5 gentleman from Arkansas yield 


Mr. CURTIS. 
man that I think his amendment is subject to the point of order, 
but he must know that the first part of this section ought to be 
incorporated into this bill. 

Mr. LITTLE. I have so announced. 

Mr. CURTIS. There is more necessity for that than there is 
for the amendment offered by the gentleman. 

Mr. LITTLE. I hardly concede that proposition. I believe 
both are important and just. I believe both ought to be the law. 
I think we ought by common understanding and common consent 


to pass both of these provisions, but I do not want to urge too 
hard upon my friend the chairman of the committee, the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], and I will state that my 
pro forma reservation of the point of order was not serious, of 
course, because I want both of these provisions passed. Iam per- 
fectly willing to withdraw the point of order if the gentlemen 
will let the amendment go to a vote of the committee. The com- 
mittee is reasonably full. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I can not consistently with- 
draw the point of order. If the amendment delegated the author- 
ity to the Secretary of the Interior I think I would feel a little 
differently about it; but I must insist, if it is offered in the form 
in which it is now presented, upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, As the understands it, the point of 
order has been made to the proviso on page 81, from line 6 to 
line 17, by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. Another point of order has been made 
against the whole paragraph, from line 23 on page 80 to line 17 
on page 31, inclusive. The Chair sustains the point of order 
(Ar. 1. the entire paragraph. The gentleman from Arkansas 

r. LITTLE] offers an amendment, which is in the nature of a 
new paragraph, as to which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SHERMAN] reserves the point of order. ~ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point of order, which the Chair sustains. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected, with the consent of the nation, sec in the manner, to pay to 
the intruders in the Cherokee Nation, Ind. T., who have not heretofore for 
any reason been d the amounts due them by appraisement heretofore 
made for improvements, such payment to be made out of funds now at the 
disposal of the Secretary of the Interior for such purpose. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment. I move to amend by striking out, in lines 19 and 20 
the words with the consent of the nation, secured in the 
manner,” so that it will read, that the Secretary of the Interior 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the in- 
truders in the Cherokee Nation,” etc. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think that ought not to 


revail. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I think as it is now 
in the bill, that portion to which I refer is now legislation and 
subject to the point of order. I therefore make the point of order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman,I make the point of order 
that the point of order comes too late, after an amendment has 
been offered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] is correct. After an amendment 
has been offered to the section and it has been discussed it is too 
late to raise the point of order. 

Mr. STEPHEN Sof Texas. But, Mr. Chairman, I had not taken 
my seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand that the 
point of order comes too late. The gentleman from Texas was 
still on his feet. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Texas offered an 
amendment, which was reported, and then he said that he wanted 
to reserve a point of order. I submit that after he had offered 
his amendment he was too late to reserve a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand that the gen- 
tleman from Texas first moved an amendment and subsequently 
raised a point of order. If that was the intention of the gentle- 
man, the Chair would hold that the point of order came too late. 
The Chair will put the question on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Texas, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment ought not to prevail. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is 
designed to obviate the necessity for another treaty with these 
Indians. The language in the bill clearly implies—I might say 
explicitly states—that the consent of the Indian nation must bo 
obtained to this pr i Now, in order to obtain such con- 
sent, we must resort to a treaty. The Indians of the nation must 
be called together; the headmen must meet in council and make 
an agreement with the United States. How long will it take to do 
that? The language of the provision is that the consent of theso 
Indians shali secured in the manner.” The usual 
manner” of making treaties is to have an election, which costs a 
great deal of trouble and money. I see no necessity for that for- 
mality. The money should be paid to the people to whom it is 
due. Why not direct the Secretary of the Interior to make pay- 
ment to the persons entitled to it? They are white men who went 
there, 1 lands from the Indians, and put their farms and 
houses upon it. 

The Dawes Commission assessed the value of these improve- 
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ments under existing law, and if we refuse to pay them we will 
deprive them of property rights—that is, of the money due them 
when we dispossessed them. This money should be paid to the 
poe to whom itis due. Why should we get the consent of the 

dians to pay this money? It seems to me that this proceeding 
is utterly useless. It would cost the Government quite a sum of 
money and would cause needless annoyance to the men to whem 
the money is due. In my judgment it is perfectly useless that a 
treaty of this kind shonld be made with these Indians before pay- 
ing money already found due for these improvements. 

. SHERMAN, 5 i , these “‘intruders,”’ so called, 
were tendered the value of their betterments at one time; they 
refused to accept the tender because they were contending that 
they had a right to the lands and could not be ejected therefrom. 
Now, the Supreme Conrt has decided that they were in error in 
that position. It seems to me under the circumstances it would 
be improper to pay this money without the consent of the nation. 
That consent is to be obtained through the council. It is not 
necessary to call the entire tribe together. The council speaks 
for the nation. š 

This is not the serious matter that the gentleman from Texas 
appears to consider it. The council has the right to speak for the 
Indians; and I think we ought not to agree tothe amendment 
proposing to waive the obtaining of consent asa preliminary to 
the payment of these damages. 

Mr. LITTLE. If I remember this matter correctly—it is some 
time since I paid attention to it—these amounts were fixed under 
the authority of the Cherokee Nation, and money was appropiated 
for their payment. 

large number of the persons who had been occupying these 
lands accepted the tender which was made to them and were 
paid off. number of them were still desirous to assert legally 
their right of citizenship, which had not been determined, as they 
claimed, and these people refused to accept. 

Afterwards the cases were decided against them. They were 
dispossessed of their improvements, and have not been reim- 
bursed. The money is theirs, and it should be paid without delay. 

My idea is that the tender was no payment; they are still en- 
titled to the reimbursement under the law. And I think it un- 
necessary or superfluous to ask the consent of the tribe for the 
payment of these people. I think they number only about fifty 


TYSONS, 
etsy CURTIS. Forty-two persons refused to accept the tender; 
ninety-odd had made improvements, and all but forty-two accepted. 

Mr. LITTLE. I think, therefore, it is unnecessary to have the 
consent of the tribe. I believe the necessary consent has already 
been given. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question being taken, 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I call for a division. 

The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 27, noes 39, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to insert in line 18, 
page 20 of the bill, the words“ to be immediately available,” and 
also to insert the same words in line 32. These le ought not 
to be compelled to wait until the 1st of July for their money. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New York will be inserted by 
the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee rise and report 
the bill with the amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BOUTELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, having had under consideration House bill 
12684 (the Indian appropriation bill), had directed him to report 
the same back with sundry amendments and with a recommen- 
dation that the amendments be agreed to and the bill as amended 


The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 
ment? If not, the vote will be taken on the amendments in gross, 

The amendments were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time, and i 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a confer- 
iy 8 on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
ion 


XXXVII— 82 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents a 


conference report upon the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill. If there be no objection, the statement will be 
in lieu of the report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker. * 
ek MANN. Does not the report have to be printed in the 

ECORD? 

Mr.LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, a very proper rule of the House 
requires that a conference report be printed in the RECORD and lie 
over for a day. This isa complete agreement. Every rule ap- 

lying to the government of a conference report has, I believe, 
es ived up to, and for the personal reason that I desire to leave 
town to-night I should like very much to get unanimous consent 
that the statement be now read and the report agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. S er, I should like to 
do anything that would be personally kind to the gentleman from 
New York, but I think it is right and necessary that I should ob- 


ject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 
The conference report and statement will be printed in the REC- 
ORD. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 

The committee of conference on the aramee ng votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. $480) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal ya ending June 39, 1905, and for other purposes, having met, 
after fulland conference have agreed to recommend and do recommen 
to their respective Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 42, 47, 56, 57, 74, M. 
130, 131, 132, — 1 141, 145, 146, 147, 149, 156, 159, 161, 162, 168, 174, 175, 176, iss, 
211, 212, 214, and 228. 


That the House recede from its PrE TETONIT amendmentsof the Sen- 


ate numbered 1, 2,3,4, 5, & 7,8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 
e 20, D0, B, ek OL 38, 87, B8, 39, 40, 43, 44, 45, 45, 48, 40, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 
55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64 68, 67, 68, 70, 71, 72, 73, 7 78 79, 83, BA, 8, 87, 88, 89, 
90. 94. 95, 90. 97, 98. 99. 100, 1 103, 1 104, 105, 106, 107, 110, 141, 112, 113, 114, 115, 
116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 4,135, 136, 127, 128, 120, 131, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 
142, 143, 144, 148, 150, 151, 153, 154, 155, 157, 160, 163, 164, 165, 168, 169, 172, 173, 177, 178. 
179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 186, 187, 188, 189, 100, 194, 195, 198, 197, 198, 200; 201, 202, 208) 


204, 207, 208, 209, 210, 213, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221. 222. 223, 224, 995, 228, 227, 229, 
205, 206, * 213. fh 220, 223, 226, 227, 229, 


specifically;” and the Senate agree to th 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ten thousand dol- 
lars; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert **three;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 77: That the House recede from its di ment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 77, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pr insert “forty-two thou- 
sand seven hundred and ten dollars;“ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 81: That the House recede from its disagreement 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 81. and e to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inse: by said amendment in- 
sert the following: two bookkeepers, at one thousand five hundred dollars 


each;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82 That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 8 insert twenty-six thou - 
sand five hundred and ninety dollars;“ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 91: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 91, and agree to the same with'an 
amendment as follows: re the matter stricken out by said amendment 
and in lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert after the word 
“dollars,” line 10, 65 of the bill, the following: 

3 That vd artes the Secre : of = — shall 5 

it is necessary for the proper rations of the t at Denver, 0. 
the following force may be appointed in lieu of the fo: ing at the yearly 
com! tion herein stated, namely: Superintendent, at four thousand five 
hun dollars; assayer, melter and refiner, and coiner, at three thousand 
dollars each; chief clerk, at two thousand five hundred dollars; weigh sank 
at one thousand six hundred dollars; clerk, at one thousand four hun 
dollars; two calculating clerks, at one thousand four hundred dollars each; 
and two clerks at one thousand two hundred dollars each, and any unex- 
pended balance of the foregoing appropriation shall be available for pay- 
ment of this latter force; ” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 92: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered $2, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: “For wages of workmen, including not exceeding six 
thousand six hundred and sray dollars for other clerks and employees, 
twenty-two thousand dollars; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 103; That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lien of the sum p insert three hundred 
and sixty thousand dollare;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 109: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 109, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Add after the word “assistants” at the end of the 
matter inserted by said amendment the following: said estimates not to 
exceed the number sae Page and rates of compensation then actually paid;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 2 9 

Amendment numbered 152; That the House recede from its disagreement 
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the Tee af the sum proposed Insert "two hundred 
5 


“law clerk, two thousand d 
class two;” and in lieu of the sum heme in lines 7 and 8 5 lin cal thou- 
sand one hundred and forty dollars: and the Senate agree to the sa: 
Amendment numbered 167: That the House recede from its ite disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 167, and N tho same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “one hundred and 
thirty-two thousand seven hundred and twenty dollars;” and. the Senate 
agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 170: That the House ee from its 
to the amendment of the penare a numbered 170, 
amendment as follows: In the last 


Amendment use sarar no its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate 8 171, and to tho same with 
amendments as follows: In line 2 of said amendment. strike out the word 
“fifteen” and insert in lien thereof the word “twelve;” in line 3strike out 
the word “fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof the word “twelve;" in line 5 
strike out the word sixteen” and insert in liou thereof tho word "twelve; ” 
and in line 10 strike out the word “fifty-six” and ere in lieu thereof the 
word forty-six; and the Senate agree to the sa 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House — 5 from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 191, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lien of the number insert “ two hun- 

and seventy-two;” and the Senate . 

Amendment immbered 19% That the ebony E TEON its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 192, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows; In lieu of the number proposed insert “two hun- 
dred und twelve;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 193: That the House recede from its ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 193, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu oe the number proposed insert “forty-four; 
and the Senate agree to the sam 

Amendment numbered 199: * That the House recede from its 


disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 199, and to the same withan 

amendment as follows: In 3 ot the sum insert seren hundred 

8 thousand seven hundred = — z and the Senate agree 
e same, 


Amendment 3 215: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 215, and a to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Inlieuof thesum ro ee 
thousand five hundred and seventy dollars; and the Senate agree to 
same. 

Amendment numbered 218: That the House recede from its ent 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 216, and agree to the same with 


an amendment as follows: ee the sum proposed insert *‘four thousand 
dollars; and the Senate to the same. 
Amendment ean —— That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered ZH, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Strike out the word “permanenti 2. y 
said amendment, and on page 151 ot the bill, in line 7, after word inca- 
pacitated. 5 words otherwise than te Sors and the Senate 


151 of the bill, the words vor ac orel and the — — agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 236: That the House recede from its 


ok: the iy toe duties. 
nineteen hundred and Pe to thi 

855 = Lirrauxn. 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

S. M. CULLOM; 

F. E: ARREN 


H. M. TELE 
S 
STATEMENT OF THE MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE. 


The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the disagree- 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
R. 9480) making — forl tive, executive, and judicial ex- 

pense oe -_ fiscal year 1905, — following written statement in 
explana the effect of the upor and recommended in the 


accompanying report n ADAT es: d1, 2 8.4, 5,6 7 8.8.10, 111953 


24, S. and 28, w: relato 
. — . nsa tion . —— 


ae ea 16, aoe 2 
of that body at for the a A 
the amendments of the Senate. 


to $3,000; 

2 instead of 

charge of pairs at $1,400 in 2 — otic af the 
On am ents 27 . 


aes 
and 42: Makes correction in the total of a 
of class 4, — of that class 


} 9898 of the Bureau 


n Senate, in the office of the Auditor 


ditional cler 

for the Stata and 9 ts numbered okey hm and 62: a 88 

Senate, for six additional wa —. Sine 

Neer apa ces i cee e or the Pest oie Depart- 
tothe office of the Publis: 


me EOT EE and 65, rela 
— Makes ions intext of tho bill and 


ital Service 
that the Public Health and Marine-Hos- 
e jurisdiction by the 3 Depart- 


9 
dment — E e 


. Sea 73, reir, tono son con- 


a Hoos the the —— 
of $15, 


us expenses in 


É re mat the edema stir 
genta icing trates of compensation toan per allo mi Ai 
revenus a 
On 9 numbered 75, 7d, and 77: Provides for one additional clerk 
at $1,200 and one additional clerk at $1,000 in the office of the assistant treas- 
a at Boston. 
3 and 80: Provides, as proposed by the Sen- 
2 83 teller at $i oand for three additional clerks 
at peach inthe oiioe of the assistam t treasurer 
ts num 81 and = Provides — one additional books 
rat $l Pye ting yp eee gel New Orleans. 
amen numbered $3, 84, and 85: Increases, as pro’ by the Sen- 
9 r Hers from $40 to ȘI! ‘each and omits 
9 he teller at $1,200 in the office of the assistant treasurer at New 
or 


On amendments 9 86, 87, 88, and 89: Provides, as 
Senate, for one assistant nafi he at — pies one assistant 
at $1.0, and one laborer aè $ 200 in the ae ad the assistant 


or us mintat N ow Orleans. La., to heres porated toro coinage ar — Tiea 
of conduc’ same, as proposed by th House, as an assay office, 
certain verbal corrections in the text of ‘the bill. a 5 
On amendments numbered 105, 108, and 107: Specifies the a; 

e 

namen an X tes $30, 
posed by the Senateand $325, 
clerks tr tho War 
tary of War to submit estimates in detail fork 


tions for 


paid. 
On amendment numbered 110: Inserts the provision propona the Sen- 
ate authorizing the employment of —.— technical services RA the office of 
the Chief of Ordnance, 
On amendments numbered III. 155 iia 114, 115, 116, 117, and 118: Increases 
£ Insular Affairs, as proposed = the 
Senate, with aggregate Compensation ‘trom 5 to $79,800. 
On amendments numbered 119 and 120 
Senate, the amount for rent for Gio Drdianeo ead Signal 5 fom $2100 


ys 

amendments m Sai peda toe — 122, 123. 124. 125, 198, 127. 128. so 129, relatin: 

to the Hydrogra es the changes proposed by he Senate wi 
acne to res diate piste aroia a total . in compensation 
0 7 

n amendment numbered 190: Strikes out the a tion of $2,900, pro- 
pa by the Senate, for seasonal pilot charts of the South Atlantic and South 


ic oceans. 
On Sa numbered 131, —＋ = 133: Strikes out the. increase in 
k from $1,200 to $1,400 in the Bureau 


salary, 8 tho Senate, ot᷑ one cler 
of Supp. wiper Aaen 
128, and 139: 


On amendments numbered 135, 137, Provides, as 
posed by the Senate, for Edd iay of four clerks, at $1,800 each; bs dour 
aeons ii ror each, and a reduction of one clerk, at $1, and one clerk, at 
J. 20 in Land Office. 


On pened numbered 140and 141: A riates for 225 clerksat gl. 0 
288 proposed by the House, instead of 249 clerks at $1,000 each in the Pen- 
ion Office. 
On amendment numbered 142: Begrecntes the 3 for — 
bar 5 Official Jere oad ot niet , rare 
amendments numbered 7 ppropristes i yas proposed by 
of $27,200, as proposed by the 3 the Geo- 


8 

Baan ente m dere 145, 1 and 147: Strikes out the increase pro- 
posed by the Senate in the a for the office of the surveyor-gen- 
eral of tarpo 


umbered 148: Provides for a telephone operator at $1,000 
instead of 8 in th oftice of the Postmaster-Generel. 
mendments bered 149, 150, 151, and „ 


i t Postmaster-General: Strikes 
Senate for one assistant su dent, classification division, at $2,000 and 
provides for one 0 at $900 and one additional laborer at 
On amendments numbered 153, 154, and 155: Provides as proposed y the 
Senate for one additional messenger ofan t messenger in the 
oftice of the Fourth ‘Assistant — Postmaster- ral. 


On amendment numbered 156: 5 $12,900 as by the 
House instead of $9,500 as proposed by Senate for rent of gs forthe 
Bat Office Departament. 

amendments.n a pee 158: Provides for a solicitor for the De- 
ent of Commerce and 


partm: Labor be and „ at one 
clerk at $1,200, and one ä $1,000, 

On amendments nuova 28 160, 11. 182, 111 eee rela’ 
Bia penta tis Dorre eae — vides for the fol- 
2 aly = For one Clerk al t ae z at 813 De two. ks at wo 

nam one a one clerk a a 
Bt ae . attie ria tion of $25,000 
Strikes o aa) on 
| posa by ae ewer een — in the office of the 
tary of Commerce an bor. 
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Ans 
is ep ide lieu 


examiners, “andl tet caren as- 


175 ends 178: Strikes out the increase proposed 

by me Senate of one clerk at $1,000 and one clerk at $900 in the Bureau of Cor- 
rations. 

— amendments numbered 177, 5 and 1 A 8 a one clerk 


Onamendments numbered 172, ee saai as preposed H- 1 
e Sena 


On amendments num 


at $1,800 instead of a disbursing cl at $2,000 tho Bureau of Labor, and 
proves aces hereafter the Department of Laber shall be known as the Bu- 
reau o r. 

On amendment numbered 181: Authorizes oe he Berean of Labor to pay in 
advance subscriptions for new rs and cals. 

Onamendments numbered 184, 1 1901 187, 188, hay 190, 191, 192, 1 
194, 195, 196, 197, posed one 199: Provides for the ə following 8 55 oyees additio 
to those roposed in the bill as it passed the House, in the Census Office, 
namely: One ER err four expert chiefs of division, at 79 75 one 
clerk, a $1, $1,400 each; twenty-three clerks at $1, 
eight clerks, at ch ono expert map mounter, $1,000; one apd 
000; five skilled laborers, at each; two firemen, 


000; one el 
r, at A roa increases the 5 ot tour 


5 $720 each; one u laborer, 
rt chiefs of division from $1,80 


expe: to $2,000; strikes out eight clerks, at 

$1,800each; forty-six clerks, at 2 one clerk, at $720; one skilled laborer. 

s 8 Gree os ‘ed laborer, at $340; one skilled laborer, at ‘3780; and one skilled 
rer, a 


On 1 e 200 and 201: Appropriates gaa, 400, as radot Si dr. m 


fer of thirteen special Pte as 8 ons 3 instead of twelve 
special agents, as as proposed by the House, to the classified service of the Cen- 
sus Office, and pe 5 out, as proposed bys the 3 00 the appropriation of 
000 for pt of registration records. 
amendments numbered 207, 208, 209, and 21 ee $2,500, as pro- 
posed by the 5 instead of $5,000, as My the N e for pur- 
chase of books, periodicals, and manuscripts 15 the Consus Ô 


et numbered 217: je p 3 as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, to enable the Bureau of Sun ray par ja and arrange the tariffs of 
foreign countries. 

On amendments numbered 218 ra 219: Provides for one clerk at $1,600, two 
oe at $1,400 each, two clerks at each, and two clerks at $1,000 each, 
age ppal fo tiy those proposed in the bi as it passed the House, for the Bureau 

mm 

On 8 numbered 220: Strikes out the 8 proposed by the 
pY! . — the detail of two inspectors to the Bureau of e 

on at Washin 

On amendments numbered 221 kag kri and 224: Makes verbal corrections 
in the text of the 8 relatin the Bureau of Standards. 

On amendment numbered 225: Appropria tes $74,000, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, instead of $75,000, as eh by the House, for apparatus, proses 
etc., for the Bureau of Standards. 

Onamendments numbered 226 and 227: 1 
the Senate, instead of $10,000, as the House, for bag Era light, vd 
for the Bureau of Stan and $500 zt the appropriation for grading 
grounds immediately available. 

9 —— amendment numbered 228. A riates $75,000, as proposed by the 

of $100,000, as propos e Senate, for contingent — — 
ori the the Departmen of Seana and Labor. 

On amendments numbe 220, and 281: Fixes the compensation of the 
reporter of the court of a ls District of of 5 at Ae as proposed 
by the Senate, 17 7 5 E apei the House, and appropriates 
$500, as pro; y the 0 beg eat cases and filing facilities fors court. 

On 5 282 and 238: „ i „500, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $4,500, as proposed by ouse, for books for libraries of circuit 
courts of a and provides that $1,500 of the amount appropriated shall 
be expats for the nat of the eignin circuit. 

On amendments numbered 234, 235, and 236: Modifies section Hof the bill so 
as to read as follows: 

“Src, 3, That the be reap pasted herein made for the officers, clerks, and 
persons employed in the 3 service shall not be available for the compen- 
sation of an persons | incapacitated, otherwise than temporarily, for per- 
forming such service.’ 

“No part of any money appropriated by this or any other act shall be 
evailabis ? for paying expenses of horses and ca: or drivers therefor for 
the personal or See mer bes of an ae 8 e or by this act or any other 
act, other than the tates, the heads 8 Executive 
1 and the 80 8 tot gm 8 Provided, That this pro- 
vision shall not apply y to officials outside of the District of Columbia in the 
performance of their public duties. This paragraph shall not take effect 


une bill as final! appropriates $177,620 J 

The as fina u ess 
than asit tho te, $268. more than as it Pas ie passed the House, $1,154,- 
787.26 less than the 8 submitted to Congress, and $392,698.36 more than 


the appropriations for the current fiscal year. 


Lucus N. Lirraver, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
Managers on the part of thë House, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 


e fol- 


5 R. 8 An act pate: a pension to Netti À. Buell; 
H. R. 9835. An act granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 
H. R. 5610. An act granting a pension to EA Dorfner; 


and 215: re for two 


2 
bd 


An act granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster; 
. An act granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman; 


8888282888 
Š 


Jad D 


SER 
È 
8 
“BE: 
R 
p 
E 
8 8 
=] 
8 
& 
8.2 
1 


5 
92. An act granting a pension to Abbie E. Webster; 
50. An act granting a pension to William J. Jackson; 
24. An act granting a pension Isabella Phelps; 

968. An act granting a pension to Marceline P, Hamil- 


49, An act granting a pension to James B. Coombs; 
21. An act granting a pension to Virginia Boyd; 
771. An act granting a pension to Walter F. Horner; 
559. An act granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; 
712. An act granting a pension to Emma Crosi 


tS 


8 
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er; 
248. An act granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke; 
8343. An act granting a pension to Annie P. Erving, for- 
Cilla Zerbe; and 

. 7882. An act granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon. 


SENATE RESOLUTIONS AND BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following resolutions and bill 
of the following title were taken from the Speaker’s table and re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 53 

Me ror nse the Senate (the House of quthorisedand directed frosted, at tho car 8 the 

retary of War be, and he is hereby e orizedand 
dato practicable to cause a surve made of the channel from 27 
rough what is known as “ Turtle Cove,” to a Christi Bay, Tex., 
— to submit an estimate for the improvement of said channel to meet the 
demands of commerce— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 52: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of MEA be, ke is hereby, pe; and directed to cause a 
survey to be mad and estimates to be su tted of the costof removing the 
obstructions to navigation in the Salmon River, between Salmon, Idaho, and 
the mouth of said river 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

S. 2665. An act to provide for the allowance and payment to 
the employees of the Government Printing Office of the same 
leave of absence as is allowed to the clerks and employees, of the 
Executive Departments of the Goyernment—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE WABASH RIVER, VIGO COUNTY, IND. 


5 85 HOLLIDAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
ae is resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 13480) to authorize 
uthern Indiana Railway Company to construct a railroad 
eine across the Wabash River in Vigo County, Ind. 
The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, has this bill been 
submitted to the committee? 
Mr, HOLLIDAY. The bill comes with the unanimous report 
of sue committee, and is recommended by the Secretary of 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississi sis the usual specifications 
prescribed by the Secr of 

Mr. HOLLIDAY. The bill in tte present shape was virtually 
drawn in the Engineer’s Office. It is a substitute forthe . 
55 and in its present form is recommended by the Secretary of 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, an 

On motion of Mr. HOLLIDAY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


DUPLICATE PRINT OF THE POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that there be a Sy licate print of the post-office appropriation 
bill and the re 1 which I submitted this morning. 

The SPE R ntleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent for a reprint 857 e post- office appropriation bill and the 
report thereon. 

. COWHERD. Also including the minority views. 

The SPEAKER, Including the minority views. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 
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ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. RODEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would suggest to the gen- 6: 
tleman from New York [Mr. ea that we had better adjourn. 
It is half 3 o'clock on Saturday afternoon. 

Mr. RODEY. If the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS] will excuse me, this will take but a few minutes. 


Mr. of Mississippi. If we begin this, there will 
be no end to it, 


The SPEAKER, Te tleman from Mississippi makes a 
statement which is ent to an objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. If be gentleman from Mississippi should de- 
mand the regular order, I suppose we shone have to do that. 

Mr. RODEY. Lask the gentleman from Mississippi to allow 
this bill to be considered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will withhold the motion 
for this one request, and after that if the gentleman from New 

York font Payne] does not make the motion, I will. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Mexico asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill (H. R. 5755) for the relief of small-holding settlers 
within the limits of the grant of land to the Atlantic and Pacific 
Railroad Company in the Territory of New Mexico was read, as 
follows: : 


De it enacted, eto. eee eee its 
oo e tos tasin * 

or o 
iter | 0 
company 
construction of said 


“five rs next before the 


interest for a period of not less than twen 
to select in lien ‘thereof, and to 


sage of this act, and shall then bo entith 
have rented. o 3 sections of vacant public land 125 ual i] quality in said 
Terri be agreed upon — tho Secretary 

Sud. 2. That t 6 Secretary of the In terior aiall as. soon as may bo after 
the passage of this act cause inquiry to be made of all lends so held by sot- 
tlers, and 5 cause the 3 such settlers to be surveyed, and on re- 
ceiving su at once, Without to the set- 
tlers, ee 

d such that aot to 
ani possess 
or her to enter such land under the homestead laws. 


survey, Selec- 


The report (by Mr, Ropry) was read, as follows: 
In section 1, line me Siebel strike out tho words ‘without cost to them: v 
strike ou on 4. 


sam 
The mmittee on the Public Lanta: to whithwanreferrell the bill (H.R 
Within the limits of the grant of 


Sis) for the relief of small-holding settlers wi 
nd to the Atlantic and Pacific Pacific Hailroad Company in the Territory of New 


That they have had the same under consideration, and now unanimously 
report the same back to the House with the recommendation that the same 
do with the following amen 


dments: 
section 1, line 2, page 2, strike ont the words “without cost to them; 


same page, strike out entire section 4. 


And as reason for this report, the committee lly states: 
That it has examined into the facts, history, conditions which it was 
claimed necessitated the passage of this bill, and find: 


That tho bill ser oe can apply to b to but two or three small settlements 
in central western New mr many years, in some instances 
for more than a hundred years last past, past, Ny ves and their ancestors 

in the communities in question 


anane preda Mich te Aliev Wahls within the limits of land grants made ty 
was n n e 
the Spa Spat oie andl Meviean Governments to the nisition of New 


M the United States; that after theo tion of the Court of Pri- 
Mexizo by ho Un Claims in 1801 these citizens did ee i present their claims to said 
court for ratification under the- did, that tho i 1 sections of the Lables 

en as Aor -grant title was and 


that 

eit it 28 be confirmed by 

ne See ee 15 ecu 
ec e in on of the title un 0 

that therefore the land which these settlements are situated EE 
and was public domain of the United States. It was then too late for these 

prs to Mange saps their claims under the said “small-holdings* sections of 


the said vate Land Claims act, the said sections having in the 
3 death of limitation 
A second difficulty now arose in that it was decided that because „ 
instead of being em raced within the limits of 3 
ever since the acquisition of ä blic domain a the Ute = 
the rights of the Atiantic and Company, under the 3 
Innd mado foi by tho act of Congress of 1 bada thereto, and tha 
the said railroad company was then, and still 1 
tions of said lands. 


All of the settlers who could, as soon as they ascertained that the 5 
title was valueless, proceeded to aud did get title to the land ash 
3 the same was situated “TG —— — alternate ns within 

land grant that still the United States. but at 
who were living upon the sections 9 tn the Ly poe 
absolutely withou title to their homes. the railroad 


peated requests, finally agreed to give up — — 20 what 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washi. 


ington, 16, 1904. 
cca Thaye tuo honor to acknowledaythareceipt of ur letter of th so 
bmitting, for consideration and rete a copy o of H. R. a 
Hed a bil for the relief. of small-hol thin the limits of t tho 
8 Atlantic 25 


. inclose 
the General Land Office, dated it Toeh 


tion to the passage of the bill, 3 „without cost to them.“ 
F mal dine Se earn "basteidken ORE. 
Iconcur aos 3 er and have no objection to urge 
. — . 


E. A. Hirroucoox, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS, 
House of. 8 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND Ovrror, 
Solis dani D. C., February. 10, 1904. 
‘Str: L have the honor to acknow: e receipt, by reference from the 
1 for of House bill 0 For thesalief of ames of small-holdin: 
hin the tals Pacific Railroad 


The fi report : 

The ai ate ana domiciled on lands within the territo: 
ceded T Republic of Moxico to the United & States by the treaty of Guad. 
alo pepe ve 8 72 Stat. L., porated The provision 

claims was made e seventeenth section of tho act 
7 662), as amended by tho ast of February 2i 15 


na li 5 cir claims, had boen in „and tion ig pamer 7 1720 
ca r o atten i to 

Er and ik 15 ge treaty oe 

podaca e Al. v. ulligan (27 * 
between n claimant and asmall. 


). That case involved 8 arisin 
elaimantand decided 
in favor aS the latter. 
This b 


small-holding 


ings: | Company) mado b made ado by th the act ak ol July 2 27, 1806 (14 hoor L., 292). 


fractional sha: tracts of 

land in communities, 5 un even nim- 

bered wit oe and d including only a a few acres, an er the ruling of the 
decision of May 9, re the cass of 

Figueroa k lange and Pacific Railroad not published), wherein 

ld that prior fo fe passage of thesia act of the c of occupancy 

a the land by said ut 


and those under whom lie o in tho defn 
recognition and was * pn a claim existing at the date in 
— — of a Atlantic and Pacific Railroad as would serve toexcept the 
so occupied from the operation of said grant, itseems thatthe homes ey such 
claimants are nen the 1 ee 5 — — ‘ at 
o company has heretofore been requ relinquish ite claim to au 
tracts and select other — in lieu thereof under the act of June i 1874 (18 
Stat. L., 194), and its reply. was thatit was not deemed equitable to relense 
the tracts 83 pod by smalho -hol claimants, cutting out . — the section 
the best thereon, and retain the ownership of the balance of 
poorer Au den eut into to but that the company is ready 
to relieve the claimants upon any terms fair and 8 to itself, and sug- 
estedl that a new law be AM that will permit to Tel 
Whole of any section in which one or more of th are situated 
and take other lands in lien thereof. 
The bill under consideration a 
3 relief for the small-hol 
eting selections of the Sinead im tho T in Jeu cf. of lands: that 
— —.— Within erritory of New Mex- 
,000, if that amount 
„as Well as those Se- 


character and quality. 
This actes therefore sees no ob, the passage of the hill excepting 


that there is no reason why the ra y should be relies ved from the 
cost 5 . ; gie bees = 85 eee tent for as now 
requi y law ccording ie words“ out cost “where th 
occur in section 1 line 2, pi ef of the Bill, ghonld bo stricken ont. a ane 
o copy of the and the accom TS also the letter o 
—— a -Rongy 5 for consi — R with the bill, are 


Mean toe arnel y, 
= W. A. Rronanps, 
missioner, 


Tho SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, I will say that it looks tome very much as if this was 
intended to change the checkerboard system throughout the grant 
of this railroad company in the Territory of New Mexico. If 
that is the 8 T shall object. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. ROD J will state to the gentleman that this is unani- 
mously reported from the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
existing condition of affairs in New Mexico made it necessary to 


pass such a bill. 

In two or thres little Where the people had lived for 
many generations on the land they had believed that they were 
woe | living upon land grants, = therefore failed to make entries of 


the land as homesteads in the ordinary way t:ccause they believed 
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that they had a superior and better title to the lands than the 
Government itself. When the Court of Private Land Claims was 
created by Congress, in 1891, they went into that court and sought 
to have their land grants confirmed. These grants had been seg- 
regated from the public domain for many years, but the court 
declared that there was some defect in the inception of their land- 

t titles. and refused to approve the title, thus throwing the 
Tad back as public domain of the United States. 

It transpired that in the meantime the Government, by the act 
of Congress of 1866, had given alternate sections of these = 
lands to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company; in fact. 
given the title away from under them, although these people were 
in possession. Then under the small-holding sections of the Court 
of Private Land Claims act it was found that they could not prove 
up theirclaims. It was provided in the land-court act that when 
the Government surveyors found settlers in possession of small 
tracts the same shonld be set aside to them and the Government 
would give them patents for it: but it was fonnd that those pro- 
visions of the land-court act had died a death of limitation, so 
that these settlers were denied the relief which had been given to 
a great many other people in other places in New Mexico who 
had their titles fixed and arranged under the small-holding act. 
Suddenly these people were found to have no title at all to the 
land on which they were living and on which they and their fore- 
fathers had been living for more than a hundred years. 

verybody believed before the land court rejected the grant 
claims that the» had title to them. A portion of these settlers 
were then permitted to get their homesteads wherever the same 
were situated on the alternate sections of land within the railroad 
grants that still belonged to the United States, but as to those 
settlers who were living upon sections belonging to the rail- 
r ad company, they were absolutely without title to their home. 
Then to remedy this condition of affairs the Interior Department 
requested the railroad company to relinqnish these lands and to 
take t er lands in lieu. but the railroad refused unless with the 
right t tase a whole section wherever they released any portion 
of a section tothese settlers. 

Now these lands given to these poor people are in tracts of not 
to exceed 160 acres. The railroad company, after repeated. re- 

nests, finally agreed to give up these lands to the settlers, so that 

„latter might get their title to their homes in case the railroad 
company was allowed to select lands in lieu thereof. In this way 
the railroad Ged would agree to give up a whole section in 
any one place and select another whole section in another place 
in lieu of it, but would not give up pieces of sections. That is 
the best the railroad company would do. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the railroad obtained patent 
to this particular area? 

Mr. RODEY. Yes. The Department has decided. and I think 
the courts also have decided, that the railroad title is good. 

Mr. OBINSON of Indiana. Has it been paying the taxes 
upon it? 

Mr. RODEY. Yes. That is my understanding, and I feel sure 
Iam right about it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How much land is involved in 
this? 

Mr. RODEY. Not more thay two or three thousand acres, as 
I understand. This act we are discussing can only apply to two 
or three :mall settlements around Cubero and Los Lentes, in 
Valencia County. 

Mr. ROBIN ON of Indiana. I see that the bill provides for 
the paymen: of not exceeding $50,000 to pay expenses. 

Mr. RODEY. That was a mistake of mine in putting such a 
large amount in the bill, and the committee struck it out. I do 
not think it will take more than $1,000 to 82.000 to pay the ex- 
. pense cf the whole exchange. The bill was corrected in com- 
mittee, as you will see. 
ou SON of Indiana. That is the amount provided in 

e bi 

Mr. RODEY. That was stricken out by the committee, as you 
will see in the report. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How much land will be. involved, 
how much land will it take to secure the change for these settlers 
on this land, and how much will that destroy of the checker- 
board system? 

Mr. RODEY. I am not sure that the railroad company can 
use these exchanges to fill up their checkerboard sections, as 
they have sold so much of their lands, but it will not exceed 2,000 
or 3.000 acres. I do not think that it will seriously affect the 
checkerboard system; there is so little of this. The passage of 
this bill is of great importance to these settlers; so much so that 
it is a positive charity to let it pass. You will notice that the 
bill provides that the lieu land must be of equal quality and that 
all exchanges must be made only on the request of the Secretary 
of the Interior. That surely a Aradas it, : 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. How much money will there be 
involved? 

Mr. RODEY. Not more than two or three thousand dollars, as 
Iam told. The amount that was put in the bill by me in the first 
place was a mistake. The committee advised me that it would 
not be necessary. and states that the Department can do the work 


in the regular course of its work without any direct appropriation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman state that it 
will not amount to over 3.000 acres in all? 

Mr. RODEY. Not exceeding that, in my opinion, as the act 
only applies to conditions existing in two or three small settle- 
ene in and around Los Lentes and Cubero, in Valencia County, 

. Mex. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Relying entirely upon the gentle- 
man's statement, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
entrar Sp being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an 

On motion of Mr. Lacey, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to: and accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 
88 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
echt were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
T. L. Pursley, administrator of estate of Resa Pursley, against 
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spoliation cases relating to the sloop Raiph, Moses Montague, 
master—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Postmaster-General. transmitting a reply to 
the inquiry of the House as to the condition, rental, etc., of mail 
cars—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for contingent expenses, 
shipping service—to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

A letter from theSecretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for seagoing steam ten- 
der for thirteenth light-house district—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for analyzing coal and lignite at the 
Louisiana Purchase enren eE the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, relating to an ad- 
dition to the cost of the public building at Seattle. Wash.—to the 
ios ey on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
prin 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees. delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the biil of the House (H. R. 
12533) to authorize the Paragould and Memphis Railroad Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across St. Francis River, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1390); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BURKE, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2607) 
making appropriations for the removal of the quarantine station 
at San Diego, Cal., and to acquire new site, and for other pur- 
poses, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by are- 
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port (No. 1391); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole Houss on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ADAMS of geen $a wl from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11677) 
to provide for the reorganization of the consular service of the 
United States, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1393); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 11370) to relieve the Italian- 
Swiss Agricultural Colony from the internal- revenue tax on cer- 
tain spirits destroyed by fire, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1389); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. Nof Illinois, from the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 3335) to provide an American register for the British ship 
Pyrenees, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No, 1394); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 619) granting a pension to Mary E. Rice—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 

beg il CH R 3269) grantin to Eliza A. Camp—Co 
A bill (H. R. granting a pension i am m- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R.8270) granting a pension to Charles W. Atkinson— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 12185) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Bru- 
gere, deceased, late of Orleans Parish, La.— Committee on War 
i ged, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 13422) ting a pension to Jesse C. Thomas— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 13520) to amend section 3282 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: A bill (H. R. 13521) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30,1905, and for other purposes—to the Union Calendar. 
187 Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13522) to author- 
ize the sale and disposition of surplus or unallotted lands of the 
Yakima Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington—to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. | 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13523) to provide for an 
extension of time for completion of bridge over the Missouri 
River at Council Bluffs; Iowa, until January 1, 1905—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Conimerce. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13524) to provide for 
the admission of Indian Territory as a State, and to enable the 
people thereof to form a constitution and State government and 
to be admitted into the Union as the State of Jefferson, on an 
equal footing with the original States, and to make donations of 
public lands to said State—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 13525) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to further promote the efficiency of the Navy,” approved 
December 24, 1881, as amended by an act approved July 16, 1862— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 18526) to establish 
a Soldiers’ Home at or near ayy ae in Baldwin County, Ala.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A resolution (H. Res. 242) referring certain 
claims to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the 
terms of the Tucker Act—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


2o following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13527) granting an increase 
= pension to William Odenheimer—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13528) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Evans and the trustees under the will of Robert E. Carr to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 13529) for the relief of the 
estate of Marcus Walker, deceased—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. CASSINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 18530) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Stephenson Creal—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13531) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman L. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13532) granting an increase of 
pension to John Shroat—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 13533) granting an increase 
of pension to James Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

a bill (H. R. 13534) granting a pension to Julia Strohm 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 13535) granting an increase 
o pension to Alexander B. Mott—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13536) goog a pension to William H. 
Lung—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13537) granting an increase of pension to 
Reese P. Kendall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 13538) for the relief of the heirs 
of Joseph Chandet—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 18539) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Isaac Dulhagen—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 13540) granting an increase of 
pension to S. C. H. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 18541) granting an increase of 
pension to Ephraim E. Lake—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13542) for 
the relief of L. B. Wyatt—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN; A bill (H. R. 13543) granting an increase 


of pension to H. Clay Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Mr. SHULL: A bill (H. R. 13544 nting pension to Leon- 
ard Andre—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 13545) granting an in- 
8 of pension to Craig Mardis—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13546) granting an increase 
of pension to Joel J. Addison to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13547) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis J. Parr—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13548) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Bullock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13549) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13550) for the relief of certain surgeons in 
the . service to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 13551) granting an increase 
Serena to Elizabeth F. Minor—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolution of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 330, De ent of Pennsylvania, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 13420, for the 
relief of the estate of Samuel Chapman, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

7 Boa BIRDSALL: Petitions of L. H. Munkel and 23 others, 
of Laporte, Iowa; William Tadler and 80 others, of Hazleton, 
Stanley, and Prairie Center, Iowa; Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union and H. D. Pratt and 43 others, of Manchester, Iowa; 
Rey. F. H. Thiel and 40 others, of Dubuque, Iowa, and L. F. 
Foulk and others, of Waterloo, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Resolution of Lodge No. 82, Brother- 
hood of Boiler Makers and Iron Ship Builders’ of America, of Osa- 
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watomie, Kans., in favor of legislation relative to the merchant 
marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of James Shields Post, No. 57, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Wellington, Kans., in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Independent Order of Good Templars of 
Kansas; citizens of Paola: six Christian organizations of Lecomp- 
ton; J. W. Bracewell and 15 others, of the Second Congres- 
sional district: citizens of Shawnee: citizens of Richmond; G. H. 
Smith and 20 others, of Kansas City; citizens of Mineral Point, 
all in Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Jndiciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the Farmers’ Institute at 
Grand Island, Nebr., in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture.. 

Also, petition of Samuel Lichty and 24 others, of Falls City, Nebr., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of E. C. Richards, of Hillsboro, 
ee in favor of bill H. R. 93u2—to the Committee on Ways and 

euns. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolution of the American Association of 
Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels. for the construction of a 
light-house on the Outer Diamond Shoal—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, resolution of Border Grange, No. 8. Patronsof Husbandry, 
of Woonsocket, R. I., in favor of bill H. R. 8678—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Rocky Hill Grange, No. 27, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of East Greenwich, R. I., in favor of the passage of bill 
H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Rhode Island State Board of Soldiers’ 
Relief, relative to appropriation in aid of State Soldiers’ Homes— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Woman's Club of Pawtucket, R. I., in favor of 
a bill for a forest reserve in the mountains of New Hampshire— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Memorial of the General Assembly of the 
Presbyterian Church, against issue of liquor-tax receipts—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11833, 
granting a pension to Jennie Blackburn Johnstone—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERICH: Resolution of Chicago Board of Trade, in 
favor of bill H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Chicago Post-Office Civil War Veterans’ 
Association, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of Iron Molders’ Conference Board, of Chicago, 
relative to increasing capacity of the Naval Gun Factory—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. R. Alcock, of Chicago, Ill., against passage 
of bill requiring licensed engineers on small pleasure craft—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also; memorials of the Western Association of Shoe Dealers and 
the Board of Trade of Chicago, favoring the Cooper-Quarles bill, 
amending the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on In- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorials of Builders and Traders’ Exchange of Chicago, 
the Chicago Typothet. and the Weller Manufacturing Company, 
of Chicago, protesting aguinst the anti-injunction the eight- 
hour bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memerial of G. B. Wheeler, of Chicago, favoring repeal 
of section 3 of the immigration law—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorials of H. G. Holloway & Bro. and Guthmann, Car- 

ter & Telling, of Chicago; the Pingree Company, shoe manu- 
8 of Detroit. Mich.; Edwards-Stanwood Shoe Company, 
Frank M. Fargo, Kullman. Satz & Co., Wilder & Co.. Selz, 
Schwab & Co., and W. D. Allen Manufacturing Company, of Chi- 
cago. protesting against transfer of office for opening bids for 
urchase of Indian supplies from Chicago to St. Louis—to the 
n on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolution of the drug-trade section 
of the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, in favor of 
the reduction of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2105, for the 
relief of the estate of Peter Sheets, deceased—to the Committee 
on War Claims. N 

By Mr. FRENCH: Resolution of R. B. Hayes Post, No. 2. 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Idaho. in favor of a 
service-pension bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of F. Madlener and others, of Chi- 


cago, II., against passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Jacob P. Sargeant and 85 others. of Rockford, 
III., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Colonel Albert D. Shaw Circle, No. 10. Ladies 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Chicago, Il., in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Resolutions of general assembly of the 
State of Ohio, in favor of bill H. R. 6475—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Als. paper to acc: mpany bill H. R. 12861, granting an increase 
of pension to Bartlett Mingus—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of A. E. Foote and 92 others, of 
Creston, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to tue Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. j 

By Mr. HINSHA W: Petitionof the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Waco, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ' 7 

By Mr. HITT: Resolutions of the Ilinois Farmers’ Institute, 
in favor of bill H. R. 9302, for untaxed alcohol—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ Institute of Tlinois. in favor 
of an appropriation of $15,000 annually for advancement of 
farmers’ institute work—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of Asbury Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church, of Long Branch, N. J., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KNAPP: Resolution of Columbia Circle. Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Fulton, N. Y.. in favor of a service-pension 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of the drug-trade section of 

the New York Board of Trade and Transportation, in favor of a 
ecg of the tax on alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of 31 citizens of Macon County, Mo., 
in favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: Ten petitions of citizens of Cincin- 
nati, Ohio, against the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
an increase of pension to 8. C. H. Smith—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of D. C. Thoms and 50 others, of Chicago, III., 
against passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, : 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Rev. G. A. Pastor and others, of 
Prescott, Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Ancient Order of Hibernians of Bay 
County, Mich., in favor of bill H. R. 62. for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Commodore John Barry—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of patrons of rural ronte No. 2, of 
Council Grove; No. 1. of Escridge; No. 3, of Council Grove. and 
rural route of Burlingame, all in Kansas, relative to increase of 
salary for rural carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Council Grove; of G. W. Cones and 
16 others, of Burlingame, and Independent Order of Good Tem- 

lars, all of Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 

mmittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to accompany claim of Washington 
W. Miller—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of Rev. S. J. Kincaid 
and 60 others. of Denison, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany 
5 bill for relief of L. B. Wyatt to the Committee on 

ims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of J. C. Morton 
and 40 o hers. of Petersburg, Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. y 

Also, perian of Sarah Price, praying reference of claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of J. M. Timmins, praying reference of war claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. H. Tuck. praying reference of war claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolution of the drug- trade section of the 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation. relative to re- 
— of the tax on alcohol to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 
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Also, resolution of Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 


Lafayette Circle, De ent of New York, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: Petitions of O. B. Woodrow and 56 
others, of Oakland, Iowa, and Henry DeLong and 58 others, of 


Council Bluffs, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to | J: 


the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
for the relief of Stephen Duncan—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petitions of I. L. White and S. A. Steyer of 

rural route No. 2, Montpelier, Ohio, in favor of increasing the 
of rural carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. z 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of residents of Clay 
County, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Coal 
Club of Boston and vicinity, relative to a harbor of refuge at 
Point Judith, R. I.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Elmer E. Garrett and 1 other, 
of 5 Pa., against enactment of an anti- injunction bill - to 
the Committee on the qudiciary. 

Also, petition of Elmer E. Garrett and 1 other, of Wyncote, Pa., 
against the enactment of an eight-hour law—to the Committee on 


Labor. 
Also, petition of James Righter, of Norristown, Pa.,in favor of 
bill H. R. 62, for the erection of a monument to the memory of 


Commodore John Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WILEY of New Jersey: Resolution of the legislature 
of New Jersey, relative to the improvement of the Passaic River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, March 7, 1904. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of Saturday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. McCumprr, and by unanimous 


consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Journal 
will stand approved. 


FINDINGS BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 
in the cause of O. H. Perry, administrator of George W. Perry, 
deceased, v. The United States; which, with the accompanying 
paper, 9 referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 

rinted. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of John Mantel v. 
The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed by the court in the cause of Albion W. 
Knight, Thomas E. Walker, Paul Romeri, George H. Noble, W. A. 
Hansell, Arnold Broyles, Robert C. Alston, William S. Elkin, jr., 
Benjamin Owens, Robert Sharpe, and Thomas H. Austin, rector, 
wardens, and vestrymen of St. Philip’s Church, of Atlanta, Ga., 
v. The United States; which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKenney, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill(H. R. 5755) for the relief of small-holding settlers within 
the limits of the grant of land to the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road tie a in the Territory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 12684) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 


treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year 


ending June 30, 1905, and for other 3 and F 
A bill (H. R. 18480) to authorize the Southern Indiana Railway 


Company to construct a railroad bridge across the Wabash River, 
in Vigo County, Ind. 
The message also announced that the House insists upon its 


ackson; and 
A bill (S. 3274) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

ill (H. R. 880) granting a pension to Caroline 8. Winn; 


2 


H. R. 8185) granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman; 
H. R. 8343) granting a pension to Annie P, Erving, for- 


bill (H. R. 4392) granting a pension to Abbie E. Webster; 
bill (H. R. 4224 granting a pension to Amanda Skinner; 
bill (H. R. 4624) granting a pension to Isabella Phelps; 
bill (H. R. 4750) granting a pension to William J. Jackson; 
bill (H. R. 5030) granting a pension to William H. Mount; 
bill (H. R. 5342) granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin; 
bill (H. R. 5910 granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; 
bill (H. R. 5610) granting a pension to Annie Dorfner; 
bill (H. R. 5749) granting a pension to James B. Coombs; 
bill (H. R. 7063) granting a pension to Ellen F, Lynch; 
bill (H. R. 7248) granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke; 
ill (H. R. 7368) granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood; 
ill (H. R. 7382) granting a pension Ellen A. Harmon; 
ill (H. R. 7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; 
a (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Emma Crosier; 
ill 


gogy 
— 
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m 1 Zerbe; 

ill (H. R. 8648) granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin; 
bill (H. R. 8771) granting a pension to Walter F. Horner; 
bill (F, R. 8922) granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen; 
bill (I, R. 8924) granting a pension to Georgia A. Whitehead; 
bill (H. R. 9061) granting a pension o Nettie A. Buell; 
bill (H. R. 9127) granting a pension to Moses Schuman; 
bill (H. R. 9688) granting a pension to Henry Austin; 
bill (H. R. 9739) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster; 
bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Abram Claypool; 
bill (H. R. 9835) granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 
bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to Virginia Boyd; 
bill (H. R. 10741) granting a pension to Mary Tate; 


A pane R. 10968) granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamil- 
ton; an 
A bill (H. R. 11845) granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. FORARER. Mr. President, the legislature of Ohio has 
elected Hon. CHARLES Dick to succeed my late colleague, the 
Hon. Marcus A. Hanna, as a member of this body. I present 
his credentials both for the unexpired term that Senator Hanna 
was serving at the time of his death and for the full constitu- 
tional term commencing March 4, 1905. I ask that both sets of 
credentials may be received, read, and filed. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
Chicopee Falls, „praying for the establishment of a national 
forest reserve in the White Mountains; which was referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Spring- 
field, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for a reorganization of the consular service and also for the de- 
velopment of the American merchant marine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Spring- 
field, Mass., praying for the ratification of a treaty of arbitration 
between the United States and Great Britain; which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Norwood, 
Mass., praying for a reorganization of the consular service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Cambridge Branch of the 
Massachusetts Indian Association and a petition of the Massa- 
chusetts Indian Association, praying that lands in severalty be 
granted to the landless Indians of northern California; which 
were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Club of Chicopee 
alls, Mass.; of the Baltimore Station Methodist Protestant 


Church, of Baltimore, Md.; of sundry citizens of Marcellus, Mich., 
and of the Pleasant Lawn, North Page, and Hepburn congrega- 
tions of Montgomery and Page counties, Iowa, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
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of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. j 3 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of J. C. Coy Circle, No. 3, 
Department of Michigan, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Unionville, Mich., praying for the enactment of a sery- 
ice-pensionlaw; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented petitions of the Vermont Anti-Saloon 
League, of Burlington; of sundry citizens of Arlington; of the 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of the Baptist Church of 
Manchester, and of sundry citizens of Grafton, Rockingham, Wil- 
mington, and East Barnard, all in the State of Vermont, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Buckhannon Post, No. 49, 
Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Buckhannon, W. Va., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LONG (for Mr. Burton) presented a petition of Local 
Lodge No. 221, Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Pittsburg, 
Kans., and a petition of Local 5 82, Boiler Makers and 
Iron-ship Builders, of Osawatomie, ., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to develop the American merchant marine; 
which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also (for Mr. Burton) presented petitions of Princeton Cir- 
cle, Department of Kansas, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re- 

ublic, of Princeton; of Griffin Post, No. 266, Department of 
kaim, Grand Army of the Republic, of Ada, and of Leaven- 
worth Circle, No. 8, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Leavenworth, all in the State of Kansas, praying for the enact- 
ment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ` 

He also (for Mr. BURTON) presented a petition of the congrega- 
tion of the Presbyterian Church of Chanute, Kans., and a petition 
of the Independent Order of Good Templars of Kansas, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

Mr. CULBERSON presented a petition of the congregation of 


the Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Coleman, Tex., praying | e 


for the enactment of legislation to te the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CARMACK presented the petition of Amos Woodruff, 
president of the Overton Hotel Company, of Memphis, Tenn., 
praying that he te granted compensation for the use and occu 
tion by the United States Army, during the late civil war, of a 
certain building at that place; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of San Jose; 
Cal., praying that lands in severalty be granted to the landless 
Incians of northern California; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. MILLARD presented a petition of the Commercial Club, 
of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the so-called Brown- 
low good-roads bill;? which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
Society of the Methodist Church of Crab Orchard, Nebr., praying 
for an investigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. 
REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Blair, Nebr., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post 
bill; ’’ which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Friends 
Church of Lincoln; the Methodist Episcopal Church of Waco; 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Belwood, and the Trinity 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Lincoln; of the Sorosis Club, of 
Tecumseh; of the North Nebraska Conference; of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Tecumseh; of the Social Circle 
of Tecumseh; of the Acme Club of Tecumseh; of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Ord; of sundry citizens of Albion, 
and of the congregation of the Grace Baptist Church, of Omaha, 
allin the State of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FATRBANKS presented a petition of Jefferson Grange, 
No. 22, Patrons of Husbandry, of Jefferson County, Ind., praying 
for the passage of the so-called “Brownlow good-roads bill; 
lobia was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Kin 
Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of fndtanapolis, Ind., a 
a petition of the congregation of the Fletcher Place Methodist 


Episcopal Church, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Evansville Manufacturers’ 
Association, of Evansville, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to develop the American merchant marine; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Indian Rights Association 
of Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation providing for the sale of a portion of the Rosebud In- 
dian Reservation; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 


He also presented a petition of the Studebaker Brothers Manu- 
facturing Company, of South Bend, Ind., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation providing for the registration and protection 
of commercial marks, prints, and labels used in foreign or inter- 
state commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WETMORE presented a ponton of John A. Logan Circle, 
No. 1, Department of Rhode Island, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Providence, R. I., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of Kingston Grange, No. 10, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Kingston, R. I., and a petition of Lime Rock 
Grange, No. 22, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lime Rock, R. I., 
praying that increased appropriations be made for the support of 
agricultural experiment stations; which were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. : 

Mr. DOL presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Baptist, Presbyterian, Christ, Methodist Episcopal, and Con- 
gregational churches, of Perry, Iowa; of the Ministers’ Alliance 
of Sedalia, Mo.; of the congregations of the First Baptist, Metho- 
dist Protestant, St. Paul’s gelical Lutheran, and First Metho- 
dist Episcopal churches, and the Anti-Saloon League, all of Mor- 
gantown, W. Va.; of the congregation of the Methodist ono 
Church of Lineville, Iowa, and of the Iowa Association of South- 
ern California, of Pasadena, Cal., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat- 
ing liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


jary. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Forest City, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the General Assembly of the 
Presbyterian Church of the United States, e inst 
the issuance of liquor-tax receipts by the Government; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAILEY presented petitions of sundry citizens of Green- 
ville, Thorp Spring, Reagan, Denison, Dallas, Kemp, Childress, 
Paris, and Plano, all in the State of Texas, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of Fred H. Bailey, of 
Hopkinton; of C. M. Greene, of Pitsfield, and of rural free-de- 
livery route No. 2, of Antrim, all in the State of New Hamp- 
shire, praying that an appropriatipn be made to increase the 
salaries of the rural letter carriers; which were referred to tho 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Retail Grocers’ Association 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ pure-food bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the East Washin Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the construction and maintenance of two or 
more public-convenience stations in the city of Washington; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4403) to amend “An act to pro~ 
mote the safety of employees and travelers upon railroads by com- 
pelling common carriers engaged in interstate commerce to equip 
their cars with automatic couplers and continuous brakes and 
their locomotives with driving-wheel brakes, and for other pur- 
poe, approved March 2, 1893, as amended April 1, 1896, and 

ch 2, 1903, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4421) for the preparation of a railroad map of the United 
pi reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2356) to amend section 4921 of the Revised 
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Statutes relating to patents, asked to be 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to 
Patents; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


from its fur- 
Committee on 


bill (S. 329) powers for the appointment of a commission on 
the alcoholic- liquor traffic, asked to be disc. 
consideration, and that it be referred Aging: 
cation and Labor; which was 

He also. from the same committee, p referred the 


e (H. R. 11141) granting an increase of pension to John B. 

A E OE D RUSE EA DaS Oe praso fo; SETAE 
„ o to James 
F n increase of pension to Samuel 


cCl 
A bill (HL R, 10264) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 


bill (S. 4092) relating to liability of common carriers by railroads | C. Am 


in the District of Columbia and Territories and common carriers 
by railroads engaged 
tween the States and foreign nations to their employees, asked to 

discharged from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce; which was 


agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee. to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 159) to extend the provisions of section 5399 of the Re- 
vised Statutes to the pre examinations held before a com- 
missioner lawfully Aiara by any court of the United States, 

orted it with amendments. 

r HOAR. I am directed by the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 161) to extend the provisions of section 
6406 of the Revised Statutes to the preliminary examinations held 
before a commissioner lawfully appointed by any court of the 
United States, to report it back with a recommendation thatit be 
MAE te sstponed. That bill has been annexed as an amend- 
ment to the bill just reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. SCOTT. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, Seprona severally with amend- 


` ments, and submi: re 


ee granting an increase of pension to Jane E. 
er; 
e gies. granting an increase of pension to Phœbe Buch; 


an pill (S. 4727) granting an increase of pension to W. M. Tanner. 
Mr. SCOTT. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2508) granting an increase of pension to Mor- 
ris H. Jones, it with an amendment, and submitted a 


5 committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2491) granting a pension to Larkin Maynard; 

A bill (H. R. 6848) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Plattenburg; 
bill (H. R. 11557) granting a pension to Alfred D. Burton; 

H. R. 10935) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
H. 


( 

( 
int ( R. 10576) granting a pension to Lulu E. McKee; 

(H. R. 2490) granting a pension to John Maynard; 
Biag (H. R. 1268) granting an increase of pension to John B. 

rt: 

A bill (H. R. 790) granting an increase of pension to Oliver A. | 
a bit m. R. 5648) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

A bill (H. R. 8482) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Foos 


A bill (H. R. 5395) granting a pension to Mattie Aten; 
A bill (H. R. 8180) granting an increase of pension to 


er bin (H. R. 133) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
8 p bill, (H. R. 6087) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
B hill iH. R. 4114) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
z Aon (HL R. 1519) granting a pension to Thomas P. Moore; 


A bill (H. R. 2371) granting a pension to Sarah J. Herman; and 
rs (H. R. 7079) granting an increase of pension to John J. 


Flemin | 
Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


S Mni . R. 12036) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Wint (H. R. 5682) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


a (H. R. 8742) granting an increase of pension to Jason 
A bill (H. R. 6258) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
C. Putnam; 
A bill (H. R. 8010) granting an increase of pension to Josiah B. 


A bill (H. R. 9398) granting a pension to John Lindsey; and 
a ANR (H. R. 6249) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

brass. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: * 

3 (S. 4635) granting an increase of pension to David Mise- 


cof bilt (S. 2645) granting an increase of pension to La Roy B. 


A bill (S. 2380) granting æ pension to Jane Smith: and 

A bill (H. R. 691) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
C. Shurlock. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the followin; anas bills. reported them severally with 
amendments, and submi reports thereon 

A bill (S. 3493) granting an increase of „ C. Van 
Campen: 

A bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to Claude C. Swafford; and 
Yea (S. 3490) granting an increase of pension to Bucklin H. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon 
ee (H. R. 3027) granting an increase of Panade to William 

A bill (B. R. 6501) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 


Robi 
A bill . i R. 2122) granting a pension to Orlo H. 5 5 
A bill (H. R. 7239) granting a pension to Lydia M. Hill; 
A bill (H. R. 194) granting a pension to Mary J. Bradley; 
Sidler bill H. R. 2189) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
ind 
A bill (H. R. 1285) granting an increase of pension to Adam 


À bili (H. R. 11606) granting an increase of pension to Caleb J. 


May 
21 in (H. R. 153) granting a pension to Harriet Snyder; 
8 (H. R. 10171) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 


Tyack 
A bill (H. R. 6611) granting an increase of pension to Austin 


ear 

aks (H. R. 10847) granting an increase of pension to James 
| O. Knowles 

A bill (H. R. 1176) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Kimble; 

e (H. R. 967) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Gru 

A till (H. R. 805) granting an increase of pension to George 


in commerce between the States and be- | Wetze 


McConkey 
A a (H. K. 11066) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
D. Griffith; 
A bill (H. R. 5693) granting an increase of pension to Joel M. 


Street: 
A bill (H. R. 8725) granting an increase of pension to John A. 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without | Parker: 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
Pi he u R. 8220) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


B. uff CH (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to Florence R. Russell: T. 


A bill R. 10380) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Long Kent 

SARE R. 7754) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
vers: 

„ increase of pension to John E. 
eary; 


A bill (H. R. 8887) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
R. Wallace 
A bill (H. R. 8287} granting an increase of pension to Abram 


Carney; 
A bill (HL R. 5873) granting an increase of pension to Sirbrina 


155 6 15 R. 5700) 
A bill (H. R. 5824) granting an increase of pension to Casper 
J. Schoer, 


prng an increase of pension to Christo- 
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Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the Committee 
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported 
them each with an amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4528) granting an increase of pension to Amanda M 


and; 

a bill ms 4529) granting an increase of pension to Jesse N. 

50 bill 6 4581) granting an increase of pension to Julia C. 
Vi 8 75 


McCUMBER (for Mr. Burton), to whom was referred 
tho’ bal (S. 2252) granting an increase of pension to David Inches, 
reported it with amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Se also (for Mr. Burton), from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2248) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Sommers, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also (for Mr. Burton), from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11175) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 8. 
Drummond; and 

A bill (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
C. Joralemon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3988) granting an increase of pension to John 
L. : Hae, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
po ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

a. bill rs 3352) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 


A bill (S. 3985) granting an increase of pension to Isabel F. 


Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3958) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
895 Fleming, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 

rt thereon. 

r. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2458) granting a pension to J. H. Oney; and 
anon bill (S. 4708) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

iley, 

Mr. YOARMACK, from the Committees on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (8. 4308) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Pillow, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 


were referred the followin; spat iy, sats them severally with 
amendments, and submitte poets ereon: 

A bill (S. 2582) granting an increase of pension to Harry M, 
Sherman; and 

A bill (S. 3227) granting a pension to James F. Mears. 


Nr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


were referred the 3 bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3084) granting an increase of pension to Helen F. 
Nichols; 

A bill (S. 4773) granting a pension to Juliette Nunez; 

A bill (S. 2361) granting an increase of pension to Clara E. 


iels; 
1. Pate R. 6880) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A bill (H. R. 8050) granting an increase of pension to John I. 


A bil (H. R. 5855) granting an increase of pension to Herbert 
M. 1 alias Levi W. Moar; 
= am bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to Corinne 
2 bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to Seymour 


ó n bil (Hl. R. R. 10919) granting an increase of pension to Susan E. 
At bil (H. R. 1170) granting an increase of pension to Lewis L. 


A A bill (H. R. 10359) granting an increase of pension to Francis 


all; 
A bill (H. R. 1515) granting a pension to Lucy we 
A bill (H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Mary Farrell 
1 eee (H. 2 729) granting an increase of pension to 3 
A bill Pck. R. 742) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Darrah. 

. ALLEE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1353) for the relief of George T. Hamilton, 
ge alee it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon, 

FOSTER of Washington, "from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 4602) granting an increase of 
pension to Hiram Imus, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 

submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3327) granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. Moore; 

A bill (S. 4428) granting an increase of pension to Edwin W, 


Ford; 
A bill . R. 10531) granting an increase of pension to George 


bill (H. R. 5476) granting an increase of pension to William | W. Farr 


pete: reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

2 halt 1 1570) granting an increase of pension to Jasper Rob- 
inson 
rial bill 68. 2030) granting an increase of pension to Elias L. 

Idler. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 10179) granting an increase of pension to William 


H. Eell: 

A 15 (H. R. 10822) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Smith 

A pill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Frances Reck; 
Roe bill 5 R. 6416) granting an increase of pension to Anna 8. 
A bill (H. R. 936) granting an increase of pension to William 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
ret erred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
$ 1 (H. B 1 5 granting an increase of pension to Leonard 

itney; 
8 ion 0 R. 74150 granting an increase of pension to Matthew 

ld WE 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the "following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

as bill (8.4363) granting an increase of pension to Eli Veazie; 


A bill (S. 4514) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Whitehouse. 
Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


x 1 bill . R. 11428) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
e 

A bil (H. R. 11229) granting a pension to Francis M. Good; 
Pt acti (H. R. 8789) granting an increase of pension to George 
1 ( H. È. 5952) granting an increase of pension to William 
5 (H. R. 8611) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Mr. BALL, ‘from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4275) granting a pension to Nancy Noxon; 
8 3561) granting an increase of pension to Anna E. 

per; a 
8 pci cc (H. a 11169) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Porte: 

Mr. BALL, ae the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon 

A bill (S. 4759) granting a pension ves John M. Manlove; 
4 bill (H. R. 2589) granting a pension to Susanna Cosgrove; 
A bill (H. R. 10209) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


laney 
A bill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase of pension to John 
ae bill (H. R. 8025) granting an increase of pension to James 


3 pili Œ. R. 8078) granting an increase of pension to William 
Mosier 

ae bill . R. 3806) granting an increase of pension to George 

A bill (H. R. 6271) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 


M. N 
6024) granting an increase of pension to Calistro 
Castro; and 
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Pipe (H. R. 6563) granting an increase of pension to John 


Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10792) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederic Lockley, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon y 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the aore bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submi reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2852) granting anincrease of pension to Abraham 
J. Yeomans; 
wee R. 2855) granting an increase of pension to John W. 

an 

A bill (H. R. 6432) granting a pension to Ellender C. Miller. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2266) to repeal so 
much of an act approved March 3, 1903, as authorized the erec- 
tion and completion of new buildings for the accommodation of 


the United States Naval Hospital, Washington, D. C., on the 
grounds belonging to the United States Naval Mnseum of Hygi- 
ene, asked to scharged from its further consideration, and 


that z be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3783) for the relief of the families of cer- 
tain Indian policemen who were killed during the engagement at 
Sitting Bull’s camp, on Grand River, December 15, 1890, and for 
the relief of Alexander Middle, who was wounded in said en- 
pagomont, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. BERRY. from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4620) to amend section 8 of an act approved 
April 15. 1902. authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near Parkville, Mo., reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4505) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to increase the efliciency of the permanent military es- 
tablishment of the United States,” reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to wh m was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. 
DoLLIVER on tie 4th instant, proposing to appropriate $9.713 for 
the purchasing of two lots adjoining the Magruder School build- 
ing on the east, to providea panos for the children of the 
Magruder and Sumner schools, intended to be proposed to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, reported favorably there- 
on, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 

PUBLIO ROAD AT WINTHROP, MASS. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iam directed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs. to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1909) to anthorize 
the conveyance to the town of Winthrop, Mass., for perpetual use 
as a public road. of a certain tract of land, to report favorably 
without amendment. It is a brief bill, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secreta 
of War to convey to the town of Winthrop, in the county of Suf- 
folk, State of Massachusetts., for perpetuat use as a public road, a 
strip of land 25 feet wide, extending along the northerly side of 
the United States military reservation at Fort Banks, from the 
easterly sideof Elm avenue to the easterly side of Winthrop street, 
town of Winthrop, in the county of Suffolk, Mass., and more par- 
ticularly described as follows: Beginning at the point of inter- 
section of the northeasterly side of Winthrop street with the 
southeasterly side of the location of the Boston, Revere Beach and 
Lynn Railroad Company's right of way, and running thence 
northeasterly along the southeasterly side of said right of way for 
a distance oF 600 Feet. more or less, to the northeasterly side of 
Elm avenue; thence southeasterly along the northeaster pd of 
Elm avenue for a distance of 25 feet; thence southwesterly along 
a line parallel to and 25 feet distant from the southeasterly line of 
the location of the Boston, Revere Beach and Lynn Railroad Com- 
pany’s right of way to the northeasterly side of Men street; 
thence northwesterly along the northeasterly side of Winthrop 
street to the point of eee. ie said land being conveyed to 
the town of Winthrop in exchange for the land and easements 
comprised in Elm avenue. in the town of Winthrop, which was 
conveyed to the United States in 1891 and 1892 as a site for the 
construction of fortifications. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BAIL IN CRIMINAL CASES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the (H. R. 10136) authoriz- 


ing bail in criminal cases upon appeal in the courts of Indian Ter- 
ritory, to a ph cian without amendment. 

Mr. COC LL. That is a very short bill and it has been ap- 
8 by the other House and by the Senate Committee on the 

udiciary. Lask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. Section 1 provides that 
upon appeals in all criminal cases from inferior courts to the 
United States district courts, and from the district courts to the 
court of appeals, in the Indian Territory, the defendants shall be 
admitted to bail pending the final determination of the cases upon 
appeal tin capital cases; that the amount of bail shall be 
fixed and the bond shall be approved by the court trying the case 
or by one of the judges of the court of appeals: and that such 
bond shall be conditional for the appearance of the defendant at 
all times when required in the prosecution of the appeal, and 
Aat he will surrender himself in execution of the final judgment 

erein. 

Section 2 provides that the provisions of this act shall apply to 
all cases now pending upon appeal in the courts of the Patan 
Territory. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD CONVEYANCES, 

Mr. NELSON. I am directed by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4769) validating cer- 
tain conveyances of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company and 
the Northern Pacific Railway Company, to report it favorably 
with an amendment. I ask unanimous cunsent for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection. the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary 
was. in section 1, line 4, after the words by the.“ to strike ont 
* successor in interest of said company, the:“ so as to make the 
section read: i 

That all conveyances -heretofore made by the Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company or by the Northern Pucific Railway Company of land forming a 

2 of say Tit ed wey 2 5 — Northern eee Hailroad, = by — 
COMfirmed: Proviaed, r shall kere effort tr omnis 
said right of way to a less width than , feet on eacb side of the center of 
the main track of the railroad as now established and maintained. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. and the amend- 
mth bill ae 5 be engrossed fi 
e bill was o to or a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 15 
DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS, 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, by mistake two pa have been 
referred to the Select Committee on ition of Useless Papers 
in the Executive Departments, of which I am chairman. They 
properly belong to the joint select committee provided to consider 
the disposition of useless papers in the Departments. I ask that 
they may be referred to that committee when it is raised, if it has 
not been raised. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee of which the 
Senator is chairman will be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the papers referred to by him, and they will be referred 
to the joint select committee having jurisdiction of that subject. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, yon have to appoint that 
committee. Under the law, when a Department reports to Con- 

that they have papers no longer useful for current work or 

or historical reference, then the ir appoints two Senators and 
two Members of the House of oi} ae pn are appointed by 
the Speaker of that body to consider and determine the question 
and make their report. It has been done repeatedly heretofore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is now made a select 
committee on the of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRE But I do not well see how you can make it 
a select committee when it is compelled to be a committee of both 
the Senate and the House of tatives. and the consent of 
both bodies must be given toit. I think when the committee was 
appointed—with all due respect—that prop attention was not 
given to the language of the law, which authorizes the appoint- 
ment of two members of the Senate and two Members of the 
House of resentatives, whoshall examine and determine what 
papers shall be destroyed. 

. HALE. Mr. President. will the Chair let the matter lie on 
the table until the naval erences bill can be disposed of? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It only take a minute to dispose of the 
matter; there is no controversy abont it. 

The PRESIDENT pro big! sot The Chair will appoint the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] and the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Loxa] members of the joint committee on the part of 
the te, as ded in the act of February 16, 1889, entitled 
“An act to authorize and provide for the disposition of useless 


“CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2909 


1904. 

pers in the Executive Departments,” for the Di ion of Use- 
— Papers in the Post-Office and Navy Departments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And notify the House of tatives. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And notify the House of Rep- 
resentatives that the Chair has appointed those two Senators on 
such committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under that law. That is right. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire what has just happened? I could 
not understand. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, A matter relating to the dis- 

ition of useless papers in the Executive Departments, The 
Benator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] raised a point that the 
matter must bo referred to a special committee, appointed every 
time such a paper is referred, and the Chair has appointed the 
committee on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senate taking any new action at this mo- 
ment? 

Mr, COCKRELL. No; itis the action which has been taken 
ever since 1889, when the law was enacted, that when a Depart- 
ment reports that papers are no longer useful for historical refer- 
ence or for current use the Senate appoints two Senators and the 
House of Representatives two Members of that body and they ex- 
amine the papers, and whatever papers they say in their written 
report to the Senate and House are no longer useful, the Depart- 


ment ee 

Mr. HOAR. Then it is merely the execution of that law, and 
no new action to be taken under it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis merely the execution of that law, and 
under it there can be no destruction of papers that any political 
party can say were of any importance. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Mr. MILLARD introduced a bill (8. 4837) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to amend an act a izing the construction of a 
railway, street railway, motor, wagon, and pedestrian bridge over 
the Missouri River, near Council Bluffs, Iowa, and Omaha, Nebr., 
approved February 13, 1891,” and acts amendatory thereof, so as 
to extend the time for completion of said bridge until January 1, 
1905; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR introduced a bill (S. 4838) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Medical Department of the United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
` Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 4839) to carry 
into effect the provisions of the treaty between the United States 


and the Delaware Indians, dated July 4, A. D. 1866, and for other 50 


urposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4840) granting an increase 
of pann to Noah R. Yeargin; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4841) granting a pension to 
Frank Gillespie; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. LONG (for Mr. Burton) introduced a bill (S. 4842) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Siloam Williams; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAPP introduced a bill (S, 4843) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Rhoads; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAILEY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4844) for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Sarah J, Montgomery, deceased; 
bila was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I introduce a bill, which I ask may be 
twice read by its title, and then I wish to submit a few remarks 
before its reference to the committee. 

The bill (8. 4845) regulating the erection of buildings on the 
Mall, in the District of Columbia; which was read the first time 
at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That no building shall be erected on the Mall of Wash- 
ington, D. C., within 400 feet of a central line stretching from the center of 
the Dome of the Capitol to the center of the Washington Monument. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I object to the second reading of 
the bill, which will carry it over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine ob- 
jects to the second reading of the bill, and therefore it will go 
over until to-morrow morning. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to submit a few re- 
marks in relation to the bill. 
Mr. I hope the Senator will wait until the naval a 


propriation bill has been passed. It was agreed that that b 
should come up the first thing this morning, and I have notified 
Senators to that effect. Thatiswhy I have objected to the second 


reading of the Senator’s bill at this time. That will carry the 


— 
over, and after the naval appropriation bill has been 
I will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 57) rela- 
tive to the colonial martyrs monument in Wawatam Park, at the 
Straits of Mackinaw, in the State of Michigan; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. DOLLIVER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate 8680.78 to reimburse William G. Malin, United States In- 
dian agent, Sac and Fox mcy, Toledo, Iowa, for expenses 
incurred in defending a suit ht against him in his official 
capacity as said Indian agent, intended to be 8 by him to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment to enable A. H. Emery 
to proceed promptly in the work of building and erecting the 12- 
inch disappearing carriage and its loading apparatus being made 
by him for the Government, and authorizing the Secretary of War, 
in his discretion, to advance to the said A. H. Emery, at time or 
times which he thinks best, any part of the $84,343.02, balance of 
appropriations now available for ee ta the construction of 
said gun, etc., intended to be y him to the fortifications 
appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying memorandum, 
= Se to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

print 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
Mr, WARREN submitted the 8 Which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


whole 


be, and the same is hereby, au- 
a pher, from 


the same 
Senate, and that any expense in connec- 
tion with the foregoing shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF PORTO RICO, y 

Mr. FORAKER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: ‘ 

Resolved, That there be printed 1,000 Sg eee of Senate Document No. 26, - 
first session Eiftx-eighth e Third Annual Report of the 
Governor of Porto Rico, for the use of the said governor, 

PURE FOOD, 
On motionzof Mr. HEYBURN, it was 


Ordered, That there be for the use of the Senate Document Room 
additional copies of H. R. 62%, for preventing the adulteration or mis- 
branding of foods or drugs, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other 
purposes, with ACOORIpANTINg report. z 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12220) 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment on 
page 73, which was passed over. 

Mr. HALE. That will not be called up now. I have one or two 
informal amendments. 


On page 74, after the word “ than,” in line 11, I move to strike 
out three“ and insert two; so as to read: 
and not more than to of the vessels provided for in this act shall be built by 
one contracting party. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 30, line 24, in the amendment heretofore 
agreed to, after the words ‘* storehouse and storekeeper’s offices, to 
extend, 850,000, I move to insert to cost in all not to exceed 


$150,000.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. On ə 39, in lines 10 and 11, I move to change 


15 total for public works, Bureau of Navigation, to 8206, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The other amendment which came over should be 
1 amendment referred to by the Chair. 

Rov) „ pro tempore. The amendment on page 73 is 
i Mr, PATTERSON, I offer the amendment which Isend to the 
esk. : 

Mr. HALE. Let me state, Mr. President, that the bill was 
substantially finished on Saturday and all the amendments, with 
the exception of the one adopted this morning, and at the request 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Parrerson] the bill went over 
because he had one or two matters to submit. As soon as the 
Senator has concluded, I shall ask that a vote be taken on the bill. 
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„Mr. PATTERSON. I move to add to the bill the amendment 

which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT po tempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

TheSecreTary. It is proposed to add to the bill the following: 

Provided, That if contracts for the armor of the vessels herein provid: 
for can not be made at a price which, in his 8 ust and reasonable, 
he is hereby directed to e: d so much of $12,000,000 as may be neces- 
sary to erecta factory for the man ure of armor plate, and to proceed 
therein to manufacture the armor for said vessels, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I had a conversation with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] this morning, and it is due 
to him for me to say that since that conversation the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. BAcon] stated that it was his to discuss 
the armor-plate matter. I gave the Senator from Maine to un- 
derstand that, in my judgment, perhaps none of our folk on this 
side would discuss my amendment to the bill, but, whether I dis- 

152 it or not, it is the intention of the Senator from Georgia to 

0 80. 

Mr. HALE. Of course that rests with the Senator. I do not 
seek to interfere. 

Mr. BACON. I did not know the Senator was going to make 
that statement. I did not know until after I came into the 
Chamber that he ditt gopr to offer an amendment to the bill. I 
do not propose m to offer an amendment, but there are some 
things in reference to armor plate about which I wish to ask the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. At the proper time I shall make a point of order 
on the amendment, but I do not wish to cut off the Senator if he 
desires to discuss it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, the purpose of the amend- 
ment is to place the Government, with reference to armor plate 
for war vessels, in the same position that it occupies with reference 
to the building of the hulls and machinery of the war vessels. 

As the matter stands now, the Government is wholly at the 
mercy of unlawful trade combinations, and the testimony from the 
Navy Department discloses that at least since 1898 the Govern- 
ment has been letting its contracts for armor plate for the differ- 
ent vessels to a combination that has fixed prices and determined 
the bidders. 

The Government is in no situation to resist a combination of 
the character I have mentioned. It has no armor-plate factory, 
and SPO Fe armor plate for modern vessels costs about one-third 

of each of the vessels, it is utterly impossible, if these vessels are 
to be constructed, to escape a combination to extort an unjust 
price for armor from the Government. 

Turning to page 74 of the bill, commencing on line 13, we find 
this provision with reference to the construction of the vessels 
independently of the armament and the armor: 
TTT 
ane ot tnt VO ORACAL ii wick sayy teens DA ay Uomo 
should it 8 appear that the persons, rations, or the 
agents thereof, bidding for the construction of vessels have en- 
tered into any comb! ent, or understanding the effect, object, 


tion, agreem 
ot which is to deprive the Government of fair, open, and unre- 
competition in letting contracts for the construction of any of said 


rms, or 
any of 
or 
stri 
vessels. 

That such a provision places the Government in an adyanta- 

position nobody will question. If the shipbuilders of the 

country should combine for the eee of extorting an unfair 
price from the Government for the building of the hulls, the ma- 
onay; and the like, then it becomes the duty of the Secretary 
of the Navy to resort to our own navy- yards, our own mechanics, 
our own machinery, for the purpose of building these vessels, 
quite independently of private shipbuilders. 

But there is no such provision with reference to armor plate. 


All that the bill provides, indeed all that it can provide, unless 
2 provision is made for the construction of an armor factory, 


That the Secre of the Navy be authorized to procure by contract 
armor of the best q ty for any or all vessels authorized at such price as in 
his judgment is just reasonable. 


And that is the provision of this bill. 

But he is directed to procure this armor, and if there is no 
. Government shop to which he can 
built then the price of the armor combination must be paid. 

The amendment I offer is simply to the effect that if the Secre- 
tary of the Navy shall be unable to contract for armor at prices 
that are just and reasonable then he shall use so much of the ap- 
propriation of $12,000,000 as may be necessary to construct an 
armor factory and proceed to manufacture therein the armor 
necessary for the ships of war. : 

Mr. President, that combinations have existed between the 
Bethlehem Steel Company and the Carnegie Steel 2 170 since 
1898 is testified to by the Departments. Admiral O' Neil, in a 
statement made to the House Naval Committee, gave us these 


1 ~ 
The contract of 1898 with the Bethlehem Steel Company was 
$400 per ton. With the Carnegie Steel Company it was $400 per 


, if the vessels are to be | these big 


ton. The contract of 1899 with both the Carnegie and the Beth- 
lehem companies was for $400 per ton. The contract of 1900 with 
the Bethlehem company was $430.20; with the Carnegie company 
it was 8430.20. The contract of 1903 was $424.85 with one; it was 


ed | $424.92 with the other. And the contract of 1904 was for $441.09 


with the one, and $441.98 with the other. 

Indeed, Department officials recognized the fact that until last 
year the only two bidders for the construction of armor plate were 
these two steel companies; also that they were in combination. 
They combined together unquestionably for the pu of forc- 
ing from the Government such price as they were willing to exact 
for that which the Government had to have. 

In 1900 there was added to the naval appropriation bill in con- 
ference a provision in effect the same as this amendment, and 
according to the testimony of Admiral O' Neil it was very efficient 
in bringing down the price of armor in the contracts under it; 
and we have a right to infer if it were not for that provision in 
the appropriation bill of 1900 a much larger price would have 
been then demanded and paid by the Government. 

Under the call for bids for the year 1904, the contracts being 
let in 1903, a new competitor entered the field called the “ Mid- 
vale Steel Company.” In the biddings of 1900 the Midvale Steel 
Company had ap it made a bid; but by some process it 
was induced to withdraw its bid, and the contract was, as before, 
let to the two old companies that had been furnishing this char- 
acter of material. But last year the Midvale Company bid to 
supply the entire 16,000 tons of armor that the 3 

ed at 8398 a ton, while the Bethlehem and the Carnegie 
steel 5 id $453.07 per ton. : 

The Midvale kr eS wa proposed to supply all the armor at its 
lower price, but the Department instituted an inquiry and reached 
a conclusion that that company would be unable to supply all the 
armor that was needed as rapidly as it was needed. 80 instead 
of giving the Midvale Company the contract for 10,000 tons, it 
awarded it a contract for but 6,000 tons at $398 and awarded the 
rest of the contract, which was for 10,000 tons, to the Bethlehem 
and Carnegie steel companies at the rate of $453.07 per ton. 

According to the testimony of Admiral O'Neil the Midvale 
company has commenced the getting out of the armor it. con- 
tracted to supply under the contract of last year. That would 
indicate that there is Spey. of competitionagain. But who 
can doubt that just as soon as the Midvale company demonstrates 
its capacity and ability to supply armor plate in competition with 
the Bethlehem and the Carnegie companies the Midvale com- 
oy will be taken into the combination, and soon, instead of two 

idders fixing the price and distributing the contracts, we will 
have a union of t bidders pts the price and determining 
the amount of armor each shall supply? 

As I understand it, the Bethlehem and the Carnegie companies 
are members of the steel trust, and the putting in of bids and the 
fixing of a price is simply a scheme to deceive the public into be- 
lieving that there is in reality competition, when in fact there is 
no competition. 

It may doubtless be claimed that the price at which armor is 
being supplied is a reasonable and fair price, but if we take the 
testimony of those who are skilled in the manufacture of the ar- 
ticle we must conclude that it is not a fair price, that, taking ad- 
vantage of their ability to extort, these companies have resorted 
to extortion, and the United States, as a matter of course, suffers 
from the extortion.. 

I have here the statement made by Mr, Charles H, Cramp that 
is taken from his testimony as found in the report of the Indus- 
trial Commission of 1901, volume 14, page 420. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to his statement upon the subject of armor of 
this character. He says: 


enough to d e maker who makes tho 
for Government the money, and if we had been gun ers 
we could have had the ed + In Great Britain and Germany and 


in France they build 


mendous di Tania: Why, I would be willing to take a battle ship and 
build the ship at cost if we got the profit on the armor. That is what 
concerns in England do. 


to pause before new contracts for armor amounting to somewhere 
in the neighborhood of $3,000,000 shall be let without any power 
in the Government to protect itself. 

There is no haste, Mr. President, in making contracts for the 
armor for these vessels, for according to the report of Admiral 
O' Neil there are unfinished now more than forty of the war vessels 
that are already provided for by previous acts of Congress, Accord- 
ing to the showing in the report of the committee that reported 
the present naval pe hg, tage bill in the House of Representa- 
tives, we find that there are twelve battle ships yet uncompleted, 
eight armored cruisers yet uncompleted, eight protected cruisers, 
two gunboats, two training ships, one training brig, six torpedo 
boats, and two steel tugs—forty or forty-one vessels in all; and 
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they are in various stages of completion, 
about 2 per cent of completion to 99.9 per cen 

The majority of these vessels are not yet half completed, so that 
if in letting the contracts for the armor for the vessels provided 
for in this bill the Secretary of the Navy shall feel upon, 
if this amendment shall be adopted, to construct: an armor fac- 
tory, there will be ample: time to: construct it. It is estimated 
that it will require some $4,000,000 to construct such a factory, 
and the rest of the. appropriation, the appropriation being $12,- 
000,000 in all, may be used by the Secretary for the purpose of 
manufacturing the armor in the factory of the Government. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticnt. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the: Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr: PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Has the Senator any estimate as 
to how long it would take to build an armor-plate factory and be 
ready to turn ont armor plate? 

Mr. PATTERSON. have not, but: I know upon these 
terms 

Mr. HALE.. I can say that we went over that years ago. 

Mr. LODGE. It is a very old question. 

Mr. HALE. It is an old question. It was then stated that it 
would take from three to five years to build an armor: plate fac- 
tory and properly equip it and make armor with the same facility 
and with the same completeness that armor is made now in two 
or three private plants. Ido not think that by hard pushing it 
could he done in than three years. The Senator knows how 
the time in constructing all buildings runs out and takes longer 
than we expected them to take. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ofcourseitisanold question. It has been 
debated in both branches of Congress for years and years, and the 
marvel of it is that the debate and the exposures connected with 
the debate have not resulted in something practical for the benefit 
of the Government, 

But I wish to suggest to the Senator from Maine that, accord- 
ing to the united testimony and according to the estimates made 
by him in his exceedingly interesting and luminous speech upon 
the floor the other day, it requires at least five years to turn out 
acompleted battle ship and a completed cruiser. If that 
is the case, three years of the five years may well be devoted to 
the construction of an armor-plate ry to be owned and oper- 
ated by the Government. ith forty-one vessels to be com- 
pleted, with five years necessary for the completion of the armored 
ships provided for in this bill, three years might be devoted to: 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
The Secretary. After the word reasonable,“ in line 21, of 
page 76, add the following: 

That it contracts for the armor of the vessels herein provided 
for can not be mad at a price which, in his iu is just and reasonable, 
he is hereby directed to d so much of as may be necas+ 
sary to erect a factory for the manufacture of armor plate and to proceed to 
manufacture the armor for said vessels. 

Mr. HALE. I am by no means sure that the amendment is 
subject to a point of order, I am frank to say. 
Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the r a question, if 
he will yield to me just a moment, 
Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly 
Mr. ALLISON. As I understand it, the amendment of the 
Senator from Colorado provides that a portion of the $12,000,000 
appropriated for armored v used to build an armor- 
oe factory. There is no appropriation, I understand, in the 
ill for the vessels that are authorized to be built. The appropria- 
tions for armor and armor plate in the biil are for vessels already, 
contracted for and possibly for armor contracted for—I am not 


sure. 
Mr. PATTERSON. No, Mr. President, I think the Senator is 
mistaken. This is the language: 

The Secretary of the Navy is Hereby authorized to procure by contract 
armor of the best quality for any or all vessels herein authorized 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PATTERSON (reading): 

At such price as in his judgment is just and reasonable. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. That is to say, he is to make 
a contract; but there is no appropriation which accompanies tha 
authorization to make a contract for these vessels, 


PA N. Oh, yes. It is the paragraph immediately 
preceding. 
Mr. HALE. Yes; 


- ding that. 

Mr. PATTERSON n 

Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestio 
manufacture for the vessels authorized, $12,000,000. 

Then follows the paragraph I have just read, which authorizes 
him to use this $12,000,000 for the purchase of the armor and 
armament provided for in the bill. 

Mr. N. I agree, of course; but, if the Senator will 
allow me one word more— 

Toward the armament andi armor of domestic manufacture for vessels 
authorized, $12,000,000. 


Is that the only appropriation for armor or armament in the 


the construction of an armor-plate factory and yet the vessels be | bill? 


ready for service at as early a date as they can be if no interrup- 
tion of this kind should occur. 

It seems to me. Mr. President, that the Government in a matter 
so important as this should not be left for all time, so far as any 
effort to have it otherwise has been seriously made, without pro- 
viding itself with this absolute essential for the completion of its 
armored vessels, The evil will grow from year to year as Con- 
1 5 the country pecome 

iliarized with the high prices the ent is com- 
pelled to pay by reason of itsinability to.contest successfully with 
those who have a monopoly of this article. The country will be- 
come more indifferent, the ts will also, and the injus- 
tice will increase from year to year, and noone can foretell where 
the injustice will end. 

Therefore I ask the Senator from Maine, why is the amendment 
that I offer unacceptable? Why should he suggest: that at some 
time hereafter he will make a point of order against the amend- 
ment? It puts it to the conscience of Secretary of the Navy 
to say whether the price that is demanded is unjust and unrea- 
eine and if 1 N it is, = pce — then is i 
required to expend any of this appropriation for the purpose o 
putting the Government in a poston to be independent of these 
unlawful trade combinations. 

Mr. President, the amendment that should be offered is one ap- 

888 a definite the money—in: 8 of 

,000,060—and making it obligatory upon the Navy Department 
to construct this armor-plate factory. I did e deres amend- 
ment in that form because I felt it would be subject to a point of 
order. I do not believe that the amendment as I have offered 


zope = any way the construction of the vessels which the bill 
provides for. 

Mr. HALE. I am not certain myself, in the way the Senator 
has drawn the amendment, whether it is subject toa point of 
— rer the Senator have it read now in the form he has just 

z 7 

Mr. PATTERSON. The Secretary has the: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 


Mr. HALE. Yes; that is the only appropriation. Let me say 
to the Senator, we have always followed that rule; and it applies 
not only to vessels heretofore authorized, but authorized by the 
bill. Last year when we had inserted a clause of that kind the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury made contracts for the armor under that 
appropriation before the year expired, They do not do any actual 


work, but they make the contracts. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, I should be glad to make 
an inquiry, because I think it is rather an important question. 
I see the phraseology does not quite bear me outin my under- 
standing. E O E iation 
that would be made presently applicable to the vessels authorized 
now; that these ropriations are applicable to all the vessels 
already contracted for and authorized heretofore. If that be true, 
there will be no residuum from this appropriation to build an 
armor Ta $ 
Mr. E. There may not be, but I will say to the Senator 
that while it is true that none of the $12,000,000 is likely to be: 
expended d the next year, it will all go for the other ships, 
but itis applicable under the phraseology of the appropriation, 
if they could use it, and it ought- to be applicable, because they 
want to have the power to go on and make contracts. But they 
will not spend any of the money and there will not be any over- 
plus, of course. 
> N.. But as I understand the situation as respects: 
the Navy, the vessels already authorized and contracted for will 
largely more than take up this appropriation. There are already 
authorized vessels: requiring armor and armament toa degree far 
beyond $12,000,000; without applying a dollar of it to the vessels: 
herein authorized. 


Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, there: is nothing either in 
the bill or in the testimony before the House committee—I do 
not know whether or not testimony was given before the Senate 
committee—nor is there anything that the Senator from Maine: 
has said which warrants the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Iowa. I take it that if the Secretary of the Navy were to use any 


of the money iated by this bill for the construction of 
others than the ip, armored cruisers, and the minor 
vessels i V Ia w. 

I do not the 000,000 will be out of the Treas- 


812,000, 
ury and set aside as a purse for that particular purpose, but $12,- 
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000,000 are provided by this bill, and no portion of the $12,000,000 
can lawfully be used for the construction of armor and armament 


for ships authorized under previous acts. The Secretary of the 
Navy, it seems to me, would be guilty of a very grave violation 
of law should he use money that would trench upon this $12,000,- 
000 for vessels not authorized in this bill. In my opinion the 
language of the bill prohibits any other conclusion. It is clear; 
it is fixed; it is definite. It would be utterly pe argc for the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to use language t would more 
definitely hold the $12,000,000 provided for in the paragraph I 
have read to the vessels, and the particular vessels, that are 
authorized in this bill. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine a ques- 
tion with reference to this matter. Was there not an appropria- 
tion of about $18,000,000 for armor plate with which to clothe the 
vessels that had been heretofore ordered to be built? Has nota 
contract already been made by the Navy Department for the 
armor that was authorized heretofore? 

Mr. HALE. Thecontracts have all been made, even to and in- 
cluding the ships covered by the large programme of last year. 
There has not been any money yet expended, but contracts are 
already made for that. This provision of the Senator from Colo- 
rado, if it were put upon the bill, would apply only to vessels 
constructed this year, and it wvald not touch vessels provided for 
heretofore with respect to which contracts have been made. The 
Senator understands that we can notinterfere with those. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have been very careful not to interfere 
with them, and I do not seek to interfere with them. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not undertake to do that. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not at all. The purpose of the amend- 
ment is to secure for this Government an armor-plate factory if 
the Secretary of the Navy can not make satisfactory contracts, 
fair and reasonable contracts, for the armor that is used in the 
completion of the particular vessels provided for in this measure. 

Mr. HALE. Iso understand. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is the purpose, and no other. As a 
matter of course, if the factory is built, it will be at the command 
of the Government in all future years, and every law that may be 
passed for the manufacture of armor will be in view of its possible 
manufacture by the Government itself. Probably provisions for 
armor plate will be made 8 as provisions are now made for 
the construction of vessels themselves, namely, if the Secretary 
of the Navy can not secure an equitable and satisfactory contract, 
then he will proceed to manufacture the vessels in the navy-yards 
of the United States; and if it were the case of armor plate, he 
would proceed to manufacture the armor plate in the factory of 
the United States. 

Mr. President, in view of what to me is a very plain admission 
by the Senator from Maine, that this armor is not immediately 
necessary; that it will be several years before the vessels will be 
in a condition to attach the armor to them, and since an armor- 
plate factory can be constructed within at least three years if the 
Government should proceed with the effort vigorously, I am frank 
to say that I can not see why it is the Senator from Maine will 
not consent to this amendment, that the Government may have 
the benefit of it while it is negotiating for armor plate for the 
vessels which have been provided for. 

I am the more solicitous about an amendment of this kind be- 
cause I am not one who believes that additions to the Navy are 
going to cease. It is claimed, and I believe the figures bear out 
the Senator from Maine, that when this programme is completed 
the United States will be, so far as its naval power is concerned, 
the second nation in the world—not in general tonnage, but in 
effective fighting tonnage. When this programme is concluded 
we will have Russia and Germany, and in tonnage gener- 
ally we will be next to France. But in effective fighting tonnage 
it is claimed, and the figures bear out the claim, that with this 

gramme completed the United States will stand next to Great 
itain. 

My judgment is that American sentiment will not permit the 
United States at any time in the future to fall behind in its naval 
power any nation that it has once passed. If when this programe 

is completed we are in fact second to Great Britain, I have no 
hesitation in saying that American sentiment will not only justify, 
but it will require, that the United States shall continue second 
ehe Government b taken a step in its naval 
vernmen as never en a in navi rogramme 
that was a retrograde movement. It has never 5 beyond 
the naval power of another government and permitted i at 
any time thereafter to fall be that goverhment. I believe, as 
firmly as I believe that I am standing here, that having passed 
France it means that the United States will keep in advance of 


France, and that an Administration would be held responsible tor 

allowing the United States to fall behind a nation that it had once 

Seyi in ie matter of the number and effective tonnage of its 
g ships. 

Therefore, Mr. President, the construction of nayal vessels is 
going to continue, and the that will be set by Germany and 
France is the pace that the United States will take and maintain, 
and Congress might as well understand that that is the standard 
by which it will judge the duties and responsibilities of the United 
States. Therefore millions and millions of dollars’ worth of armor 
is to be constructed in the future. It is not merely with the com- 
pletion of these ships that the necessity for armor will end. But 
it is the construction of additional vessels year by year not only 
to replace vessels that have gone out of service from age, but the 
construction of new vessels to maintain the status that the success- 
ful carrying out of the programme will secure. 

One of the principal reasons for our large Navy and the more 
than doubling of the Army within the past ten years is the acqui- 
sition of the Philippines. The time has come when to discuss the 
breach of faith and the bad policy that accompanied the acqui- 
sition of those islands has little or no effect upon the American 
mind. As to the national immorality of the deed, as to the bad 
faith the acquisition of the islands developed in dealing with the 
people of those islands, as to the benefits that would accrue to 
the United States if the islands should be given their independ- 
ence under some form of protectorate from the United States, I 
have never changed my views. But my views, in my opinion, 
are not now the views of the majority of the people of the 
country. 

In 1898 those were the views of the country; in 1900 I believe 
the country entertained those views, but the progress of time has 
changed them. So I believe we will all have passed away and 
our children will have passed away and our dchildren will 
have reached the age of manhood and stand with their feet upon 
the verge of the grave, by reason of accumulating years, and yet 
the Philippine Islands will be a part of the possessions of this 


country. 

I recollect, Mr. President, the discussion in the Senate in 1898, 
not by reason of being present, but from reading, about the future 
of the Philippine Islands. Scarcely a word was then uttered by 
any Senator which did not indicate that it was his desire and be- 
lief that at some time in the near future the Philippine Islands 
would be giyen their independence and the United States would 
stand by their government in its early years. But all that has 
changed. 

I well remember the eloquent and telling speech of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] and of the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Foraker]. I recollect in those early years reading the 
speech of the junior Senator from New York [Mr. Drepzw]. 
Every one of those speeches breathes the spirit of the Declaration 
of Independence, making its provisions be EATE in the near-by 
future to our then possessions. But how that has changed! The 
Senator from New York says that the Coauncry DEPEW who 
made the speech which was quoted by the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Carmack] is dead. The Senator from New York has 
received new light, and he says that now he stands for the perma- 
nent retention of the Philippine Islands, The voice of the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin is muffled when he presents this question to 
the public, so that it is scarcely heard. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. What does the Senator mean by that observa- 
tion? 

Mr. PATTERSON. The idea I intended to convey — 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what I want. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Is that he, like the rest of his colleagues, 
so far as I have heard them discuss the question, has about 
reached the conclusion that it is the duty of the United States to 
retain the islands for both commercial and humanitarian reasons, 
and that at least the day is far, far distant when the people of the 
Philippine Islands will enjoy any benefits from the principles of 
the Declaration of Independence. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. That is what the Senator meant? 

Mr. PATTERSON, That is what the Senator“ meant, and I 
have 

Mr. BACON (to Mr. PATTERSON). He has changed his mind. 

Mr. PATTERSON. No; I will not say that the Senator from 
Wisconsin has changed his mind. Itis simply a process of evo- 
lution. It has been ual, but certain. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course we do not always know what proc- 
esses change our mind. The mental operations are sometimes 
peculiar. But I am not conscious of having changed my mind or 
my position on the question of the perpetual retention of the 
Philippine Archipelago in the slightest degree, nor have I ever 
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said, nor can the Senator find anything in the observations which 
I have from time to time submitted to the Senate upon which to 
predicate reasonably even any such imputation a change of mind 


upon 15 part. Ae 

I said in the beginning that I would not take the Philippine 
Archipelago for trade, and that I would not vote for the treaty if, 
in my opinion, it involved the perpetual domination by the United 
States of the Philippine Archi o. Ihave never failed to reit- 
erate that statement in any speech which I have made. I have 
resisted all efforts to project into the future improvident pledges 
as to the Philippines. I have resisted any attempt—I resisted the 
efforts of the Senator from Colorado—to put a time limit upon 
the discharge of obvious duty by the United States in the Philip- 

ines. I have wanted the hands of the people of the United 
States left free upon that subject, and the ultimate determination 
as to what should be done with the Philippines and when it should 
be done left to the people. Has the Senator ever heard anything 
different from that from me? 

I have expressed, and it came from my heart, the belief that 
when the time came, as I thought it would come, and I think 
now it will come sooner than I used to think it might, that the 
people of the appia Archipelago are capable of autonomous 
government, and they ask the le of the United States for it, 
they would receive it. I have no doubt of the liberality and the 
justice with which the people of the United States will deal with 
the people of the Philippine Archipelago. I have known, how- 
ever, that only uy control, as the sovereign, would the United 
States do any good thing for the people of the Philippine Islands. 

I was not willing, as my friends seemed to be, that, having 
started the work of building up a people in the Philippine Islands, 
after having acquired the cession of the archipelago, the Govern- 
ment of the United States should run like a coward incontinently 
and fix a time two or three years hence, as the Senators on the 
other side thought wise to do, when that people should become 
independent and be abandoned by the le of the United States. 
L Lhave made many mistakes in my life, but I do not think now, 
and I never have thought, that I made any mistake in voting for 
the treaty, which could not have been ratified by the Republican 
membership of the Senate alone, and which had the support of 
very prominent Democrats on the outside of Congress. I have 
felt, and does not the Senator think, that we have made great 


progress in the Philippines? 
Mr. PATTERSON, Whenever the Senator from Wisconsin 
concludes. 


Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interjecting 
into his remarks a sane speech upon the Philippines. I a 

Mr. PATTERSON, _ Literally, perhaps, the Senator from Wis- 
consin is consistent. I do not desire to do the Senator from Wis- 
consin or any other Senator the slightest injustice, but my refer- 
ence to him was based more on the spirit of the speech he made 
before the treaty was ratified and the spirit that is evinced in his 
subsequent utterances upon that question. 

I was impressed with the view, having read the first speech of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, that he was like many Democrats, 
who felt that the better way to solve the problem and to end the 
war was to approve the treaty and then make speedy and effective 
arrangements to grant to the people of the Philippine Islands the 
independence that I believe they are entitled to receive and quali- 
fied to maintain. That was the spirit of the speech of the Sena- 
tor in 1898; and if his words may be construed as favoring at some 
future time the independence of the Philippines, to me the spirit 
of his utterancesnow is that that time is so far distant that neither 
he nor I will live to see a consummation of it. 

Mr. President, one of the most startling speeches to me on this 
subject was made by the pn Secretary of War only Saturday 
night in New York at a banquet given by the Ohio Club in that 
city. I had always regarded Governor Taft as entertaining the 
view that at some reasonably early time the Philippine people 
should be given their independence. I bear tribute to his admin- 
istration in the Philippine Islands. As between the Spi da 
people and the American exploiters, he has stood for the Philip- 
pine people to such an extent that those who would despoil Fili- 

inos of their land and franchises have designated Governor 

aft, now Secretary of War, more of a Filipino than an American. 
But in his New York speech, from the Associated Press report, 
what seem to be verbatim extracts, I find these statements: 

The question is asked: “Are the Philippines capable of self-government?” 
They are courteous; they are brave; but they are utterly incapable and un- 
able to have the slightest franchise. 

How far does that remove the people of the Philippine Islands 
from ultimate independence? They are utterly incapable, accord- 
ing to our present Secretary of War, late the governor of those 
islands, and unable to have the slightest franchise. 

I can not conceive of a people 8 the qualities accorded 
to the Filipinos by ex-Governor Taft who are not capable of self- 
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government, at least to the extent of maintaining a government 
that is sufficient for them and to give them the degree and quality 
of order that is necessary to secure a law-observing community. 
A brave people and a courteous people; and yet a braya people 
and a courteous people are declared by the Secretary of War to be 
utterly incapable of and unable to have the slightest franchise, 
Then again, says Secretary Taft: 

Iam asked why I do not say we are going to give them their independ- 
ence. Isay no, with t emphasis. I wish to impress upon you that un- 
less the present government is a success all success of other governments is 
gone. J 

These gentlemen have simply kept pace with the growing pub- 
lic sentiment in the United States, one that I deplore, but which 
the country must necessarily confront. There are logical and 
natural reasons for this change of attitude. The reasons are not 
of a noble kind, of an elevating kind. They are those that appeal 
to the commercial sense of the people of the United States and 
not to a high standard of morality. 

Mr. President, the people of the United States consist of about 
80,000,000 units. There are something less than 20,000,000 men. 
I think it would be safe to say that nine out of ten of those 20,- 
000,000 will acquire pro „if they can do so legally, and not 
stop to investigate the moral questions that are connected with 
the transaction. 

We witness that in the stock-jobbing operations of the country; 
in the legal contests that are waged in the courts, in one city and 
another city; we witness it in the transactious of our friends and 
neighbors. If such is the disposition of nine-tenths of the units 
who make up the American nation, the American nation in deal 
ing with the acquisition of property will be apt to act in con“ 
formity with the course pursued by the units. Therefore I look 
forward to the independence of the Philippines as not within the 
bounds of reasonable pase ght 

There are other reasons for this change of sentiment. I should 
first refer to other evidences of it. The pulpit of the country, 
Mr. President, either favors the retention of the Philippines or 
is silent; the popular literature of the country either fayors their 
retention or is silent; many of the leading periodicals of the 7 
that has stood most strenuously for the independence of tho P il- 
ippine Islands now favor their retention. 

But in addition to that there are commercial reasons. Not a 
session but that Congress enacts legislation which grap- 
ples the Philippine Islands closer and closer in permanent bonds 
with the Union. The bill that is championed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loper], that extends the coastwise laws of 
the United States to the trade between the United States and the 
Philippine Islands, is another grip of that kind. Americans are 
engaged in securing vast poe interests in those islands. Only 
the other day we read of a serious proposition and I have no 
doubt it will be presented to 5 Ren ere long—to guarantee the 
interest upon $40,000,000 of bonds for the construction of rail- 
roads in the Philippine Islands. 

With Americans controlling the railroads which are to be built, 
the sugar, the tobacco, the rice, the hemp, and other plantations, 
the great timber concessions, the development of new agricultural 
industries, the ownership of manufacturing establishments, which 
will undoubtedly be found there in large numbers in the not dis- 
tant future, it will be utterly impossible, no matter what the sen- 
timent of the people of the country may be, to secure a verdict in 
favor of the dissolution of the bonds that bind the Philippine 
Islands to us. Dollars never appeal in vain to dollars, and the 
commerce of the Philippines, the financial investment by Amer- 
icans in the Philippines, will prevent the result that so many 
good people in the United States have earnestly desired. 

We find the people of the country are appealed to from two 
standpoints—their commercial sense and their humanities, The 
religious people of the country as a body, or at least a very large 
2 of them, have been led to believe that the future wel- 

are of the Philippine people depends upon their being retained 
under American control. They believe that the American goy- 
ernment of the Philippines is for the upbuilding, the enlighten- 
ment, and the civilization of the masses of the Filipino people. 

Upon the other hand, we find such glowing appeals as that 
made by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] on Saturday, 
in which the Philippines were pictured as the threshold of the 
Orient and Manila as the point at which the interchange of the 
vast commodities of that vast section was to take place. You ap- 
peal upon the one hand to the cupidity and the commercial sense 
of the nonreligious people, and you use the language of cant and 
hypocrisy to the religious people of the country. The result of it 
is that both classes combine for the purpose of holding the Phil- 
ippine Islands in subjection. 

This can result in no good to the Philippine people, Mr. Presi- 
dent. There can be no 8 5 between the American in the is- 
lands and the Filipino. The Filipino is the negro of the Philippine 
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Islands; the Ameri an is the white man who lives with but is not 
of the biapuw. ‘The whiteman—the American—is to be the mas- 
ter and the Filipino the slave. 

I read a Senate document, printed at the request of the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] but a few weeks ago. 
and it properly describes the relation of the Filipino to the master- 
ful and dominating Ameri: an in connection with his industrial en- 
terprises. A large number of Filipinos were induced to go to the 
pial pir a railroad track, the road being in process of construction. 
They went to work, only to find that the Filipino was receiving 
but one-fourth of the wages that were being paid to white labor. 
The Filipinos were confined in pestilence-breeding holes and 
shacks; the food with which they were supplied was wholly in- 
sufficient, and they left the point to which they had been bronght 
to turn hack other Filipinos who were being shipped in for the 
purpose that they had abandoned. 

The Filipino is despised by the American in the Philippines. 
Talk with an American, and he a of the Filipino with the 
utmost contempt. The end of it ail is that the Philippines are to 
be a colony of the United States that will be populated with com- 
paratively few Americans, owning the land and the timber and 
the plantations and the franchises, and living. as did the barons 
of old, with the masses of the Filipino peopleastheir peons. That 
is the result as certainly, Mr. President, as that time moves on. 
and that what has been determined upon by the dominating peo- 
ple of the United States ripens into a finality. 

Much as I regret the retention of the Philippines and deplore 
the outcome, as I have suggested. I have no doubt but that they 
will be retained. Therefore. in all estimates and in all provisions 

‘for the Army and the Navy Congress will be dominated. first, by the 
fact that we are second now to Great Britain in effective fighting 
naval force, and that we will maintain that position at whatever 
hazard: second, the Philippine Islands will continue to be a colo- 
nial possession of the United States, and th ir defense and reten- 
tion must always be calculated upon when we are making pro- 
visions for our fighting forces. 

Mr. President, the United States would spend as many dollars 
to-day and sacrifice as many lives in the defense of the Ph ines 
against foreign aggression as it would to defend a State in the 
Union, and it would be equally as liberal in money and lives to 
subdue insurrection in the Philippine Islands if any leader with 
sufficient power and influence could be found to cause Filipinos to 
rise, with whatever might and power, to secure their independence. 
The conditions are not as I would have them, and I have been led, 
as the result of very calm reflection and deliberation, to speak 
with open mind my views upon these two great questions. 

Coming back to the amendment which I tave offered. I will say 
that I can see no reason why it should not be accepted by the 
chairman of the committee, because it is a means of future defense 
to the Government against the aggressions and extortions of un- 
lawful trade combinations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON]. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss the 
amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. PATTERSON], nor do I 
intend to enter into any general discussion of the naval appropri- 
ation bill. I have been on all occasions a friend of an American 
Navy. I have voted for it and advocated it from time to time. 
and I am still in favor of a measure commensurate with our 
wealth and strength and necessities. I believe we have reached a 
point where it would not be good policy or good administration. 
at least. to provide for more ships until we have completed those 
already provided for. I am not one of those who think we ought 
to be governed in our expenditures by what some other nation 
may do. 

11 Great Britain finds it necessary to maintain a navy of remark- 
able strength. it does not follow, in my judgment, that we ought 
to conclude that we are under obligations to do the same thing. 
Great Britain is differently situated from what we are. She is 
dependent upon her shipping for the existence of her people; she 
can never afford to get into a condition where the imports of food 
products into Great Britain can be shut off by any hostile fleet. 
So it is necessary that Great Britain shonld have a great navy. 

I think we were for many years without a proper Navy. I be- 
lieve now, when we have completed the ships on the stocks, those 
contracted for, that we shall have at least a sufficient measure. 
I do not believe that we are justified in going on and increasing 
our Navy until we shall increase the taxes in such a way that 
they will become a great burden upon the people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will please sus- 
pend for one moment while the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, the title of which be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade 
between ports in the United States and ports or places in the 
Philippine Archipelago. between ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, and for other purposes, 


Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be inform- 
ally laid aside, and that the consideration of the naval appropria- 
tion bill be oF pren with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be inform- 
ally laid aside, and that the Senate continue the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President. I saw in a reputable newspaper 
either yesterday or this morning that the American people ought 
to demand a navy second to no navy in the world. The American 
people have heen demanding of their legislative representatives a 
reputable and respectable navy. and I do not know but what that 
fever may attack the American people—the idea that we must 
have a navy as big as that of any other country. 

I do not know now but what the American people would agree, 
if they had an opportunity for passing upon the question, that the 
present Navy is not big enough. But, Mr. President. I know 
no way of taking the expression of the American people on this 
subject, and so I must rely upon my own judgment. I myself can 
not see anywhere signs of impending trouble which require such 
a great navy as it is apparently the policy to build. is bill, 
carrying an appropriation of almost $97.000.000, is nearly one- 
seventh of the amount of the expected revenues of this Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year for which this appropriation is made. It 
is too large by a considerable sum, having reference to our ex- 
pected revenues. When the ships for which we have already con- 
tracted are completed, our expenditures yearly must be much 
larger than they now are. I understand it will take between 
eighty and one hundred million dollars to complete the contracts 
already made, and it will take at least $120.000.000 next year to 
maintain the American Navy and provide for the carrying out of 
contracts which will then be existing if this bill becomes a law. 

I listened with great interest to the remarks of the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. Hate]. I am sure nobody 
can question his interest in the American Navy. I believe that he 
sounded a proper warning to the American people when he stated 
that we had reached a point where we ought at least to halt and 
consider. 

Mr. President, I am not going to vote for this great appropria- 
tion, and I presume I shall therefore be classed among those who 
are not in favor of the American Navy. Against that imputation 
I will place the votes that I have cast in this body during the last 
twenty-five years. Because I have been in favor of a 5 
navy, a proper navy, it does not follow that I am to take the opin- 
ion of any commodore or adiniral or anybody in the Navy Depart- 
ment as to what should be the size of the Navy. Weare legislat- 
ing with reference to the Navy. and have been for years in this 
body as to the character of the ships and the nnmber of ships on 
information we have received from the Navy Department. 

Mr. President. I am one of those who believe that we are sent 
here to legislate not upon their judgment, but upm our own. 
While I may not know how to build a ship. nor which is exactl 
the best type of ship to be built, I am as well qualitied—or else 
have no business in this Chamber—as any man in the Oat De- 
partment to determine these questions, and I do not intend they 
shall determine them for me. 

Mr. President. no one can tell what the development now going 
on in the naval fighting world will demonstrate. So far as it has 
gone, I think, it demonstrates, Mr. President. that great battle 
ships are perhaps not so valuable as the world for many years 
past has believed, and that another and entirely different type of 
ship may be more dangerous to an enemy and more beneficial to 
the nation making the defense. 

Ihave myself been very much interested in the development of 
the submarine ships, I will admit that it is still an open ques- 
tion whether or not they will bea success; but I believe it would 
be very much wiser for the Government of the United States if 
we would strike ont the provision for one of these battle ships, 
which cost so many million dollars, and turn our attention to the 
development of the submarine type of vessel. for which $850.000 
is appropriated by the bill. If [had my way. if Icould control 
it. I would provide that the Navy Department should purch se a 
certain number of these vessels and put them in use, and tell us 
after a few years what they are able to do with them and what 
they are not able to do with them. 

Mr. President, having said that much Iam ready, so far asI 
am concerned. to vote on the bill. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President. there are two or three things 
which I desire to have noted before we pass from the considera- 
tion of this bill. 

I will not enter into any general discussion of the Philippine 
question, which has indirectly been brought into consideration 
by reason of its influence upon the aie pied for the naval 
establishment, but I very much hope that the anticipations of the 
junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] may not be re- 
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alized. Itrust that the time will come when, for one reason or 
another, the United States will cease to exercise sovereignty in 
the Philippine Islands. Iam impelled to that hope by two very 
different reasons. I hope in the course of time the conscience, 
if I may so speak, of the American people will urge them toa 
course Which i think is the proper course—the granting of self- 
government to the people of the Philippine Islands. 

I think possibly a stronger reason will be that the time ma 
not be far distant when the American people will come to a - 
ization of the fact that the retention of the Philippine Islands is 
not a paying investment from the standpoint of dollars and cents, 
and I think that this debate and the disclosure of the enormous 
money expenditure which we have made and must continue to 
make on their account will have some influence in arousing pub- 
lic attention to the question whether or not it is a paying invest- 
ment, the more particularly when experience shows, as it mmeg 
will, that no commerce which it is possible for us to have wit 
those islands can ever amount to as much, or even nearly as much, 
as they will cost us every year. ButI can not stop to elaborate 
and demonstrate that now, as easily as I think it can be done to 
the satisfaction of any unprejudiced and impartial person. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, just one word, if it will not 
interrupt the Senator. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT 2 tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. : 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to say, Mr. President, that I share 
in the hope of the Senator from Georgia that the conscience of 
the American people will be so aro as that what I have sug- 
gested shall not in fact occur, but I fear and believe to the con- 
trary. i 

Mr.BACON. The Senator will note that my hope is based upon 
both the conscience and the interest of the pee of the United 
States, and I strongly hope that the former may be greatly quick- 
ened by the latter. 

I was about to say, Mr. President, when the Senator asked leave 
to interrupt me, that I hope this debate will arouse to some extent 
the attention of the people of the United States and contribute to 
the conviction of the unprofitableness of the Philippines as an in- 
vestment, and I think the statement of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Hate], the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
with reference to the influence which the retention of the Philip- 
pine Islands has upon the magnitude of naval expenditures, is a 
most important contribution to the information w. it is neces- 
srg that the people of the United States should have upon this 
subject. 

I very much regret that the very interesting and instructive 

h of the Senator from rept not yet 1 9 8 in the 
CORD, and for this reason I am compelled to refer to it simply 
from memory of some important statements made by him. 

Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that I felt very mortified 
myself when I came to look at the notes to find how long my 
speech was. It was a longer speech than I ever before e in 
the Senate, and much longer than I ever shall make hereafter. 
It was so covered by interruptions, which were pertinent and 
just, and so many tables had to be adjusted, that I never got any 
opportunity—as I have been managing this bill—to look at it un- 
til yesterday. That is the reason it has not been published. 

Mr. BACON. I am simply expressing my regret, because it 
was an exceedingly interesting speech and I should have been 
very glad to have looked it over carefully in print; but as I have 
not had as yet that opportunity, I will state, if I remember cor- 
rectly, that the Senator from Maine, in response to an inquiry 
made by myself in a colloquy which he kindly permitted while 
he was on the floor, stated the fact that it was the retention of 
the Philippine Islands—the fact that because we were in posses- 
sion of the aa Islands, and in consequence that there de- 
vol ved upon us the duty and necessity of defending them and of 
being prepared for their defense—that that fact alone created the 
necessity now for an increase in the Navy. In other words, that 
but for the necessities and duties imposed upon us by the posses- 
sion of the Philippines, our present Navy, as completed and under 
construction, would be adequate for our needs, and that the vast 
expenditure which we must make in continuing to increase our 
Navy must be charged up to the account of our possession of the 
Philippines. I say that is a most important contribution, Mr. 
President, to the question whether the Philippines are or can be 
a paying investment on the part of the United States, and one 
about the correctness of which there can be, I presume, no pos- 
sible doubt. To that great annual expense, not only in building 
but maintaining a great navy, must be added an annual expense, 


even as now reduced, of not less than $30,000,000 on account of 
the army we maintain in the Philippines, to say nothing of at 
least $500,000,000 we have already expended to maintain our sov- 
ereignty over them, 

I do not propose to pursue the question which has been dis- 


cussed here, it is true, only patay, but still with very much 
interest, as to the attitude which the people of this country will 
bear toward the Philippine Islands. I wish, however, to putin 
the Recor in this connection what I consider to be a very valu- 
able expression relative thereto which was recently made by the 
distinguished senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR]. I 
will premise by saying that the utterance of the Senator, which 
I am about to read, and also that which has fallen to-day from 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], have inspired me 
with renewed hope that we are not always to continue upona 
policy which I conceive to be inconsistent with the traditions and 
principles of our Government, and which, I am thoroughly con- 
vinced, will not prove to our advantage from a commercial, po- 
litical, social, or military standpoint. 

The Washington Post of October 13, 1903, contained an extract 
from a speech made by the Senator from Vermont at a reunion of 
the Association of the Vermont Civil War Officers” in the pre- 
ceding week which I am very glad to have the opportunity now 
to read, in order that it may go into the RECORD as a most im- 
portant contribution to the thought of the country at this time 
and, as I think, a yery high tribute to the Senator who uttered it. 
I would particularly ask that the reasons for the faith of the Sen- 
ator be marked, and I will particularly emphasize the fact that 
the reasons which he gives are equally as gratifying to me as the 
conclusions to which he comes. : 

The speech, the extract from which is found in this excerpt 
from the Washington Post, is as follows: 

The government of a people or a country by another people or coun’ 
contiguous is, at the experimental and tem 8 
pda ce a ne ine Fuß it can not be permanent. Wi Buch m e i and de- 

e 


th 
velopment it is the God-given human nature of all le to wish to govern 
Wann ves and not — allegis nee across a sea. We shall make 8 


not 
tion 


undary—whether to make it Canada or the 
Arctic Ocean; preferably the latter in God's good time. Franklin said in 
1783 it must come some and he wasa wise man. But the other lines 
would be fixed—east by the Atlantic, west by the Pacific, and south by the 
Republic of Mexico and the Gulf. And within these boundaries may the 
future Government of our country remain, its executive, legislative, and 
diciary, and the voting population that makes that Government. 

I alluded to the Philippine question more for the purpose of 
reading that extract than to express any views in connection 
therewith, and I shall not pursue it further. When two such 
leaders as the Senator from Vermont and the Senator from Wis- 
consin express such views, I refuse to abandon the hope that the 
day is not far distant when we shall surrender to the Filipinos 
their sovereignty over their land, and that both on their account 
and our own as well, 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word about the provision in this 
bill for the purchase of armor plate. I will premise what I have 
to say by reading the provision in the bill, which is the last one 
found in it: 

Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 
manufacture for the vessels authorized, $12,000,000. 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure by contract 
armor of the best quality for any or all vessels herein authorized at such 
price as in his judgment is just and reasonable. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘Herein authorized? 

Mr. BACON. ‘“‘ Herein authorized.” I will read it again. 

Mr. HALE. The appropriation precedes. 

Mr. BACON. Thea 1 of $12,000,000 for armor and 
armament precedes. e words herein authorized” do not 
occur there; but in the subsequent clause of the sentence in the 
same paragraph the words herein authorized do occur, which 
relate exclusively to the contract to be made for armor: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure by contract 
armor of the best quality for any or all vessels herein authorized, at such 
price as in his judgment is just and reasonable. 

Mr. President, I have no hope, in anything I may say, to affect 
the action of the Senate upon this provision; but I have two pur- 
poses in view in calling the attention of the Senate to it. One is 
it is possible that the knowledge of the fact that there is at least 
still some attention paid to the question, that there are still some 
protesting, may have some influence upon these armor-plate fac- 
tories in the prices which they shall fix and exact from the Gov- 
ernment, because at last that is what it means. They fix and ex- 
act what they please. There may be some benefit in calling at- 
tention toit, while, of course, there will be none as to any influence 
upon the vote of the Senate. 

The other consideration which moves me to say anything on the 
subject is to call the attention of the Senate and the country to 
the fact that after one of the most determined contests Congress 
has ever made with any of those who have contractual relations 
with the Government, extending over a period of eight years 
there has been on the part of Congress the most perfect and 
complete and unmitigated surrender of its contention. 

In 1895 and 1896 I had the honor and the very great pleasure to 
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serve upon the Naval Committee, of which at that time the pres- 
ente was à most honored member. Although then not 
its chairman, he was the ranking member next to the chairman, 
who was Senator Cameron. of Pennsylvania. At that time the at- 
tention of the country and of Congress was aroused to what was 
conceived to be the enormous extortion of the armor-plate manu- 
facturers in dealing with the Government, and thereupon the 
Naval Committee was instructed by the Senate to make investi- 
gation as to whether the armor-plate factories were dealing in 
good faith and in a good spirit with the United States Govern- 
ment. 

A protracted hearing was had before the committee, at all the 
sittings of which I. was present, I think, without exception. 
There were examined a number of witnesses, naval officers, the 
former Secretary of the Navy, and the then of the 
Navy, and the armor manufacturers themselves, the owners of 
these great establishments, including Mr. Carnegie in person and 
the head of the Bethlehem factory, whose name I now do not 
remember. The testimony taken in thatinvestigation is in print 
and makes a volume probably one-third, if not a half, the thick- 
ness of that [exhititing a copy of the annual report of Secretary 
of the Navy with accompanying documents], in which the whole 
thing is gone through with most thoronghly. 

Prior to that time the then Secretary of the Navy, who was Mr. 
Herbert. had himself instituted an investigation in which he 
sought the informatign to be had through experts. including naval 
officers and those engaged in the manufacture of armor plate, and 
he had come to the conclusion, if my memory is not inaccurate, 
and if it is the Senator from Maine will, I am sure, correct me, 
that after allowing to the armor-plate manufacturers the most 
liberal profit, $300 per ton was a r estimate of the amount 
which should be paid by the United States Government for the 
armor. If I recollect aright, 50 per cent profit upon the cost as 
it was then ascertained was allowed to these manufacturers, and 
in the cost was included interest on the investment and a most 
liberal allowance forannual depreciation of the plant. Thecom- 
mittee came to the conclusion that $300 was a proper’ price, and 
in the next appropriation bill inserted such a provision. 

While I have the data here before me, I am endeavoring to state 
it from memory to avoid the unnecessary consumption of tiine. 
I may not state it correctly. and if I am incorrect I the Sen- 
ator from Maine, who is entirely familiar with it, will correct me. 
If I recollect aright, in the next appropriation bill Congress stood 
upon the recommendation of the Naval Committee, in which it 
said that $300 was a liberal provision, and it stipulated that in the 
contracts for armor that amount should not be exceeded. Ac- 
cording to my recollection the armor-plate manufacturers refused 
to make any contracts at that price, and in the next Congress. in 
order that the ships, the hulls of which had been constructed, 
might not be unduly delayed, while there was no recession from 
the position taken by Congress as to what was a proper compensa- 
tion for this armor. Congress authorized 8400 per ton. It conceded 
that because compelled to do so, still contending, however, that 
$200 was a proper amount. 

If Iam not mistaken, in that debate, either that or the next 
year, the Senator from Maine himself, while taking a most consery- 
ative attitude throughout the debate, which will be remembered 
by all who were then here, said that these armor-plate manufac- 
turers had taken advantage of the Government, and that as soon 
as they had. at the invitation of the Government, constructed 
these plants the Government wasin their power. To use the lan- 
guage of the Senator, they had proceeded to put the knife 
into us.” 

The extra $100 was allowed that year asa concession rather than 
that the ship should rot upon the stays, because we were abso- 
lately at the mercy of these armor manufacturers There was no 
other establisement in the country which could make the armor 
plate, and although, as shown in the testimony, and as conceded 
in that debate, and prior to that time, the amounts which they 
had received from the United States Government had not only 
paid them a profit, but had returned to them every dollar they had 
invested in the construction of these plants, although all that was 
conceded to be so in that debate and stated to be so by Mr. Her- 
bert in his report. they still stood upon the vantage ground which 
they occupied, that their price must be paid or these ships should 
rust and rot upon the stays. : 

Mr. President, I am only stating this for the purpose of show- 
ing the struggle we have been through, and I am coming to the 
point where it will be seen how perfectly—and if I did not fear 
the term might be taken offensively, I would say abjectly—Con- 
gress has surrendered in this contest and given up the fight. 

After various contests had been waged in this Chamber with 
the utmcst earnestness and determination, in 1900 Congress 
finally came to the conclusion that if the armor-plate manufac- 
turers would not come to terms and if they would not be reason- 
able the Government would erect a factory; and in that year 


this ision was put into the bill which passed June 7, 1900, 
which, I say. was the culmination of the fight. 

There is where we came to what we said should be the parting 
of the ways. There is where we took our stand and said we are 
not going to be dominated by this great monopolistic concern, 
and I do not use the word monopolistic in any offensive or abusive 
sense, I mean simply to express a fact that they did have an ab- 
solute, unquestioned monopoly, and that they exacted their own 
terms from us. In the act of June 7, 1900, there is this provision: 

That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure by con- 
tract armor of the best quality for any or all vesseis above referred to, pro- 
vided such contracts can be made ata price which in his judgment is reason- 
able and equitable— 

That was not a radical condition; that was conservative— 
but in case he is unable to make contracts for armor under the above con- 
ditions— 

That is, at a price which is reasonable and equitable— 
ho is hereby authorized and directed to procure a site tor und to erect thereon 
a factory for the manufacture of armor, and the sum of $4,000,000 is hereby 
appropriated toward the erection of said factory. 

Now, Mr. President, I say that is the last stand we have ever 
made, and that thereafter we have absolutely, without condition, 
submitted to the exaction of the armor-plate factories. 

The fact to which I wish to call the particular attention of the 
Senate is that, although less than at one time charged, we are now 
paying the prices which were the cause of the great struggle that 
the Senate made, and we are now paying the prices which were 
the canse of the insertion in the appropriation act of 1900 of that 
provision. In other words, we thought those prices were then 
such that they were an pd Baars upon the Government, and that 
on account of them, in order that the Government might be freed 
from such imposition, we would make a provision for the con- 
struction of a factory at the cost of 84.000. 000, and with the same 
prices to-day we have not in the bill any provision under which 
the Secretary of the Navy would be justified in not contracting 
for armor at any price which they might seek to impose. 

There is nothing in the bill which would anthorize the Secre- 
tary to refuse to contract for the armor even if the prices exacted 
were not in his opinion reasonable and just. There is no con- 
dition and no recourse to any precautions for the future protec- 
tion of the Government even in case the Secretary should think 
or Congress conclude that the prices exacted were unreasonable 
and extorti nate. At one former stage in the struggle we did 


provide a precaution for the protection of the Government in 


case armor could not be obtained at a reasonable and just price, 
and in since failing to do so it is an utter, unconditional, abject 
surrender of the contest which the Senate and the House waged 
in a most determined manner for five or six years. It wasa ques- 
tion who should yield—whether the United States Government 
should yield and submit to extortionate prices or whether those 
who made the armor plate in their factories should themselves 
yield and make it at reasonable prices. We proposed then to 
force them to reasonable prices by ourselves constructing the fac- 
tory and making our own armor plate; and when we held up the 
threat to them and they would not comply with our demands, we 
have absolutely abandoned the contest and without condition we 
have surrendered at discretion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the Senator any data which shows the 
price now paid for armor? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir; I have it here. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would be glad to have the Senator state it. 

Mr. BACON. I shall be very glad to state it. I have no in- 
formation except that which is contained in the report of the 
Secretary of the Navy. I will state to the Senate before reading 
this that the price which was stipulated by the Government as 
that which would be satisfactory to it in the year preceding the 
year when we put that provision in the appropriation act was $300. 

The act of March 3, 1899, stipulated $300 as a proper price. and 
they would not furnish it. Then when we came to make the ap- 
propriation act of June 7, 1900, while we would not say that they 
should furnish it at $300 or we would erect a plant. we did say 
that it must be at a reasonable rate or we would erect a plant, 
The plain inference was that Congress regarded something in the 
neighborhood of $300 as a reasonable price: certainly something 
between that and §100. Senators will remember that at the very 
next session of Congress we tried again to put in a similar provi- 
sion. In 1901 we tried again to put a similar provision in the 
naval appropriation act, and the contention of those who defended 
the makers of the armor was that this matter should be taken out 
from the control of Congress: that we should no longer discuss 
this question; that we should no longer, in appropriating these 
vast amounts, seek to determine and control the prices to be paid 
for armor, but that we should leave it absolutely to the Depart- 
ment to determine, and that has been the direction given to it 
from that day to this. 

Congress has ceased to talk about it, has ceased to make any 
effort about it, and after having for years made the struggle, 
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after having gotten a the point where we absolutely appro- 
priated $4,000,000 for the construction of a plant, we have since 
that time absolutely abandoned the effort to control this matter; 
and this hill does not even say that the Secretary of the Navy 
shall only make contracts which shall be “ reasonable and just,” 
but gives him unlimited power to make contracts, when we know 
the fact that at last it will be a question how much will these fac- 
tories exact and extort from the Government of the United States, 
and 2 75 Whatever they say in that regard we have got to comply 
Wit 

Mr. President, I recollect that in that debate it was urged, and 
I think very truly, thatif we put up this plant and were in a po- 
sition where we could make armor it would be a paying invest- 
ment if we never made a pound of armor, : 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator stated a few moments ago that 
we are paying now the price we were ying in 1900 when we in- 
aidaa n ox A provision in thelaw. Senator remember 
what the rate is? z 

Mr. BACON. Ithink it was $400 when we incorporated it, if 
Tam not mistaken. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is it now? 

Mr. BACON. Four hundred dollars and royalties (at least it 
is so stated here), bringing it up in the neighborhood of $458, the 
present price. I will ask the Senator from Maine if he can give 
us the information? 


Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. BACON. It is not so stated in this book. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That was the contract for 6,000 tons with 
the Midvale Steel Company. At the same time that they let the 


contragt to the Midvale Company they made a contract for 10,000 
tons with the Bethlehem and Carnegie Steel Company for $458 
per ton. 


Mr. HALE. I was giving the lowest bid. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That was the lowest bid. The Midvale 
Company bid for all of it at $398 and it only got 6,000 tons, while 
the other two companies got 10,000 tons at $458. N 

Mr. PERKINS. If the Senator from Colorado will 5 me, 
I will state that our present contract, exclusive of royalty, for the 
Krupp plate, is 8120. The royalty is $33.07, making $453. For the 
harveyized it is $400, the Government paying the royalty. The 
Midvale Company say they will pay the royalty themselves. Our 
Sie PATTERSON. ‘They will pay the royalty, at $998 a ton. 

Mr. PA ‘ ey pay a a 

Mr. P That is what they pro ing, They will 
undoubtedly have a lawsuit over it, and it will result in a claim 
being made against the Government for the royalty on the plate 
manufactured by the Midvale Company. k 

I wish to state to the Senator from Georgia, because I was a 
member of that committee with him some five years since 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. PERKINS. We gave the subject a great deal of thought 
and consideration and study, and the question is to-day what is 
a reasonable price for this armor plate? England is paying £107, 
8330, a ton to her man forit. Russia purchased here a 
few years since, or last year, 4,000 tons of the Krupp iron plate, 
the same as that we have, with the same ballistic test, and she 
paid $545 a ton to the same works from which we are now pur- 
chasing plate. 

I want my friend, while he is on his feet, to explain the great 
disadvantage the Government would be at in manufacturing this 
armor plate. It is only a certain proportion of each ingot of 
steel that can be used in the manufacture of armor plate. The 
capacity of this $4,000,000 factory would not supply two battle 
slips in six years from the time we let the contract. 

Therefore, considering how much less we are paying for our 
armor plate than Great Britain or Russia or Germany, it 
seemed to our authorities to be reasonable and just and fair, both 
between the manufacturers and our Government, and for that 
reason they did not exercise the power delegated to them in the 
act of 1900 to build a $4,000,000 work. It would have required 
also $2,000,000 of stock to have carried it on successfully. 

Mr. BACON. What the Senator has said is in further illus- 
tration of the statement I have made as to the surrender of the 
Senate on that subject, because my recollection is that the Sena- 
tor from California, who was then, as he states, a member of the 
committee, was one of the most active members of that commit- 
tee in the contention that the prices were unreasonable. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think so, Mr. President, and I would think 
80 yet had I not investigated the matter tho hly. I went to 
capitalists. I had a friend go to the Illinois Steel Company, who 
had a plant ample and sufficient for doing this work. 3 
posed info y that they would take a contract from the - 


ernment at the rate fixed; but they said, We have no assurance 
as to how much we shall get hereafter. The ballistic test of this 
armor plate is subject to the whims of your naval officers, who 


may reject it, and hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth be 
thrown aside because a flaw is detected in one of the armor plates.“ 
The best answer to my friend from Georgia is that capitalists 
would not build an 5 to manufacture armor plate 
for the Government, and ore until we investigated it — 

Mr. BACON. What does the Senator mean by saying that they 
would not do it? 

Mr. PERKINS. They declined to do it, because it did not offer 
them the same inducements that it did to manufacture steel rails 
and structural steel for buildings, bridges, and other works which 
require iron and steel. In other words, a manufacturer said to 
me, I can make 10 per cent, aye, 20 per cent, more upon mantu- 
3 structural steel for bridges than in manufacturing 
armor 3 

I dislike to interrupt the Senator, and I only interject here in 
justice to our naval officers, because they believe this price is 
reasonable and fair, and judging by what Great Britain pays for 
the same test, what Germany pays for the Krupp steel armor 

te, and what Russia paid, our Government is doing better to- 
than either of those countries in price. 

r. BACON. Mr. President, the question as to what is paid 
by other governments is not the question. They may be subjected 
to the same influences that we are. I suppose that when the 
question comes p Pies them they point to what we pay here for 
armor. So this thing is balanced first on one side and then on the 
art Ido 5 what steel costs now 


. SPOO Tose. 

Mr. BACON, If the Senator will pardon me just a moment 
Mr. SPOONER. Ihave not interrupted the Senator. 
Mr. BACON. I pardon. Go ahead. 
Mr. SPOONER. No; I am waiting for the Senator to finish 
his sentence. I only wanted to ask a question for information, 
when he finishes, of course. 

Mr.BACON. The Senator is at perfect liberty to interrupt me, 
and I always yield to him with pleasure. I do not remember, I 
Was going to say, what the price.of steel is now, but I remember 
at the time that investigation was made the steel ingot out of 
which the plate was made was worth $17 a ton, and that after it 
was put through certain processes of manipulation which, while 
they required ponderous 5 and of course a large invest- 
ment, were not difficult processes, that steel which was worth $17 
a ton was converted into a uct for which in the neighborhood 
of $500 a ton was asked of the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER rose 


Mr. BACON. Now, in that connection, if the Senator will per- 
mit me, I will say that a ton of steel is scarcely as large as the 
top of one of those desks. If Irecollect aright, a ton of steel con- 
tains some four and a fraction cubic feet. Now I am willing to 
hear the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me just a question for 
information. I advocated the incorporation in that law of the 
armor-plate-plant provision. I did not watch its operation and 
the effect of it. I should like to ask the Senator the rate per ton 
at which we secured the first armor plate after the enactment of 
the law which included an oan, provision? 

Mr. BACON. I do not find on this table the prices quoted later 
than 1900. so I can not answer the Senator’s question. But I do 
remember that in the very next session of Congress it was sought 
to incorporate a similar provision in the appropriation bill because 
of the fact that we were not satisfied with the price, and I do recol- 
lect the fact that that was most strenuously debated here, and the 
position was taken that it ought to be taken out from the debates 
of Congress; in other words, that we should give it up, that we 
should no longer stand here and contend as to the question whether 
oe prios was right or wrong, and that it should be turned over 
to the discretion of the ent. I remember that the con- 
tention was that the question of the price of armor should be 
treated on a business basis,” and that“ business basis consisted 
in turning the matter over to the determination of a departmental 
officer, reserving only to Congress the great privilege of appropri- 
ating whatever money this officer and the manufacturers agreed 
upon. 

That view prevailed, and that was the last of it. That is what 
I say was the surrender. And from that day to this there has 
never been a condition in the appropriation; from that day to this 
Congress has virtually put it away from itself and said it would 
not consider the question, involving these millions of dollars, 
whether i price was right or wrong, but would leave it to the 

n 


ent. 

do not see how under the phraseology of this bill the Secre- 
tary of the Navy has any discretion whatever. He is not even 
vested with the 3 to take it or not as he may consider the 
price reasonable and just. But it is said that he must get it at 
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prices reasonable and just. What is the effect if a price is named 
to him which he thinks is above that which is reasonable? Is he 
authorized in this bill to reject it? We have no alternative 

Mr. SPOONER. What would happen if he did reject it? 

Mr. BACON, Of course the ships would rust and rot on the 
stays. That is exactly the point Iam after. Isay that in making 
a provision of that kind we have surrendered all possible control 
over the prices which shall be asked, and it is simply a question 
as to how much they will exact. If we had a provision here such 
as was in the act of 1900, then, even if we went forward and paid 
the prices, there would be that restricting influence which would 
be in the hands of the Secretary to vane these people to the proper 
figure. And if it did not have that influence we would only con- 
tinue to submit to unreasonable prices during the time which 
would intervene until the Government could erect a plant toman- 
ufacture armor, 

I shall vote for the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Colorado if I have the weep! to do so, because I believe it 
should be the policy of Government, if it did not make a 
pound of armor plate, to be in a position to make it if proper prices 
are not granted by those who now haye the exclusive power and 


A 

ow, I wish to ask the Senator from Maine one question, simply 
for information. I do not know how to regard it. I have here a 
compilation of the annual naval appropriation laws from 1883 to 
1903. I find in each act a certain amount appropriated, and I am 
unable to determine from the phraseology of these acts whether 
the total aggregate amount named in these various acts is the 
amount which has been appropriated, or whether it is true that 
in some instances the appropriations were not used and were coy- 
ered back into the Treasury, and for that reason the appropriation 
had to be again made. I am unable to tell, and I should like to 
know for my own information which is the case. 

Mr. HALE. There may have been cases where comparatively 
small amounts have been turned in, but, generally ing, the 
appropriations found in those different acts are the amounts 
which have been expended in after years by the Department upon 
those ships. The turning into the Treasury does not cut very 
much figure. 

Mr. BACON. That being the case; I wish to read in this con- 
nection the appropriations which we haye made for armor, I 
will state that in the last appropriation bill I think it covered 
armor and armament, but in previous ones, certainly in most, 
if not all, the appropriations are for armor only. 

In 1897 the appropriation for armor was $2,407,500; in 1898, 
$7,162,800; in 1899, $4,000,000; in 1900, $4,000,000; in 1901, $4,- 
000,000; in 1902, $9,000,000; in 1903, $10,000,000, and the present bill 
carries $12,000,000. Iwas uncertain whether those were each inde- 
pendent appropriations or whether there were some appropria- 
tions not used, which had been covered in and again appropria- 


ted. 
Mr. HALE. The large increase, and of course the Senator 


sees—— 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s on for a moment. Iam 
told by the Senator Colorado that I said the present pe 
vision is for armor alone. I certainly did not mean that. Itis 
for armor and armor plate. 

Mr. HALE. The large increase has come, as the Senator can 
readily see, from the fact that it is only within the last very few 
years that we have been confronted with an exceedingly large 
programme each year. 

r. BACON. I understand that. 

Mr.HALE. The ä next year for this kind of work 
will be larger than thi year, because the programme last year 
was exceedingly large, and the appropriation that will be needed 
to carry it out will, as I said in the remarks I made in presenting 
this bill, be more the second year than the first. After that they 
begin to dwindle, and if we do not keep on with a very gront TO- 
gramme they will gradually wind themselves up, so that there 
will not be these very large appropriations for continuing work, 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. But that is why the figures the Senator read show 
80 very goy in the last two or three years. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. I appreciate the fact. 

Mr. President, I desire to say one word, in reply to the Senator 
from California, as to whether or not these are reasonable prices. 
When I call attention to the fact that a ton of steel costing $17 is 
by processes purely of manipulation—of course there are some 
face hardenings, etc., which might be classified otherwise, but 
with that exception it is nothing in the wide world but shaping 
the iron—converted into a plate the size of the desk at which the 
clerks sit, and the $17 of material is converted into the neighbor- 
hood of $500 in value, it seems to carry a great deal with it in the 
way of conclusion as to whether or not that is a reasonable price; 
but still such a presentation might be regarded as the statement 
of one who knows nothing abont it. 
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But what I wish to call attention to, in answer to the Senator 
from California as to whether or not this is a proper price, is the 
5 read here to-day from Mr. Cramp. s anybody con- 
tend that Mr. Cramp does not know what heis talking about? 
Does anybody doubt that Mr. Cramp knows the valué of this 
process and whether it is true that the conversion of steel at $17 
a ton into $450 or $500 steel allows a reasonable profit? 

Does anybody doubt whether Mr. Cramp knows it or not? And 
yet what does Mr. Cramp say; and I will put what he says against 
all that may be done by other fs Hag re in parani for simi- 
lar armor? Mr. Cramp says t if you will let him have the 
profit on the armor plate made by the manufacturers of armor 
out of the Government he will furnish the shipat cost and charge 
no profit. Who is to answer that statement; and whois to doubt, 
after that statement, that the price is exorbitant and extor- 
Hona pileni you can convict Mr, Cramp of insincerity when he 
makes i 

Mr. PERKINS. As the question is propounded to me in a 
measure, I should like to answer it by saying that actions speak 
louder than words. Mr. Cramp has the privilege of taking a 
5 775 to N 8 one has any N 

or copyright upon if he pays the royalty to pp or 
for the harveyized process. Mr. Cramp has built a great many 
ships for the Government. We have paid that firm, through the 
votes of my friend from Georgia and myself and others, a large 
bonus for increasing the speed of ships which he has built for the 
Government under contract. He has performed the work well 
and faithfully. I have no criticism whatever to make. But 
when Mr. Cramp comes here and says. I can do so and so for. 
such a price,” why does he not doit? He can have the profit upon 
the vessel. 

I want to ask my friend, as he dwells with such emphasis upon 
the large amount we appropriate for the armor plate of these 
ships, if he can tell me the number of tons that a battle ship has 
of this harveyized armor? 

Mr. BACON. Icannot. I possibly might have done so when 
I was on the Naval Committee, but my attention is not now on 
such matters, and I do not recall. 

Mr. PERKINS. The armor on the Kentucky amounts to 2,830 
tons; on the Oregon, to 2,766 tons; on the first-class cruiser Ten- 
nessee, to 2,190 tons; on the second-class cruiser Maryland, to 
1,908 tons. If we build these vessels and are to make them avail- 
able, we must have the armor plate to protect them. It is there- 
fore necessary that we should make this appropriation for these 
15 ions 5 oe dem 

am not setting up my ju ent against that of experts, but 
the question was asked by my friend why the $17 a ton ingot of 
steel, by a little manipulation, by running it through the furnace 
and the rolling mill, is sold for 8400. He stated $500, but we have 
not paid to exceed four hundred or four hundred and twenty dol- 
lars for Krupp and four hundred for the harveyized. I may say 
that same ingot of steel, selling for $18 a ton, when manufactured 
into knife blades and razors would be worth $5,000 a ton. 

Mr. BACON, I understand that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Manufactured into watch springs it would be 
worth $20,000 a ton. 

But that does not apply to this case. The question here is what 
will private capital do? Will my friend the Senator from Geor- 
gia, associated with capitalists, build works and furnish this Gov- 
ernment twenty or thirty thousand tons of armor plate per annum? 
That is business, and that is what we have been trying todo. It 
was true when he was on the committee. 

I have said what I have about this matter in justice to the Navy 
Department. It requires nodefense. Compare the price we pay 
with the price Great Britain is paying the great Armstrong Man- 
ufacturing Company. They pay £107 for the harveyized steel 
and £117 per ton for the Krupp steel. 

Mr. BACON. Ihope when the Senator makes a point he will 
permit me to answer it, and then make another. I can not 
answer a dozen at one time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I thought the Senator was through. He ad- 
dressed his question to mee We have the same object in view. 
We want to do the best we can for our Government, for we are 
stockholders in this great Government. 

As I have stated before, we devoted days and weeks and months 
to investigating this question. With the mere building of a 
84,000,000 plant, you have just commenced your work. You 
have to have 82,000,000 worth of iron and steel on hand before 
you commence your work. 

We can manufacture some kind of materials, where we have our 
navy-yards and have our gun factories, as cheaply, perhaps, and 
more cheaply even than private concerns; but the manufacture 
of armor plate is a specialty in itself, and,as I stated before, only 
about 84 per cent of each ingot of steel is used for the armor 
plate. Actual rience has demonstrated that it will not stand 
the ballistic test if they use the whole ingot of steel. Thatis one 
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reason which brought the Navy Department to the determination 
that the price of $400 per ton of 2,240 pounds for this armor is 
and just and fair. 

Mr. BACON. Of course, Mr. President, it is no answer to the 
argument to say that because a ton of steel worked up into watch 
springs is worth a fabulous sum, therefore a ton of steel the size 
of this desk, when put into different shape, is worth some twenty- 
five or thirty times what it was in the original shape. That is the 
thing—that without a change in the character of the material, 
except as to face hardening, simply putting it into a different 
shape, making large plates of it, it is made by these manufacturers 
to increase its value from twenty-five to thirty times over. I say 
the proposition that because a ton of steel, when worked into 
watch springs, is of fabulous value, can not be used as an argu- 
ment to sustain the proposition that the iron, when put into 
different shape, is worth twenty-five to thirty times as much as 
it was in the original shape. 

As to Mr. Cramp's proposition, the Senator seeks to get away 
from it upon the statement that if it is so profitable Mr. Cramp 
has the way open to him to put up a plant if he wishes to do so. 
That is no argument, for this reason: It takes a large amount of 
money, several million dollars, to build one of these plants, and 
while Mr. Cramp could command that amount of money without 
any trouble, he does not desire to put up a plant at that cost 
which would simply put him into ruinous competition with some- 
body else who, by reason of the fact that they have enjoyed a 
monopoly for fifteen years, have already paid for their plant and 
could undersell anybody and driye anybody out of the business 
and into bankruptcy who attempted to compete with them, but 
who, so long as they have no competition, can thus exact from 
the Government a profit of this immense amount, as stated by 
Mr. Cramp—so great that he, a shipbuilder, knowing all about 
shipbuilding, and doubtless knowing just as much about armor 
plate, says that if he could make the profit on the armor plate 
that is put upon the ship he would agree to make the ship for the 
Government withont a cent of profit. 

Mr, President, I am not; as the Senator from California might 
seem to . to refuse to give this money for the 
armor plate. e are in a position where we are com to do 
it. But what Iam contending for is that we should get into a 
position where we will not be compelled to do it hereafter. 

I am very much impressed, as I stated the other day, with the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maine that we ought, as we have 
to go to this immense in the building of war vessels, to 
look to the construction of ships which, while their efficiency and 
fighting power shall not be impaired, shall be of less cost. 

The Senator from Maine says that a ship of a certain class—I 
have forgotten the type he mentioned—can be constructed for 
$5,000,000, which, while it may not be so luxurious in its appoint- 
ments, will have all the fighting qualities of the ship which by 
this bill is to cost $8,000,000. Ido hope the time is at hand, if we 
can not do it in this bill, when in the future we will recognize 
the immense amount, the fabulous amount, that is now being ex- 
pended upon our naval construction, and that attention will be 
given most closely to the suggestion of the Senator from Maine 
that, so fat as we can without impairing the fighting qualities, 
we will endeavor to decrease the cost of the ships. 

There is one thing which brings to my mind a greater realiza- 
tion of the cost of a battle ship than anything else that has been 
suggested. We all know the magnificent building across the 
Capitol grounds, the Congressional Library, upon which this 
Government spared not a dollar to construct the most magnificent 
building of the kind in the whole world. It covers four acres 
of ground. It is a great worthy of the thrice worthy 
purpose for which it was designed. It is a triumph of archi- 
tecture; it is a triumph in decoration; it is a triumph in every- 
thing which makes it the admiration not only of this country, 
but of all foreigners who come here; and yet it is a fact that that 
magnificent building. the triumph of art, the subject of lavish 
and unstinted nditure, this pride of the country, did not cost 
as much as one battle ship, which one ball may send to the bot- 
tom of the ocean. 

Not only so, but it did not cost as much as the battle ship con- 
templated by the Senator from Maine—the $5,000,000 battle ship 
for if I correctly recollect the cost of the Library it was something 
under $5,000,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Six million dollars. 

Mr. HALE. About six million. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. Istand corrected as to that It cer- 
tainly did not cost as much as the battle ship provided for in this 
bill. by $2,000,000. 

We look at figures PRS go a mos and we see $5,000,000 and 
$8.000,000 and a hun million dollars and we hardly have any 
reailzation of what it means, but there is an object lesson for 
all men tolook at and realize that that great Library, upon which 


there was no stint of 1 did not cost within $2,000,000 | tion. 


of what the one battle ship provided for in this bill will cost. 


Mr. President, much asI regret and deprecate this enormous 
expenditure, I am going to vote for this bill. I intend to vote for 
it because we are put in a position where we can not do other- 
wise. Ifit were an original proposition and our situation in the 
Far East were different, I would seek to have the bill cut do 
so far as I might have any influence to accomplish that end. B 
the ships which have already been provided for to meet the ne- 
cessities growing out of our possession of the Philippines must be 
constructed and the armor must be provided, and the only office 
of any value that this debate can accomplish is not in cutting 
down this appropriation, but is in bringing home to the Con 
and tothe people of the United States the realization that we fani 
already spent $500,000,000 for the privilege of holding the Philip- 
pines, and that in the increased size of our Navy made necessary 
thereby and in the expense of Army and Navy required on account 
of the 1 we are to spend from seventy-five to a hundred 
mee of 2 a qor, pana Tarner in impressing upon Con- 
gress the great necessity of bringing future appropriations within 
the lowest prackienbie anit. 5 ioy 

Sir, take the army bill of seventy-odd million dollars and the 
naval bill of ninety-odd million dollars, making about a hundred 
and seventy million dollars for this year, and let any Senator here, 
calculate what is the amount of money which the people of a 
ang 80 State 8 part of that enormous bill for the army 
and navy establishment. If I am not mistaken in the calculation, 
he will be safe in doubling the population of his State, and when he 
has doubled it he will find about the number of dollars that his 
State is paying toward this army bill and the navy bill. The State 
of Georgia and the State of Iowa each has about two and one-half 
millions of inhabitants. Upon this navy bill and the army bill for 
the year which is to follow the people of Iowa will pay about 
85,000,000, and pg these same two bills for this year the 
of Georgia will pay abont $5,000,000. 

_ And a State which has 4,000,000 inhabitants will find itself pay. 
ing about $3,000,000 of this money. And so as to the people of 
other States according to population. Federal taxation is paid 
on consumption of the people, and the amount gotten from the 
pos of each State is about in the proportion of population, 

e get our money for the Government in a way that our people 
do not realize that they are paying it, but it is all folly to contend 
or think for a moment that it does not come out of the pockets of 
ton poopie Jasse inly as if a man put his hand in his pocket 
and took out the dollars. The money spent by the Government 
does not drop from the skies. Itis not given to us. Itis not 
found by the roadside. It is the product of the labor and the toil 
of the people of this country, and we are just that much poorer 
when that money is paid. 

If that be not true, why should there be any consideration of 
economy in the public expenditure? If the people do not pay the 
money spent by the Government, why should we care how much 
money we appropriate here? The safeguard against public ex- 
travagance and waste is the realization by the people that they 
furnish the are theca the Government spends. 

Mr. President, I am sure there is no one in this Chamber who 
is more imp with the necessity and the importance of the 
view which I have endeavored to express than the honorable 
Senator from Maine. There is no Senator who enjoys in a greater 
degree the confidence of the Senate and of the country for his 
personal conservatism and good judgment, and I believe that in 
the future there will be an earnest effort upon the part of the 
Senator himself and of the honorable committee over which he 
presides to see to it that no such expenditure for naval construc- 
tion shall be had in the future as we must haye this year. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say only a word or 
two in 1 t to this amendment. I interrupted the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON] during his observations to say to him 
that as I understood the purport of this particular paragraph, 
which appropriates for armor and armament, it is not intended 
to apply to the appropriation bill now under consideration. After- 
wards, in . what I stated, he said that the Secre- 
ay 1 9 any of a palpable yess of the 

wW 0 any o s money for any other purpose 
than that of construction under this bill. i z E 

If I can have the attention of the Senator from Colorado, I 
think I can show him that this provision for armor and arma- 
ment does not only apply to this bill, but it applies to all the ships 
that are now under consideration, and that it is nothing more or 
less than a general appropriation for the purposes of armor and 
armament, 

In the first place, it would be folly to put this provision in the 

ding bill if it was intended to apply only to ships anthorized 

y this bill. It has been stated here over and over again. and it 
is well known to us all, that, especially as respects battle ships, it 
requires four or five years for their completion, and as to even 
the armored cruisers, they require two or three years for comple- 
i And yet, a construction put upon this par 


0 agraph 
by the Senator orado, here is $12,000,000 for armor and 
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armament, and only armor and armament for the ships provided 
for in this bill. There is only one battle tes for in this 


bill. The armor and armament for that battle ship will cost 
about $3,000,000. The armor and armament for the cruisers will 
cost less than $1,000,000 apiece. And yet the Senator from Colo- 
rado tells us that not one cent of this money can be used except 
for the ships authorized in this bill. 

I Want the Senator to understand that these bills are not con- 
structed upon that idea at all. They are constructed with refer- 
ence not only to the ships which are authorized in the bill, but as 
to ships which have been hitherto authorized and are in the course 
of construction. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I want to say to the Senator 
from Iowa that, if I recall the details of the cost of the different 
1 2575 of battle ships and armored cruisers, the armor for the 

ttle ships and armored cruisers costs about the same—there is 
very little difference—and that the cost of the armor for each is 
but a small amount under $2,000,000. The armor alone for the 
three vessels which are to be armored will cost in the neighbor- 
hood of $6,000,000. How much the armament will cost I do not 
know. I have not informed myself as to what is the cost of those 
great guns and other guns, but I would assume that they would 
cost about the same amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I understand that the expendi- 
ture for the armor and armament of those great ships represents 
about 40 per cent of the total cost of construction. In his elabo- 
rate and most excellent discussion of this question, for which I 
as one Senator want to thank the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
for giving us all the information in detail with respect to the pres- 
ent condition of our Navy, the Senator stated that one of these 
16,000-ton battle ships would cost, in round numbers, about 
$7,750,000. 

Then there is appropriated in this bill for the construction of 
hulls, outfits, and machinery of vessels, etc., $19,826,860. Is it 
possible that the construction and machinery of those ships au- 
thorized in this bill will cost, in round numbers, 819,000,000? And 

et, if the construction which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Pisman] puts upon those paragraphs taken together, or if 
even the construction put upon these paragraphs by the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] were proper, it means that we have ap- 
propriated here, in round numbers, 831 000,000 for the building of 
one battle ship, two cruisers, and some torpedo boats. I do not 
for one want it to go out unchallenged that we have made these 
extraordinary appropriations for-those purposes in this bill. 

Mr. PATTERSO . Mr. President, the fact is that for the 
battle ships and the armored cruisers, for the hull and machinery, 
for 7 bapa fae are armor and armament, there is appropriated 
$4,400,000 each. e rest of the $8,000,000, which will amount to 
$3,600,000 for each, must be paid for the armér and armament. 

Mr. ALLISON. We shall see about that. I call attention to 
the first paragraph here of the appropriation: 

To carry out the purpose aforesaid— 

That is, the construction of the ships which we have authorized 
the sum of $850,000 is hereby Ae ac out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

That relates to the submarine torpedo boats, ete., which are pro- 
vided for here. Then comes this item: 

Construction and machinery: On accountof the hulls, outfits, and machin- 
ery of vessels, and steam machinery of vessels heretofore authorized— 

Which of course relates not to this bill but to other bills—there 
is appropriated— 
$19,826,260, 

The next provision is on page 76, line 15. 

Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 
manufacture for the vessels authorized, $12,000,000. 

My contention is—and I think it is susceptible of absolute dem- 
onstration—that this phraseology applies not only to the ships 
herein authorized, but also to the ships heretofore authorized. 
Otherwise the appropriation is largely beyond what is needed; 
and not only largely beyond what is needed, but it is an appro- 

riation for armor and armament four or five years—certainly at 
east three years—before the appropriation can be used in any way. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON. I call his attention to the provision in the law 
of March 3, 1903, which I have before me, in which there is simi- 
lar language, which I shall now read to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have the act before me and wasabout to call 
attention to it. 

Mr. BACON. Under the head of “Construction and ma- 
chinery there is this language: 

Construction and machinery: On account of the hulls and outfits of vessels 
and steam machinery of v. heretofore authorized, $15,025,632. 


If I understand the Senator correctly, his proposition is that 
that appropriation is intended to cover the amount of expenditure 
which will be anticipated for that particular year on the ships 
then under construction. Am I right in that? 

Mr. ALLISON. On all of the ships under construction. 

Mr. BACON. In other words, that that expenditure is not in- 
tended for the particular ships authorized in this bill, but it is for 
the expenditure which it is anticipated will be required in the 
pro of construction of that year, the next sentence, under 
the head of Armor and armament,” using this language: 

Toward the armament and armor, of domestic manufacture, for the ves- 
sels authorized, $10,000,000. 

The Senator understands that also to make provision for the 
appropriation for the amount which the armor and armament 
ba boa for that year will cost? 

r. ALLISON. For the amount necessary for all naval pur- 
poses respecting armor and armament expended or to be expended 
during the year. 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is exactly what this bill provides for. I 
do not know why the phraseology was changed. Hitherto, until 
last year, the bill provided not only for the ships heretofore author- 
ized, but for the ships herein authorized. en, going further 
back—I have the statutes before me- the laws making the appro- 
Ren provided for expenditures under several laws [naming 
them]. 

Mr. BACON. That is true. I have several of them here [nam- 
ing the years]. 

Mr. N. Yes; and now for convenience in phraseology 
there is no doubt but that the language employed here is the best 
language; that is, for all ships authorized, armor and armament, 
so many million dollars are appropriated. 

In order that there may be no mistake about it, let us go back 
to the law of 1902, which I have here, wherein we authorized the 
construction of seyeral ships and the appropriation was only 
$4,000,000; another year it was $7,000,000. These appropriations 
were intended to cover the estimates of expenditure. e criti- 
cism I make on the observation of the Senator from Colorado is that 
he insists that this money can not be used except for the purposes 
authorized in this bill. 

I object to the statement going to the country, as a matter of 
fact, that there could be no armor and no armament purchased dur- 
ing this fiscal year for ships already in the course of construction, 
for if those ships in the course of construction have not had a 
sufficient amount appropriated to finish their armament, and if 
they do not get it here, they do not get it at all. So I object to 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado diverting this ap- 
propriation from its purpose and intent, which is to allow the 
ships now under construction to be carried forward, and not to 
stop their construction and use $4,090,000 of this $12,000,000 for 
the purpose of building an armor plant. If the Senator from 
Colorado wants to accomplish his purpose—and I do not intend 
to argue that question now—of building a Government plant for 
armor construction, let him do as we did in 1900 and alsoin 1899. 

We did not then interfere with the construction of ships already 
contracted for, but we provided that there should be appropriated 
for the building of an armor plant the sum of $4,030,000. We pro- 
vided for it in 1900. I remember very well—and I shall only oc- 
cupy a moment to state my recollection of that transaction—that 
we had a debate here, both in 1900 and in 1899, which lasted for 
many days, under the leadership of an active member of this body, 
who is not now here—Senator dler. There was put upon the 
naval appropriation bill in 1899 a limitation that the Secretary of 
the Navy should not contract for armor plate at a price higher 
than $300 a ton. The provision was added to the appropriation 
for building an armor plant. 

Mr. BACON. Thope the Senator will permit me to correct him. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I have the act before me. It did not in that 
case limit the amount to be paid for armor to $300 a ton. The 
act is found in Senate Document No. 100, which I have here, on 
page 332. The proviso is as follows: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to procure 
by contract armor of the best quality for any or all vessels above referred 
to, provided such contracts can be made at a price which in his judgment is 
reasonable and equitable; but in case he is unable to make contracts for 
armor under the above conditions, he is hereby authorized and directed to 
procure a site for and to erect thereon a factory for the manufacture of 
armor, and the sum of 34,000,000 is hereby appropriated toward the erection 
of said factory. 

I simply interrupted the Senator to show that in that year there 
e not a limitation of $300 per ton; but there was the year be- 

ore. 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenatorand I have different years in view. 
I have before me the law of March 3, 1899, which contained the 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1900. I will read it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 


1904. 


5 BACON. I misunderstood the law to which the Senator 
referred. 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iinfer from what the Senator from Iowa 
has said that if my amendment was in different shape, if it was 
so framed as not to impinge upon the $12,000,000 appropriated, 
he would probably favor the construction and ownership of an 
armor-plate factory by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PATTERSON. I was going to say. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not infer from any- 
thing I have said that I propose in advance to say what particular 
amendment I shall vote for. I only stated to the Senator that I 
would not discuss that question, and I was endeavoring to speak 
historically on the subject of the statutes having reference to this 
subject. So it is not necessary for the Senator to spend much 
time on that matter. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I was going to say that it will gratify me 
if the Senator from Iowa will induce the Senator from Maine not 
to make a point of order against the amendment I offered, and I 
will substitute the following: 

But in case he is unable to make contracts for armor under the above con- 
ditions, he is hereby authorized and directed to procure a site for and to erect 


thereon a factory for the manufacture of armor, and the sum of $4,000,000 is 
hereby appropriated toward the erection of said factory. 


Mr. HALE, If the Senator will consent to take a vote on that 
amendment now, and the Senate will consent, I shall not make 
the point of order against it. I will risk it with the Senate. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator may change his amendment as he 
proposes, and I shall not make the point of order if we can havea 
vote upon it at once. 

Mr. PATTERSON. That would be rather unceremoniously | 
disposing of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HALE. I will leave that to his discretion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill exercise it by finishing my observations, 
[Laughter. ] 

I only wanted to call attention to this particular subject, so that 
the Senator from Colorado, who is usually accurate, will not be 
misled. I want to say one other thing, as we are about to have 
a vote, which, I understand, is to take place when I have com- 
pleted my remarks. 

Mr. HALE. I hope so. 

Mr. ALLISON. The next year—and I only want to speak of 
history as it existed at the time—we came back here and had a 
new struggle on the question of armor plate. 

While Mr. Herbert was Secretary of the Navy—and I have 
some recollection about the subject, because the naval appropria- 
tion bill was then in the hands of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions—Mr. Herbert stated that he was willing to pay $400 per ton 
for armor plate. It was after the debates on that question that 
discretion was given the then Secretary of the Navy in 1900, who 
was Mr. Long. 

I want to say just a few words more on this subject. I have 
been confused somewhat, as other Senators have been confused 
perhaps, as to the present situation of the Navy. I listened most 
attentively and most carefully to the Senator from Maine, who 

ve us the information we all needed upon that subject; but be- 

ore hearing him I had made a request of the Secretary of the 
Navy for information in regard to two matters which troubled 
me in the examination of these reports. The first was how many 
vessels had been completed since 1884, when the new Navy was | 
begun, and how many were in course of completion, the cost of 
those complets, and the cost of those still uncompleted, includ- 
ing armor and armament. I received from the Secretary of the 
Navy a reply upon that subject. I shall not stop to read it; but 
I ask that it may be printed as part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

NAvY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March I, 1904. 


Smm: Replying to your telegram of the 27th ultimo, ieee, Soe fur- 
nished the aggregate contract price of all completed vides from 1883 to 2 
inclu armor and armament; also contract price of all vesselsin process of | 
construction, including armor and armament; also what vessels heretofore 
authorized have not yet been contracted for, and the authorized contract 

rice of same, including armor and armament, I have the honor to inclose 


erewith a copy of a statement prepared by the Bureau of Supplies and Ac- 
counts containing the desired data. 

The only vessels authorized and not yet contracted for, except those built 
or Lay ge H the Government, are boat No. 16, authorized by act of | 
May 4, 1898, with a limit of cost 000. and submarine torpedo boats au- 
thorized by act of March 3, 1903, a limit of cost of $500,000. 

Very respectfully, 


W. H. Moopy, Secretary. 
Hen. W.B. ALLISON, 


Chairman Committee on Appropriations 
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STATEMENT SHOWING AGGREGATE CONTRACT PRICE OF ALL COMPLETED 
VESSELS FROM 1883 TO 194, INCLUDING COST OF ARMOR AND ARMAMENT; 
ALSO CONTRACT PRICE OF ALL VESSELS IN PROCESS OF CONSTRUCTION, 
WITH ESTIMATED COST OF ARMOR AND ARMAMENT. 


Completed vessels, 
Contract price for hull and machinery of vessels built by contract. $75,926,002 
Amount authorized for vessels built by the Government 11, 136, 564 
86, 462, 566 
Cost of armor and armament of completed vessels N, 985, 027 
yet EP ff ĩðͤ . E ee 124, 447, 593 
Uncompleted vessels. 


Contract price for hull and machinery of vessels in process of con- 
struction by contrac 


Amount authorized for vessels being built by the Government... 5,002,000 
95, 376, 016 

Estimated cost of armor and armament of uncompleted vessels 
(as furnished by the Bureau of Ordnance) 57, 48,709 
fkk „224,72 
124, 447, 593 
277, 772, 818 

H. T. B. HARRI 


Paymaster- General United States Navy. 


BUREAU OF SUPPLIES AND ACCOUNTS, 
March 3, 1904. 


Mr. ALLISON. Having made that examination, I saw per- 
fectly well that this appropriation must apply. in the very nature 
of things, to work now under construction and not to work to be 
constructed hereafter. 

Mr. BACON. I want to say that I think the Senator is emi- 
nently correct in that position. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore, I made the point upon the Senator 
from Colorado as respects his construction of these particular 
statutes. 

I want to apologize for taking the time of the Senator from 
Maine or of the Senate in discussing this question. I had no in- 
tention to do so, and I should not have done so had not the Sena- 
tor from Colorado placed what I consider a very erroneous con- 
struction upon those statutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro ving ta The question ison the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. PATTERSON]. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I am not willing to let the 
matter rest where it is with reference to what the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. ALLISON] has just said, because I read the entire sev- 
enty-sixth page of the bill before making the criticisms I did, and 
it was by reason of the difference in the language contained in 
the first paragraph read by the Senator from Iowa and the last 
that I concluded that the $12,000.000 were appropriated for the 
vessels provided for in this bill. There is a very marked differ- 
ence in the language. The first paragraph says: 

Construction and machinery: On account of the hulls, outfit, and machin- 
478 — ee and steam machinery of vessels heretofore authorized, 

The next pa ph makes no reference to vessels ‘‘ heretofore 
authorized;’’ and, in my opinion, it would not be a forced con- 
struction, but a natural construction, to hold that it referred to 
the vessels provided for by the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. It reads: 


Armor and armament: Toward thearmamentand armor of domestic man- 
ufacture for the vessels authorized— 


Not heretofore authorized, but— 
for the vessels authorized, $12,000,000. 


Mr. HALE. It does not need to say heretofore authorized” 
to confine the appropriation to the past, nor herein authorized,” 
which would confine the appropriation to this bill, but it says 
authorized.“ and therefore includes both. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, if you have got to supply 
words, it is more natural to supply the words “ herein 1 


| for” than it is to supply the words “ heretofore provided for.“ 


You must supply words to give it either the one or the other con- 
struction. 
Š 15 SPOONER. The language evidently means authorized 
y W. 
Mr. PATTERSON. It does not say authorized by law.” It 
says: 
Armor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic man- 
ufacture for the vessels authorized, $12,000,000 
But I can well understand, Mr. President, how the Secretary of 
the Navy would be justified in putting the construction upon it 
contended for by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], and I 
have no desire in the least to interfere with the proper appropria- 
tions for the armor for vessels already under way. 
I will take advantage of the suggestion of the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] to substitute the following language for the 


language of the amendment which I sent to the desk and which 
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ip a i After the provision of the bill which 


se; Secretary of the Navy is 8 to procure by contract 
armor 7 the best quality for any or essels herein authorized at such 
price as in his judgment is just and reasonable. 

I move to insert the following: 

But in case he is unable to make contracts for armor under the above con- 
ditions, he is hereb shag ys aprons and directed to procure a site for and to erect 
thereon a facto: C of $4,000,000 is 
hereby appropriated 8 the erection of said factory. 

Mr. HALE. That is clearly subject toa point of order, but, as 
I told the Senator, I will not make it. I move to lay the amend- 
ment on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro sempana; Is this a modification of the 
amendment e offered by the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It is a substitute for it. 


The PRESIDENT 1 The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Hatz] to lay the amendment of 
the Senator from Colorado 1 on the table. 

The motion was to. 


Mr. PATTERSON. I offer an amendment to follow the words 

“ iust and reasonable,“ the last words of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 
the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That the Secretary of the Navy shall not pay more than 
$400 per ton for such armor. 

Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I desire to occupy a few 
moments in connection with the amendment. 


The object of the amendment is to limit the cost of the armor Pany 


to 8400 per ton, and in this connection I desire to read a short ex- 
tract from the testimony of Admiral O'Neil before the Naval 
Committee of the House on the 7th of January of this year. The 


following questions were asked: 

What is the situation as to armor and armament? 

5 Nee eee is that the armor contracts ere getting on 
pd alex e is being produced with great rapidity. I suppose 

ehem Steel Comper alone will get out four or five million dollars 

worth of armor in twelve Tora Itis g an immense amount. 

Mr. BUTLER. y up with their contract? 
Admiral O'NETL. 


Yes, = 
yY Daytox. How about the Carnegie 
dmiral O'NEIL. It is also doing very w: They baye just 8 
the porcini tof their armor t, and it is very sa: Then 
have hada new bidder recently—the Midvale Steel Company, of hiiladeiphia, 
which 55 late to-day. They only got the contract two months ago. 
‘The CHAIRM of a contract was it? 
Admiral 0 Nr. EIL. About 6,000 tons. 
The CHAIRMAN. Part ofa — or did 3 t it all? 
Admiral O' NEIL. There were Pey tons ad for, and the Midvale 
hogie and Bothle poorer ys 5,000 tons each were awarded to the Car- 


‘Admiral 0 ney. How 1. mneh Carnegie an cos Hes Bethlehi i t qos 1a 
"NEIL. 0 em companies = 0 

1 .07 per ton—which included a prt 

ow much is the Midvale Company paid? 

Admiral O'NEIL. Three hundred and apres aas dollars a ton for the 


highest grade. 
Sir. For the same class of armor? 
Admiral O'NEIL. Yes, sir; that is, they guarantee the same results at the 


F. ... 
OMe t is, excluding royalties. I speaking of what it 

costs the Government as a whole. 3 the N armor 

made by the Carnegie and Bethlehem com companies, Dat do 20$ Pay royalty in 

„ which makes a difference of $55.07 a ton to 

the och ee pat ‘bid was $23 a ton loss, aside from the ques- 
nofro 


Now, then, with reference to the question of royalty. The Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. PERKINS that becanse the 
bid of the Midvale Steel Company did not include royalty at some 
time in the future the United States may be called upon to pay 
the royalty on the armor manufactured by the Midvale es 
I take the following from the statement of Admiral O Neil: 


ee eee ane ee oing that no other company has yet fur- 
armor plate, but that in December last a contract was made with 
oe Peet 88 y for about 1 33 the price for the 


best as against $453, royalty, for armor 
st analy being to Ee supplied PY by the A arare a rnegie companies. 
82 the case ot the Midvale responsibility 


tracts the company itself assumes 
for any royalties that Tay ac accrue. 

Now, Mr. President, I submit that if the Midvale Company, a 
responsible company that has alread y the manufac- 
ture of armor under this contract of last year, will furnish the 
best of armor for $398 a ton, and will itself take care of the roy- 
alties, if any are to be there is no reason why the limit that 
is put 2 = rice of armor should not be $4002 ton, or $2 more 
than the Midvale Company calls for. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no limitation in the bill? 

Mr. PATTERSON. There is no limitation whatever in the bill. 

I submit, Mr. President, that in view of the fact that steel of 
all kinds has lessened in price during the past year, since this 
contract was entered into, and labor is less, no injustice whatever 
is done to those who produce armor for our battle ships and our 


cruisers by limiting the amount that is to be paid for the armor 


at $400 a ton, when we are receiving the very best quality-of 
armor now from one of the companies contracting to supply it at 
$2 per ton less. 

. HALE. There is where the Senator is wrong. If we live 
long enough to come here next year, we shall find that the Mid- 
vale Company's bid was unadvised; that they have not a plant; 
that they can not make it; and we are likely to be thrown back 
on the other companies. Instead of our receiving any armor from 
them, they have not delivered any, and are not likely to deliver 
any for some time; and it will involve us in a lawsuit or a claim 
with the contractor. The Secretary has tried all that. I wish 
the Senator, before he began, had read what the Secretary said. 
Secretary Moody said: 


facto in eealis armor plate per than any co’ — ae plate is satis- 
ty, and the Seller have now commenced to besatisfactory 
factory in qualit} The situation, it seems to me, is . 


pat! is the basis on which this bill goes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh, Mr. President, the contract was given 
s the . N ra two weeks before the Tth day in 

anuary; on the y of January it was turning 
out the armor under the contract, and Manel G Neil said hə 
was satisfied with the progress that was being made. 

Mr. President, it is certainly reasonable to believe that this 
eth bid a price that it felti it could supply the armor fr: and 

y ought not to 8 at the conclusion, in the face of 
pean that is stated by the Burean of Ordnance, that there 
shall be any inability upon the part of the Midvale Company to 
comply with its poner, i in view of the fact that the company 
bid upon the entire 16,000 tons of armor, and undeniably the com- 
ew what it was doing when it made that bid. 

As to the cost of armor, Mr. President, I wish to read to 
from a report as to what armor in reality cost when material of 
every kind was higher than it is to-day. Quoting from a hear- 
ing before a committee of the House that investigated the ques- 
tion of the cost of 3 tho results are summed up, and this is 


a of the summing 
Nr. GALLIN GER. at is the date, I will ask the Senator? 
Mr. PATTERSON. I ve 3 find the date of the report. 


After the Secretary's re ed, the committee engaged in con- 
sidering the e whe rap 5 05 5 not 12 a sufficiently liberal allowance 


to take the careful estima pe — rts as to the cost of Jabor 
—. material: to allow 5 5 shod nota of 1 t only three-fifths of the 
m per ton named b eee and to add only 33} per cent for profits 

on work where the plant has been in fact paid for and is maintained fy 

Government. A statement thus Sond would be as follows: 

Cost of labor and material per ton ..-... 2-2. 2eceneccnecnseen eee cnen $108 
FNr. ES 
8 180 
Add for 8 PCP“! 30 
210 
Thirty-three and one-third per cent profit... -s.s.s 2.2... ..2---2.+2----..-- 70 
230 
—— — ete eens ene een etenbi es ania bps en — ou) 
Making the price for armor 800 


Making the total cost, under those more than liberal allowances 
for the manufacture of ship armor, $300 per ton. 
I submit, Mr, President, that if this body has regard for the 
e ditnres of the Government and its treatment by those who 
hold the monopoly of an article it is essential for the Government 
to secure, it will fix a limit, a most liberal limit, but some limit 
upon the price that is to be be aid by the United States for the 
sate that it needs, Four 2 dollars is more than the 
ce for which the armor is being made now. The Senator from 
e, when asked but a little while ago how much the Govern- 
18 5 is paying for armor, made the statement. 8398 per ton. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move to lay the 8 on 
the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I offer the following amendment. I have 
only one more amendment to offer, and I will then subside. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 


following proviso: 
Provided, That no money a ted in this act for armor shall be used 
3 armor not yet for, from any association, 
r persons who constitute in whole or in parta ust or trade con- 
epiracy to control tho price of such armor, in tion of the laws of the 


Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I offer the 5 

The SECRETARY. Add at the end of the the following: 

E tract under which f th 

ended for the construction of any of the various ships or vessels provi 8 

S for, gual contain a provision to the 
8 that eight hours shall e constitute a day’ 8 w Eeten oaa and may of ho 


Doer an saectend: ngadoa 1 in the 
parts thereof, and that no T 
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ter length of time than 
. contracts that may be so 
Provi however, That in case of great national emergency or when 
war is imminentor in time of war the Secretary of the Navy may modify this 
provision of the contract. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Let me say justa word. I have not called 
for the yeas and nays on these amendments, because I am con- 
vinced that unless they meet the approval of the Senator from 
Maine it would be taking up the time of the Senate, and I know 
how anxious the Senator from Maine is to conclude the bill. I 
had hoped that at least some of these amendments would meet 
the approval of the Senator, but as they do not, and as his atti- 
tude would clearly be sustained by the majority, I have been 
content with presenting the amendments, that they may go be- 
fore the country in the ordinary form. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has been very fair. Imake the point 
of order that the amendment is general legislation. 

1 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 

of order. 

If there be no further amendments as in Committee of the Whole 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the vote be taken in the 
nate on the amendments in gross? The Chair hears no objec- 

on. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT OF PUBLIC LANDS COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


t importance and great intri that it is 

on to report in full thereon at this time. Itis 

now ready, however, to sngat certain changes in the law as set forth in 

the vata be a snes commend these suggestions to the favorable con- 
e 2 


ngress. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 
WHITE HOUSE, March 7, 1904. 


AFFAIRS IN INDIAN TERRITORY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, on motion of Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, was, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


5 5 ` Lie from the 5 of the With socom 
g report of Charles J. Bonaparte and Clinton Rogers à ja 
— tore, in the matter of alleged abuses and ties in the Tablic 
service of the Indian Territory, and I call l attention to the condition 
of affairs in the Indian Territory as there set forth. In accordance with the 
recommendation of Messrs. Bonaparte and Woodruff, the members of the 
Commission to the Five Civilized have been informed that if they are 
to continue in the service they must at once cease all connection with busi- 
ness o tions of any kind in the Territory where it is possible that their 
official positions could be of any effect upon their private business, even 
though no such effect be in fact shown. : 
t further action, if any, is to be taken in regard to the Commission or 
any of its members by the Executive will be determined upon after full con- 
tation with the Secretary of the Interior and careful consideration of all 
the facts in the case. It will be noticed that the Secretary of the Interior 


this year and discontinue it accordingly. If it should be found to be possible, 
I would regard this as desirable, and invite the attention of the Congress to 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
Warre House, March 7, 1904. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 12684) making spor anne for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1905, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 18480) to authorize the Southern Indiana Rail- 
way Company to construct a railroad bridge across the Wabash 
River in Vigo County, Ind., was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Iask that the army appropriation bill, House 
pill 10670, be now taken up for consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the army appropriation bill. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10670) making ap- 
propriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal year en 
June 80, 1905, and for other purposes, which had been re 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the formal reading be dispensed 
with and that the bill be read for action on the committee amend- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks that the formal reading of the bill be di with, that it 
be read for amendment, and that the committee amendments shall 
first receive consideration. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and that order is made. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, 
on page 1, after line 6, to insert: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF STAFF. 
the of the office of the Chief of Staff, in his 
„To defray the contingent expenses 3 Staff, in 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for“ Contin- 
gencies of the Army,” on page 2, line 5, after the word “‘ dollars,” 


‘to strike out the following proviso: 


Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be used by the Chief of Staff in 
the office of the executive department of the Wer Departmentat Washington. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “Under the Chief 
of Artillery,” on page 2, line 19, after the word “including,” to 
strike out ‘‘ fuel, lights; ” and in line 25, after the word “‘ labor- 
ers,” to strike out “‘ repairs of and for material to repair public 
buildings, boats used in connection with the school;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

School of Submarine Defense, Fort Totten, N. Y.: For incidental 
of school and depot, including chemicals, stationery, hardware, tea duty 
pay to soldiers necessarily employed for periods not less than ten days as 
Gatien sual os carpenters: DINE AATA urietors Wee —.— 

uties, such as carpenters, 5 en, printers, er: 
photographers, Sagi ms drivers, telegraph operators, teamsters, whee wrig hts, 
masons, machinists, painters, overseers, laborers, office furniture and fix- 
tures, machinery, and unforeseen expenses, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 4, line 19, after the word 
„books,“ where it occurs the first time, to strike out profes- 
sional;“ in the same line, after the word reference,“ to strike 
out professional and technical; and in line 20, after the word 
newspapers,“ to insert for professional use;“ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For contingent expenses of the military information division, General Staff 
Corps, including the purchase of law books, books of reference, periodicals 

essional use, and of the military attac. at the 
es and legations abroad, and of the branch office of the 
mili information division at Manila, to be expended under the direction 
of the tary of War, $10,000: Provided, That section 3648, Revised Stat- 
utes, shall not apply to su tions for foreign and professional newspapers 
and periodicals to be paid for from this appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead Office of the 
Chief Signal Officer, on page 5, line 18, after the word“ dollars,“ 
to insert: 

— 1 the 8 e e and maintenance of 
a submarine tar y cabie m Alas 0 Liscum, Alaska = 
2 : ing by = —— route 5 uarters of the Department of 

lumbia wi e rrisons in southeastern Alaska, as authorized 
by the act of Congress Sead cost March 2, 1908, $321,580. a 


So as to make the clause read: 


3 ts and stores, binocular glasses, tel heliosta’ 
gra ments an o elesco: e 

and other necessary instruments, including necessary meteorological 83 
ments for use on Lon ranges; war balloons; telephone apparatus (exclusive 


cable from Sitka, Alaska, to Fort Liscum, Alaska, con- 
by an all-American route the apenas pers of the Department of 
Columbia with the military garrisons in southeastern Alaska, as authorized 
by the act of Congress approved March 2, 1903, $321,580. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 6, to insert Pay 


en 7” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “Pay of officers 
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of the line,” on page 6, line 8, before the word “five,” to 


strike 
,000,000.”” 
The amendment was 


The next amendment was, on page 6, line 4, before the word 
„ out For pay of Officers;” so as to make the 


out For pay of officers of the tine ” so as to read 


For length of service, to be paid with their current monthly pay, $1,071,428. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Pay of enlisted 
men,“ on page 6, line 8, before the word Of,“ to out “ For 
pay of enlisted men; go as to make the clause read: 

Of all grades, inclu 000,000: Provided, That hereafter first- 
class gunners feld artitery si receivo p per month and second-class 
gunners $l per month in to their pa; 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on on page 6, after line 12, to insert: 


The dee e was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead Quartermaster’s 
De ent,” on page 7, line 7. FF 
strike ont One“ and insert Two:“ and in line 9, before the 
word dollars,“ to strike out sixty-one thousand two hundred“ 
and insert one hundred and two thousand; so as to make the 
clause read: 

Two hundred and Atty quartermaster-sergeants, at $408 each, $102,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Chief Clerk to tell me where he is 


reading. 

The SECRETARY. At the bottom of page 7. 

Mr. BACON. Lask that he shall not read the bill quite so fast. 
None of us have had time to read it at all, and we want at least 
to have it read with enough deliberation to keep up with it while 


the is going on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Chair would inform the Senator from ia that he has followed 
the bill closely and not a word has been ski so far in the bill. 

Mr. BACON. I did not say that it had, but the Chief Clerk is 
reading it very rapidly. I had reference to the We have 
not had the ages | to read the bill. It has brought in 
ve as we have not had the opportunity to 

— the! the bill we ow ant at least to have the E OA 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will 

The reading was resumed. Th ate 5 was, under 
the subhead Signal Corps.“ on page 8, after line 1, to strike out 
8281, 900 and insert the following: 


One hundred and thirty-two first-class es 1.280. 
One ben hundred and forty-four sergeants, at 2 oer ee ¥ 
hundred =~ —.— at 


undred an two first-class t Fah $112,608. 
5 . ows and — — ht privates, prir ah Gk each, 
Twenty-four at each, $5,760. 
-six master signal electricians, at $900 each, $22,400. 
In all, $347,568. 
The amendment was agreed to 


ie next amendment was, under the 3 2 — 4 coe 
and m headquarters o 3 departments an 
office ar dds Chief of Staff,“ on 9, line 11, after the word 
“clerk,” to insert “at the 5 the Chief of Staff; ; and in line 

12, after the word “ dollars,“ to insert per annum: so as to 
cn the clause read: 

One chief clerk, at the office of the Chief of Staff, $2,000 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 13, to increase the 
number of clerks at $1 800 each per annum from four to seven, 

The amendment was to, 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 15, to increase the 
number of clerks at $1,600 each per annum from ten to eleven. 

The amen t was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 17, to increase the 
„ at 81, 400 each per annum from twenty-five to 
twen 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 19, to increase the 
number of clerks at $1,200 each per annum from sixty- five to sixty- 


nine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 21, to increase the 
number of clerks at 81,000 each per annum from eighty-six to 
ninety-four. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, 1 5 1 to increase the 
number of eral-service messengers, at $720 each per annum, 
from sixty-eight to seventy-one. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, os 10, line 2, to increase the 
total Syed erp for pas o and messengers at head- 
of division and departments and office of Chief of Staff 
om $27, 160 to $296,520. 
of the bill was continued to page 10, line 16. 

Mr. SPOONER, The next amendment seems to work a con- 
siderable in the existing law. It is quite — Isug 
to the Senator from 3 tit be passed over until er. 
have an 5 to examine it. 

3 Will the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin ae the amendment to be 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no tin to its being read. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Let it bə read. Iwish to move an amend- 
ment to it, and then it can be passed over, 

. SPOONER. It can be read. 

The 3 the amendment of the Committee on Mili- 
Sadar ne dicing oe 
of the visions, an ents,” on x 
line 16, to insert the following: 


That the rRe of the Adjutant-General’s t, except the Aue 
tant-General, and the officers of the on Office shall here. 
after constitute one department of the Army, to be known as the ae ary 

8 $; and the Adjutant-General’s Office and 
and Pension Office, heretofore constituting bureaus of the War m Deportes 
shall hereafter constitute the Adjutant-General’s section and the an 
Pension section of a consolidated bureau to be known as the Military 
tary's Office of the War Depa t. The officers 
borne on one list in order of rank a those of them who 
old permanent appointments as officers of the Adjutant-General’s 


rt- 
Office shall be entitled sek migrant a 
as now provided by law in the order 
the laws now in force shall con 

5 $, of the 


5 miliary estab! 
details 


ade of N a with ‘thera 
be made ttf the 3 es 1 of that 


ZA brpa title assistant c ir of the 
designated by the title adjutant, pen Nothing in this 
construed as to ely any officer of his commission or pn tenets total 
number of officers of the Army, and all laws or parts of laws 8 
with the provisions of act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. PROCTOR. I move to strike out the last clause as it has 
been go at the close of the bill 
ING OFFI The amendment to the amend- 


The PRESID 
i Senet It is proposed to strike ont, beginnir lin 
e SECRETARY, ou g in line 

8, on page 12, the following words: 
Nothing rach act shall be so construed as to deprive any officer of his 


commission the total — of officers of tho Army, and all 
ines or parts of laws inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby 


am amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
i a ee It seems to me this amendment is most clearly 
e 


a PROCTOR, It is to go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has no doubt about 
the 5 ae it is general legislation. 
Mr. LODGE. Of course, if Senators desire to debate the amend- 
ment, I will not make the point of order now, but will reserve it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is reserved. 
Mr. SPOONER, I understand the amendment is to go over 


unacted u 
ING OFFICER. Unacted upon. 

Mr. LODGE. The t of order is reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The point of order is reserved 
by the Senator from Massach „and the amendment to the 
— has been agreed to. The amendment as amended will 

he reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end 


of line 12 on ae 
Mr. CULB. N. Is an amendment in order at this time? 
The F CER. The committee amendments are 


* be first 

IN. The bill is simply being read at this time 
for action on committee amendments? 

ne 5 G OFFICER. For action on committee amend- 


he reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Military Affairs was, under the subhead “ Re- 


* 


* 
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tired officers,” on page 15, line 18, after the words cents,“ to 
insert: 

Field, line, and staff officers of the Army below the 5 
general, with creditable records, who served during the f i 
retired, be retired with the rank and retired pay of the next higher grade; 
and the Secretary of War may assign retired officers of the Army, with their 
consent, to active duty in recruiting, for service in connection with the or- 
ganized militia in the several States and Territories upon the request of the 
governor thereof, as rae & attachés, upon courts-martial, courts of in- 
quiry and boards, and to duties not involving service with troops; and 
such officers while so assigned shall receive the 
their ective grades. 

The amendment was agreed to. - ~ 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 10, after the word 
“ cents.” to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That no partof the money el pontine by this act shall be ex- 

nded in payments to any retired officer of the Army who receives payment 


pay.and allowances of 


or services as k or civil employee in any of the departments of the 
Government. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was. under the subhead “‘ Retired enlisted 
men. on page 16, line 18, after the word dollars, to insert the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That hereafter in oes ee len; of service for retire- 
ment, credit shall be e soldiers for double the time of their actual service 


in China, Cuba, the Philippine Islands, the Island of Guam, Alaska, and Pan- 
ama; but double credit not be given for service hereafter rendered in 
Porto Rico or the Territory of Hawaii. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The neat amendment was. on page 17, line 11, before the word 
“ fifteen." to strike out section and insert sections, and in 
the same line, after the word “fifteen,” to insert and twenty- 


one: so as to make the clause read: 
isted for the 
erritory, or este Co- 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 21, after the word 
“ dollars,’ to insert the following proviso: 
= nes Lan yi ex 9 this sum may be — for payment 

S C troups, either or Regular a Š 

vers or sees in practice, G. M of which to be immediately available 
for the settlement of pending claims, 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bi 1 to make some explanation of this provision. 

Mr. PROCTOR. At the maneuvers at West Point. Ky.. this 


fall. where a large body of militia met with the forces of the Regu- 


lar Army. there were various claims presented, amounting to 

nite a considerable sum. They were cut down by a board, so 
that they amount only to a little over $2,000, I believe. There is 
another set of clai 

Mr. SPOONER. Allow me to ask, claims of what sort, of what 
nature? 

Mr. PROCTOR. For damages to fences and crops by soldiers 
who were off duty and out of sight of their officers, 

Mr. SPOONER, That is, tory operations? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Yes; of that nature. 

Mr. SPOONER, Not incident at all to the actual maneuvers? 

Mr. PROCTOR. No, not necessarily; but quite common. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think it is policy for 
the Government to pay for the tortious acts of soldiers when they 
are away from their commands? 

Mr. PROCTOR, I think it is questionable, and if paid at all 
it sbould be kept at the very lowest sum. It is urgently asked 
for by the War Department, and the amount requested was cut 
down. ; 

There is another class of claims which have arisen from firing 
heavy guns in practice at coast-defense forts. It has done dam- 
age to some houses. breaking glass, etc. I think the aggregate of 
those claims received and passed upon by the board of examina- 
tion is abont $2.000. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think there should be some discrimination 
exercised as to the nature of the claims and the circumstances out 
of which they arise. I should di like very much to see incorpo- 
rated into the law a precedent for the payment of damages caused 
by the tortious »cts of soldiers away from their commands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will yield. I will say that the 
matter was fully discussed with the army officers, and they scouted 
at the idea that they were to allow anything of the kind. They 
understand it perfectly. Not a member of the committee would 
have voted to pay for the result of any wrongful or tortious act 
of a soldier, and that is the understanding. In one of these cases 
a claim for a large amount was presented, and it was reduced toa 
few thonsand dollars. I forget the exact amount. but it was a 
considerable amount. The committee would not have sanctioned 
anything that looked to paying for mere trespass or a wrongful 
act or an unauthorized act. 


Mr. SPOONER. I understood the acting chairman of the com- 
mittee to say that there were some claims of that nature. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lig Cdr presented. 

Mr. SPOONER. And that they were passed upon by a court. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And all were rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. Rejected? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. PROCTOR. They were passed upon bya board. They 
amount to only a little over $2.000. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the nature of the claims? Are they 
claims for damages as the result of predatory operations? 

Mr. McCO . If the Senator will allow me, I can tell him 
one instance which must be within the scope of this amend- 
ment. At Fort Armistead. below Baltimore. hey fired repeatedly 
a 13-inch gun. Close to the fort is a large sulphuric-acid fa tory. 
There was a great deal of glass containing that product, and in 
the machinery much glassis used. The plant was worth about six 
or seven hundred thousand dollars, and they say the firing of the 
gun was rapidly meric foe the property. It was being fired 
in practice. After the destruction had occurred somewhat, on 
being telegraphed to, the Department suspended the firing of the 
gun, but there had resulted therefrom a loss of some thousands 
of dollars to this property, which is close to the fort. 

Mr. SPOONER. tis an entirely different proposition from 
the one I am trying to get at. 

Mr. McCOMAS. This speaks of firing in practice.” 

Mr. SCOTT. That is the nature of the claims included in this 
appropriation. à 

Mr. McCOMAS. Practice firing. 

Mr. SCOTT. The same is true at Jamestown. N. V., where, in 
experimenting with a large gun, they broke a numberof windows 
in private honses 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is manifest that 82,000 will not pay 
them, if claims of that class are to come in. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator's statement may be true as to the 
facts, but he is not sustained by the language of this bill: 

Oti t f this sum may be used for 
2 „ß 
neuvers or from firing in practice. 

Mr. McCOMAS, That is the case I speak of. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is the case. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is another thing. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘Firing in practice. 

Mr. SPOONER. There are two things. We wga by paying 
Lo damages done by the militia in maneuvers. hat sort of 

ages? 

Mr. QUARLES. If I may be permitted, I will suggest to my 
colleague that the commanding officer at West Point had very 
great difficulty in getting leases of land from the farmers living 
adjacent to the groynds because of the anticipated damages, and 
I think there was an assurance eae by the officer commanding 
there that the s would paid. But the committee in 
looking into it found, just as the Senator suggests. that there were 
a lot of speculative claims which no court would entertain for a 
moment, and among the rest some very laughable claims for in- 
juries to calves and loss of weight in cattle by reason of their be- 
ing frightened. and the like of that. Of course, the committee 
did not entertain any of those propositions. But there were cer- 
tain legitimate claims. For instance. a troop of cavalry at exer- 
cise goes across a field of hay and tramples it down. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Breaks down fences. 

Mr. QUARLES. And, under the contract of the general who 
was in command of that encampment, those people would be en- 
titled to the payment of claims of that kind as a legitimate ele- 
ment of damage. Sowecuttheamount down to what we thought: 
would fairly cover the actual, legitimate claims of both kinds 
and exclude necessarily these fanciful and prospective claims. 

Mr. KEAN. Do I understand that a point of order has been 
made against the amendment? 

The PRESIDENT “Ee tempore. There has not been, 

Mr. KEAN. I make the point of order against it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order on the ground that it is a private claim really. 

Mr. KEAN. It is nothing but the payment of private claims, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Military Affairs was, under the subhead Mis. 
cellaneous.“ on page 18, line 17, after the word dollars,” to insert 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That appointments shall be for periods of three years each, sub. 
ject to discha: for cause, and with each reappointment they shall receive 
an increase of 5 per cent in their pay: Provided, That the leave with pay now 
allowed by law to nurses may become cumulative. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
acting chairman of the committee precisely what is the purport 
of the amendment and whether or not it has been recommended 
by the Department? I had something to do with getting through 
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the bill for army nurses, I thought we had le ted very 
liberally, and I do not want that law to be e unless there 
is some valid reason for doing it. I presume there is, if the Sen- 
ator will 5 it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It was thought to be a very small increase. 
The pay is $50 a month, and the increase is $2.50 after three years 
of service, which is regarded as a very moderate increase and 
one to which they were fully entitled. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They are worth that much more. 

Mr. ARS By their experience. 

Mr. PROCTOR. They are worth that much more. It would 
be impossible for them to return from the Philippines, if they 
were obliged to take their leaye every year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
ae Sa on Military Affairs was, on page 19, after line 19, 

insert: 

. E. W. Halford, x i 2 
iy eared nek meee his a ree Sty 
to an enlisted man on , $165.44. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 20, line 23, after the word 
“men,” to insert serving in the Philippine Islands, the island 
of Guam, Alaska, and Panama; so as to make the clause read: 

For additional 20 cent increase on pay of enlisted men — 152. in the 
Philippine Islands, the island of Guam, . and Panama, $533,412.51. 

* Mr. PROCTOR. After the word “Alaska” I move to insert 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on e 21, line 4, after the word 
“ officers,” to insert ‘‘ serving in the Philippine Islands, the island 
of Guam, Alaska, and Panama; so as to make the clause read: 


For additional 10 per cent increase on pay of commissioned officers servi 
in the Philippine Islands, the island of Guam, Alaska, and Panama, $167,426.30. 


Mr. PROCTOR, After the word Alaska,“ in line 5, I move 
to insert China.” We find there are some troops now serving 
in China. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, line 11, before the word 
“ battalions,” to strike out “two” and insert three;“ and in 
line 11, after the word each,” to insert: 


of captain, upon romotion. 
Vacancies then existing or thereafter occurring in the de of second 
lieutenant may be filled by the President, in his discretion, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, by the appointment of citizens of Porto 
Rico for the provisional term of four years, whose qualifications for commis- 
sions shall be established by such examination as the President may pre- 
scribe, who shall also be eligible for promotion in the ent up to and 
8 runk of aoe, upon an examination as to their fitness. Vacan- 
cies not filled as hereinbefore 1 by the reappointment or promotion 
of the present officers or by the appointment or promotion of citizens of 
Porto Bico shall be filled by detail from the line of the infantry of the Army 
of the same e with the vacancy to be filled, and the places of the officers 
be filled by promotion or appointment as now provided by 


BY n hereafter enlisted in the regiment shall be citizens of Porto Rico and 
shall be enlisted for a term of two years; and except in the cass of noncom- 
missioned officers shall not be ree: I 5 
enlisted men who have served honorably in the regiment shal! be kept at the 
headquarters of the regiment, and these men shall be regarded as a reserve, 
to be Sally considered in time of war. The pay andallowances of officers 
and enlisted men of the regiment shall be the same as authorized for like 
grades in the Regular Army. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For Porto Rico Provisional Regiment of Infantry, composed of three bat- 
talions of four companies each, to include the enlisted men of the present 
regiment who may be in the service June 30, 1904, etc. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the acting chairman of the com- 
mittee a question as to the proposed amendment. Have we an 
army now in Porto Rico? : . 

Mr. PROCTOR. We have two battalions in Porto Rico. The 
new organization act of February 2, 1901, provided for a full regi- 
ment of three battalions. Only two were organized. This pro- 
vides for the organization of the third. , 

Mr..TELLER. Lask the Senator what is the necessity for an 
army in Porto Rico? 

Mr. SPOONER. As constabulary. 

Mr. KEAN. It is only a militia, like they have in Colorado. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think there is only a single battery of the 
Regular Army in Porto Rico; not more than two, and I believe 
but one, at San Juan. A part of these are stationed at San Juan 


ted in time of peace. The names of all 


and a part of them in the center of the island, at Cayey, on the 
top of the mountain between San Juan and Ponce, and they go at 
various times to various places in the island. 

Mr. TELLER. What J am trying to find ont is what use, what 
need, we have for an army in Porto Rico. For what purpose is 
this army established down there? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is like the National Guard, is 


it not? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It was thought advisable that we should have 
a command there, and these two battalions haye rendered excel- 
lent service, and their improvement is wonderful. One battalion 
was here, as the Senator will remember, at the inauguration of 


President . 

Mr. TELLER. I do not remember anything about it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. And it was the special feature of the day. I 
saw both battalions drill last spring, and I think they are as well 
drilled as any command in the Army. They have been noted for 
their good order and good behavior, and educationally it has been 
an excellent influence. We had before us Major Swift, who has 
had command of both of the battalions, and who is now an officer 
in the Adjutant-General’s office. He is a very able officer. We 
had other means of information. From personal i ion I can 
speak very warmly of the command. Governor Hunt is very 
strongly in favor of it, and he speaks in very strong terms in re- 
gard to its effect we the people of the island as a whole. 

Mr. TELLER. . President, I have no doubt that these Porto 
Rican soldiers are entitled to all the eulogy which can be 
upon them, but that is not the question about which I wanted to 


inquire. 

Mr. eee Will the Senator from Colorado yield to me? 

Mr. TELLER. In a moment. I want the Senator who under- 
takes to answer my question to understand what it is. The act- 
ing chairman of the Committee on Mili Affairs evidently did 
not understand what I asked, or if he did, he certainly did not 
answer the question. 

I have not any doubt but what those people are well drilled and 
that they made a fine display when they came here to the in- 
auguration of President McKinley; all of which was done, I sup- 
pose. at the expense of the United States, though I do not know 
about that. Ido not know but what it would be a good thing, 
if we could do so, to put all of these new populations into the 
Army for training. I suppose if we could put the whole Philip- 
pine population into the Army perhaps it would make better 
people of them in due time. But I want to know for what pur- 
pose this is done? Ifitis for civilization and education, that is 
one thing; if they are used to maintain the peace in Porto Rico, 
that is another thing. If they are to be kept there for fear that 
the island may be attacked by somebody, and it is a matter of de- 
fense there, then that is another thing. If they are there asa 
constabulary—as one Senator says to me, not to the Senate—that 
is another thing. I did not myself understand that there was 
any necessity for an armed force down there. If there is, I should 
like to know it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Ohio, who seems to want 
to explain, knows anything about the matter, I am quite willing 
to hear him. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not know much more 
about it than the Senator from Colorado does. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not pretend to know anything about it. 

Mr. FORAKER. But I have been the chairman of the com- 
mittee that has had charge of legislation in regard to Porto Rico 
ever since the island was annexed, as the Senator knows, and that 
has led me to study the conditions down there and to take an in- 
terest in everything that has been done with respect to Porto Rico. 

Ihave favored the keeping up of the organization which was 
authorized at the beginning of our occupation of that island. I 
have favored it, in the first place, because, as suggested by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], I think a very good pur- 
pose is conserved by having an organization there com of 
natives of the island. It gives them an opportunity to enlist; it 
gives them an opportunity to serve the United States; it identifies 
them more and more, in a way they are very proud of, with the 
United States. 

I do not know what necessity there may be for maintaining 
troops there—that is a military question—but it has been thought 
that some troops ought to be maintained in that island. Nobod 
is anticipating an attack from any foreign power, of course, 
imagine, and there is no threatened danger from disturbances 
among the people in that island, but it is thought that this sub- 
serves a good purpose. 

Then, aside from that, at this time it does seem to be a proper 
thing to maintain that organization there. We have just acquired, 
although it does not seem to be quite completed, or we shall ac- 
quire, if we have not already done so, the transit gross the Isth- 
mus of Panama, and it may boana necessary to some troops 
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there. It will be much better, I think, to send some Porto Rican 
troops over there to defend that Isthmus than to send our troops 


from here down there. 

I do not know what the Administration or the War Depart- 
ment may think about it, but in the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs that question was raised, and it seemed to be the general 
opinion of the committee that it would be very convenient and 

-very wise to have an organization of this character. The soldiers 
in that organization are already acclimated and accustomed to 
the Tropics: and so would save us from sending our own troops 
from the States of the United States down to the Isthmus, where, 
it is said. it is very unhealthy. and where they might be stricken 
with disease to which the Porto Ricans would be immune. I 
think it is the part of wisdom to continue that organization, at 
least for the present. 

I think, aside from the sibs necessity of using these Porto 
Ricans on the Isthmus and using them anywhere in the Tropics, 
thus saving our own troops from going into an unhealthy cli- 
mate, that it would be well to keep this organization there be- 
cause of what I suggested at the beginning of my remarks, to 

ive them an opportunity to identify themselves with the United 
States and feel that they are really a part of it. 

remember when Bishop Blenk, of the Roman Catholic Church 
of Porto Rico, was here, he, hearing that there was some sugges- 
tion to the effect that we were disbanding that organization, wrote 
me a letter very strongly urging that we do not do it. as the or- 
ganization had a splendid effect on the population of Porto Rico; 
that it gave them pride; that the young men who enlisted were 
disciplined and trained, and after their term of service they went 
out into the community and were better and more capable and 
more efficient citizens. 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] has just handed 
me a communication from Governor Hunt, of Porto Rico, from 
which he asks me to read an extract. I do not know what it con- 
tains, but I shall read it. It is addressed to Hon. William H. 
Taft, Secretary of War, and is dated San Juan, January 27, 1904." 

My Dran MR. SECRETARY: As you doubtless know, there is a provisional 
regiment of native Porto Ricans here in the island, which was established 
several years since. The regiment has donea t deal in the general edu- 
cational work which has been accomplished. It has taught the men habits 
of discipline, self-control, and self-respect. I should be very sorry to see it 
disban because of its usefulness in the way I have just spoken of. 

I have other communications here, but they are all to the same 
general effect, and I shall not stop to read them. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator might put them in the RECORD. 

Mr. FORAKER. There are a million people living in the 
island, I will say in answer to the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas]. who has inquired about the population. 

Mr. CLAY. I will ask the Senator. is it not true that these 
soldiers are not Americans, but are Porto Ricans? 

Mr. FORAKER. They are native Porto Ricans. 

Mr. CLAY. How are they officered? 

Mr. PROCTOR. These troops are under American officers, but 
their sergeants are native Porto Ricans. This measure provides 
that the President may appoint native Porto Ricans—— 

Mr.CLAY Making the number about seven oreight hundred? 

Mr. FORAKER. There are two battalions, and this com- 
pletes the regiment that is authorized by adding one battalion. 

Mr. TELLER. Has the Senator from Ohio finished? 

Mr. FORAKER. I have suggested the main points in the 
matter as they have occurred to me, but I have not elaborated 
them, and I do not suppose at this late hour the Senator desires 
me to do so. 

Mr. TELLER, I think the junior Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. QuaRLEs], who is a member of the committee, desired to 
say something. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I do not know that I can add 
anything to the suggestions made by the distinguished chairman 
of the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto.Rico [Mr. Fora- 
KER], but as a member of the subcommittee who considered this 
appropriation bill, it may be proper for me to say that the show- 
ing made before us as to the beneficial effects upon the people of 
the oie by the maintenance of this force can hardly be exag- 

erated. 

g There occurs to me just one illustration that was given, among 

many others. For instance, the names of the native Porto Ricans 
who have served two or four years in this regiment are kept, and 
it is like a roll of honor. The young men from the best families 
in Porto Rico consider it an honor to be enrolled in this regiment. 
They go into it and are disciplined. Then the merchants and 
employers of clerks nat, eee that island go to this roll of sol- 
diers of this regiment an ey ee ple becanse of the 
discipline and the education they have had and the acquirement 
of English, which the officers say is rapid among these troops. 

So they readily obtain employment down there by reason of hav- 

ing served in this regiment. It isa great recommendation for 
them and is working great good throughout the island. 


The Senator will notice that the committee has recommended 
that, instead of four years, the enlistment be limited to two years, 
so as to pass these educational facilities around as far as possible, 
But the commanding reason, I may say. Mr. President. with the 
committee was this: It is known that during the building of the 
isthmian canal we shall require a force—a military f: rce or a con- 
stabulary force—to protect the property that will necessarily be 
exposed there during that timé. At present it is very unhealthy 
on the Isthmus. as everybody knows. and we thonght it a matter 
well worthy the attention of Congress that those people, well 
drilled—as well drilled, perhaps. as any battalion in the 
Army—would be glad to go down there and serve: that it would 
save the lives of a great many members of the regular regiments, 
who would die like flies if they went from this cold climate down 
there. if the President would send down two battalions of this 
regiment and let them do that work. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is somewhat of a relief to 
know that this army down there is not there for either offensive 
or defensive purposes, but I am somewhat surprised to hear it 
stated that it is for purely educational purposes. My education 
has not led me to suppose that the way to reach the people in the 
line of education was throngh military establishments, but I sup- 
pose that is because I was horn too long ago and have not kept 
up with the progress of events. 

Mr. President. it strikes me that if you want to spend money 
for educational purposes you had better spend it for schools than 
for armies. If there is not any necessity for a force to keep the 

or to defend the island in case of attack, you had better 
Wand this army and put that amount of money, which is a 
considerable sum. into the schools down there. 

Mr. PROCTOR. These men attend school regularly, 

Mr. TELLER, The class of people I am anxious to see edn- 
cated down there is not the adults, but the young people who are 
coming 8 

Mr. FO R. Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. I see the Senator from Ohio wishes to say 
something; and I yield to him. 

Mr. FORAKER. I started to read some of these letters, and I 
have many of them here. One is from a prominent Porto Rican. 

Mr. LER. I hope the Senator will put it in the RECORD. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to read an extract from it. It ex; 
presses the feeling those people have with respect to this matter. 

We want a full Porto Rico regiment, with officers who will live with it, 
fight with it wherever necessary, and die with it. 

Our le are most enthusiastic and proud of this regiment, and the men, 
imbued with American ideas, are an 92155 lesson to all others. and thus the 
perar gat the island derives from organization can not be appreciated 

That is from Jose C. Barbosa, of Porto Rico, who, I think, ex- 
presses how the people of Porto Rico feel about it. 

In answer to the tor’s suggestion—if he will bear with me 
a moment—abont schools I will say they are being established 
very rapidly, and 580 are for the benefit of the children. We 
are trying to reach all the children, and the school system is be- 
ing extended all over the island. Schoolhonses are being built, 
and there is really very wonderful progress in that respect. This 
isa different kind of education—and the Senator wants to put 
more emphasis on that word than I had intended but my idea 
about it was that it is educational in the sense that they learn dis- 
cipline; they learn good habits; and when they are must red out 
they go back among the people improved and better men, as a 
rule, than they were before. That is the testimony of everybody, 
and they are, as the Senator, I think, can see, naturally very 
proud to have such an organization on the island. I think the 
effect of it is good. We never know when we may have need of 
troops, and if we should have need of any we have them there, 
just as we have them elsewhere, to be used when needed. 

Mr. SCOTT. As a member of the subcommittee, I should like 
to say a word, if the Senator from Colorado will allow me. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield. 

Mr. SCOTT. We Ma or Swift before us. a very intelligent 
officer, who, in making his statement. said that the very best 
families on the island were very proud of the fact that they had 
sons or other relatives in this regiment. The reason we reduced 
the term of enlistment from four to two years was because the 
Major said these young men would stay in the service just as long 
as we would allow them to stay. As the Senator from Wisconsin 

Mr. QUARLES] very truly said, the business men there sought 
ese young men as soon as they were mustered out to employ 
them as clerks and to help them in their business. 

In addition to that, Major Swift said that service in the regi- 
ment made them better American citizens. Of course we want 
to make good American citizens ont of them. He said that the 
fact that they had served in this regiment made them good Amer- 
icans. I know the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] wants 
to improve them in that direction, and I am sure that the very 
best thing we can do will be to increase this regimentand keep it 
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in service. Governor Hunt and all the other officials in Porto 
Rico recommend it very highly. 


Mr. TELLER. Ihave no doubt Governor Hunt recommends 
it, and that all the officials and all the 19 who want the. Gov- 
ernment to spend money down there will be glad to have it done; 
but what Iam interested to know is whether we are spending 
money to meet a necessity or whether it is simply for a whim? 

The junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. eee suggests 
that we want this Porto Rican regiment on business, 
Well, I think Porto Rico may be a little nearer the Panama region 
than some of our own shores, but it is not very much nearer. « 

I observe by the letter which was read by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker] that they are anxious to have the soldiers 
who live down there to die there. They do not want soldiers from 
the United States to goto Panama to die. Ido not know whether 
we would be treating those wards of ours just right if we should 
select them for the hazardous enterprises we do not care to have 


our own 5 95 7 3 
Mr. QUARLES, Will the Senator pardon me just a moment? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly 


Mr. QUARLES. We had before us, among others, the major 
of this regiment. We asked him concerning the feeling of the 
soldiers down there regarding the trip to Panama or to the Phil- 
ippines if it were thought desirable to send them to either of those 
places, and he said they are good soldiers, morgay imbued 
with the esprit du corps of the service, and that if we chose to 
send them they would all be delighted to go; they would all be 
glad to do some service for this country, which they have learned 
to love. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word about their being im- 
munes. They are not immune if you send them to Panama. My 
knowledge of Panama, which, as I have said two or three times 
here, is of long standing, teaches me that you can not send from 
the island of Porto Rico anybody to Panama who will be immune 
in that climate, nor can you send them from some of the neigh- 
boring States to the Isthmus either. The only people of whom I 
have ever heard who, without great danger to their lives, could 
goto Panama arethe negroes of Jamaica. They have done pret 
well there. If you are to build the Panama Canal, Jamaica wi 
be the place to call on for labor; and if you want to have an im- 
mune army, you had better organize it from the negroes of Ja- 
maica than from the Porto Ricans. 

Mr, President, I only wanted to know something of the purpose 
of this amendment and to say that in my judgment it is an un- 
wise appropriation of money. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the 
amendment will be agred to. 

Mr. ALLISON. t has become of this paragraph? 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the améndment been adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been 


agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to be heard a moment on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
will pardon me a moment, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Procror], in charge of this bill, what is the effect 
of the language on page 22, beginning in line 9, as follows: 

Vacancies not filled as hereinbefore provided by the reappointment or pro- 
motion of the present officers or by the appointment or promotion of citizens 
of Porto Rico shall be filled by detail fromthe lineof thotntantry of the Army 
of the same i grate with the vacancy to be and the places of the officers 
< detailed be filled by promotion or appointment as now provided by 

W. 
I should like to ask the Senator whether that will not have the 
effect to detail an officer, for instance, to this regiment, and then 
have his place in the line filled by another officer, and thus deprive 
him of the promotion to which he is now entitled in the line? 

Mr. PROCTOR. It will not deprive him of any promotion. 
When he comes back to the line, another will take his place. It 
is just precisely the same system that is now adopted with refer- 
ence to details to the staff. As the Senator will recollect, the va- 
cancies in nearly all the staff departments are filled now by details 
from the line, and the place in the line is filled by promotion, by 
appointment at the foot of the list; but when another vacancy 
occurs, as the Senator can see, they go back. . 

Mr. SPOONER. Then does a detail operate to reduce an officer? 

Mr. PROCTOR. No; it will not operate to reduce an officer or 
to increase his rank; it will not affect his rank in any way. 

Mr. SPOONER. A detail, then, does not create any vacancy. 
What is it you fill by promotion if there is not a vacancy? 

PROCTOR. It does create one and, Mr. President, it in- 
creases the officers of the Army just so much by a few minor of- 
ficers to supply the vacancies made. 

Mr. AL N. Mr. President, if that is the law respecting 
the line and the staff I should prefer not to be detailed to th 
staff and haye some other officer take my place in the line, for it 


might possibly be that within that four oP pate if I remained in 
the line, I would be promoted, and I would not be promoted if I 
entered into this Porto Rico regiment, 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, the detail of the staff to this 
regiment does not affect promotion a particle. The officer just 
preserves his and number, and is promoted when his turn 
comes precisely as if he had remained in the line. That is all 
provided for in the reorganization act, which provides for details 
and has been in 1 for three years. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator if a man is detailed does 
he either lose his old place or get anewone? If he has not either 
lost his old place or got a new one, this place filled by promotion 
will be taken out. I should like to ask the Senator in regard to 


that. 

Mr. PROCTOR. He has not lost his old place. He holds his 
coer there just the same. He is temporarily employed in another 

on. 

Mr. HOAR. Then, if he has not lost his old place, and is tem- 

porarily employed in another position, how is his place filled by 
the promotion of somebody else? Then there are two officers for 
one place. It isa mere question of expression; it is not a ques- 
tion of substance of what the Senator desires to do. But suppose, 
for instance, qn say that a member of the Supreme Court is de- 
tailed to hold court in Boston, detailed to do this, that, or the 
other thing. That is all right; it has been often done in former 
times in other courts. Very well, then, he has not got a new office 
or lost his old one. Then you add that the place of that judge 
who has been detalled to hold court in Boston shall be filled by 
promoting somebody from the circuit court to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. Of course it is a mere question of the 
criticism of the phraseology, not the subject. But it is said that 
it is the mere detail of a man from one place to another; not that it 
shall be filled by sending somebody else to that place to do duty 
there, but it shall be filled by promoting somebody to the office, 
That is the criticism. 
. 55 0 The 1 te court Me gees 
setts is a very good one. Suppose when they pass the law pro- 
viding for a detail to hold some other court they eee the 
number of judges by one, and so provide that one may be detailed 
for that place; when his detail has expired he goes back to his 
regular service, while the added one or some other member of 
the court fills the detail. 

Mr. HOAR. If that is done you would have used the phrase 
that you are filling the vacancy made by the other. If you have 
nine judges of the Supreme Court of the United States and want 
to make the number ten, you do not add the tenth by filling the 
vacancy of one of the nine who holds the office all the time. at 
explanation by the Senator is not consistent with the phraseology 
of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to put a concrete case to the Senator. 
iad gee! it shall happen that A B, who is a first lieutenant, shall 
be detailed to this Porto Rican regiment. He has no volition 
about it. He receives an order from his superior officer that he 
is detailed to the regiment. This law says when that is done 
some one else shall be promoted to the place which he has left. 

Mr. SPOONER. Promoted or appointed. 

Mr. ALLISON. Promoted or appointed. 

Mr. HOAR. And that is a vacancy to be filled. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. Now, this detail lasts for four 
years. In the meantime there is a vacancy in the lieutenancy of 
the particular company. Who gets that promotion? Is the de- 
tailed man made a captain or is the first lieutenant who has not 
been put in the place promoted to it? 

Mr. PROCTOR. efe is no promotion by company or by 
regiment. It is all by arm of the service. There isa lineal list, 
and all the first lientenants, second lieutenants, and all other 
officers are on one lineal list, numbered 1, 2, 3, and so on to several 
hundred. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I know. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Now, that man, wherever he is detailed, on 
whatever service, when there is a vacation above him, goes up 
one number. 

Mr. ALLISON, What becomes of the man who has been al- 
ready promoted? He goes up a number much later? 

Mr. QUARLES. When his name is reached. 

Mr. PROCTOR. When his name is reached. That just fol- 
lows the principle which was adopted in the act of February 2, 
1901, and which has been in operation without any friction or 

mestion. 
5 Mr. ALLISON. Then this is only to add so many additional 
officers to the Regular Army? 

Mr. PROCTOR. As may be detailed. 

Mr. ALLISON. As may be detailed? Of course that is a very 
conyenient thing to do, but you will of necessity have at some 
time more army officers than you will need under that detail. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator in charge of the bill to another provision in this amend- 
ment. There are now, I think, three battalions. 

Mr. QUARLES. Two at present. . 

Mr. S NER. There are two battalions, and by this amend- 
ment three. 

Mr. QUARLES. Three by the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Three were authorized by the act of Febru- 
ary 2, 1901. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand; three battalions of four com- 
panies each— 

To include the enlisted men of the present regiment who may bein thesery- 
ice June 30, Ton ano offlcers as herein provided. The field officers shall be 


detailed from the officers of the Beguine Army of the same grade and shall 
receiye the pay and emoluments of their grade. 


There is no objection to that that I know of. 

The present officers of the regiment below the grade of field officers who 
eG e 
the advice and consent of the Senate, oe a provisional term of four years. 

Why is that provision inserted in the bill? 

Mr. QUARLES. Their time expires next June, I may say to 
the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON, I know; but we are 3 time pro- 
visionally for four years. Why should they not be continued in 
their offices by reappointment when they shall have been found 
to be mentally, morally, and physically qualified and havea record 
of efficiency in the service in their respective positions? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Do I understand the Senator to wish to take 
all the officers into the Army approximately by legislation, with- 
out reference to their qualification? 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator puts that question to me, I do 
not. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I did not understand whether that is what 
the Senator wishes or not. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; that is not what I wish. 

The present officers of the regiment below the grade of field officers who 
taosic renpertive posites Ä 
the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Now, where m examination these officers are found to be 
morally, mentally, and physically qualified and to haye made 
efficient records, why not continue them for this extended term 
of service without any reappointment and confirmation by the 
Senate? Those men who can not the examination may be 
displaced, and ought to be displaced, if they have not made a rec- 
relic E efficiency, if they are not mentally and morally and phys- 

y fit. 

Mr. PROCTOR. As the law now stands they all go out, offi- 
cers and all, June 30. They stand on a par and under the same 
principle with volunteer regiments. They haye never been sub- 
jected to the requirements which apply to officers of the Reg- 
ular Army. Continuing them indefinitely would make them 
practically officers of the pee Army. That they do not ask, 
and all the authorities of the War Department are very much 
opposed to it. I think that would be unwise. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, if continuing these officers, who 
are not officers in the Regular Army, for a term of four years 
would constitute them indefinitely officers of the Regular Army, 
Iam very greatly surprised. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not say that it would. 

Mr. SPOONER. It obviously would not. 

Mr. PROCTOR. But indefinitely it would put them practically 
on a par with officers of the Regular Army. 

Mr. SPOONER. This does not provide for any indefinite con- 
tinuance. Suppose an officer is sent to a regiment there, qualified, 
as in the language of the bill, mentally, morally, and physically 
fit, and has made a good record for efficiency, why, if you are 
continuing the term of service of the provisional regiment for 
four years, should not such a man be continued in his position? 

- Mr. FORAKER. Would it meet the Senator’s view if the 
word may should be changed to shall,“ so as to read shall 
be appointed?” - 

Mr. SPOONER. I have some doubt about the power to require 
the President to appoint; but it does seem to me that it might as 
well be provided that there should be an examination, and that 
officers found to be mentally, morally, and physically qualified, 
who have proved efficient in their respective positions, shall be 
continued in said positions, or during the provisional term of four 


years. 
Mr. FORAKER. They would have to be recommissioned, I 


su A 
Mr. SPOONER. Not necessarily, in a continuance of the term 
of the existing regiment in which the officers are serving and 
have served for some years. 
Mr. FORAKER. Ido not know how their commissions read 
about that. When they read that they shall expire the ist of July 


XXVII— 184 


next, of course an act of Congress may continue them and give 
them another commission; but I suppose it was the view of the 
subcommittee that framed this amendment—I did not take any 
part in it—that inasmuch as they would have to be reappointed, 
there should be that kindof a a authorizing the reappoint- 


ment, and they said the President may’’ appoint, instead of the 
President shall“ appoint them, with a view of not having an 
appearance of compelling the President to 4 8 certain officers. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is the same provision that is used in regard 
to the PUD Scouts. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not a parallel case. Iask that this 
amendment be reconsidered and that it may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair regards it as an 
open question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be passed 
over at the request of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the br exe on Military Affairs was, at the top of page 23, to 
insert: 

Pay of officers of the line, $76,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The 8 5 was continued to line 13, page 23. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I move to strike out from line 14 down to and 
including the word purposes,“ in line 24, and to insert: 

All the money hereinbefore appropriated for pay of the Army and miscel- 
laneous shall be disbursed and accounted for by cea of the Pay De 
ment as pay of the Army, and for that purpose shall constitute one : 
Provided, That hereafter all pàyments to the militia under the ms of 
section 15 of the act of Congress approved January 21, 1903, and all allowances 
for mileage shall be made solely from the sums herein bs oa rare for such 
purposes: And provided further, That all the accounts of individual paymas- 
ters shall be analyzed under the several heads of the appropriation and re- 
FFF 
JJV 

0 e — 
bing of Congress at its next session. n 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the object of that amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me ask the Senator, as this seems to be a 
novel change, why are these several accounts required to be sent 
to a committee or to committees of Congress? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The amendment was sent here from the Pay 
Department, and I thought it was harmless. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is reasonably so, but that detail would 
undoubtedly be a very large document to send up. It would em- 
brace a number of details of no value. 

Mr. PROCTOR. They are of no value. Iam perfectly willing 
to strike off that part of the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the clause be read. I did not hear it. 

Mr. GORMAN, Let it be read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
last clause of the amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And a statement of the amounts so disbursed shall be furnished to the 
chairmen of the Committees of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives on the reassem of Congress at its next session. 

Mr. ALLISON. It covers all the appropriations hereinbefore 
. including pay of Army and the entire amount 


Mr. GORMAN. Let the whole amendment be read again. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I can state in a moment the purpose of this 
change. The wording as it came from the House Was different 
from what it had been heretofore and would require each indi- 
vidual paymaster to keep an account with every item of appro- 
pian It would require every paymaster to keep nineteen 

ifferent accounts with different items of appropriation. The 
wording of previous acts was changed byleaving out the words “the 
Army and miscellaneous” and the words “and accounted for.” 

It would also require them to carry very much more money, be- 
cause they must have enough funds appropriated for each par- 
ticular purpose to answer any probable requirement for that pur- 
pose. So, instead of using it as one fund, they would be required 
to have nineteen different funds and a surplus, of coe of suffi- 
cient amount to surely cover each one. Some of the funds they 
can not calculate accurately. Of some of them the whole would 
not be used. If used as one fund, they can save carrying a large 
amount of money and save a very great amount of clerk hire. 
The Pay Department say that it would be utterly impossible to do 
the business of the department without a large increase of clerks, 
if the provision passes as it came to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I of course do not want to interfere with the 
Senator in this plan, but some years ago all the pay of the Army, 
both of officers and enlisted men, was created into one fund in 
the accounting and in the disbursing; that is to say, the pay to 
the officers and men in the active list, etc., shall be disbursed. As I 
understand the amendment the Senator has sent to the desk, it 
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provides that all appropriations, including miscellaneous appro- 
~ priations, shall be treated as one fund. 

Mr.PROCTOR. That has already been the law, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not always. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I mean of late years. 

Mr. ALLISON. It may have been of late years. I prefer that 
the amendment shall go over until to-morrow, if the Senator will 
allow that course to be taken. 

T PROCTOR. Certainly; I have no objection to its going 


Mitr. 5 ett be maar will 8 me now to move 
an executive session, greatly obliged 

Mr. PROCTOR, All right 

Mr. ALLISON. I make that motion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro e The Senator from Iowa moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; ona e SNO Doea bt a 
consideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reo , and (at 5 o’clock and 
80 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourn until’ to-morrow, Tuesday, 
March 8, 1904, at 12 o’clock m, 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 7, 1904. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
INFANTRY ARM, 
To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. La Vergne L. Gregg, ier brag 3 
November 27, 1903, vice Gunn, Twentieth Infantry, retired 
active service. 

Second Lieut. Oliver F. Snyder, (ame Tolan 
ber 28, 1903, vice a he Infantry, pro 

Second Lieut. Edward L. Rains , Twenty-fourth 1 Infantry, De- 
cember 2. 1903, vice Lyles, Twentieth Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Charles L. Woodhouse, Twenty-eighth N, 
December 10, 1903, vice as Tenth Infantry, promoted 

Second Lieut. Bertram P. Johnson, Twenty-fourth Infan 
December 17, 1903, vice Bates, Twenty-fifth Infantry, 5 

Second Lieut. Gustave A. Wieser, nth Infantry, Decem 
ber 26, 1903, vice Cranston, Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles R. W. Morison, Fifth Infantry, January 
2, 1904, vice Toffey, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Walter L. Reed, Tenth Infantry, January 8, 1904, 
vice Winship, Sixteenth Infantry, appointed judge-advocate. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 

Commander William H. Everett to be a captain in the Navy | coun 
from the 17th day of Feb: , 1904, vice 2 Caspar Goodrich, 
promoted. nomination is submi to correct an error in 
the date of Commander Everett's promotion as confirmed on Feb- 


23, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Louis Shane to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Lieut. Clarence S. 
Williams, promoted. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edward W. McIntyre to be a lieutenant 
in the Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Lieut. Roger 
Welles, jr., 1 

Ensign W S. Miller to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, having completed 
three years’ service in his present grade. 

Paymaster John C. Sullivan to be a pay i tor in the Na 
from th the 4th day of November, 1903, vice Boon rast! Hiram 
Drury, promoted. 

Ensign B. Larimer to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 28th day of 33 1904, having completed 
four years’ service in his present 

First Lieut. John G. Mair, United States Marine Corps, to be a 
captain in the United States Marine Corps from the 27th day of 
December, 1903, vice Capt. Ben H. Fuller, promoted. 

JUDGE. 

Henry Thomas Reed, of Iowa. to be United States judge for the 

northern district of Iowa, vice Oliver P. Shiras, resign 


POSTMASTERS, 
IDAHO. 


Novem- 


Mary A. Wall at Blackfoot, in the county of 
Bina ham and Stato re e in place of Fred S. Stevens. In- 
5 commission expired December 13, 1903. 


of Hamilton and State of 
January 1, 1904. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
James E. Elliott to be at Duncan, in the Chickasaw 
Nation, Ind. T., in place of James E. Elliott. Incumbent's com- 
- mission expires March 20, 1904. 


KANSAS. 

Joseph H. Smith to be postmaster at Downs, in the county of 
Osborne and State of Kansas, in place of Joseph H. Sick. In. 
cumbent's commission expired March 6, 1904. 

MAINE. 

Eugene A. Fairfield to be postmaster at Kennebunk, in the 

5 of Lork and State of Maine, in place of Eugene A. Fair- 


field. Incumbent's commission expires h 20, 1904. 
MINNESOTA. 
George E. Carson to be postmaster at Bemidji, in the county of 


Beltrami and State of Minnesota, in place of Eva Kaiser 
bent’s commission expires March 20, 1904. 
MONTANA. 

Charles D. Howell to be postmaster at Havre, in the county of 
Chouteau and State of Montana, in place of Jesse C. Ricker, In- 
cumbent’s commission expired j anuary 23, 1904. 

NEBRASKA. 

William Royer to be postmaster at Seward, in the 5 of 
Seward and State of Nebraska, in place of William In- 
cumbent's commission expires March 31, 1904. 

NEW YORK. 

James Fox to be postmaster at St. Johnsville, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of New York, in pisos of James Fox. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires March 20, 1 

Merrill Hosmer to be postmaster at Potsdam, in the county of 
St. Lawrence and State of New York, in place of Merrill Hosmer, 
Incumbent's commission expires March 1, 1904. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Ellef K. Myhre to be rat Valley City, in the county 
of Barnes and State of North Dakota, in ro of Eier K. Myhre. 
Incumbent’s commission expires March 23 

OBIO. 


. Incum- 


Frederick T. Miles to be 
Columbiana and State tthe 
Incumbent's 


Bhio in pi at Salem, in the coun 
hio, in place of Frederick T. 
expired March 6 6, 1904 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Lawrence O. Harper to be postmaster at Honea Path, in the 
county of Anderson and State of South Carolina, Office became 
Presidential January 1, 1904. 

SOUTH DAKOTA, 
Kennedy to be postmaster at Sisseton, in the county of 


< 


Casper 
Roberts and State of South Dakota, in place of Casper Kennedy, ` 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 23, 1904. 
WASHINGTON. 
Henry A. Rathvon to be postmaster at 3 in the 
of Snohomish and State fo of Washington. Office became 
Presi ential July 1, 1903. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 7, 1904. 
DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Henry Thomas Reed to be United States judge for the north- 
ern district of Iowa. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Walter S. Hughes to be a commander in tho 
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1 

Lieut. Walter O. Hulme to be lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy from the 17th day of February, 1904. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Oscar D. Duncan to be a lieutenant in the 
Navy from the ist day of January, 1904. 

Ensign Alexander F. H. Yates to be a 8 (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 

Second Asst. Engineer ee rine Seal a first assistant 
engineer, with the rank of second lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter see othe United States, 

Second Asst. Engineer Charles S. Root to be a first assistant 
engineer, with the rank of second lieutenant, in the Revenue- 
Cutter Service of the United States. 


POSTMASTERS. 
IOWA. 
William A. Grummon to be at Rockwell, in the 
county of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa. 
A. M. Loomis to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county of 
Jones and State of Iowa. 
NEBRASKA. 

Theodore A. Gierens to be postmaster at Arlington, in the coun’ 
of Washington and State of Nebraska. 7 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Samuel B. Montgomery to be 
county of Preston and State of West Vi 


ter at Tunnelton, in tho 
irginia. 


è 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MONDAY, March 7, 1904. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday's proceedings was read and approved. 


SELECT COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE USELESS PAPERS, POST-OFFICE 
DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the House to 
a letter from the Postmaster-General reporting that the files of 
his Department are burdened with useless papers and asking for 
the appointment of a committee under the statute providing for 
their examination. The Chair will appoint as members of the 
joint select committee Messrs. BATES and BASSETT. 


CHANGE OF COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENT. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing communication, which the Clerk will report. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
Hon. JOSEPH G. CANNON, House of Representatives. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honor to tender 2 my resignation as a member 
of the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Departament, 


xer 5 E. S. CANDLER, Ir 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, Mr. CANDLER will 
be excused from further service upon this committee. Is there 
objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, and the Chair 
appoints Mr. PINCKNEY to the place made vacant by Mr. CAND- 
LER’S resignation, 

JANE I. LONG. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the follow- 
ing Senate bill, amended by the House, returned with the amend- 
ment of the House disagreed to, and asking for a conference. 
The Clerk will report the same, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 8274) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
upon its amendment and agree to the conference, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
> the House do insist upon its amendment and agree to acon- 

erence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees Mr. Gipson, Mr. MIERS 
of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWAY. 


WILLIAM W. JACKSON. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House the fol- 
lowing Senate bill amended by the House, returned with the 
amendment of the House disagreed to and asking for a confer- 
ence, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1543) granting an increase of pension to William W. Jackson. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insist 
upon its amendment and agree to a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
that the House insist upon its amendment and agree to a confer- 
ence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees Mr. GIBSON, Mr. MIERS 
of Indiana, and Mr. SULLOWAY. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill went to the Speaker’s table under the 
rules on Saturday afternoon. I desire to call up the conference 


report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania submits 
the conference report on the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill, and asks unanimous consent that the statement 
may be read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make the point of order 
on the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman's point of order? 

Mr. MANN. The report states,in regard to amendment No. 
235, ** That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate No. 235, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Insert after the word ‘personal,’ in line 10, 
page 151 of the bill, the words ‘ or official;’ and the Senate agree 
to the same.“ Mr. Speaker, the amendment is to section 8 of 
the bill which passed the House, 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman the number of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MANN. Twohundred and thirty-five and 226. Theamend- 
ment as it passed the House provided that no part of any money 
appropriated by this act be available for paying expenses of 


horses and carriages or drivers therefor for the personal use of 
any officer provided for.“ The Senate added an amendment, 235, 
so as to read “‘ no part of any money 8 by this or any 
other act.” Upon that amendment the conferees p d to 
concur with an amendment inserted in another portion of the 
text, entirely separate from tho amendment, with no 1 whe 
ever to the subject-matter of the amendment of the Senate, the 
words or official” after the word personal.“ The House 
passed a bill saying that no part of any money appropriated by 
this act shall be available for paying expenses of horses and car- 
riages or drivers therefor for the personal use of any officer pro- 
vided for.“ That is the way the bill passed the House. The 
Senate passed the bill in the same shape; the conferees added, not 
to any amendment in the bill, but to a portion of the text of the 
bill which had been agreed upon by both Houses, that after the 
word personal ” insert the words or official.“ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, so far as the ruling has been made on this 
subject, the identical question was before the Committee of the 
Whole House on the oleomargarine bill. The House the 
provision reading any coloration or ingredient.’ e Senate 
struck out the words or ingredient’? and made the bill read 
“ any artificial coloration,” so that the amendment to the bill came 
before the word coloration.“ In the Committee of the Whole, 

-when that bill was considered, the chairman ruled upon consid- 
eration that because the word “‘ artificial“ came before the word 
“ coloration ” the House could not concur with an amendment 
adding a word after the word! coloration.” The chairman said, 
on page 4595 of the RECORD of April 23, 1902: 

But the Chair is still of opinion that the amendment, coming as it does in 
the text of the bill after the word “coloration,” although it is only one word 
beyond the Senate amendment, the effect is just the same as if it were ten 
words or ten lines, and the therefore adheres to the ruling that the 
text of the bill which has been eed to by both Houses is sacred and can 
not bə amended in Committee of the Whole. 

Of course, so far as the Committee of the Whole is concerned, 
the conferees can have no greater power than the House itself 
could have; so that if the Committee of the Whole can not adda 
word in the text of the bill apart from the amendment of the 
Senate, then the conferees have no power to add to the text of 
the bill. That matter in the committee at that time was con- 
sidered exhaustively, or at considerable length. There was quite 
a controversy in the House, and there was a great effort being 
made in the committee to amend the Senate amendment. 

The subject-matter was precisely the one before the House, and 
the Chairman then ruled that although it was germane to the sub- 
ject-matter, you could not add in the bill an amendment to the 
text which had been agreed to, in a different place, although only 
one word away from the amendment of the Senate. 

Now, here is a proposition to add as an amendment the words 
“or official,“ which have no relation whatever, so far as the sub- 
ject-matter is concerned, to the Senate amendment and not in 
connection with the amendment, words which could not possibly 
be used along with the Senate amendment and which do not re- 
late to it. It seems to me that the conferees in that respect have 
exceeded their powers, and I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not quite understand the ex- 
act point of objection. The Chair has the bill before him. 

r. MANN. The Chair will see that the Senate amendment 
in line 8, page 161, adds the words, or any other.“ Senate amend- 
ment inserts the words“ or any other.“ Now, the conferees pro- 
pose to insert in line 5, the same page, after the word“ personal,” 
the words or official,” making a change of the text of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the gentleman, his 
point is that this matter to was not in conference; that in 
the printed bill, in amendment 235, in line 5, after the word“ per- 
sonal,” the words or official’? were inserted by the conferees, 
according to their report, as a part of this report. 

The gentleman refers to the language that ‘‘no of any 
money appropriated by this or any other act shall be available 
for paying expenses of horses and carriages or drivers therefor 
for the personal use of any officer, and the gentleman complains 
that the conferees insert the words or official“ after the word 
„personal.“ so that it reads personal or official use.“ The gen- 
tleman claims that the conferees did not have jurisdiction—— 

Mr. MANN. To change the text of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. To insert the words or official.“ 

Mr. MANN. That is it. 

The SPEAKER. In other words, that there was no disagree- 
ment between the House and the Senate touching the use of horses 
and carriages for official purposes. The Chair will hear from the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hemenway]. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. r. Speaker, the subject-matter of this 
provision of the bill was the use of carriages by officials of the 
Government. The House sought by this provision of the bill to 
provan the use of carriages by other than the President or the 

retary to the President and the heads of D: tments. That 
was the provision as it passed the House. That was what the 
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Honse sought todo. When the bill went to the Senate, the Sen- 
ate amended by adding, at the end of line 3, the words or any 
other,” and again, in line 6, it amends by adding the words “ by 
this or any other act. The amendments of the Senate, we in- 
sist, leave the whole item open for conference. The conferees 
seek to reconcile the difference between the two Houses by adding 
after the word personal the words or official.” The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Many] cites a conference report where the 
conferees, I apprehend, sought to add a word to a section that was 
not open and which had not been amended by the Senate. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will permit me, Mr. Speaker, in 
the case which I cited the Senate added the word artificial“ 
before the word coloration,” and theruling was that, that being 


added in the Senate, we could not add after the word colora- | ommendation 


tion ” the words “ except colored butter.” That was the ruling. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman changed the whole scope 
of his provision by adding that. 

Mr. ot at all. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. This simply makes it more definite. 

Mr. MANN. Artificial coloration’? meant one thing. An 
amendment was proposed to make that read artificial colora- 
tion, except colored butter,” and the ruling was that it could not 
be done, because it inserted an amendment in the text of the bill 
one word away from the amendment. 

Mr. AY. Let me suggest this to the gentleman: 


The House passed this bill with a provision intending to prevent | there 


the use of money aie a ao in the bill for carriages for any 
one except the President, his secre’ „and the heads of the Ex 
ecutive ts. The Senate thought the House had not 

me far enough. It added the words by this or any other act.” 
The conferees, in order to reach an agreement, have simply am- 
plified the restriction proposed to be put upon the use of certain 
3 property. The character, quality, and extent of the pub- 


c property in question are not affected by the action of the con- 
ferees. 
The conferees on the part of the House insisted that if the re- 


striction, applying to money in one bill only, was to be applied to 
moneys appropriated in all other bills, as pro by the te, 
then the restriction should be amplified as stipulated in this re- 
port, and the effect is simply to do what both Houses have all 
along proposed to do—that is, provide that no one shall have the 
use of a carriage excepting the President, his secretary, or the 
heads of De ents, fore, by the action of the Senate 
as modified by the action of the conferees in agreeing to an 
amendment, the legislation intended by the House and the Senate 
is in no wise changed, but, on the contrary, is made more definite, 
so that the intention of the House and the intention of the Sen- 
ate will be carried out in the enactment of this provision in the 


bill. 
Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, he is making 
the same speech which I made to the Chair on the oleomargarine 


bill. I thought the ruling of the Chair to be wrong, but I take it 
that a ruling made by the Chair constitutes a precedent for the 


government of the House, I read from the RECORD: 


Mr. Scorr. I understand the Chair to hold that the text of the original 
bill, which has passed both Houses, is sacred and can not be touched in this 


The CHAIRMAN. That is the opinion and ruling of the Chair. 


Now, what is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I insist, notwithstanding the statement 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], that the committee 
of conference have not exceeded their jurisdiction or violated the 
rules and practice that obtain in conferences, 

The proposition is just this: The House proposed a restriction 
on the use of such carriages and horses as are procured with 
money appropriated in one particular act; the Senate extended 
the proposed iction to carriages and horses procured with 
money appropriated in all acts; to which amendment the House 

i and referred the controversy or ring, e between 
the two Houses to the conference committee for the purpose of 
reconciliation. Assuming, as the conference committee did, that 
the real controversy between the two Houses was the question 
of the use of carriages and horses belonging to the Government, 
and in order to bring the two Houses together on the question, 
they have recommended, first, that the House agree to the propo- 
sition of the Senate to extend the proposed restriction to all 
moneys appropriated by , and, second, that the Senate 
agree that the use of such carriages and horses shall be restricted 


both to personal and official purposes. 
Mr. . There can be no doubt that the ruling on the 
oleoma: ine bill covered identically this case. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
in charge of the conference report that while the Chair, as now 
advised, could rule upon this point of order, yet it is matter of 
such importance that the Chair would be glad to have until a 
later hour to-day or possibly to-morrow morning to consider this 
question, 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent that the matter 
go over until to-morrow morning. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [A pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. x 
LEASES FOR POST-OFFICE PREMISES, 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. S er, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Roads to report to the House 
8 resolution which I send to the desk. 

resolution (H. Res. 118) was read, as follows: 


for post-office premises were cancoled and the rent in 
of influential Representatives;” 1 
Whereas it is in 


and 
the same that “if a Member of Congress 

requested an increase in the clerk hire wed a postmaster Bea’ usuall: 
complied, regardless of the merits of the EST a beer 
in cases of an aggravated character are cited on pages 133, 


eas certa: 
GVV rges; 
t Members of Congress 


0 a 
ereason page 145 of said report it is 
have violated section 3739 of the Revised +tatntes, and that in the face of 

Members of Congress for the 


this sri ger tod Beavers Ha 3 contracts with — 1 
rental of premises, either in their own 
= 22 names, names of their agents, or 


the 


Whereas these charges and others contained in ergs at eg 
integrity of the membership of this House, and upon individual Members of 
this House whose names are not mentioned: Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the 5 of this House appoint a committee, consisting 
of five Members of this House, to investiga’ cha: in connection 


te rges, and 
ities in the conduct of tho Post-Office De- 


frauds or irregularities in the conduct of the Post-Office D 

In line 10 strike out “frauds, and irregularities.” 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The Clerk is mistaken in the reading. 
The words which the Clerk has just read as if stricken out by the 
committee were stricken ont before the resolution was referred. 
That is not the recommendation of the committee. I ask that 
the Clerk read the language of the resolution, omitting 3 
stricken out, which were stricken out upon the su ion of the 
author of the resolution when it was originally submitted. 

Mr. HAY. Those words were stricken out not upon my sug- 
gestion, but upon a point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. OVERSTREET, At all events, those words are not a part 
of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, this is a departure from the usual 
custom; but with the explanation made, the Clerk will report the 
resolution, omitting the words which have been erased. 

The resolution was again read, as follows: 

red, That the Speaker of this House po a committee, consisting 
of five Members of this House, to investigate said charges; that said commit- 
tee have power tosend for persons and pa to enforce the production of 
the same, to examine witnesses under oath, to have the assistance of a ste- 
nographer, and to have power to sit ing the sessions of the House, and to 
exercise tions ry to a com investigation of said charges, 
and to report the result of investiga’ as soon as practicable. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, the committee has unani- 
mously directed me to a recommendation that this resolu- 
tion lie upon the table. fore I make the formal motion, how- 
ever, that the resolution be so disposed of, I wish to submit to the 
House a proposition for} unanimous consent for general debate on 
the resolution, which has been agreed upon, so far as the commit- 
tee membership of both parties could control this matter. The 
proposition is that notwithstanding the motion to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table the subject-matter may be debated generally for 
two hours, one hour to be controlled by myself and one hour by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon], and that at the end 
r.. SDDOX. Ms Lask the gentlem 

5 3 y e an a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I should have preferred to submit my 
proposition before yielding; but I yield. 

Mr. MADDOX. Why can we not get copies of this report be- 
fore we begin this discussion? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will explain that. 

Mr. MADDOX. Why should we begin the discussion upon this 
very short notice, when nobody here has ever seen the report? 
We should like to see the report, so that we may know something 
abont it before we begin the discussion. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Answering the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Mappox] before I complete my first statement, I will sa 
that we had no authority, in fact, to order this report penned, 
However, for the purpose of accommodating the membership of 
the House, I have stretched my authority somewhat by ordering 
it printed in advance, subject, of course, to the ratification of the 
House, in order that Members might have the document upon 
their desks. The Printing Bureau promised to have copies of the 
report sent directly to ee e Serie desk on this floor for the 
use of Members. If that promise is kept, the copies should be in 
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CCC hour at the furthest. I 

did the best I could. I made that request on last Saturday, im- 
mediately after the committee authorized this report. Naturally 
it has taken some time to prepare the document. I think, how- 
ever, that the suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia will 
be ponte gira with before the conclusion of the time I have indi- 
cated. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes, sir. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. In view ofthe fact that this report osten- 
sibly reflects on the membership of this House, does not the gentle- 
man think it would be fair and proper toward Members to ask 
that the report be printed and then call the matter up to-morrow 
or the next day, when Members will have had a chance to read 
the report and know what is in it? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to my friend from Alabama 
that *‘ ostensibly this report reflects on Members” is a statement 

- that the committee is in no wise responsible for, nor will the re- 
port sustain that statement. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that; but the Fourth As- 
sistant Postmaster-General, as I understand, has reflected on the 
membership of this House. 

Mr. OVERST EET. Quite to the contrary. The report of 
the Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General in no way says that a 
12 were any law, except in the case of 

easing their indivi property for post- office purposes. There 
F those cases, and the committee explains all of them 
y- 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I understand the matter, I have been 
under the impression all the time that there was a report that 
was covered by the Hay resolution that did reflect on the mem- 
bership of this House; and I understand that the Post-Office Com- 
mittee have called for the facts and propose to report these facts 
tothe House. Now, I do not mean to say he has reflected on the 
membership of this House, but I have understood all the time the 
report did. If it has not been found that there was such, and if 


that has been investigated and considered, what is the use of dis- 


mous consent, of course, that the committee has felt so strongly 
that there is no reflection upon the integrity or conduct of the 
Members growing out of their various recommendations in the 
Post-Office Department that it was fair to the membership and 
the country to give the facts publicity, willing to give it out in a 
proper and lawrul way rather than to appear to suppress some- 
peng which might be magnified and exaggerated from what the 
truth is. 

Now, then, in view of the unanimous report of the committee, 
representing both of the parties npon the floor, that this resolu- 
tion ought to lie upon the table for the reason that the facts before 
the committee di igation of Members, 
it was thought that the Members could well afford for a short 
time to consider the question without going into the detail of read- 
ing the several hundred cases which are given in this report. 

Speaking for myself, I do not believe there is an instance in all 
of these cases which in any wise reflects upon the conduct of 
Members, other than a construction which some person might 
make as to the motive which pted the constituency and the 
public officers who . legitimate duty; but in view 
of the overwhelming sentiment, which has been to a large ex- 
tent engendered by the press, that we were keeping something 
from the open light of day, the committee unanimously recom- 
mends to the House that the House show to the country an 
abstract of each one of these cases, which makes a complete ex- 
oneration, in my judgment, of the attitude of Members and will 
intrench them m the ig 0 and honor of the country, where 
they have been prompted by the honest efforts of their constitu- 
encies to make recommendations for consideration by a great 

rtment, because 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will it me. 

Mr. OVERSTREET (continuing). Because Í think it due to 
the interests of the country to carry out their duty to their con- 
stituencies. I am not disposed at all to force this upon the atten- 
tion of the House at this time if they feel, or any considerable 
number feel, we should consider it at some other time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman will allow me just a 
moment. Iam glad to hear what the gentleman says, that this 
difficulty which was stated by the press, as containing a reflection 
upon the membership of this House, has no warrant; and I am 


not warrant any inv: 


be- | Orleans Railroad Company to construct a bridge 


glad to know that the committee is giving a report containing 


all the facts and testimony, and that they are gi it ont fully. 
We are not, by allowing this matter to go over to-morrow, 
suppressing anything from the press. When that report comes 
here they can get it, and take it, and send it out to-day; but I do 
think that it is due to the membership of this House that the re- 
port should be brought in and published that was supposed to 
ma upon them. Infact, as ure eđitorial Ea W in 
one o aa 4 papers y saying that this report, 
involving over one-half of the membership of this House, was to 
be brought in. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is not true. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course it is not. I recognize that 
from what the gentleman says. I think this matter ought to go 
over until to-morrow and give every man on the floor of this 
House an opportunity to read that report from the Postmaster- 
General before we are brought to a vote on the matter. We 
should know the facts of the matter on which we are voting. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan? 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 10136. An act authorizing bail incriminal cases upon ap- 
peal in the courts of Indian Territory; and 

H. R. 1909. An act to authorize the conveyance to the town of 
Winthrop, Mass., for perpetual use as a public road, of a certain 
tract of land. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution and bills of the following titles, in which the concur- 
rence of the House of Re tives was ested: 

S. R. 48. Joint resolution authorizing the ident to extend 
an invitation to the Twelfth International Congress of Hygiene 
ae Demography to hold its thirteenth congress in the city of 


S. 4387. An act to authorize the Chicago, St. Louis and New 
across the Ten- 
nessee River near Gilbertsville, Ky.; 

S. 3596. An act to amend section 2327 of the Revised Statutes 
of Set mare pon oe 3 mineral lands; 

1974. amendi act of Congress approved Janu- 
ary 26, 1895, entitled An act a izi C 
Interior to correct errors where double allotments of land have 
erroneously been made to an Indian, to correct errors in patents, 
and for other purposes: and 

S. 3. An act to regulate electrical wiring in the District of 
Columbia. 

The message also announced that the President pro tempore 
had appointed Mr. Perrus and Mr. Lone members of the joint 
committee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in the act of 
February 16, 1889, entitled “ An act to authorize and provide for 
the disposition of useless papers in the Executive Departments,” 
for the disposition of useless papers in the Post-Office and Navy 
Departments. 

LEASES FOR POST-OFFICE PREMISES. 


Mr. OVERSTREET, I to the gentleman from Michigan. 


ield 
[ H. I understood the gentleman from 
Indiana to say that he hađ investigated the matter and to say 
3 there is no evidence reflecting upon any Member of the 
couse. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is my personal judgment. 

Mr. WM. ALDENSMITH. Now, I would tke to know whether 
the minority concede as much? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The minority, I will say, hold that there 
are some few instances which are susceptible of construgtion 
whether a Member has not exceeded his right as a Member in ex- 
ercising his influence, but not in violation of any law. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Do they distinguish between these 
cases? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iam perfectly willing to leave it to the 
minority members of the committee to answer the question, be- 
cause I have the utmost confidence in them. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to make this sug- 
gestion to the gentleman, that you ask unanimous—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Excuse me just a moment. On that 
proposition, if you will let me state a proposition before you ask 
the , I may meet your desire. Í want to suggest, Mr. 
Speake T, that Iam disposed to believe that the request of Mem- 
bers is fair, and there is no disposition upon my part to object. and 
without any objection from any member of the Post-Office Com- 
mittee, which was expecting this matter to be brought up to-day, 
I will ask unanimous consent, when we have this morning fixed 
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the time for general debate, that then the matter may go over 
until Wednesday. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will suggest this, that you 
ask unanimous consent that upon Monday, immediately after the 


Mr. OVERSTREET. This is Monday. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 
mediately after the reading of the Journal we shall then take up 
this matter, and that you couple with it your former request for 
general debate, etc. 28 ites 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Of course, Mr. Speaker, it isa privileged 
resolution, and could be called up at any time. But I do not, 
however, wish to interfere with the regular order which has 
heretofore been determined upon. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I sub- 
mit this proposition for unanimous consent, that the matter be 
taken up for consideration immediately after the reading of the 
Journal on Wednesday, and that two hours general debate be had 
upon the proposition, one hour of the time to be controlled by 
myself and one hour to be controlled by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee Mr. Moon], and at the end of that time the vote be taken 
upon the motion to table. ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And, Mr. Speaker, that in the mean- 
time the report be Pa and distributed. : 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes; and that the report be printed as 
submitted to-day. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Indiana—— , 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That there isa feeling about meamong a 
number of gentlemen, and I include myself, that two hours will 
not be sufficient. Is the gentleman from Indiana not willing to 
say four hours, two hours to a side? 

r. OVERSTREET. I will compromise with my friend and 

ive as my reason that the post-office supply bill will be before the 
ouse, and I do not want to take up too much time to its disad- 
vantage. Suppose I would modify that and say three hours—an 
hour and a half on each side? 
- Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from Indiana 
eld? : 
dead OVERSTREET. Fora question. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well. I think the gentleman is 
asking a great deal of this House, before anybody has had achance 
to read this proof, to say we shall only be permitted an hour toa 
side to consider this matter. I understand this report contains a 
thousand pages of printed matter. I shall not consent myself to 
limiting this debate to one honr to a side. d 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I said an hour and a half tu a side. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Why not give us two hours and a 
half on aside? 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Tennessee doubtless rec- 
ognizes the fact that no debate is in order upon this proposition, 
this being a report to lay on the table. 

Mr. G ES of Tennessee. Certainly the gentleman ought to 
give more than an hour to a side. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iam willing to give an hour and a half 
on a side. I think that the gentleman will have no difficulty in 
getting recognition. : j 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that on Wednesday next, after the reading of the 
Journal, this subject shall be taken up, and that an hour and a 
half of debate be om each side, one-half of the time to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Indiana and one-half of the time 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon], when a vote shall 
be taken upon the motion that the resolution lie upon the table. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentle- 
man coupled with that the request that in the meantime the 
Bristow report shall be printed. 5 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I expect to submit the report at once, 
and it will be printed as a matter of course. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. S er, I understood the ar- 
rangement to be that after general debate was closed and before 
the motion was made to lay upon the table this question could 
be presented to the House by way of an amendment to the resolu- 
tion for a general investigation of the Post-Office Department, 
subject to the objection by the gentleman from Indiana under 
a point of order as he saw Bd to make it. 

r. OVERSTREET. That is quite correct, Mr. Speaker. I 
omitted that, although I think that they would have the right to 
do that without unanimous consent. The proposition is that at 
the close of the general debate and before a vote is taken upon the 
motion to lay on the table a substitute may be offered, I resery- 
ing a right to interpose an objection that it is not germane. 

r. MOON of Tennessee. An amendment or a substitute? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Either. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


I mean Wednesday—that im- j 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit the report 
of the committee and ask that it be printed under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana, chairman of 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, by direction of 
that committee, submits a report, with the resolution that has 
already been reported, and asks that it be printed. Is there ob- 


ection? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, but 
under this order they would go to the document room? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I believe so. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. How many copies will be printed? 

Mr. OVERSTREET, I do not know. 

The SPEAKER. The usual number of copies. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not know what the usual number is. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Congress has been indicted by the press, 
and I ask the gentleman from Indiana to couple with his motion 
a request that the report also be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I can not agree to that, Mr. Speaker. It 
is too cumbersome to be printed in the Recorp and would be a 
needless expense. I have no objection to double the usual num- 
ber of copies 1 75 printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman also make the mo- 
tion that one-half go to the folding room and one-half to the docu- 
ment room? J 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I understand that the usual number is 
1,682. Now, Task that 4,000 copies be printed, one-half to go to 
the folding room and one-half to the document room. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
5 Union for the consideration of the post-office appropriation 


The motion was to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
wee House on the state of the Union, with Mr. BOUTELL in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
the post-office appropriation bill, the title of which the Clerk will 


report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 13521) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 3), 1905, and for other purposes. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The motion was 4 1 5 to. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, before entering upon an 
explanation of the bill, I wish to state to the committee that I 
did not think it advisable to-day to undertake to fix the limitation 
of the discussion under general debate. But I sincerely trust that 
until that limitation shall be fixed by the House the time may be 
divided equally under the suggestion of myself and the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Moon], the minority leader of the commit- 


tee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that the time may be controlled by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] on behalf of the minority, and by 
the chairman of the committee on behalf of the majority until 
further order by the House. Isthereobjection? [Aftera pause. ] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, the bill now before the 
committee authorizes the expenditure during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1905, of $169,996,588.75, carrying $16,484,039 more 
than the bill for the current fiscal year, which appropriated $153,- 
511,549.75. The increased appropriation authorized by this meas- 
ure over the current lawis 10.8percent. Itreduces the estimates 
submitted by the Department by an amount equal to 83,269. 181, 
authorizing of the estimates submitted an amount less by that 
sum. Nevertheless the bill carries $1,910,818.75 more than the 
estimates, and I desire to explain what otherwise would appear a 
mathematical inaccuracy. The regular estimates did not pro- 
yide for complete estimates in the rural-delivery service. 

While the report of the Department contained certain recom- 
mendations, the estimates submitted did not include complete 
estimates to cover the recommendations concerning the rural 
service, and the committee has authorized in this bill an appro- 
priation of $5,200,000 for rural services more than the Department 
estimates. Gentlemen will then see the apparent discrepancy in 
the figures. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will ask the gentleman, Mr. 
Chairman. if he intends to raise the salaries of the rural carriers? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much? 
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ties, the demand within the service for increased salaries, the 
demands for higher rates of contracts, are, like the poor, “always 
with us.” But when the Government looks at the question of 
appropriations from the standpoint of economy as well as effi- 
ciency in the service it is compelled, as any individual in his in- 
dividual transactions would be forced to do, to consider both 
sides of the vg el 

I submit at this point a statement I have prepared which shows 
e service, and also the a 

iations authorized i , arranging these a; riations 
by the groups I have named. kga 


Mr. OVERSTREET, One hundred and twenty dollars. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman think that is 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I do; as I think F be- 
lieve when he takes into account all of the itions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in order to bring to the attention of the 
committee the conditions of the postal service and the appropria- 
tions for it, I wish to call attention to the receipts and expendi- 
tures, as compared with the appropriations for the past few years, 
as appears from the following statement: 

Analysis of appropriations—History of recent years. 


envelopes, 
121, 848, 047.00 cards; second-class ee aes receipts trom 
2,817, 684. 00 rents; letter postage paid Y, Fon for- 
138, 416, 588.00 count fines and ties; receipts from unclaimed 4 
138, 610, 309. 00 pts; money-order business. 
ee APPROPRIATIONS AUTHORIZED. 
153,511, 549.00 8 Group 1.—Organiszation. 
000.00 Postmasters, First class, second class, third class 
Ter $00. 000.00 3,650; fourth 69,000. Total, 74,145. si * 
7,000,000. CO First-class offices are all offices whose receipts are $40,000 and over. Sala- 
ino oe 88 2 . — r receipts are $3,000 and up to $40,000. 
ani 
160/000; 000,00 | Salaries range from $2,000 to $2,900. Wen 
10, 000, 000. 00 Third offices are all whose receipts are $1,000 and up toand not 
There is a constantly growing deficit in the postal service be- 8 n Their pay is 
cause of two principal features, one of which is the ever increas- | based upon cancellations of stamp revenue, all box rents, and ion of 
demand for promotions and increases of salaries, and the —_ ns per quarter they got 100 pes cont, on 
other the demand for increased facilities that are constantly bein pony ‘and all the balance = — 1 3) 
experimented with and which later ripen into a permanency and | for four consecutive > quartera hen the office class, 
involve a higher nditure for the benefit of the sery- | amounts do not include the ms—3 cents per order— 
ice, resulting in both cases in an increased outlay, while the re- “Manet being token io CFF 
ceipts do not increase in the same proportion. a business | basis of 50 per cent of the postmaster’s . Number, 1,654. t light, 
transaction the rule usually obtains to first look to the amount | and fuel, 000. Third-class offices rent and $80 fuel and 
which your business will receive before you determine exactly EATR Rigen et, SAR a A o oY 


post-office cars, $5, foreign mails, $2,650,000; inland steamboat, $700,000; 
facilities, $170,000. Star service, Wagon service, 
Theil: messenger service, $1,300,000, roe, pute 


the expenditures. It has, however, in the postal service been 
quite the reverse. The demands for expenditures have been 
made without considering the receipts from the various channels 
provided for by law. 

For the purpose of more clearly fixing in the minds of the com- 
mittee the entire service and the relation of one branch to an- 


carry more clearly in mind the expenditures of the various 7tal—.————r“”m (' 1,804, 500 

branches. The Pao ee eee equipment by the eee 

appointment of postmasters and their assistants; by the rent of | guppfz D Slang t. Fü. Dew 1 —— ry pls wp 
dings for post-office purposes; for the transportation of the ping twine, #24500 wrapping paper, 5 blanks, etc., for the ma r 

mail by rail and water; by the star service, which supplements the | service, „ This includes the mafl-bag and 

water and rail transportation and connects the different commu- | ™%illock shop and the miso-lianeous 


ii 708.000. This is the supplies for the raising of revenue, 
covering the man of stamps, stamped envelopes, newspaper 


wrappers, and 
Pt r Three hundred thousand dollars of this is for 
for the service and $150,000 for supplies for the rural- 


nities; by the wagon service, which hauls the mail from depot to 
depot and from depots to offices, and by the mail messe serv- 
ice, which supplements that portion where the ces are 
beyond the limit under the railroad contract for the delivery of 
the mail. That I classify as the group for the organization of 
the service. That organization must be equipped and put into 
operation whether a single letter is dispatched or not. 

It is true that in the case of the transportation of mail the quan- 
tity controls the amount of pay, but the contracts for the service 
must be entered into whether there is any mail distributed or not. 
In the second group I place the facilities or aids to the promotion of 
the service— 5 of the mail so that it may be delivered 
more promptly to the points of destination. Those facilities are 
the street-railway service, which carries the mail by cars within 
the large cities; second, the pneumatic tubes, which assist in the 
rapid dispatch of first-class mail matter; and, third, the canceling 
machines, which aid in the stamp cancellation for the quicker dis- 

tch of the mail of the first class. That I call the second group 

© first being the equipment or organization, and the 
the facilities, 

The third group is that of the es of the service. Each one 

of the four Assistant Postmas eral carries his own sup- 
Those supplies must be penaa for, in a limited number nity loss of 
of cases at least, regardless of the receipts of the service. 

The fourth group is that of the employees, over 90.000 of whom 
are carried in this bill—the letter carriers numbering 22,000; the 
post-office clerks in first and second class offices numbering 24,000; 
the railway mail clerks numbering 12,500, and the rural carriers 
numbering 30,000, as pore for in this bill, and other employees 
of a miscellaneous character aggregating approximately 4,000, 
Those employees are provided for and their com tion fixed, 
whether a single letter is dispatched or not; and the same is true 
of the last group of the miscellaneous subjects, which cover a few 
items of a miscellaneous character. 

In considering these various groups of appropriations carried 
in this bill, the question whether the receipts of the mail service 
are sufficient to meet the expenditures is a matter calling for 
some consideration at the hands of Congress with a view to the 
proper exercise of economy. The public demand for mail facili- 


Additional money used for employees, but number not known: 
Clerks in 10,000 dee ting 


Temporary 
sana het 


Mr. Chairman 2 shall briefly call peace to 8 pomoto 
important items of ap iation an em in 
their action on this bili the exercise of the same economy which 
ee to give to their individual affairs, 

item 
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sible in view of the demands of the country for the facilities of 
the various offices, and has taken all possible precaution to limit 
155 appropriations to the actual needs of this particular branch of 

e service, 

Inthe item for assistant postmasters, as well as for rent of build- 
ings, we have shown the same effort to economize, limiting 
amounts as raa Be possible to what we thought should suffice 
upon a very careful calculation of the actual needs of the service. 

The item of transportation carries $50,000,000. This, Mr. Chair- 
man, is a fruitful subject of attack on the part of le who are 
of the opinion that great extravagancies obtain in the adminis- 
tration of this service. 

The item for railroad transportation alone is approximately 
$40,000,000. The committee, however, while not pretending to 
be absolutely informed upon all the details and intricacies of that 
service, have founda safe harbor of refuge in the very exhaustive 
report u the subject made within recent years by a commis- 
sion of the very highest integrity, and in view of the report of 
that commission we have felt disposed strongly to follow the rec- 
ommendations of the Department with reference to that great 
service upon which so largely depends the prompt and accurate 
dispatch of the mails. 

e star service carries over $8,000,000. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Before the gentleman leaves the 
subject of railroad transportation I wish to call his attention to 
the item of $142,000 for carrying the mails from Washington to 
Atlanta and New Orleans, and also to the item of $25,000 for 
transportation upon another line of railroad to Kansas City and 
Newton, Kans. The gentleman has said that he read the reports 
and heard the statements as to the question of railroad transpor- 
tation. Before we come to that point in the bill I wish he would 
state anything which, in his opinion, justifies the committee in 
reporting a subsidy for those two railroads, which are performing 
only the same class of service that various other railroads of the 
country are performing and getting no subsidy. 

Mr. O TREET. The committee recommends the item re- 
ferred to by my colleague [Mr. Rosryson of Indiana], which is 
in the present law and has been in the law for a number of years. 

Mr. BARTLETT... At least fifteen years. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I was not sure as to the time. There is, 
however, some question, I confess—some difference of opinion 
within the committee on that matter. But the committee felt, 
in view of all the circumstances—and I have no doubt their view 
will be fully justified when we reach the item in the bill—that 
they were warranted in recommending this appropriation. 

r. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am in sympathy with the gen- 
tleman’sidea of economy; but I can not understand the rule that 
justifies a subsidy—a plain subsidy—to railroads, in one case of 
$142,000 and in another case of $25,000. I do not see how the 
committee can justify that item of appropriation; and I ask the 

tleman to explain why that unp ented special privilege 
kas been given to these railroads. 

Mr. O TREET, Iam familiar, to some extent, with the 
history of the debate upon that particular item. I think no Con- 
gress has ever authorized this expenditure within recent years 
without considerable debate upon the item. In view of that fact 
I feel safe in predicting that 0 
the committee when it is reached in the reading of the bill; and 
at that time it will be more proper to undertake an explanation 
than it would be at this time. e committee felt, however, as 
we shall state when the item is reached, that the facts did justify 
the recommendation of that ay sore urd 

Mr. Chairman, I suggested that the appropriation carried in 
the bill for star service is approximately $8,000,000. In some lo- 
calities it has been expected—and this tation has been shared 
in many instances by Members of this y—that as the rural- 
delivery service was extended the star service would naturally 
be decreased. But the conditions under which the star service 
has been maintained in very recent years necessarily calls for 

igher appropriations and larger expenditures. 

e time was when anybody, regardless of residence, could bid 
upon the contracts for star service. Under recent rulings, how- 
ever, of the Department no one is permitted to be contracted 
with for this service unless the contractor resides upon the line of 
the service. By reason of that limitation fewer bidders enter the 
field, and this results in higher prices under the contracts than 
have obtained before, when one individual might secure a con- 
tract for a great many lines of star service. 

Furthermore, in very recent years the Department, under the 
authority of Congress, has provided in the star contracts t 
patrons residing along the line of the service may receive their 
individual mail at the hands of the star-route contractor wherever 
they choose to maintain a box for that purpose, from which the 
contractor is obliged to collect such as they deposit. 

The demands, therefore, involving upon the contractor more fre- 
quent trips and higher service naturally and necessarily result 


e item will not escape the notice of | P 


in increased bids and higher expenditure for this service. More 
than that, these contracts are restricted by limitation in the 
contract where the service must be on schedule time, and if the 
carrier, who is the contractor, violates that restriction he is subject 
toafine. The natural tendency, therefore, among bidders is to 
exact ae prices when offering their bids where they are open 
to fines for a violation of the regulations. 

The third provision which has resulted in a larger cost for this 
service is the more frequent trips provided for by the contracts. 
Heretofore the star service was a weekly service, later biweekly, 
and then a triweekly service. Now rarely is there an instance 
but what it is a daily service. The more uent service neces- 
sarily involves higher expenditure, The division of the Govern- 
ment for these contracts separates the entire country into four 
divisions. Letting the contracts et four years, for at least 
one of these divisions, has demonstrated the higher cost in equip- 
ment, the maintenance of the equipment at the hands of the con- 
tractor, better service, better horses, better harness, better wag- 
S outiag pa A os tee tae 

0 ent require er outlay of expen in the s 
service. It is, therefore, Ar. Chairman, not quite correct, in- 
deed far removed from accuracy, to maintain that the extension 
of the rural free-delivery service has resulted in a less expendi- 
ture for star service. 

The same is true in the item of wagons and mail-messenger 
service. The 5 and constant tendency is for higher contrac- 
tural service in this line. Despite the honest and persistent efforts 
of your committee to maintain the lowest possible point in eco- 
nomic administration, we have been obliged, in view of the in- 
vestigations which we have made and the facts there presented, 
to accede to higher appropriations in nearly all of these lines. 

In the third group of facilities the committee haye made some 
reductions in the appropriation for pneumatic-tube service and 
canceling-machine service. In the item for pneumatic tubes we 
have reduced the appropriation, notwithstanding the service is 
made in line with contracts which are already in operation, the 
committee feeling that it is unfair to fail to appropriate when it 
knows the contract is already in existence under a former statute. 

The canceling-machine item is one where we thought the Con- 
gress could afford to makeareductionintheappropriation. Under 
existing law the Department was asked to submit to Congress 
a statement, based upon an investigation by the Post-Office De- 
partment, carrying an opinion concerning the value of the various 
canceling machines and the relative wisdom of rental or purchase 
of those machines. This report had not reached the committee 
when the bill was completed for the consideration of the House, 
The committee felt, however, that in view of recent expenditures 
in that item of appropriation we could well afford to reduce it to 
the basis fixed by the rentals, and therefore recommend $200,000 
for the ensuing fiscal year. Since the completion of the report 
the Department has submitted its recommendation, and I am 
pleased to say that, while we anticipated the report by our recom- 
mendation, the opinion of the Department is exactly in line with 
the recommendation of the committee. 

The third group covers the appropriation for supplies. These 
supplies are so divided that each of the several four Assistant 

ostmasters-General has his individual supply account. I am 
pleased to announce that the committee, on the recommendation 
of the Department, upon the item for supplies, recommend a re- 
duction from the present allowance under the current law. The 
committee has been exceedingly careful in its inquiry from the 
various supply chiefs to ascertain the real need of the appropria- 
tion for the various items of supplies. In our bill we recommend 
a statute which authorizes the Postmaster-General to consolidate 
these four supply divisions, to put them under one supervisor—a 
purchasing agent—who shall be under the direct control and sub- 
ject to the direct order of the Postmaster-General. Your com- 
mittee is of the opinion that this will result in economy in expend- 
iture and in a better administration of the service. 

In the group covering employees comes the heavy appropria- 
tion of $76,500,000, This is the group referred to briefly a mo- 
ment ago as the manning of the organization of the service. 
You must equip the service with men for the dispatch of the du- 
ties of the offices, regardless of what the receipts may be; and if, 
perchance, during the year, forsome cause now unforeseen, those 
receipts should be greatly decreased it would be most difficult to 
reduce the number of employees, notwithstanding the fact that 
such authority would remain in the Department. We carry 
twenty and a half millions of dollars for the 22,000 letter carriers 
of the country. That in its inception was an experiment, insti- 
tuted originally with a view of expediting the delivery of the 


mailsin one of the cities of the Union. It has grown with steadi- 
ness,and it has already been urged that it be extended to com- 
munities of 5,000 inhabitants, 10,00) being now the limit. 


The committee is unable, in view of the increasing demand for 
the letter-carrier service and the maintenance of the present com- 
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pensation for that service, to reduce the item below the recom- 
mendation of twenty and one-quarter million dollars. The item 
of post-office clerks in first and second class offices, carrying in 
round numbers 24.000 clerks, carries $20,000,000. This particular 
field has been most fruitful in the demand for promotions. It is 
embarrassing, as gentlemen would appreciate if once they were 
placed in a similar position, to be constantly criticising an ever- 
trending effort for higher salaries in the service; but in view of a 
business-like administration of the service, with an eye to pro T 
economy in line with proper administration, we are compe to 
challenge the correctness and the necessity of such heavy increases 
of salary, especially because of the demands upon the Treasury for 
the extension of necessary service in various lines for the good of 
the entire country. 

I will say, however, that in this item the committee makes 
some provision for promoting the post-office clerks, but it limits 
its recommendation to theclerks of the lower grades. There has 
never come a time, and I question if it willever come, when there 
will be an absolute and correct adjustment of all salaries of Gov- 
ernment employees, notwithstanding there is a constant effort to 
so adjust the salary to the service that the employee may receive 
a compensating wage for the service that he performs. e com- 
mittee, therefore, in line with these efforts for a fair and equitable 
adjustment of the salaries, recommends some money which may 
be utilized and will be utilized in the promotion of post-office 
clerks of the lower grades. 

I refer to the grades below $1,000. In some instances there are 
promotions above the thousand-dollar grade, but the great bulk 
of the promotions go to the grades below $1,000. There are to-day, 
or will be as we authorize in this bill, 12,500 railway postal clerks 
on duty in the country. The item for this class of employees is, 
in round numbers, $13,000,000. There has been the same effort 
for adjustment of salaries in that service as in the other depart- 
ments of the post-office service. The committee undertakes in 
this instance to provide for some reasonable promotions of clerks 
in the grades of $800, $900, and $1,000, but it does not believe that 
there is a justification in the increases of the salaries of the clerks 
in the higher grades of that service. 

In the miscellaneous employees’ service, such as delivery boys 
and clerks under the heads of divisions, 5 etc., there 
are approximately 3,700 employees, for whose pay the bill carries 
in round numbers oneand one-half million dollars. The remain- 
ing classification of employees is the rural-delivery carrier. There 
are to-day approximately 22,000 rural carriers in the country. 
The Department estimates that within the year ending June 30, 
1905, there will be 30,000 rural carriers in the country; therefore 
we recommend for these carriers’ pay, $20,000,000. Iwill ina 
moment, in addressing myself directly to the rural service, com- 
ment upon the recommendation for increased salary for that class 
of employees. 

I merely wish to say, however, at this point, that the present 

_ fiscal year is the second year of the permanency of the rural sery- 
ice. It was experimental entirely prior to last year. That sery- 
ice, however, has come to stay. It is being very rapidly extended. 
The demand for the service in the rural districts where it has not 

et been inaugurated does not fall far below the demand which 
obtained for several years last past. It must be remembered, 
however, that in the effort of the committee to deal in all fair- 
ness with the proper demands of the service for a proper and 
equitable administration of the fund, it takes into account that 
we can not give all communities at once the rural service, but 
that it will yet require several years, It is only a speculation as 
to how many before the service will have been completed, 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Do you fix any figure upon that 
service? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Do you fix any maximum amount 
to which this service will ultimately go in the next few years? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh, we undertake in no wise to deter- 
mine the extent or completion of this or any other service. We 
only seek to make such appropriations as we believe will meet the 
demands for the respective services within the fiscal year for 
which we are making appropriations. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is, the present demands? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Nevertheless there are a large number 
of communities yet unserved with rural delivery just as anxious 
for the service as those which to-day enjoy that service, The 
committee believes, therefore, that with a proper administration 
of the service it is more in line with a business administration to 
consider fairly the proper demands which will arise within the 
next fiscal year for the extension of the service before we seek to 
complete the service where it is already being enjoyed. 

I suggested a while ago that in round numbers there are 92,000 
of these postal employees. Members must remember that in the 
appropriation for the postal service no account is taken of the 
Department at Washington, which entails a heayy expense on 
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the Treasury. Neither is any consideration given to either the 
expenditures for the construction nor for the maintenance of the 
great post-office buildings throughout the country which are 
owned by the Government. If we were to undertake to make an 
accurate balance sheet to show the expenditures of the Treasury 
due solely to the postal service, it would be necessary to place in 
the item of expenses not only the Department of postal service at 
Washington, with its many, many clerks and officers, but the 
draft upon the Treasury for the original construction of Federal 
buildings occupied for post-office purposes, as well as the main- 
tenance of such parts of these buildings as relate strictly to the 
postal service. 

But outside of the maintenance of post-office buildings owned 
by the Government, outside of the Department at Washington, 
there are over 92,000 employees of the postal service cared for by 
the bill now before this committee. en you undertake, as a 
public legislator, to discharge your duty as you are doing, with an 
eye to the economy of expenditure. you are compelled to listen 
to the Government's side of the case when you insist upon con- 
stant increases of salaries for these 92,000 employees. 

I do not question but that in many of the cases these demands 
are based upon equity. Iconcede that a great government should 
not exact of its employees a service that is greater than the wages 
which it provides him. But in fairness to the Treasury, in fair- 
ness to the deficit in the service which every Member must accept 
and which stares us in the face, it is not a good time now to in- 
sist upon increase of salaries for all of these employees, especially 
in view of ee liberality. Ido not ascribe to them any unworthy 
motive in their demands. 

I do not deny that it is proper for any individual to desire higher 
compensation from his employer than he receives, but I feel it 
the duty of this committee to call the attention of the House and 
of the country to the great demands upon the public Treasury 
for the increase of these salaries. The committee has undertaken 
in the cases to which I have directed attention—the post-office 
clerks, and the railway mail clerks, and the rural-delivery car- 
riers—some provisions for their promotion and increase of their 
salaries; but unless Congress shall exercise a firm hand in pro- 
viding appropriations for promotion purposes solely, the deficit 
in the postal service must n ily increase in the same pro- 
portion as we authorize the increase of these salaries, 

Mr. LES B. LANDIS. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man what the deficit for the last year was compared with the 
deficits of the previous two years? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In my introductory remarks I called at- 
tention to the fact that the deficit in the service for the fiscal year 
ending June 80, 1902, was over $2,000,000 and under $3,000,000. 
The deficit for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, was over 
$4,000,000, and the estimated deficit for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1904, is over $7,000,000; and basing our expenditure on the ap- 
propriation which this bill authorizes, the deficit for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, will be in excess of $10,000,000. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS, Was not the deficit several years 
ago as great as $11,000,000? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It was over $12,000,000 at one time. As 
a general proposition it may be accepted that wherever a new 
facility is inaugurated for the benefit of the postal service—a new 
expedition facility—there invariably occurs an increase in the ex- 
penditure, and naturally an increase in the deficit. 

This second proposition may be accepted as true, that there 
never occurs a time when the revenue of the service approaches 
the expenditures, so that there is an apparent balance nearly, but 
what the demand for increased facilities is increased. Therefore 
it has not occurred in many years that the receipts of the service 
have ever equaled the expenditures. No sooner did the receipts 
approach the expenditures under the 3-cent postage rate than 
the demand for a lower postage was acceded it, and the year fol- 
lowing the falling off of the postal receipts was so heavy that the 
largest deficit then known to the service occurred, the deficit that 
year being about $7,000,000. There is no question but that the 
lower rate of postage on first-class matter resulted ultimately in 
larger receipts of postage. 

here is no question but when the letter-carrier service was 
first inaugurated, it resulted in a heavy draft on the Treasury 
and the deficit was increased, but just as true as in the change in 
postal rate, so in the adoption of the letter-carrier facilities, it re- 
sulted, by the rapid-delivery system, of a larger supply of letters 
for the service and hence a larger revenue, and then the deficit 
was reduced. 

When the postal car was inaugurated for the quick distribution 
of the mail while in transit before it reached the point of destina- 
tion, the expenditure was increased and became a heavier draft 
upon the Treasury, and the deficit again increased. 

But, as in the case of free-delivery service, the letter carriers 
effected a more expeditious delivery of mail, so the postal-car serv- 
ice resulted in a betterment of the service and a more rapid dis- 
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tribution and delivery of mail. It stimulated business, which re- | 
sulted in an increase in the purchase of stamps, and the revenue the service, and that all 


again in and we were a ing again a balance be- 
tween receipts and expenditures when the rural service came un- 
der consideration. The rapid development of that service, bene- 
ficial as it is to the country. has unquestionably resulted in such 
increased expenditure that it is largely—almost entirely—respon- 
sible for the present deficit and that which bids fair to occur in 
the next year. 

In view of the increasing deficit occasioned by the rural service, 
the committee feels that it is proper to consider most carefully 
the wisdom of increasing the expenditures of that service beyond 
a point of equity and fairness to the employees of that service. 
I am informed that the Secretary of the Treasury estimates a 
large deficit in the general revenues of the country—not a deficit 


in actual money on hand, but that the receipts compared with ex- | the 


ditures will result in a general deficit in the . Lam 

formed that the estimat> calls for approximately $23,000,000 of 

a deficit. If every item of this bill now under consideration shall 

be approved by this House and become a law, it will carry enough 

ditures to cause almost. if not quite, one-half of the deficit 

of the entire revenues of the Government. I do not therefore 

criticise the rural service when I suggest the propriety of caution 
and conservatism in our appropriations for that service. 

I said a moment ago that on the Ist of March of this year there 
were in operation, approximately, 22,000 rural routes, and thatin 
the second year of its permanent organization. It is estimated 
by the De nt and believed by the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads that 600 routes a month is about all that 
the Department can inaugurate during the next fifteen months. 
The petitions that are being filed for this service have not in the 
past few months exceeded 500 a month. There will be remaining 
on the Ist day of April of petitions unexamined, eee 
5.000. With the force now in operation in the u, those 
5,000 petitions can be examined, and if the examination warrants 


the service inaugurated, and all of the petitions to be filed during | try districts. 


the next fiscal year at the rate of 500 a month can be taken care 
of, with the additional increase in rural agents and the appropri- 
ation recommended by the committee. This is apopular, but also 
msive service. 
. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
an interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. COWHERD. I would like to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana whether he made any estimate of the bable number of 
rural carriers that would be in the service when it was extended 
3 the territory that is properly situated for a service of 

tid 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I did not make any such estimate. I 
hesitate to make even a guess at it. The difficulty is this, that 
in the first place it is hard to tell what portions of the country are 
to-day sufficiently populated to justify the increase of rural serv- 
ice, and in the second place it is even more difficult to a xi- 
mate how rapidly communities at present settled may 
develop into such density of population as to justi e ange 
ration of the service. I can see no time, however in the fu- 
ture my feeble sight may go, when there may not be an extension 
of the rural service, just as I can not foretell how many commu- 
nities of small population to-day are ripening into cities of the 
second and first classes, which will demand letter carriers and all 
of the other facilities which the postal service now extends to 
cities of those classes. 

Mr. COWHERD. The reason I asked the gentleman the ques- 
tion is that I remember that Postmaster-General Smith estimated 
there were only about 1,000,000 square miles of territory in the 
United States which was fit for a service of that character, and 
he estimated that about 41.000 carriers would fully complete the 
service. Iask the gentleman if it is not a fact that we have got- 
ten far enough along to know that that is a very great underesti- 
mate of the number needed? 

Mr. OVE Most certainly, and because better calcu- 
lators than I claim to be have so far erred in their estimates of 
the extent of this service, I hesitate to even make a guess of its 
final extent. I believe, however, that althongh we have gone but 
little more than halfway through the second year of the perma- 
nency of this service, we have seen enough to challenge our at- 


tention to the importance of exercising great conservatism 


respect 
ing the appropriations for that service, before it shall haye gone | th 
so far as to become unwieldy and greater than the National Treas- 


within a limit of 25 miles 100 families may reside who shall have 
throughout the county to those existing upon half of its routes 
shall ee with service, then you have your 
map rural-delivery service without taking into account 
where the money is to come from with which to pay for it. 

Considerable guesswork has been in concerning the 
revenues of the rural service. I do not to assume that the 
proper way to estimate the benefits of that service is in dollars 
and cents. I believe the greatest benefit comes rae ep pro- 
motion of contentment and enjoyment in rural life. is system 
of rural delivery will, I trust, make possible the withdrawal from 
the congested settlements of largely populated cities a population 
which will add to the improvement and enjoyment of country 
life. Nevertheless, we are obliged, in fairness to ourselves and 

eT , to consider the dollar-and-cent side of this appro- 
priation. 

Mr. Chairman, in considering the revenue from the rural serv- 
ice we have no other way to j of its extent than that which 
obtairs in considering the revenue from any other of the branches 
of the postal service. Calculating, however, the receipts and ex- 
penditures of the rural service by routes as we do by fices, 
crediting to each route the amount of money received in cancella- 
tion of stamps and other postal receipts, and charging each route 
with the legitimate expense which it entails, we are confronted 
with the amazing fact that the Government to-day is suffering 
a loss in excess of $400 on each rural route in operation. 

Now, there is a very proper suggestion to be made with refer- 
ence to the accuracy of that statement. Unquestionably the 
rural service has stimulated mail for delivery to the residences on 
the rural routes, where the postal receipts are credited to the 
offices where that mail is originally deposited. It is utterly im- 
possible to determine how much of the receipts of the postal 
service generally is attributable to the stimulus given to the mail 


The patrons of the rural districts receive more mail than they 
dispa But looking at this matter from the standpoint of the 
t receipts and expenditures for service, we must 


group all the receipts from whatever sources received and put 
in one item all the expense on whatever of the service it ma 

fall, and subtract one from the other. this instance the 8 
shows clearly a general deficit exceeding 810,000. 000, while a few 
years ago there was less than $2,000,000 deficit chargeable to the 


service. 
Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 
Mr. PERKINS. I see that in one provision of the bill the pay 
of rural carriers is raised to 8720, and there is a provision per- 
itting them to do certain classes of work. Now, in the district 
where I reside, and I presume in many others, the carriers do cer- 
tain work for the newspapers. From this source carriers in my 
district make on an average from $75 to $100 a year. 

. OVERSTREET. If the gentleman will pardon me, I was 


Mr. O 

approaching 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish the gentleman would be kind enough 
to state (because I can not ascertain it for fia whether work 
of that kind is forbidden by this bill; and if so for what reason. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will explain that, I trust, fully. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will announce that the gentle- 
man from Indiana has consumed one hour. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman may 
be itted to conclude his remarks. 

e CHAIRMAN, The time is entirely at the disposition of 
the gentleman from 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ithank the committee, and I think I will 
conclude very soon. 

I desire to call attention to the fact that while it is quite impos- 
sible to determine exactly the revenues as compared with the ex- 
penditures, nevertheless the fact confronts us that, grouping the 
receipts and ing those receipts from all expenditures, the 
deficit in the receipts as te pey the expenditures is rapidly in- 
creasing and next year be $10,000,009 or more, while very 
recently the deficit was greatly less than that amount. 

The rural service e een up to this hour entailed a 
much greater expense 
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stage of the service the carriers were paid but $300 a year and re- 
quired substantially to furnish the same equipment they furnish 
to-day. 

For the specific reason that txe service was then. rimental, 
as the Department could not tell how far it should be extended 
nor at what rate of expenditure for the carriers, the rural carriers 
were ifically exempted from the restriction of letter carriers 
generally who were denied the privilege of doing an express- 
package business. Congress believed at that time that because of 
the small pay given the carrier it was proper and fair to allow him 
to make money upon a side line which might compensate him 
where the Government service h d failed to doso. But we are 
now entering the permanent establishment and operation of the 
service. 

The time has come, in the judgment of the Post-Office Com- 
mittee, when the carrier in the rural community should be given 
his particular official status. We believe it is time now to de- 
fine the carrier in the country communities the same as in the 
cities. We believe he should not be made a part huckster for the 
country district, agent for bookstores, part solicitor for 
newspapers, but that we should give him his particular status, 
as every other Government employee is given in the postal serv- 
ice, and classify him, if you please, as a rural carrier, along with 
his brothers who are known as ‘‘ city carriers,” 

We realize that in restricting him from these various privileges 
we are, perhaps, taking from him some of the compensation 
which he might have received heretofore from these side lines. 
We believe, also, that in the expenditure for his equipment and 
the maintenance of his horses and wagon that he is entitled to 
fair and proper consideration in view of his service and his official 
position, and that he should be given a compensation somewhere 
commensurate with his duties. The committee, therefore, recom- 
mends an increase in the rural carrier's salary to straight $60 a 
month—$720 a year. 

A year or two years ago, two years ago, I believe, Congress 
gave the carriers $100 increase on the year. Starting with $300, 
it gradually increased 8100 a year ata time, reaching the point 
where it is now, $600 a year. The committee therefore recom- 
mend another step in the increase by $120, making the salary $720 
a year. It must be remembered t in Government business, 
neither the Government nor the Post-Office Department should 
be privileged to authorize an individual employee to be the gate 
keeper or the doorkeeper of business houses along the line of the 
roan of his service. City letter carriers at one time were per- 
mitted to carry packages for hire for the patrons upon the line of 
their service. 

In connection with our recommendation for $120 straight in- 
crease of salary to rural carriers, we ask the House to fix the 
status of such carrier by denying him the privilege of being the 
solicitor or agent for any person, firm, or corporation. To illus- 
trate, this instance came to our notice: A carrier on a certain 
route received a circular and price list from a great department 
store in Chicago, with instructions and authority to solicit for 
the sale of any article mentioned in the price list and catalogue, 
and when he obtained his orders to send them to the main house 
in Chicago. 

Upon receipt of these orders for these various articles which 
that house has for sale, they bundled them up in one package, 
wrapped each order separately, labeled it with the name of the 
purchaser, and shipped the full package either by freight or by 
express to the carrier, who in turn delivered it by hand without 
charge to the patron, and without the Government receiving a 


penny of postage upon it. 

Mr. SAMUEL W SMITH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield to me for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? | 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Do you seek to deny to the carrier 
the privilege of carrying packages to the farmer? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. No, sir; I will reply that we donot. We 
explicitly grant that privilege. I believe it is directly class legis- 
lation, but we grant it. Another instance I desire to illustrate is: 
A publishing house prints books for sale to wholesalers as well as 
retailers—advertises the book, for instance, for a dollar and eight- 
een cents, to be delivered to the purchaser by mail. The cost of 

ostage upon that one-dollar-and-eighteen-cent book is 22 cents. 
hen the publisher mails it to the purchaser upon a rural route 
he prepays the postage and delivers the book by mail to the pur- 
chaser at an expense to him of a dollar and eighteen cents, pay- 
ing to Uncle Sam 22 cents for its carriage. 

The mail-order house in another city buys of that same publish- 
ing house books by the carload. It sends its catalogues of these 
books to the same carrier who carries to the patron who pur- 
cased the books of the retailer; that carrier solicits sales of books 
delivered at $1.18, and if, perchance, he secures twenty-five orders 
upon his route the twenty-five books are sent to him by the mail- 


order house from Chicago by express or by freight and he delivers 


them under instructions and contract with the mail-order house 
at 5 cents a copy. 

Now, in the first place, that is unfair to the publisher, who has 
the right to be protected against the Government favoring a man 
who has bought the books from him by licensing a Government 
employee to stand at the gateway of his patronage and solicit the 
sale of the same book in competition with another Government 
citizen who is paying postal rates under the law. In the second 
place, that practically results in a large loss of revenue to the 

asury. If the mail-order house failed to mail the books which 
had been solicited by the carrier, but sent them either by freight 
or 3 „ oy would go by mail, a Govern- 
ment loss is equal exactly e aggregate amount of postage 
which the books delivered would have brought. We have reached 
the time when the Government must tell the employee that he 
has no authority of the Government to stand between two of our 
citizens and give one preference over the other. 

Mr. PERKINS. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not want to disturb the gentleman if he 
prefers not to be disturbed. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. You will not disturb me at all. 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to ask the gentleman this question, 
whether he does not think that some distinction can be fairly 
drawn between a carrier who acts as agent for some business 
house, the evils of which the gentleman has pointed ont, and 
a carrier merely reo eines rey: his route a daily paper or 
a weekly paper that is published in the place from which he 
starts? 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I will answer the gentleman's question 
when I have given one additional illustration. My third illustra- 
tion will be a reply to the gentleman’s question. 

A carrier acts as agent for a butcher in a town out of which the 
route starts. He solicits orders from his patrons for meat, giving 
a distinct preference to the merchant who sells the meat in whose 
employ the carrier happens to be. The same thing is true of gro- 
cery and of other stores. The same thing is true of newspapers 
where one newspaper puts upon its list of agents a carrier upona 
rural route who solicits for that particular paper and prefers it 
with his patrons to all other papers which have the right of free 
competition within that partic territory. 

Answering the gentleman's question now, there is nothing in 
the law to-day nor 1 in this bill Which would interfere 
with the delivery of a newspaper to be printed and delivered at 
the post-office where the route emanates. It does not affect the 
delivery of rag at all through the mails under the law. 
Under the present law a newspaper, published at a town out of 
which the carrier carries that paper, has a right to deliver it to 
the postmaster to be delivered to his patrons without specific ad- 
dresses being placed upon those newspapers, but a newspaper 

rinted in a town other than the one where the carrier receives 
it at the office must have printed or written upon it the name of 
the addressee, the same as every other piece of mail must have 
written upon it the name of the addressee, otherwise it can not 
be carried through the mails nor delivered by either the postmas- 
ter or the carrier. 

Therefore the committee can not—and I doubt if the House 
can—make a distinction between a newspaper and a mail-order 
house, either of which may to-day make an agent or solicitor out 
of the carrier. It can not make a distinction or discrimination 
between either of these and the grocer, the butcher, or the mer- 
chant. If you undertake to make an exception and permit letter 
carriers in the country districts to become soliciting agents for 
newspapers, breaking in on the free competition which the Gov- 
ernment undertakes to tee all of its citizens, why should 
you not discriminate in favor of the butcher and in favor of the 
mail-order house? 

Therefore the committee believes that you should discriminate 
against all, so that the Government agent, he who stands as the 
officer or the employee of the Department, who is gate keeper 
and doorkeeper of the route over which he goes, shall in no wise 
interfere with the opan competition between citizens of all classes 
of business who seek to do business and obtain orders from pa- 
trons of their tive routes. 

But the committee at this point make a specific exception to 
the general rule. It provides that while carriers shall not solicit 
business for or receive orders from any person, firm, or corpora- 
tion, or carry merchandise for hire during the hours of their em- 
3 nevertheless they may carry merchandise for hire for 
and upon the request of patrons resident of their tive routes 
whenever it does not interfere with the proper discharge of their 
official duty and under regulations to be provided by the Post- 
master-General. 

That exception is plainly made in the interest of the farming 
community. It is made to permit the farmer patron to engage 


the carrier, even for pay, to do an errand for him, to bring some- | f 
thing out from the for him, to stop at the drug store for | th 
medicine, or take a request for a physician nia come to visit the 


eee repair 
ing it out when it has been repaired, and to do a large num- 


Pi, Neorg committee believes, therefore, that while that may bea dis- 


crimination in favor of the country patrons, it is justified on the 


poom that the service is clearly for the benefit of the country pa- 
It is intended for their ac n. When we give the 
power for solicitation and agency to the different business con- 
cerns, we depart entirely from the original theory for which this 
service was established, and make of the Government hea aoe pi a 
distinct keeper for the merchants who will be 
aoe of by the carrier, who may perchance be in their individual 
emplo: — 
SHAW. Will the . me a question? 
Mr. OVERSTREET. 

Mr. HINSHAW. I would liket to know whether the proviso on 
page 86 of the bill will allow the carrier to take from 


express 
office of the town from which he carries the mail for the farmer | i 
t 


upon his route, at the farmer’s request, express packages 
indy pest terminate the line of transit at the town? 
REET. I see the difficulty in view of the 
man! 8 pr It is nota new question. However, plai 
rang eee Sy Drache eh wan mpra ‘a 
e farmer to be for his accommodation in matters which are of 
individual moment to him at the time. 
I believe that the strict construction of that proviso the 
answer to the 5 5 mestion would be yes, that it would 
it him to do that; 8 have that confidence in the regula- 
of the POA that I believe he certainly would 
restrict the accommodation by the carrier to the farmer’s per- 
sonal benefit. He wants tosend in forsome binder twine during 
harvest; he wants a piece of machinery to be delivered on the 
morrow; he wants to send for matters of icular and special 
benefit to his family; and these are the that the proviso 
seeks to allow. 
But, under the regulations of the Postmaster-General, 
hope, and I should expect, that every effort of a mail-order house 
would take ey of the ee. bee to the car- 
rier, the Pst or express, uld come by mail 
that the Postmaster- 


upon paar the consideration at this situation. 

It is a new serviee; it is growing; it will not be completed for 
many years. Tt is intende 85 6 for the benefit of the rural 
districts and not for the benefit o merchants in any character 

business. The carrier should be given that definition of status 
which would clearly remove him from the position where he 
could give the preference to one of the Government's citizens 

against another in the open field of business transactions. 
fairness to the condition of the revenues of the entire Govern- 
ment, in fairness to the great increase of e diture for this 
service, the committee believes that it is not warranted 


$720a year. What may be done ata 
the future to determine. 

Mr. FITZGERALD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

OVERSTREET. I do. Sy 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This is the second time in two years that 

stab er eg compensation has been increased, as I under- 


aA 
OVERSTREET. That is correct. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman state what considera- 
tion his committee has given to the question of increasing the | $120 
compensation of the eee carriers? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Sec committee has not considered that 
in this bill. The committee intends a hearing to the let- 
ter carriers on the bill which provides for eir increased com 
sation. I can not anticipate the action of the committee. 
committee believes that there is far greater urgency with respect 
to the increase of salary for rural carriers than of city letter car- 
riers, and in view of that fact thinks it is justified in making the 
recommendation for the increase in pay of the rural carriers even 
before shee considered the request of the city letter carriers re- 
specting ir increase. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman will pardon me, I hope, 


time I will leave for 
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In | carrier furnishes, and, 


whether that opinion of the committee is based upon 


he fact most of the Members represent rural districts? 

Mr. OVERSTREET, Ido not know. I represent a city dis- 
trict myself. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Lask the gentleman if he can give any 


reason for the increase in the salaries of the rural carriers upon 
this bill and the requirement that compels the city carriers to 
have a special bill to take care of their increase, which we all 
know there is no chance of passing? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. 1 en see 
able whether the condition of the revenues ould e the me 
ting of any increase in the sesh te eee 

. not furnish horses or wagons. So 
far as the item for ho is concerned, the city carriers are 
tion. 


Sa he DAET TE is aes Goer E oie Gia PA 
Boonie eee eines to 8 ere equitable point on account 


age pl d service. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like toask the gentleman this 
whether he is not aware of the fact that the rural car- 


by means of 8 have already declared that 

in their o inion the have $1,000 or more as compensation? 
Mr. OVERSTR tions? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. carriers through their different 


x OVERSTREET. I do not know. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, I have here 3 8 from 
a rural letter carriers’ association, in which 3 edge 5 88 
majority of all rural people are agreed that be 


$1,000 or more 
Mr. O VERSTREET. Tat may be ann Now York It cer- 


ditions in whieh the city carrier finally o a permanent ap- 
pointment after y I think, in 2 ci oss BR tea of 
substituting, when he can do nothing else and w the amount 


Mr. FITZG RALD. But the Sees living more than 
„ 
It is a perplexing question and one quite 
that 5 
view of tho demand ofthe more than 0 post-office 
cared for in this bill for increases of 
But we believe, and are willing to put itto the House for its rati; 
fication or rejection, that in view of the fact, first, that the rural 
service is now fixed officially as a permanent service, and, second, 
that the rural carrier is obliged to equipment that no other 
that we are ag to give him 
an official status and taking from him certain pri eges which 
give him side lines for compensation, we are justified in giving 
especial preference to the item of promotion for that service 1 


than fore we recommend or consider it for the other branches of the 


service. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to 
the 1 gehen from ae Sap 


REET. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, IT would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana whether he thinks that by this bill he will in- 
crease the income of the rural free-delivery carriers? 


Mr. PERKINS. Why? 
Pm fe Because this increase gives the carrier 
—.— ear more 


ERKINS. But you cut off sources of income that in many 
ee “exceed $120. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. That may be true in certain localities. 


- | I can best answer the gentleman by quoting from a letter that I 


have from a carrier, who says that in his two years’ service the 
total amount which he has received aside from his salary from 
the Government is 10 cents. I am informed that there are carriers 
whose service aside De 

ment brings 


fe business and public business that we 3 
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One of the Members from the gentlemen’s State informed me 

eE dene dca eee a rural in his 
trict, and one mail brought five applications to fill the vacancy. 

Imyself recently had occasion to recommend the establishment 
of a route before we had recommended an increase of and 
eee yet EE plications for the position. That wo fone 
oceur, in all bability, where the carriers were not ge 
enough yey is no protest from eer of es points by 
which I have illustrated on the ground that 5 the car- 
rier in those communities is supplemented by side 
it is not true in the instance in my own district, ee raed 
carrier gets nothing from side lines. 

Mr. PERKINS. The question which I asked the gentleman 
was whether he re the provision of the bill as an increase 
of salary, because in many districts in the State of New York to 
say that the carrier, on an average, makes from the newspapers 
which he distributes $100 a year is certainly an overstatement. 
The gentleman says that he wants tocut off these outside sources 
of income. If he does so, the result is that the carrier’s salary is 
no better than it was before. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That may be true in some cases. 

A MEMBER. And in other cases it may not be. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is not true as to the country generally; 
it can not be. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is true as to the State of New York. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I doubt whether it is true as to the entire 


not as to the whole State. 

i T. course we can not fix here the basis of 
pay or the official status of 30,000 carriers by taking one or two 
instances any more than you could undertake to adopt as a basis of 
action the instance which I stated where the carrier made nothing 
beyond his salary. 

Mr. PERKINS. But the gentleman must know perfectly well 
that if these outside sources of income are cut off the Govern- 
ment will sooner or later be obliged to make up the difference by 
increasing the salary of the carrier. 8 may as well meet that 


matter now. because we Tos 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Isa: y to Sa iana that dhe 
proper policy, as I view it, is tor the Government to Ae ees 
carriers, its post-office clerks, its railway mail cler. rural 
mail carriers, according to their service to the Government, and 
aoe yea the right to actas agents or solicitors for any individual 
where this outside employment conflicts with the open 
. of business transacti 
not know whether $720 is the full amount which should 
be allowed in all fairness for this service. I do not claim that it 
is. But I want to say that in view of the infancy of the service, 
in view of the heavy expense of the service, in view of the reduc- 


tions of the revenue of the Government, we can not in fairness | 


recommend a greater allowance at this time. But because the 
present status is not altogether satisfactory that does not justify 
us in giving the carrier a com: ion by Federal law 
and to supplement that by compensation from outside business 
transactions when such business transactions enter into compe- 
tition with other citizens and act as.a species of favoritism. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Does not the same argument as to 
competition with outside business houses apply to the 2 of 
postmasters where they are allowed to deal in 
carry on other lines of —— in competition with their — 
bors? Yet you do ——— 5 y restriction in that case. 

Mr. OVERSTREET fo the | the tase Gf a: ari ap ataare A tes 
cause of the smallness of the pay, we allow the postmaster to 
carry on the Government business in his own house or store. 

My own judgment is, just as I have expressed it before, that 
the Government can not afford to be maintaining by law favorit- 
ism among its citizens. When we gave to the fourth-class post- 
master the privilege of holding his office in his store, that might 
possibly inure to his benefit, but it does not allow him to become 
the agent and solicitor for any other stores or line of enterprise. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; but not it 

Mr. OVERSTREET (continuing). Nor does it deter his pa- 
trons from going to other stores at all, but it simply is in a meas- 
ure for the benefit of his particular store. 


5 TOWNSEND. Mr. 
AN. Does th entleman yield to the seater 

om Michigan T TOWNSEND ? 

Mr. OVERS . 

Mr. TOWNSEND, T understand the gentleman to say that in 
many of the routes, some of which were known to him, there 
were several applicants—fifteen i in one case—who were willing to 
carry it at the old price. What I want to ask the gentleman is 
if the committee were moved to the adoption of the report by the 
fact that they could get men to carry mail for less ™oney than 
carriers are now receiving? 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Not at all. That was merely a circum- 
eo, a mere factor. 

TOWNSEND. Is it not a fact that there is not a salaried 
CCF 
7 the salary that is now paid? 


Mr. O EET, That is true, not excepting Members of 


SS. 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Not excepting Members of Congress. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. And for that reason that would not be a 
Mr. TOWNSEND. Then I want to ask the genileman if the 
committee believes that, after reducing the source of revenue 
that the carriers had 3 . is 5 compensation 
stated thoy have to provider and things which he has 


9 

thorized by thi 5 bil srt re 8 
3 e is y proper 
ENN e S E aa COA oE AE E VLO 


have allowed. the ant to Hoon ost 
prams s ve allo Ww e 

this: Have any of the patrons on any of the routes out 
the United States ever petitioned that these salaries should be in- 


7 
Mr. OVERSTREET. T have no doubt; why, certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Have you had a petition from tle NES 
in . or statements that the present 
salary is too large? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will relate two instances where we 
have. One where a person wrote me that he had lived on that 
route for twenty years; that he knew man, woman, and 
child on it; FFV living 
and the maintenance of horse, ete., in that community, and that 
$600 was ample, and he said it would be unfair to the Government 
to increase the 

Another wrote to this effect: That there were small landowners 
and renters along that line of route, with which he was familiar, 
who are making far less money in a year than the carrier was 
panes Arer pardon caine el 1 
community to a greater salary than e eee ee 
ing would bring more more discontent than contentment to the 
of that ity. Now, I do not pretend to say that 
either of these instances is a sufficient warrant. Let me say to 
atte Aa poate pty acne oon mes igs millions of 
dollars for increase of rural carriers’ salaries alone. 


reg communities where there are individnals willing to do the 
service for less compensation. We have no more right to act en- 


tirely upon petitions which ask for greater compensation, for 


greater increases, than we have to act entirely upon petitions 
which protest against any increase. 

I average it, and I . the service 
itself, in view of the demand for the extension of the service, in 
view of its infancy, and in view also of the condition of the reve- 
nues, I hesitate to recommend more than three and a half millions 
for increase of in a single service. The increased 
appropriation for the rural service alone carried in this bill isa 
fraction in excess of 64 per cent, and 97 per cent of the appropri- 
ation goes to carriers alone. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Rowe the gentleman stated that he had 
these two cases. I will ask if he has not received thousands of 
FFF receive this service, 
asking that their carriers’ salary shall be increased? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. No, sir. Now, I will tell the gentleman 
what I do understand and what I have heard in the abstract, that 
the officers of the Rural Carriers’ Association, with headquarters 
in Washington, have been in this city for weeks and have sent 
through the line of their organization, first to State presidents 
with instructions to send to county presidents with instructions 
to notify the carriers, circulars stimulating petitions to be sent to 
Congress. And I know that since the days of John Adams, the 

great champion of petitions, there has never been a more earnest 
effort eaka to stampede the House with petitions. than in this 
particu 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Just one more question, then I will not in- 
terrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. OVE REET. Have I answered the question? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Not to my satisfaction. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In what way? 
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Mr. TOWNSEND, And not, I think, to the satisfaction of the 


committee. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not like to leave it unless I can 
answer it thoroughly. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. What I want to know is if the gentleman’s 
committee has not received from the people of this country peti- 
tions asking that these salaries be increased? 

The gentleman has stated two cases in which he evidently places 
confidence, two cases that are o to it, and insinuates that 
the other cases of petitions which have been presented to him 
have been due to the manipulations of the Carriers’ Association, 
and I wish to say to the gentleman I have filed myself with his 
committee petitions with hundreds of names that have not been 
instigated by the Rural Carriers’ Association, but by men who see 
the work of these carriers every day and believe that they should 
receive more pay than they are receiving, and I asked the gentle- 
man the question simply to find outif the committee were not actu- 
ated by a desire to comply with the wishes of the people of the coun- 
try, from the people not only whoare serving, but the people who 
are served, that the compensation of $720 was not ient, and 
that even though the fund set aside is large and we are addin 
to it, it is so with many other brarches of the Government, an 
we think that the people who are gvtting the benefit of this rural 
service should be consulted in determining what pay is sufficient 
and what those carriers should receive. t is the reason that 
I asked the question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Exactly so, and I answered it. I would 
say that it is true that there has come to the committee, by refer- 
ence of Members and also directly, a large number of petitions, 
petitions which were drawn in black, either typewritten or printed 


upon newspaper presses, sent out for the purpose of having the | ter 


panos sign them. Those petitions have come to the committee 
large numbers. The gentleman says that he knows that the 
poan filed by him were not stimulated. Iwould be very glad 
he could say whether he knows that the patrons signed those 
petitions by hunting up somebody who had a blank or whether 
they were presented to them. Now, understand me; it is a little 
unfair to put this committee or myself in a position of antagoniz- 
ingt demands of the people. 
r. TOWNSEND. I do not wish to do that, Mr. Chairman; 
that is not my desire. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is a little unfair to leave the inference 
that I am insinuating that the committee has been controlled by 
one or two instances and are oota against the thousands of 
names appearing upon the petitions, It is fair, however, for this 
House to know that this bill, notwithstanding extraordinary ef- 
forts of economy, carries three and one-half million dollars for 
no other purpose on earth than to increase these ies, and we 
do give an increase of 64 per cent for that service, 97 per cent of 
that appropriation being for carriers’ alone. 

If we answer to the people by providing for the extension of 
the service from $12,000,000 to over $20,000,000, I will take my 
chances with the peoga on ratifying my act of whether or not it 
is a discharge of a public duty 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to 
me for a 7 77 p 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield for a question, yes. 

Mr. STERLING. Does this bill prevent rural carriers from 
receiving packages of newspapers, daily and weekly newspapers, 
from the express office or the freight office and delivering them 
to the farmers? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The law to-day prevents that. There is 
nothing in the bill that prevents it. No carrier ought to be al- 
lowed to receive purely mailable matter by express and then carry 
it to a patron of his route to the disadvantage of the revenues of 
the Government. 

Mr. STERLING. But in many instances it would not affect 
the revenues of the Government whether it be the law or not. It 
is the fact that in many instances county papers are—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. County papers are in no wise disturbed. 

Mr. STERLING (continuing). Sent to neighboring towns 
where they can not send them through the mail in time for the 
rural delivery to get them in the morning, but they go to the ex- 
press office and get them there and distribute them that same day, 
and if they were obli to send or receive them through the 
mail the farmers could not get them until the next day. Now, 
that does not affect — 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, that is a very remote case and 
would indicate there are not mail facilities between the two towns. 

Mr. STERLING. I think it is not a remote case. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. At allevents, there is nothing in this bill 
that changes the present status. 

Mr. STERLING. You think this bill, in and of itself, would 
not prevent the rural carrier from doing that? 

Mr. OVERSTREET, The bill does not touch on that item at all. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the law prevent that? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If it does not, it ought to, because a 
N like a letter, is a mailable article. Why should a 
merchant or a public house of any kind print a thousand letters 
and address them, or leave them unaddressed, and send them by 
freight to an office and then pay the Government’s rural carrier 
less 8 than the postage would amount to to deliver them by 
hand, and by dong so defraud the Government of the revenue 
to which it is entitled? There is law against that now. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will show the gentleman that 
that is only one side of the case. 

90 OVERSTREET. Now, I would like to complete this state- 
ment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to show the gentleman 
who has so well alluded to it that there are two sides to the ques- 

on. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The trouble is that you are injecting an 
argument into this bill which the bill does not touch. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to show the gentleman 
from Illinois that this is a meritorious proposition. 

ME ON. ERSTREET. Then take him off one side and converse 
with him. 

3 GAINES of Tennessee. I want to convert you. [Laugh- 

r. 

ity. OVERSTREET. I will be glad to listen to the gentleman 
from Tennessee when we are not trespassing upon the time of the 
House. I shall be glad to talk upon astronomical questions and 
others just as foreign to this bill. 

Mr. ES of Tennessee. Oh, these are not starry ma ters. 
I want the gentleman to come down to the ground floor. [Laugh- 


ite. STERLING. I want to ask the gentleman from Indiana 
another question. Doss the bill provide, or does it prevent the 
rural carrier from acting as the agent of newspapers? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly it does; it prevents the carrier 
from soliciting for any person, firm, or corporation. 

Mr. STERLING. at harm might there be in making an 
express provision 

. OVERSTREET. I don’t know whether my friend was 
here or not, but I gave about forty-five minutes to the elucidation 
of that subject and answered many questions. I should like very 
much to accommodate him, but I do dislike to have to go over the 
ground a second time. 

Mr. STERLING. Iam very sorry, but I would like to have an 
answer to the question. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Has the gentleman been present during 
the discussion? 

Mr. STERLING. Not all of the time. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, thatis the gentleman’s misfortune. 

Mr. STERLING. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes; I will answer the question as a 
matter of courtesy. 

Mr. STERLING. I would like to ask this question: What 
harm would there be in making an express provision in the bill 
giving the rural carrier a right to act as an agent for a news- 
paper? All newspapers would have the same opportunity, and it 
would be a great accommodation. it seems to me, to the farmer, 
and they are the ones to be benefited by this. Why would it not 
be convenient and a good provision for the carrier to act as agent 
and take subscriptions for the papers, and let the farmers pay it 
to the rural carrier? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Many things have been asked and fought 
for in the name of liberty, and now many things are asked for in 
the name of the farmer, but back of it all are the newspapers seek- 
ing to utilize the Government employees for their private busi- 
ness. There is no more reason for excepting the newspapers than 
there is for excepting the butcher, no more reason for excepting 
either one of them than there is for excepting a mail-order house, 
and for further illustration of that I refer the gentleman to my 
remarks in the Recorp to-morrow morning, which have clearly 
covered that subject. Whether they will convince the gentleman 
or not I can not say, but it is abject favoritism which the Goy- 
ernment should not enter mo apnena] 

Mr. STERLING. I beg to differ with the gentleman. 

Mr., OVERSTREET. I can not help that. 

Mr. STERLING. Isn't it true that the greatest advantage re- 
sulting to the farmers by the rural delivery is the fact that they 
get the daily eee er? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. They will get it now. There isn't asyl- 
lable in this bill that will impair it. 

Mr. STERLING. Butin many cases the farmer can not getit 
unless the rural carrier is allowed to take it from the express or 
freight office, because the mail does not reach many points in time 
for the rural carrier to get it in the morning. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, I suggest that the gentleman pre- 
pare his argument on the subject. I have endeavored to PERS 
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it, and I repeat that there is no more justice in making a specific 
exception of the newspaper than there is to grant the same privi- 
lege to the mail-order house, which has to obtain its orders 
through the carrier and ship by freight to the carrier the sales, 
and they are delivered to the disadvantage of the revenues of the 


ent. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. As I understand, this bill does 
not prohibit the carrier from serving the patrons of the route 
with the newspaper. It prohibits his soliciting. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Absolutely. Here is the thing in a nut- 
shell: This practice has been in vogue forseveral years. The bill 

vides that it shall discontinue on the ist day of next July. 
ewspapers have already extended their circulation. Patrons 
have subscribed for them through the carrier, who has made the 
solicitations for orders. There is nothing to do but to continue 
that circulation, unless the farmer discontinues his subscription. 
The papers will go Li fag and they ought 5 5 by mail, and 
when going by mail they come to the hands of the carrier to be 
delivered by him, and the order for subscription should go by 


Mr. SPALDING rose. 

Mr.OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, I want to give notice that 
5 g to the gentleman from North Dakota I shall here- 
after decline to yi 


Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
what harm there is in a rural carrier delivering papers any more 
than there is in a railroad, which is also a mail carrier, every day 
carrying thousands and thousands of papers and delivering them 
outside of the mail bags? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, a very good and sufficient answer 
is that we are limiting the duties of an employee of the Govern- 
ment, and if a railroad does that it does it just like an individual 
boy on my street buys a lot of ne pers and delivers them. 
He is not a Federal employee. We draw the distinction that a 
Federal employee should not be licensed to make such distinction 
and favoritism between citizens. 

Mr. SPALDING. They are each contractors of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. But not for that purpose at all. Just a 
moment more, Mr. Chairman, and I shall close. 

I call attention to the fact that we seek to consolidate, under 
authority carried by the bill, the supply departments of the serv- 
ice for the purpose both of economy in administration and econ- 
or in the expenditure in the 1 of those articles. 

e hope also to make such segregation of these appropriations 
that a clear understanding of their original purpose shall be 
known to every Member of Congress, and in turn we propose a 
better system of audit in some instances, which will necessitate a 
more careful inspection of these e ditures for the purpose of 
insuring that economy which the has a right to exact. 

We present this bill with all of its great appropriations, and ap- 
peal to every Member to examine it and act it with the same 
spirit of economy and fairness which has guided the action of the 
committee, believing that the Committee of the Whole will not 
be led astray by rumors of inadequate allowances, but will con- 
fine itself to a strict accounting of the appropriations and will 
pees ratify the items which we recommend in the bill. 

Applause. 


: W.KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, before the gen- 

tleman takes his seat, I would like to ask a question, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I decline to yield further. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I wanted to ask the gentleman 
about the rural free delivery. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh,I have over that for two hours. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. But not as to the point about 
which I wish to inte: te the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. i , I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question about this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN . Thegentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] 


Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Before beginning, I yield; yes. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Moon] allow me to interrupt him long enough to 
ask whether any arrangement has been made with reference to 
the section of the bill providing for special facilities on trunk 
lines, to the end that we may, when we reach that section of the 
bill, on page 19, have some 
that time to discuss the bill? 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. No arrangement has been made in | rules and 


committee. I presume none could be made except by the ap- 


special allotment of time in which at | exclude 


proval of the House. I will state that I understand that neither 
the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
OVERSTREET], nor myself is averse to an arrangement of that 


sort. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Let me suggest that that can not be 
done in committee. It must be done in open House, and it is 
utterly useless to take up the consideration of the subject now. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It is not useless to have some 
arrangement about it, so that the House membership may know 
what to expect. Iam simply calling the matter to the attention 
of the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state tothe gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Rostyson] that no arrangement has yet been made 
in the House respecting the length of time for general debate, 
and that debate is now ing by unanimous consent, in 
charge of the chairman of the committee, the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], and the representative of the minor- 
ity, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon]. Any arrange- 
ment with reference to extension of time under the five-minute 
rule will have to be made after the committee rises. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I so understood, but I thought 
the chairman of the committee and the minority representative 
of the committee could at this time notify the House that some 
such arrangement would probably be made. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I think it is probable, but we can 
not make it outside of the House. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. No; I understand that. 
The . The gentleman from Tennessee is recog- 


nized. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address 
the committee for only a few moments, and then I shall yield to my 
colleague the gentleman from Missonri [Mr. Cownerp]. We 
have heard from the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], a very able presentation of the 
bill in its material paragraphs. I take pleasure in saying that 
the minority of the committee fully agree with the majority and 
that the 5 585 is practically unanimous upon all of the provisions 
of this bill except as to three or four items, to which reference 
will be made later. 

Therefore, it does not become necessary. in view of the state- . 
ments made by the chairman of the committee, that I should dis- 
cuss the bill in detail, but only with reference to those matiers 
upon which we differ. 

The minority of the committee, while concurring in general in 
this bill, have felt constrained—in view of the evidence that was 
before them, and of the reports that have been made to the com- 
mittee by the Department on the resolution from this House direct- 
ing the same—to show the propriety of some action being taken by 
the House to strengthen the Post-Office Department in its admin- 
istration. And in the discussion of this question for a few mo- 
ments I wish to disclaim altogether any animus of a political char- 
acter in reference to this matter. 

This is a great Department of the Government, and for many 
years it has been administered with ability, and for a greater part 
of the time with signal hon and integrity. But we have 
reached the point in the administration where, in my 
judgment, it now becomes the duty of this Honse as the imme- 
diate representatives of the people to look closely into the condi- 
tion of affairs in that nt. 

This ent, charged with the expenditure of one hundred 
and sixty to one hundred and seventy million dollars annually of 
the public money, ghi not to be left without the means of prop- 
erly discharging its duties to the country so far as this Congress 
has power to give them. The system of administration there is 
in many respects weak. Unquestionably the power lodged by 
statute in branches of that Department ought to be more thor- 
oughly consolidated than itis. Responsibility ought to be fixed 
more nearly and closely upon the heads of the four great subdivi- 
sions of the Department. There are not sufficient checks, it ap- 

to us, in the Department to protect the public interests. 

ere is not that closeness and community of interests between 
the different divisions in the discharge of their duties that there 
ought to be to pe thoroughly the Government and the people. 

As a result of this weakness, asystem of administration has been 
encouraged and pursued very unbusinesslike in many essentials. 
Inappropriate and hasty legislation may be responsible in some 
measure for this mongrel system that has become so intricate as 
to invite fraud and wrongdoing. There are, perhaps, more offices 
there than there ought to be. certainly is too much assum’ 
tion of authority under the guise of rules and regulations. 
solemn judgment of this House twice on the right to 
certain matter as second-class mail matter and to 
the law on that subject has been ignored by the ent, and 
tions zaving the force and effect of law, so far as 
the action of the De ent is concerned, have been invoked, 
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putting into effect that very bill the Congress refused to enact, 
commonly called the Loud bill“ or the essential features thereof. 
The power of Congress was thus baa oe 

In considering the fact that recent developments in the Depart- 
ment clearly indicate that the slime which was fou: d in the 
division of salaries and allowances would reach over the whole 
Department, there ought to be an investigation by a committee 
of this House, empowered to make recommendations to Congress 
by which the whole postal system should be revised and strength- 
ened. The rights and duties of the Department should be more 
clearly defined and the means of information as to the needs of 
the Department and the legitimate expense of its conduct more 
readily obtainable. 

Youappropriate from year to year large sums of money for inland 
transportation of mails by railroads, yet there is not a gentleman 
within the sound of my voice who can tell me what it ought to cost. 

There is not a Member on the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads who, in my judgment, can approximate the amount 
that it ought to cost within tive or ten million dollars. There is 
nota man in the Department who can do so. Thirty-nine mil- 
lion eight hundred and sixty thousand dollars, in round numbers, 
is appropriated for this purpose in this bill. 

I ask the House whether it is in accord with business pol- 
icy that a system should exist in a De ent by which you can 
not approximate within millions of dollars that which a proper 
service ought to cost? We know what it does cost 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. In view of what the gentleman 
has just said, will he allow me to ask him how the committee ar- 
rived at the amount of appropriation recommended in the bill? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Jam coming tothat; Iwill answer the 

ntleman now. We know, Mr. Chairman, just what it has cost 

y the system employed to carry the mail for one year by railroads, 
and the Department, with this information, makes its estimates 
for the next fiscal year, making liberal allowance for increase in 
mail. The committee has no other information and must take 
the estimates made by those who expend the money. The man- 
ner in which the estimates are arrived at is very unsatisfactory. 
We know that only once in four years in each of the grand su 
divisions of the United States the mail is weighed. and upon that 
weighing the ultimate fi are determined. We know there 
are a thousand doors to fraud open. We have heard it charged, 
and the records contain, in a measure, proof upon the question, 
that large quantities of mail during the weighing period are car- 
ried all over the country—are weighed time and again. We 
know that a commission was appointed by Congress to look into 
this question. Unfortunately the report of that commission 
shows that they were not able to reach a satisfactory conclusion 
and therefore they recommended to this House its further con- 
sideration. 

Iam not able to suggest to the House at this moment what a 
proper and adequate remedy for this condition is. I present this 
to the House simply as an illustration of one of the methods of 
doing business in that Department, which I regard as not alto- 
gether proper and businesslike—one of the means that open the 
way for the commission of crime and fraud. 

Aside from these suggestions as to inherent weakness in the 
postal system, and the necessity for its improvement in the inter- 
est of the public service and revenue, there is a more delicate and 
serious question demanding your attention. 

The record shows that many postal officials are charged by an 
officer of the Department with improper and criminal acts, and 
now stand indicted in the courts of justice. À 

Before proceeding further I ask permission now to incorporate 
as a part of my remarks the views of the minority of this com- 
mittee on this bill, and also my own views bearing on the ques- 
tion now discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to print as a part of his remarks the views of the 
minority and also his own views. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The following are the papers referred to: 

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 

To disagree with other members of the committee in the conclusions 
reached on an important bill, carrying the necessary supplies tor a great 
Department of the Government, may not be a gracious t , and is cer- 
tainly not a thing to do; but we feel it our duty to to the atten- 
tion of the House the circumstances under which, as matters are at present 
governed in that Department, the supply bill must necessarily be framed. 
and 8 1 ery e sodna aron on of the House the condition of 
reer reasonable acd adequate taciity thet Gin be secured tn the ‘postal 
service for the benefit of the people under wise and economic administration 
of the Department should be granted. The administration of the Post-Office 
Department should be liberal, but not pro te. Congressshould not permit 
the ment to enter upon every new schems which may be proposed by 
those designing to make profit from dealing with the Department. Nor. on 
the other fand. should it prevent the rtment from experimen with 
new inventions and improved a wear eee Which may 


result, 
as has often been proven, of great postal service. But such inno- 
vations should met be entered upon without due regard to the result alike on 


he ing there, seems to im- 
mediately for estimates from all other branches for a corresponding raise, 
thus ually impəverishing funds and absorbing the revenues without 


commensurate returns. 
It is easy fora Member of the House to say that th ent knows 


e Departm 
t we had better leave it to them. 


best about these things and tha t is our 
business to know ves is that public 3 bo paid out. We can 
justify an appropri on the ground of public good alone, rtmental 
officers are P y administrative officials and it is their duty to obey the will 
of the people as e by their Re ntatives in Congress. we have 


information for ourselves, 


t this service 
should cost? We know what it does cost. We should know just what it ought 


to cost. 

The House a resolution recently directing the Postmaster-General 
to furnish to this committee at their request the report in the matter of the 
investigation of the frauds in the several divisions of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment. This report was i for the use of the committee in framing 
the pending appropriation bill. It discloses a startling corruption in the di- 
visions investigated and a method of doing business naturally conducive to 
fraud. We reproduce the conclusion to this report: 


“CONCLUSIONS. 


“For the purposes of this report, the investigation ordered ‘ou on 
March 7 has bons completed. In the 3 cases for 3 in- 
dictments have been found information may be secured which will necessitate 
further investigation and possibly involve persons not now implicated. 

“More than forty inspectors have been employed upon this work, some of 
them . day since the investigation began. The records of 
a thousand post- haye been examined and the files of many divisions 
of the Department, cove: a period of from six to ten years, scrutinized. 

“The system of corruption that has been disclosed in 1893 
and continued until mes by this investigation. The amount of money se- 
cured by the corrupt officials and their confederates is small as compared 
with the total loss to the Government. To illustrate: There is no evidence 
that Louis received any compensation from Ault & Wiborg, yet during the 
first Aich. his administration the expenditures for canceling ink increased 
over $10,000, 

3 f manifold lies increased than $40,000 

vet the of manifold supplies inc more than $40,000 a year. 

Pat Barrett received but $3,000 i, 


has paid a 
represents a net loss, since the 


mach 

“The total amonnt that the perpetrators of these frauds themselves re- 
ceived can not be definitely learned, but it will ate between $300,009 
and 000; while the loss to the Government, comidering the unnecessary 
supplice that have been purchased and the inferior quality of those furnished 
by fraudulent contractors, can not be estimated with any degree of accuracy. 

“As the rd abuses DATO been Brough’ to Haet oy baye ae promptis 
corrected by the proper departmental officers. n where fraud has 
been discovered, 3 been aunulled. 

“Asa result of the investigation, four officers and employees of the De- 
partment have resigned and thirteen have been removed. Forty-four indict- 
ments have been found, involving thirty-one persons, ten of whom have been 
connected with the al service. Attached to this report is a list of those 
who have been separated from the service by resignation and removal; also 
a complete list of the indictments and the persons involved. 

“I can not speak in too high pse of the industry and intelligence of tho 
inspectors and their loyalty e interests of the service. The success of 
the investigation is poy due to them. They have sought the truth with 
eagerness and skill. No accounts have been too intricate for them to un- 
rayel; no labor too burdensome to undertake. Under the immediate charge 
of Chief Inspector William E. Cochran they have worked in perfect accord. 
A list 475 oe who have been employed on the investigation is at- 
tache: report. 

“The results of the investigation demonstrate that all traveling agents of 
the Department, such as assistant su tendents of salaries and allowances, 
of the elivery 8 way Mail Service, and the Eys- 
tem, and inspectors should A eros under one organization. 

“A number of 8 should be made in the organization of the Depart- 
ment in order to provide a more perfect check on the operations of various 
divisions, and some restrictive k tion affecting the divisions of salaries 
and allowances, of rural free delivery, and possil y others, may be necessary. 
What the service most needs, however, is honest, intelligent, and vigorous 
administration. The corruption disclosed is not due to lax laws, but to the 
dishonesty of those who have been charged with the responsibility of admin- 

ing them. 

In closing, permit me to express my most sincere appreciation of the cor- 
dial su: cel have received from you Saving the 5 of the investiga- 

earty cooperation of First Assistant Postmaster-General Wynne, 
whose Bureau has been so largely involved, and of Assistant Attorney-Gen- 
eral Robb has been of ar ue. 77 
Respectfully su L. BRISTOW, 
“Fourth Assistant Fostmaster- General. 
“The PosTMASTER-GENERAL.” 
This ela pe was confined largely to one division of the Post-Office 
t. It is impossible tosay whe or not thesame etal methods 


De: 
Obtain in the other divisions. ‘The business intercourse between 


1904. 


of the Post-Office Department, all under one head, make it probable that the 
fraud and corruption confessedly attached to one of the divisions exist in 
some measure in other divisions of the same service. Whether this be true 


S iS soma hy is hooia as between the divisions should be devised, so 
t no 

In view of the in om 5 mentioned, and of the 8 and of 
the detailed proof furnished by the Department to the committee of 


the Peper nests and the imperfect methods of obtaining facts as to the con- 
duct of affairs in that office, At 


t-Oftice De: ent, they are 
n that there be a 
full and complète investigation of the affairs of the Post-Office Department 
f Congress, 
Joun A. Moon. 


VIEWS OF MR. MOON OF TENNESSEE, 
Mr. Moon of Tennessee submitted the following individual views: 


The section of the bill a; ting $142,000 for necessary and special fa- 
cilities on trunk lines — to Atlanta and New Orleans, and 
should be stricken 


000 to Kansas City, Mo., and Ni m, Kans., 
ee The proviso in ‘this section that it shall not be expended unless the 
Postmaster-Gen shall deem it necessary is practically a direction to him 
to expend it, whatever the conditions may be, for the -General 
has not at any time, and does not now, recommend this appropriation, but 
SA; TCT the as no 
other railroad gets the additional pay, but that Congress putting it in the bill 
when not asked for, he regards it as mandatory to expend it, and does not 
treat the proviso as merely directory. 

It is bad business po! to tM bonus to one or two roads and not to 


others doing the same wor. o same time in as or better manner. 
These two are the ony su roads in the United States, this vicious 
8 oned as to all other roads. 
These roads receive compensation for under the statutes 


just as the other d pe: i 
all roads. The extra amount provided for them in this bill is pu: 
furnish facili 


Lobject to paying these this large amount of money to induce them 
to do that wich eleji and good mo: under the statutory contract they 
are bound to do—that is, to carry the mail with reasonable ex tion. 
subsidy was in part paid at one time to the road from W; to New 
Yor Dut it is now paid from W: m to New Orleans only, the first- 
men roads declining to longer it, as Lam informed. At Sri rate, 
there is no provision in the bill for the e between W. and New 


York. The old reason giyen for this subsidy was that it was necessary to 
control and fix the schedule of a fast mail train from New Yorkin business 
interests. This can not be done now, as the train starts from W. 

and the Government does not control the New York connections. of 
these claims are pure subterfuges to justify, if possibl justifi- 
able section, in my opinion, ever y 5 
From the best information I can ob 
contribution to the railroad people for the indirect benefit of the Kansas 
newspapers. However this may be, itrests on thesame pernicious policy that 
supports the Southern aoe i 

vision in the bill which authorizes a contract with the 


had practically passed upon 
Tam o to tyi 


JOHN A. Moon. 


Mr. MOON of Tennessee. It has been reported to this House 
by the Postmaster-General that millions of dollars of the public 
money has been wasted. How, and where, and under what con- 
ditions? By the men in the Department charged with the re- 
5 and the duty of caring for the 8 expenditure of 

is money. It has been taken from the public Treasury. It has 
been diverted to private interests. It is done in the Department 
itself. The Department has made its own investigation of this 
division. It has reported the frauds. It is not to be e of 
any Department that it will clearly exculpate itself all along the 
line. We can not expect it of any party in power. Fraud, cor- 
ruption, and bribery are not the heritage of either the Democratic 
or the Republican party. 

I assume that there are as many men of honor and integrity in 
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one of these great parties as in the other. It is not a perty ques- 
tion. At most the party in power can be charged with the fail- 
ure to devise proper means for the prevention of fraud, in the 
failure to select with care its officials, and with negligence in the 
discharge of public duty. 

There is no attempt in this report on the part of the minority 
to present to the country any other views than those which the 
facts justify, nor to demand or ask of this House any action that 
the honor and integrity of its membership and the welfare of the 
country do not deman 

How are you affected, gentlemen of the House of Representa- 
tives? You find this Department in making this report has been 
forced in many instances to declare that the law has been vio- 
lated, that the rules of the Department have been violated. In 
many instances they have shown that crime has been committed, 
and, to their credit, the criminals have been indicted: but mark 
you, in covering the fraud of the Department itself the attempt 
is made to cast aspersions upon the House of Representatives. 
The names of 100 of you are linked with the crimes of that De- 
5 not justly, I am prepared to say, in but few instances, 
if any. 

But nevertheless the De ent, in working out the crime 
committed there, whether for the purpose of attaching a meas- 
ure of res bility to its criminal conduct or not, has called you 
in and the country to recognize you as participating in 
some degree in the crimes that afflicted that De ent. i 
being true, crime having been committed, and public money 
having been wasted, the Department haying admitted its own 
dereliction of duty, the Departm making accusation against 
the representatives of the people on this floor and the committee 
having reported on that question, what will the country say to 
you, whether you be Democrats or Republicans, when the ques- 
tion is fairly presented by the minority of this committee, as it 
will be in this House, that this whole Department ought to be 
investigated for the purpose of perfecting the system, for reme- 
dying tee weaknesses and the prevention of crime, if you op- 


pose 1 ` 

Can you stand here because the parliamentary situation may 
be such that you can interpose a point of order to an amendment 
to investigate this Department—can you stand here and o a 
request for unanimous consent for the investigation of De- 
partment? Can you afford to say to the country that the Depart- 
ment is investigating itself? Can you persuade the country that 
it is proper for any men charged with crime to sit as judge and 
jury and pass Lee their own case? Do you think the Republican 

is involved in it? I think as a party that it is not involved 
in crime. I think as a party it has been derelict to the public 
interests, negligent in the selection of men in the administration 
of public office, I think that it has been derelict in not provid- 
mga better system for the conduct of business there; but far be 
it from me to charge that it is the desire of the Republican party 
to protect these thieves and criminals in office. 

This country will never charge it on you. This country will 
never say that the ublican party has any desire to shield its 
criminals until it shall appear clearly that when the House itself 
by the Department is charged with complicity in these crimes 
the Republican ty has used its power, being in a majority, 
and interposed objections of a technical character to an honest 
investigation. It will never say that that party has stood in the 
way of the truth, of honor, of public virtue until that party on 
this floor shall declare by its conduct that it is opposed to an in- 
vestigation that will bring out the truth. [Applause.] 

You can not, gentlemen, if yon value your personal honor, 
either oppose an objection under any view of parliamentary law 
or in any other way. It is a question of honesty among men. It 
is not a question of Letus goto an investigation. If this 
Department is not corrupt (although the evidence indicates that 
it is already swallowed up in an abyss of crime), then let it be 
vindicated at the hands of the representatives of the people. If 
they be guilty, then, in the language of one of the great Presi- 
dents of the Republic, Let no guilty man escape. You can 
not stand here, gentlemen, and advocate a posilion that indi- 
rectly reflects upon you under thepresent conditions. You gotoo 
far in partisan feeling if you do such a thing as that. 

Can you permit the country to say that you stand here as apol- 
ogists for these crimes? Can you permit the people to indulge 
the icion that you are prepared to protect, by parliamentary 
methods or in any other way, the thieves that have found a way 
into this great Department? I present this view of the case to 
you. It is a delicate question for us all. We owe it tothe people 
to see that the truth comes out, that justice is done, that the Re- 
public is protected. No man can put party consideration above 
these high and patriotic duties. No man can shield himself be- 
hind an objection that is tenable only under parliamentary law. 
We have to face the issue. Come up to it like men. Do not 
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longer hesitate about it. You can not permit, if it be possible 
to avoid it,a 
ter, and God f 
sentatives, 3 


eman from 
Mr. 
tion? 
‘The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yi 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee, I had finished, but 1 yield to him if 


the gentleman has an 
Mr. SAMUEL W. aM ITH tgp aa ath roa facility cla 
d like to ask at ee 


to which reference has been made, I woul 
suggestion this §167,000 was put in the bill—$142.000 from Wash- 
ington to Atlanta and New Orleans, and $25,000 from Kansas City, 
Mo., to Newton, Kans. Was that done at the request of the Post- 
master-General? 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. ee the e e ered 
this is not the suggestion of the Department. The Post-Office De- 
partment has never recommended a subsidy to be paid to the rail- 
ogres 5 se — —— of Washington to New Orleans. 

Then why does the committee put 


115 MOON of Tennessee. On the contrary. the ent has 
always said that the allowance of this amount was a ance to 
the good administration of the office, and that poeta never would 
have spent it—not estimating for it nor recommending it to the 
House—but the House of its own accord taking it up and passing 
it, they regarded the action of the House under such circumstances, 

notwithstanding the langnage that it shall be expended only in the 
discretion of the Department, as a mandate to expend it, because 
vie ent has not recommended and did not desire it, 

Se ere: And the gentleman has voted 
wert it every tim 

Mr. MOON of 8 I have always voted against that 


osition. 

Mr SAMUEL W.SMITH. So have I; but why does the com- 

mitten stil pnt it m? The Department does not recommend it. 
OON of Tennessee. As to why the committee put the 
item in I can not say. I presume the committee did it in the dis- 
charge of = duty to ow heres as they 5 it. I 
against the proposition e committee an vote against 
it here, and at the proper time shall move this House to strike that 
item from the bill, because, in my judgment, the alleged South- 
ern subsidy is the most iniquitons and pernicious section over at- 
incorporated in any decent bill. LA 

eee "GROSVENOR, Wil the gentleman 


de CHAIRMAN. Does the 5 yield? 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I yi 
Mr.GROSVENOR. Howmanyye ny ys earshas that subsidy been 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee, ree wt bas boon sutl for see i 
ten years, and I want to say A the gentleman from Ohio that it 
oa have been better for the Government to have 5 many 
of the little towns along the Southern Railroad which ove or 
to have benefited than to have paid the m 
paid out in this subsidy, so far as the principle 2 
concerned, as I view it. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Did not the Democrats first put that in 
the ponr anean riation bill? 
Mr. MOON of' ennessee. I am sure I do not know. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I can tell beac) ato 
Mr, MOON of Tennessee. I ae. not be surprised if it was 
a Democratic Administration, beca 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It was. 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee (con sage A Because the southern 
membership largely insisted upon it. I have always insisted, I 
will say to the gentleman, that a subsidy is an evil which we 
should in the North or South. 
Mr. G of Tennessee, Has nota Republican House voted 
. bill? 
Mr. GR OR. Is it not a fact that a number of us here 
constantly annually have voted for striking out that ion? 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I know that a number of gentlemen 
did on both sides. 


. a 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Is it not a fact that a large majority Ta 
gentleman's onthis floor have constantly voted to keep it 
Mr. M of Tennessee. No; not always. 


ieee GAINES of Tennessee. No; and at one time we struck it 
iir. MOON of Tennessee. If the 


answer the question, I will say that I think the majority on the 
Republican side of the House, united with the majority on the 
other side of the House, have the on. 


It was clearly error by both. 
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Mr. leer para It comes here branded as the child of a 


couse. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I do not know who is the father of 
the child, but I know that the child ought to be killed for the 
. | public [Laughter zJ 

Mr. 1 the gentleman kills it, it will be infanti- 
cide in his own family. [La 

Mr. M OON of ‘Tennessee. Democrats with my views don’t 
fc Anges per br pepe erp pn N O sd 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. . I desire to submit come 
remarks along the line followed so ably by my colleague, th e gen- 
tleman from Moor]. In criti the adminis- 
tration of the Post-Office Department I want it distinctly under- 
stood that I am offering no critician against the committee that 
reports this bill to the House. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that it 
eee end eee this 
Capitol has worked more arduously and endeavored more earnestly 
to to this House a fair and just measure, fait Fg AASE ALI 


tion ever come in con- 
the United States. Not 
one man in a thousand has ever seen a regiment of United States 
troops. Probably not one in ten thousand eversaw a battle ship. 
The courts of the United States. distributed though they may 


I maysay,and, FFF 
for the cause of education, in the dissemination of the millions of 


are growing . e disburse- 
ee ra the 


oo 


derbe e 
TCT experts. 
It must rely in a a upon the recommendations and 
the information of ent, and in a large 
measure the bill cmt tiara he estimates they submit. 
It is true that we cut down here and we cuta percentage off 
2 and 6 this item and with that. 5 

main „FF 0 
estimates of the Post-Office 


making up 


H ae Ean 


1904. 
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26. The bill provides that there shall be appointed by the 
ident, with the advice and consent of the Senate, a purchas- 
ing agent for the Department, and that through his office shall 
be purchased all supplies. 
tlemen, is there another great institution in the United 
States, be it railroad, municipal, State, or what not, that has car- 
ried on its business, as this great Department has for many years, 
with no general head for purchasing supplies, but by means of 
an antiquated system of boards, and these boards consisting of 
subordinates that are expected to govern and control the action 
of their superiors in the purchase of supplies? No recommenda- 
tion of reform along this line came to this committee from the 
Department. That legislation ap in this bill upon the ini- 
tiative of this committee itself. I should say in justice to the 
Department that when we called their attention to it they told us 
that they had had it under consideration for some time and were 
then considering the necessity and advisability of it, but though 
we considered this bill for nearly two months in the committee, in 
the end we had to frame the measure, and the initiative is the 
committee's and not the Department's. 2 
If you would know something of the necessity for a purchasing 
agent, I would call your attention to a short résumé of the way 
supplies have been purchased in the past, as may be gathered 
from the report made by Fourth Assistant Postmaster-General 
Bristow. ere has been some discussion on the floor of this 
House from time to time as to the appointment of Michael W. 


Louis as the chief of the supply division in the office of the First | of 


Assistant, and I took occasion once to say that it was not the viola- 
tion of the civil-service law that was the gravamen of the offense 
in that case, but that when First Assistant Postmaster-General 
Heath ordered Louis into the service through the back door, he 
oii because he knew that shortly after great contracts were to 
be let. 

Louis was a man capable and able. He could easily have passed 
a civil-service examination, and when that letter was written, 
on the 17th of April, ordering him appointed as cashier of the 
Kansas City post-office, and then immediately transferring him 
to Washington to take charge of the supply d division, it was done 
in order that he mpn be in that position when the contracts were 
to be let on May 6 following. 

What was the result? Take the question of the purchase of 
canceling ink. A company at Baltimore—the Caton Manufac- 
turing Company, which had that contract—made a bid of 20 cents 
for the next year. Mr. Louis let the contract to the Ault & Wi- 
borg Company, of Cincinnati, for 24 cents, in order, as he says, 
that he might get a better quality of ink. But we find that the 

uality of ink furnished is such that barrel full after barrel 

is burned in the furnace in the Post-Office Department build- 

ing, and when the engineer complained that they were ruining 
the boilers, we find that it was dumped into the Potomac. 

We also find letters from Mr. Louis on file, asking the company 
that furnished the ink if they would manufacture over again at 
Government expense 15,000 pounds of this superior ink which he 
had purchased at a higher price. We find, in addition to that, 
that whereas the year before, under the cheaper price, it took 
only 21,600 pounds of ink to run the whole Government service. 
my, Pa the management of Louis it took over 50,000 pounds of ink. 
That one little item cost the Government, according to Mr. Bris- 
tow’s report, $10,084 more than it cost the year previous for the 
same service. Thisis just an illustration of the way supplies were 
purchased under the reap Ht system in the Post Office Depart- 
ment. What was done the next year? They appointed one of 
these boards of subordinates to pass upon the question as to how 
Mr. Louis should buy the ink, and that board was not satisfied 
when it came to examine the subject, notwithstanding that they 
were subordinates in the Department. 

The result was that the board was discharged and another one 
appointed which would be satisfactory, and George W. Beavers, 
3 of that board, reports that it is best to permit Mr. Louis 
to purchase in the open market, and from March, 1898, until July, 
1902, Louis bought ink from the Ault-Wiborg Company at 30 
cents a pound, being 10 cents more than was paid for it during 
the time when they had anything like competitive bids. Take 
another illustration. Mr. Louis was permitted to buy twine. 
When he went in there, they were buying twine at 6.65 cents in 
the open market. It went up to 10.95 cents in 1900-1901, and then 
a year after it went down to 7.45 cents. When twine was at the 
lowest, 6.65 cents, it was necessary for the Government to keep 
on hand a surplus of only fiye or six thousand pounds. When 
twine had jumped to 10.95 cents, and after the contract had been 
made at 7.45 cents for the next year under Mr. Louis’s able man- 
agement, it is found that the Government accumulated over 
100,000 pounds of surplus twine. 

Take another illustration of the purchase of supplies. James T. 
Metcalf was Superintendent of the Money-Order System. There 
was a bidding for the engraving and printing work to be used in 


that branch of the postal service. One man bid nearly $50,000 
less than the company that then had the contract. Mr. Metcalf 
used his utmost endeavors to persuade the lowest bidder to with- 
draw his bid, asserting he would never be able to do the work. 
Notwithstanding this we find that man to-day is performing the 
service, and is doing it satisfactorily upon the cheaper bid. 


It is also found that Mr. Metcalf had a son working for the com- 
pany that had made the higher bid, and it is discovered that Mr. 

etcalf had so manipulated the bid for the sending out of print- 
ing supplies that that company received $22,692.95 more than the 
were entitled to under the ifications on which they had bid. 

We find that Mr. Metcalf had so arranged that, instead of hay- 
ing the a ce a the supplies here and sending them out, as 
had formerly been done, the company should ship the money- 
order books themselves; and he allowed them for this work of 
shipping 4} cents for each book. And this son of Mr. Metcalf 
who was working for the company got 14 cents for every book 
shipped, so that this boy, who was drawing a salary of $65 a 
month, received from December, 1899, to May, 1903, in addition 
to his salary, $9,547 in commissions under the arrangement that 
his father had made with the company. Do you not think it is 
time there was some change in the method of purchasing supplies 
1 sake on had t a right to t 

a you, gentlemen, we not a rig expec 
from the Toads of those great departments in the postal service a 
recommendation to this committee that would change this method 
proceeding, especially after an investigation had shown the 
conditions that existed under the system there R 

Your committee hopes that in the creation of a separate ly 
bureau, with its chief selected by the President and jester les b 
the Senate, there can be found a man of sufficient character an 
capacity to put this business beyond the taint of suspicion. 

There is an item in this bill which will be found on page 11, 
which reads: s 

For separating mails at third and fourth class post-offices, $1,000,000, 

That item read last year identically the same, except that the 
amount was $1,300,000; and it was in the distribution of that 
appropriation, Mr. Bristow charged, that Mr. Beavers had used 
the money largely as an official perquisite for the benefit of his 
personal and political friends.” 

Note, please, the appropriation reads not for unusual busi- 
ness, but! for separating mails.“ The need for that appropria- 
tion arises in this way: The 5 the 8 as vou know, 
in the third and fourth class offices is dependent upon the cancel - 
lation and the sale of stamps. Where a star route goes out from 
an Office of this class, the ter must separate the mail for 
the offices on that route, while the postmasters at those star-route 
offices receive the commission on the cancellation of the stam 
To pay the postmaster, therefore, at the office from which the 
star route starts for this separating work this item has for many 

ears been carried on the appropriation bill. There was a regu- 
tion of the Department fixing the amount of pay, dependent 
upon the average number of pieces of mail Ts were 
se ca to separate. 
en, therefore, rural-delivery service was inaugurated and 
15,000 rural routes had been instituted and 2,000 star rontes dis- 
continued, we had a right to expect that a decrease would be 
shown in the estimates for this item. That decrease ought to 
have begun as the rural service began to extend in 1900 and 1901, 
but, on the contrary, this item grew almost as rapidly as the rural 
service. The reason for its increase is shown when we read in 
Mr. Bristow’s report how, absolutely without regard to the provi- 
sions of the law or the necessities of the service, the head of this 
Bureau distributed this money among his friends. We were told 
in the hearings that already 900 offices had been found whereim- 
proper allowances had been made for the separating service, and 
this without a special investigation, but discovered in the ordinary 
course of business. : 

Did not this body have the right to expect that when it was 
shown that such gross misuse been made of this fund the es- 
timates of the Department would at least have called for some 
reduction in the item? On the contrary, the Department asks for 
$1,700,000, based, it is true, upon a proposition to give clerks to 
all third-class offices; but when called upon for an estimate npon 
the separating service alone, reports that it needs at least the 
amount of the last appropriation—51. 300,000. Can anyone jus- 
tify that estimate upon any ground of good business conduct in 
the Department or fair dealing with Congress? If, as has been 
shown, without investigation of the thousands of offices to which 
allowances had been made, but just in the ordinary course of 
business, 900 have been discovered in which the allowances ex- 
ceeded that provided by law, with rural free-delivery routes be- 
ing established at the rate of 6,000 a year, and decreasing at least 
in some degree the necessity for separating service, how could 
any reasonable man demand a continuance of the already extrav- 
agant appropriation for that item of the service? 
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Why, sir, before Mr. Beavers went into that service we were 


service; thatis all. It 
„under his: judicious distrib 
of money to his friends, his yielding to. eee here and there. 
that this grew to F, 300,000. And yet administration 
of this Department reports that, managing 2 
as they on ht to manage it, and allowing no more than the regu- 
laticns-of the Department prescribe, they can not run this service 
for 5 than Beavers ran it when he gave the money ape 
with free and reckless hand to every man that.chose to ask for 
it [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I appeal to y ae. whether that is not another ilus- 
tration of the fact nt needs a competent. busi- 
ness management, and that we are entitled to an investigation to 


see if such a reform can not be accom) ee EES 

E . is known as the rent, 
Por ront, hh and. foe for Brt, seeond and third. des- pen 
* the items that is mentioned and discussed in the 

i upon what is known as the “ Hay resolution.” 


was in regard to the disbursement of this appropriation that 
Mr. Bristow says in his report: 


:... ee tee can be drawn from Beavers's action 
F lavish waste of he 
„C ³Ü quod WE ot soem Tperaiion’ ae public 


Case after case is reported by Mr. Bristow where Beavers, even 
when there was a lease on a building running from three to five 
years, canceled the lease and raised the rent. 

When it was shown to the De ent how this money had | i 
been so recklessly distributed in t 3 
expect that they would come in and ask for a smaller sum? 
is the fact? The fact is that Beavers, distributing the money so 
recklessly, was using $2,550,000 per year, and the ent ad- 
ministering it now, as we have the right to believe, honestly and 
economically, come in and report that they can not get along 
with less than $2,750,000, 

Mr. E oiana a Moms Deir Pie? ane bot he vs Sema are 
ceding Beavers’s administration of that salary and allowance di- 
vision this item had grown $250,000. During the five years he 


Was in there it grew at the rate of $250,000 a year, and when the | them in 


Department comes, in the light of that investigation, to adminis- 
ter it honestly, as we have a right to eee they demand the 
same increase that Beavers to ad ninister it recklessly. 

Now, gentlemen, I submit that these facts warrant the minor- 
ity of this committee in Some yh a rete i ag 
without regard to to look into the adminis of 
the affairs of that great service. 

Take the next item, on page 12, immediately following this, 
what is known as the necessary, miscellaneous, and incidental” 
items connected with first and second class post-offices. That is 
3 rey DENA orton: Pasay ia olor 
under which type 5 es, y time e 
and other things are wam e How has that item been admin- 
istered in the past? Let me call your attention again to Mr. 
Bristow's report. 

Youremember the story of the Brandt automatic cashier, They 
had in the first and second class post-offices a little coin tray. a 
device that was used to make change, costing from $5 to $12. An 
invention was made of an automatic cashier, and during the year 
1898 a number of them were sent out to the post- offices throu 
out the country. There was one postmaster, and only one, who 
reported in favor of it. Miller, the . of the company, wrote 
Brandt, the president, on February 20 

Tar ERT ae we Mave Cn eerie er deren 3 
that frien if not by Find words by dollars and cents, and I think the 
latter will be the most positive. 

Whatever may have been the method of the cultivation, it is 
a singular fact that immediately following this Postmaster Heath 
notified Miller it had been decided to pay for the machines already | com 
installed 5 250 for use in the first-class offices. There 
had been no demands made from the postmasters for it, mark 
you. On the contrary, vou will find that many of the postmasters 
reported against them. A very slight change was made in the 
machine, and this machine, which sold Picea dia at $125, is put 
on the Department at $150 to take the place of the $5.and $10 coin. 


r What is the result? After the 250 were disposed of, r largely by 
inducing the postmasters to ask for them, 527 more are ord 
Two hundred and seventeen of there were shipped without = 
the and out of the 527 thus purchased 175 
d by the Govern- 
y a total loss, was 


isles also are purchased out of that fund. Along about 


tion | Mayland Virginio, 


money honestly, | 


‘submit again 
ee 8 itself 


F that time a stenographer to Je ae 
‘of the Elliott & Hatch book 
and the District.of Columbia. eae 
were 


machines sent to the them, There was only one postmaster ou 
y one postmaster out 
Scott Towers, 


open one favorable e Tepot was made Gensler 
to work off on the Post-Office Department 193 of these 
machines, and although p ters had fr 

id not want. them, an asked 


SIAE e AAs aes LTR ead Ga Chan Secs TA sold 
Gensler received $75, and he gave $50 to W. Scott. Towers, who 


was the only that reported in favor of this machine, 
and Towers divided with Beavers. That also came out of this 
Then there was the time recorder, that is, a.clock with 


have them for the clerks as well as the carriers, and so it was 
transferred to the and allowance division, of which Mr. 
Beavers was the head, and we find that there has been expended 
for them, instead of $45,590, $247,000 
We find also that keys, sometimes as many as 
keys, costing 50 cents: apiece, are sent. out to lit 
have only two or three carriers and one or two clerks, The re- 
2 of investigation of this shows that when these were instituted 
the service a man named Truesdell was agent for the company: 
that he paid Machen a thousand dollars for the introduction of 
the service; that he paid Beavers five to six hundred dol- 
lars at various times, and he states himself that he found Beavers 
83 that it was through his influence that he induced Mr. 
to transfer Beavers from New York and put him at 
the ties boat of the salary and allowance division, and shortly there- 
. recorders was transferred to that 
vision. 


ii cut Gate Chic i be Ges ee viation. I 
F to the Post- 
kor years the money that Congress 


besos propriating in that item was being wasted, did we not 
bave tie CAE be CARARE SOA Dever teneny to. reads HE VARIA 
Would not any business tration have done so, and yet 


they demanded $250,900, exactly the same amount used by Beavers 
when it was treated, not as a public trast, but a private snap.” 

Next is the canceling machines. That is found on page 12. im- 
mediately after the item that I have been referring to, and reads: 


For rental or purchase of canceling machines, and motor power tharefor. 


Let-us look at the expenditure under the Post-Office Department 
of janede se peg We have been appropriating $250,000. We 
$250,000 last year, and the year before $190,000, and 
the: before that $190,000. How was the appropriation ex- 
Let us see. In 1896 the Hampden canceling machine was of- 
fered to the Government at $200. The Government refused to 
purchase any, pe Tor men in charge of the company made a dis- 
covery about that time. They found out that if you wanted to 
do business with the postal service you had to get in connection 
with 5 who was in the service, so they reorganized the 
— George Tyner. a brother of the At- 
ane the Post-Office Department, $ mae of the 
company, and 8 thereafter we find in ember, 1898, 
that First Assistant Postmaster-General Heath ordered 50 of those 
machines at $300 instead of $200, the price at which the Govern- 
ment refused to take them two years before, and a few months 
later an order is given for 50 more at the same price; and in 
April, 1903, out of the 100 bought 83 of them have been discarded 
and thrown out as 
That is the way part of that item was nded. Here is the 
Doremus machine. The Doremus is a -power machine. It 
was invented by W. B. Doremus, of Washington. Beavers first 
bought 100 of these machines at $150. It was discovered that 
they were absolutely worthless. That was model No. 1. The 
company went to work and got out another model, called “model 
No. 2.“ On June 30, without testing its efficiency in any way, 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2949 


Beavers contracted for 100 more at $225. Model No. 2 did not 
seem to be much better than model No. 1, so ee arc cin 
another model called No. 3,” and of No. 3another hundred was 
ordered at $225. 

Now, model No. 3 was found to be fairly satisfactory, so the 
Department continued the purchase of them, and in all has 
bought 671 of the Doremus machines at a cost of $143,476. But 
the interesting part of this story is how the Government came to 
i i p Sinden machine and why the Department so con- 
machines 251 85 Fes 5 gum ineff- 

on experimenting with them until the company 

was enabled to make one that would work. Truesdell, the same 
Truesdell as mentioned before, was at that time the business 
ent of the company and Mr. George Green was the president 


of the bait e 

Tru said that before the order for the second hundred 
machines was given 200 shares of stock of the company, of the 
par value of $20,000, was transferred to Pe S. Heath, First 
Assistant Postmaster-General of the United States, and in con- 
sideration of this transfer of stock Heath promised to order not 
less than 300 machines, at $225 each. He says that he gave 50 
shares; that Doremus, who owned one-fourth of the company, 
ee ae to Greene, and that Greene was to make up the 
other 100. 

Mr. Heath denies that any stock was transferred tohim. Mr. 
Doremus admits that he did transfer 50 shares, but he doesn’t 
know what it was for, except that it was for the interest of the 


company. 

Ida 8 the bookkeeper, testifies that Doremus told her 
he thought it. Was a mistake to give the stock to Heath and ob- 
jected to having to do it. The further satement is made by 

ell that on each machine sold after the first 100 the com- 

C1. 825, which he claimed was to 

divided with Heath. The bookkeeeper, Ida E. Crowell, says 
she drew the checks berg for $500 and procured the money 
in bills. She would then telephone Beavers, and when he 
came she would retire from the room, and on coming back, when 
Beavers was gone, the money would be gone also, and she would 
charge that sum to ission account.“ That is the way the 
item for the canceling machines has been expended. We submit 
that if they onl $250,000 to run the canceling machines 
under that kind of a management, that they do notfieed so much 
if it was run honestly. 
$200,000, Put ec yon tes ee 5 eee tt 

.000, but, mind you, never cu 
in their estimate, They ask for the full $250,000. 

Now we come to the item mentioned on page 23; and that isthe 
mest interesting item in this appropriation bill, when come 
to look into the history of it. is is the item under which Mr. 
August W. Machen carried on, in a large part, his operations. I 
want tosay for him that had his integrity been to his ability 
I verily belie ve there are few men that have ever in the postal 
service who could have done so much good as he. He had a power 
of organization such as few men possess and a power of handling 
men such as is given to few individuals. 

Machen, shortly after he came into the service, recommended 
that the carriers should uss a little strap instead of a string in 
tying up the mail. That recommendation was adopted. He es- 
Aegis that $1,750 would cover the total annual iture for 


the rural free delivery when it was instituted over all the ter- 

ritory that was entitled to the service would cost in gross less 
than $20,000,000 and net about fourteen millions. 
Son WM. ALDEN SMITH. What Postmaster-General was 

Mr. COWHERD. Charles Emory Smith, in his report of 1900. 
We find we will next July have 24,500 carriers, and it has only 
extended over about one-third of the country, that was estimated 
as a proper part of the country for this service, and we know 
enough to know that instead of its costing thirteen or fourteen 
millions net it will likely cost nearer fifty millions by the time it 
is fully organized. 

But let me go on with Machen, Machen bought the straps of 
a man by the name of Lamb, of New Haven, Conn. Lamb paid 
W. C. Long, a laborer in the supply department, $30,000 as com- 
mission on this sale of straps, and Long divided with Machen. 
Machen thought that these little straps were a good and profit- 
able investment and concluded to carry the strap business a little 
further. 

So, notwithstanding that the contractors who furnished the 
carriers’ satchels were obligated under their contract to furnish 
the strap, they were notified that they needn’t furnish the shoulder 


soap, and so in the first contract—the Boyle contract—Machen 
paid a lump sum of $8,199 to Lamb for the straps that Boyle 
might get the commission 


ought to furnish in order that th 
they ee ee, how they could go a little 


of $519. But then 
further. 

When the next contract was let they had the contractor agree 
to furnish the strap, but they had him understand that they would 
sell the strap to him; and so they bought the straps from Lamb 
and got the commission, and then sold them to the contractor and 
had the contractor pay them for them, and in that way the Gov- 
ermment lost $22,150 and Machen and Long got their usual com- 
mission from Lamb and collected $5,662.63 from the contractor. 
Then they took another step forward, and when the next contract 
was let the contractor, Crawford, agreed to pay Lorenz, a friend 
of Machen, all the profit in the contract over 25 cents per satchel. 
Lorenz divided with Machen, Crawford paid Machen for the 
straps which the Government had bought from Lamb,and Lamb 
paid Long and Machen their usual commission. Mr. Bristow re- 
ports that the minimum amount of money stolen in this shoulder- 
pet Swindle was $35,669.71. 

e have had the story of the Groff fastener tried in court. 
That was purchased at Machen’s suggestion. The contracts for 
letter boxes all provided that the contractor had to furnish two 
iron straps that went around the post and went holes in 
the back of the box and were fastened with a nut to hold them 
onto the post. But the Groff fastener was a patented device. Mr. 
wees concluded to Soares 8 3 ee re 

Bristow reports that the old me was satisfactory; that 
cities the postmasters really objected to the change, 
but since 1895, notwithstanding in every contract the contractor 
was required to furnish the strap according to the old method, 
Mr. Bristow reports that these Groff fasteners have cost the Gov- 
ernment $128,621, and out of that sum Machen and Groff and 
Lorenz received $51,460; and if you will add to that the cost of put- 
ting them on the boxes, because the t took down the 
boxes and put them back at its own expense, you will find that 
this device has cost the Government $200,000. That has to come 
error printing the later boxes iven the contract 

or painting one man was given the con 

atasum which cost the Government $100,000 during the five 
years he had it, and he turned over $20,000 to the post-office em- 
ployees as their portion of it and got double the price for doing 
the work that it cost the Government both before he got the con- 
tract and since. This shoulder-strap business had worked so well 
that they concluded to try it on the carriers’ cases. This case is 
the little pocket-book arrangement that the carrier takes inside 
of his satchel. No contract was ever made for this at all. It 
was firstintroduced in the rural-delivery service by Machen, and 
he directed thata man named Maurice Runkle, of New York, 
furnish them. 

Mr. Runkle was a dealer in clothing in Long Island City. He 
furnished to the Department 21,000 pouches, for which he paid 
the manufacturer $5,831, and the Department paid him $18,906. 
There is no proof to show that Runkle divided with Machen or 
anybody else in the service except his admission that he paid Ma- 
chen $2,450 for some shares of mining stock that, in his own lan- 
guage, “‘ was not worth a damn,” and he might have added, to 
aue a high authority in this House, was dear at that.“ 


y 

that Machen concluded to introduce it into the 
free-delivery service. So a man in Baltimore named Smith 
it suggested to him that if he would make a bid he could get this 
contract. Smith said he could furnish them at 50 or 60 cents; but 
he could not get the contract at that price. He raised his bid to 
75 cents, and still could not get the contract. It was then 
suggested to him that if he would make his bid 90 cents he might 
be able to get it. He promptly made his bid 90 cents, and imme- 
diately secured the contract. 

These were from Smith in bunches of 5,000 each, but 
e =? song tohim. The warrant was issued down 
here in the Department, and delivered to two em- 

loyees of the Department, a warrant for $4,500 in each instance, 
Phase two empl would take the warrant over to Baltimore 
and go into Smith’s store, when Smith would go out and get it 
cashed and bring the money back and would pay over to them 
$2,000 ont of the $4,500, and cat would give $1,000 of that money 
to Machen and take $500 each themselves. So that, Mr. Bristow 
reports, in this way the Government paid $11,450 more for the 
pouches than they were worth and this amount was divided be- 
tween the contractor and the three employees in the free-delivery 
service. 

It will be noticed that the letter boxes also come out of this 
item. We find in the first history of the letter-box contract that a 
man named Maybury had the contract. A Doctor Scheble, a den- 
tist in Toledo, where Machen formerly resided, went to Maybury 
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and induced Maybury to give him (Scheble) 25 per cent of the 
profits of his contract—a remarkable arrangement for a business 


man to make. Scheble claimed that he had some kind of a patent 
box which might become a competitor hereafter, and, although 
Maybury had the contract running for a number of years, he 

to pay this Doctor Scheble the 25 per cent he demanded. 

However, it was a very profitable arrangement for Maybury, 
because the year before the Government purchased only 2,740 of 
his boxes, at a cost of $8,189, while the year after the arrangement 
was made the Government purchased 16,400 of his boxes, at a cost 
of $52,526, and a net profit to him of over $20,000, one-quarter of 
which went to Scheble. The next contract was e in 1897 
with Maybury and Ellis. By this time Scheble's share of the con- 
tract had grown to 50 percent. The Government under thatcon- 
tract purc. 49.309 of these boxes, at a cost of $149,656, netting 
a profit to the contractor of $53,046. one-half of which, or $26,500, 
was divided between Scheble and Machen. 

In 1901 the contract was let direct to Scheble, still a practicing 
dentist in the city of Toledo. Scheble employed the Adrian Brick 
and Tile Company to manufacture the boxes. They began furnish- 
ing them on the 1st of December, 1901, and withi 
had turned out to the Department 27,718 of these boxes, at a cost 
of $90,257. Mark you, gentlemen, how rapidly, as soon as some 
man in the Department begins to draw a commission on the letter- 
box contract, the need for the boxes grew, Sen ad from 2,750 
per year to 27,718 for a period of eighteen moni Of course, 


there haye been some remarkable in the postal service, 
but I suppose no one will contend that the legitimate growth has 


that t. 

The package boxes also came out of this item which I have been 
discussing. A lawyer named McGrehan had the package-box 
contract, and Machen sent Dr. Lorenz to him with the suggestion 
that he hada good idea. The Lorenz idea was that they be put on 
standard legs, and this contractor agreed to give Lorenz 75 cents on 
each box sold thereafter for his idea, While Machen allowed him 
$1.25 additional on the box. Immediately we find that the Govern- 
ment begins to need a very large number of these boxes, because 


they purchased 8,361 of them inside of a year, at the cost of $163,- | needed 8200 


000, and 29 per cent of them are stored away because no place can 
be found to use them. Just what this cost the Government 
is not shown, but it is reasonable to presume it was fairly profit- 
able to everybody but the taxpayer. 

The Montague indicator comes out of the same item. This was 
a little device fastened on the box, showing the hours of collec- 
tions. It took the place of a little celluloid card that cost 10 cents, 
while the Montague indicator cost 88 —far more than the box itself 
on which it was fastened was worth. 

After this company was organized with a capital stock of $100,- 
000 they received, they say, a suggestion that they ought to dis- 
tribute some of the stock where it would do the most good; so 
er gave away 3,000 shares of stock—1,000 to Machen, 2,000 to 

vers. 


Machen had the control of the purchasing of those indicators. 


It is a little remarkable that Beavers, who had nothing to do with 
it, should have received twice as much stock as Machen. The 
explanation as given by the men who held the stock which was 
given away was that 1,000 shares of the stock given to Beavers 
was to on? to the First Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr. Heath. 

Shortly after this judicious distribution of stock 7,100 of these 
devices were purchased, at a cost of $30.075, and in April. 1902, 
an order was given for 10,000 more. Had they equipped the en- 
tire service with this device, Mr. Bristow reports. it would have 
cost the Government $400,000, netting a profit to the company of 
$160,000, which would have made that stock worth a little more 
than par for every dollar of stock issued. 

The story of those 2,000 shares of stock that were given to Bea- 
vers is an interesting one, as told in the Bristow report. Beavers 
held the 2,000 shares in the name of Richardson, president of the 
company, for some time. Finally, when they came to pay a divi- 
dend on it, the check for the dividend was sent to Beavers, who ac- 
knowledged it in a letter of February 20, saying that he would 


hold to it in the name of Richardson for the present. Those 
shares had not been transferred to Beavers, mar p And he 
said, further, that he had not seen Mr. Heath: He is mighty 


hard to locate just now, being busy on national committee mat- 
ters.“ Upon which he has been busy until the last few weeks. 
In August, 1902, Beavers writes to Richardson, inclosing the 
certificates for stock, as follows: 
DEAR RICHARDSON: Our friend in Salt Lake wants inclosed stock drawn 
inthe name of Edwin D. Bacon. Kindly issue new certificates and have these 
rward registered mail. 


destroyed. Fo same to me by 
Toure; truly, G. W. BEAVERS. 


On the face of this certificate, thus returned, is indorsed: 

Editor Salt Lake Tribune. 

On the back of it is indorsed Mr, Heath’s office and home ad- 
dress, in Salt Lake City. 


The Edwin D. Bacon mentioned is an uncle, by marriage, of Mr. 
Heath. The certificate is finally returned to the company anony- 
mously, in a blank envelope, after the ricky igs began; and 
that blank envelope is destroyed; so that we do not know from 
what place it was returned. 

Of course no man can say that this testimony shows conclusively 
the complicity of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, because 
the testimony is largely the statements of Beavers, whois himself 
shown to be dishonest; that is, if the Bristow report is to be be- 
lieved at all. Therefore we can not rely entirely upon his state- 
ments. But I submit that in view of this shameful story of graft 
that has gone on so openly and flagrantly in that Department 
under his ent, with so many clues leading toward him, 
it seems to me most extreme measures might well have been 
adopted to find out whether there had been any unlawful act on 
the part of that gentleman. 

And I submit further that the report on the Tulloch charges, 
showing that numbers of people were employed on the direct order 
of Heath, with the distinct understanding that 8 were never to 
do a day’s work, is conclusive proof that that gentleman was der- 
elict in his duty to the public. In the cases of the postmasters, 
when they employed men unwarrantably they were sued and com- 
pelled to refund the money, and it seems to me the same course 
ought to have been followed by the Government in respect to the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Now, gentlemen, that is the story of the expenditure under this 
item in free delivery and the same story—I have read them 
together largely—of the expenditure in the rural free delivery, 
where a similar item is carried in the bill. The Department 
85 tod to us an estimate asking $300,000 on the item of free- 
delivery incidental expenses. 

I want to say for Mr. Bristow, and in exoneration of him, that 
in making that estimate he stated to the committee that there 
was a deficiency in this item of $69,000 in the free-delivery sery- 
ice, as I remember, and a smaller amount in the like item in rural- 
delivery service; but the 3 in the rural delivery sery- 
ice had been $150,000. e Department estimated that they 
000 for the next year. 

Your committee in reporting that last item to the House took 
occasion to cut it down to $150,000; and I ask you in the name of 
justice and of fairness, if all this story of ‘‘ graft ” as reported by 

r. Bristow be true, if all these unwarranted expenditures and 
all this maladministration of these two items along back fora 
series of years be true, ought we not to expect the Department, 
operating under business management, in a business and honest 
way, to run the service for less money? 

Gentlemen, this is the shameless story of what is known as the 
“ Bristow report” in connection with the items that it touches in 
this bill. I want you to remember this investigation covered but 
one of the four great divisions of the postal service, and touched 
only a part of another of the divisions of that service. As yet 
there has been no investigation of the Fourth Assistant Postmas- 
ter-General’s office, there has been no investigation whatever of 
the Second Assistant Postmaster’s department, and very little of 
the Third Assistant Postmaster-General’s office. 

Now, I ap to you in the light of that story, of the shame- 
less story of fraud, maladministration, and misappropriation, in 
the light of the fact that that great Department, with all that in- 
formation before it, comes before your committee and in nearly 
every instance asks for the same or an increased sum in these 
items, I ask you are not the minority of this committee justified 
when they report to you that there ought to be an investigation 
of the postal service, not by a branch of that service, but a full, 
free, and im ial investigation made under the authority of 
this House, with authority to report not only the maladministra- 
tion and misappropriation of money that might be found, but 
with authority torecommend reforms that ought to be instituted? 

In my candid judgment an honest, efficient, and business admin- 
istration of this great postal service will manage the affairs and 
conduct the business without a deficit. 

In conclusion, let me say the blackest page of all this story is 
that which records the fact that the two men who called the at- 
tention of the Department to this shameful state of things have 
received as their only reward, one a dismissal from the service 
and the other a reduction in place and salary. Gentlemen, let 
us put this great service upon the high plane where it belongs. 
Let us drive out of it all those who would waste or steal the peo- 
ple’s money, and make this service what it ought to be, the most 
useful and beneficent of all the Government's ministrations to 
the people’s varied wants. To properly dothat let us begin with 
a thorough and impartial investigation by a committee of Con- 
gress. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr, PERKINS haying taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, several messages in writing 
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from the President of the United States were communicated to 


taries, who also informed the House of Representatives that the 
President had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 

On March 1, 1904: 

H. R. 11823. An act to authorize the Director of the Census to 

“dcp e eg bee e ee eren ef Michigan and 
with oficials of other States in taking the census of manufactures. 
n March 2, 

H. R. 8748. ‘An act for the relief of Serenus Kilbourne. 

On March 3, 1904: 

H. R. 6345. ‘an act for tlie-roliaf of the State.cf Town. 

On March 4, 1904: 

H. R. 7620. An act defining the limit of navigation of the Osage 
River in the State of Missouri. 
. R. 8485. An act to amend the act of Congress: of Mareh ti, 
1902, relating to homesteads; and 


H. R. 2019. A MOE ONENE EDA a SE 

R. 4045. An act granting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 

R. 6352. An act granting a pension to Mary Huff; 

R. 8227. An act granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; 

EE 865. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. 
H. —— An act granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 


Be 8850. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
‘oyce; 

H. R. 13290. An act making an appropriation for clearing the 
Potomac River of ice. 


POST-OFFICE. APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session.. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I =a now to the gentleman from Kan- 


sas ag Be MURDOCK 5 

MURDOC Chairman, since I came down here I 
ere been trying to understand the deficit in the Post-Office De- 
partment. This bill carries ot $170,000,000, 
T is chargeabl e to systems added 
in the last sixty-five of the 3 service’s one hundred and fifteen 


years’ existence. 

Several of these systems have been added quite incidentally in 
the past to the service, and from mere experiments have risen to 
items of the first magnitude. This is particularly true of free 
city delivery and rural delivery, for which there will be expended 
in the next fiscal year an amount equaling the entire expenditures 
for the whole postal service in 1884. 

There has come upon the service for seventy years past a pub- 
lic demand for extension of routes, expedition in mail, and redue- 
tion pe nate rates, which for the greater portion of time has 
been a demand in advance of the financial capacity of the service, 
and with the exception of afew years, since 1851 expenditures 
of the postal service have exceeded the receipts, creating an annu- 
ally recurring deficit. Each extension of routes, measure of expe- 
dition, and reduction in postage has proved a revenue ucer 
of sufficient power to balance receipts — expenditures, but with 
a very few exceptions the public d has anticipated a sur- 
plus and added improvements in time to defeat that result. 

There are no published tables of exact deficits, but there is one 
from the Auditor’s office which. shows in a comparative way the 

roximate deficits in the service since 1837. 
recurring deficit of amount is generally known, 
frequently condemned, seldom defended, and in latter days has 
ted out in several quarters as a result of the “‘ socialistic 
N of this Government. 

I desire to take up a study of the eee 
8 causes, Which ryt remained on af lines the ex- 

presen’ 


tendencies. The American ee, is. to 3 the benefits 0b 
the postal system uniformly to all the people; and this t be 
done within 2 revenues pation but for the chief contri 
cause in all deficits—the 5 determination to add the ele- 
ment of all possible speed to postal 

There have been, in postal history, other contributing causes to 
the deficit the encroachment of certain printed matter on the 
second-class privilege. the franking privilege, loose administra- 
tion. the inability of the Government to curtail 
terially when hard times reduce 8 and three reductions in 
postage rates; but the great source of the deficit is the facilitat- 


ing of the mails, through extension partly, but chiefly through ex- 
the House of Representatives, by Mr. BARNES, one of his secre- ` pedition 


The most comprehensive: view of the postal deficit: may bo 
found, in 1 It came through an 
tion of the and through V 
free delivery, and, lastly, rural delivery, it has remained. 


Between 1739 and 1828 the Department, slow-going and unpro- 


t began the expedition of 
the mails. ts were made the De- 
partment never successfully escaped the new element then intro- 


duced, and the new and im methods for the ee or 
the mails, often innocently instituted as small experiments, ha 


: reppi producing revenues, kept in advance of tie 55 
cei 


William T. 9 the father of the deficit, was a Member of 
Congress from Kentucky, 1810-11; a participant in the war of 
1812, United States Senator, a judge, eutenant-governor, State 
secretary, and chief justice of Kentucky, and in 1828 was made 
Postmaster-General under Jackson, and invited as such to a seat 
in the Cabinet, the first Postmaster-General to enjoy that honor. 

John MeLean, the preceding Postmaster-General, had in 1827 
in his annual report ih pride, to a surplus of $100,000 revenues 

pride, and had 511 7 that ‘‘a vigilant 


And this surplus, he thought, should be applied to the establish- 
ment and repair of mail roads. But one year thereafter we find 
McLean not with a lus, but with a deficiency of $25,000, cov- 
ered, however, by surplus outstanding sums due 8 
of 8370, gods his temporary deficie: was br about 
through ee that lined | 
disposition of McLean’s formar $100,000 surplus, 

the surplus should be used for extending mail facilities once 
out the country. 

Before McLean had satisfied all the importunate sections which 
desired new routes, McLean had added to the mail service an- 
nually 537,264 miles in stages, 3 on horseback; in ex- 
planation of which McLean said: 

eee policy to keep the funds of the 


tively em: ed in its operations the reaso — cd 

every comm waft unity shall be ed. g 

from ai ae routes and substitu’ æ horse fi rta- 

tiono: y others, a very large of ds would . 

late; but + the. public convenience be greatly | and t 

of tion withheld from districts of country but sparsely inhabited. 
„ * To mas DAS barby ase lines of intercourse, com- 

bine speed with all the security possible, the mail wherever it 

may be wanted the aras which have influenced the policy of 

the Department, 


Tn 1829 came in the amiable and pathetic figure of William T. 
Barry. Afterwards in his address to the people of the 
United States,” said that o fonnd that his predecessor- 


Had entered into contracts to take effect anuary 1, 1829, which in- 
volved the rtment in an expense, for tho ‘period of oniy sbe month months from 
Ji LI 3 1 $00,778.55, than all its reve- 


nues for the same 

So Barry Want! himself ily overwhelmed. The growthof 
the country, the importunity of sections for new routes, the ex- 
tension of the franking privilege b: Congress to members from a 


rivilege during sessions to a privilege the whole year round, the 
Pooartnant: in those days ine postmasters 2 cents forthe de- 
livery of every free letter, the expedition in mail, and extension 
of routes: during 's administration jumped a total annual 
transportation of 13,700,000 in 1829 to 23,854,485 in 1833— 
nearly doubled i 1834 t Barry in his report showed a deficit, 


the first: in the history of the Department. This was a balance 
of eon nena the t beyond the amount of its avail- 
able. on January 1, 1834, of $315,599.98. Barry, to meet this 
lack of funds, had bo borrowed from time totime from banks, in 


eyo and overchecks, 

e storm broke. Barry was investigated by both Houses of 
Congress. On the night of Fe 24, 1885, In the House an 
angry debate fo the remark o Representative Beardsley 
that the Postm eral had been “liberal to a fault, I might 


say almost beyond a fault.” Explanations for his latent meaning 
were demanded Barry's friends. During this William Cost 
. ͤ ner. oom Of the 
t. ew utenant son o 0 
r-General, challenged Johnson to a duel, which, John- 
son accepting with spirit i jis same day, fell through, if con- 
temporary 
Both committees oft of Congress made lengthy reports upon Barry's. 
administrations ee oos the whole a loose management. 
In Congress a spirited de occurred over the proposition of cir- 
ag generally these reports for the enlightenment of the 
— eee report exists in the Library of 
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Barry had sinned chiefly on the side of expedition. Thenotable 
case of the time was the mail between Philadelphia and Pittsburg. 


Reeside and Slaymaker had a contract to rt the mail 
between Philadelphia and Pittsburg daily in four-horse post 
coaches; to run two lines a day, one to go through in a few hours 
more than two days, the other in three and a half days. The 
first was a fast mail.” This service January 1, 1832. 
The fast coach carried the letter mail; the slow coach carried the 
newspapers. A few people in Pittsburg and west of Pittsburg 
received envelopes containing copies of newspapers, then small, 
on the fast mail. 

This aroused the regular subscribers, and they demandin 
their newspapers as early, the contractors, by the pressure o 
public opinion, were forced to give in, to carry the newspaper 
mail in the fast coach, and from this coach, three times a week, 
passengers were excluded, at a loss of $100aday. Thecontractors 
said the whole transaction was costing them $15,000 a year, and 

roposed that they would bear $5,000 of this sum themselves. 
rry allowed them the $10,000. The investigating committee 
called this, indignantly, a gift.” 

Some manipulation of contracts by Barry’s subordinates was 
unearthed by the investigation. After a contract. $4,500 a year 
for carrying the mail between Chicago and Green Bay, weekly, to 
Colonel Savery, had been ted, Colonel Savery assigned his 
contract to a tor Temple, who had been a clerk in the De- 
partment. This outraged the Senate committee, which found 
confirmation of its suspicion in the fact that— 

N m. $t, uals the net proceeds of the postages re- 
ceived inthe winda TERET of Michigans > x 


But Barry’s chief fault was in ee the mails, and he 
notes with contempt that one of his Congressional accusers had 
been a prominent petitioner for an improved route. 

Barry got out of the Department by Jackson appointing him 
minister to Spain, and he died in Liverpool on his way to the new 
post. Before he went he wrote several defenses. One he closed 
as follows: 

My official acts balong to my country, and whether their tendency has been 
the promotion of the public good I cheerfully submit to the decision of my 
fellow-citizens. I make no pretension to intallibility, but my errors, what- 
ever they may have been, have not resulted from d . Our national do- 
main is extended from the frozen ions of the North to the plains of per- 
peun foliage in the South, from the Atlantic Ocean on the east to the 

ky Mountains on the west. 

Clashing interest and sectional prejudicescan be counteracted only by safe 
and Pe intercourse, Every . which tends to shorten the 
time of epistolary correspondence and to expedite and facilitate the traveler 
in his transitions from one part of the country to another is like bringing 
the distant parts together, and does more to cement our union than any other 
consideration of interest qr safety. This end I have ere constantly in view. 
Whether I have been in any degree successful the public will judge. 

Barry was to havea vindication within a very few years. Under 
an act of Congress his successor reorganized the Department and 
began a rigorous and unpopular retrenchment. The first railroad 
had been built, and wi e 5 complaint of the Depart- 
ment that it ought to control the time of the arrival and departure 
of trains, as it had the coaches, the thrust and parry over the 
rate for the transportation of mail began. 

At one time Congress offered the roads the carriage of mail at 
a rate not exceeding 25 per cent of the cost by coach. The 
Department, under the pressure of reform, did not materially 
grow, and in 1846, with the first reduction in postage rates, the 
revenue of the Department began to diminish, being less in 1846 
and 1847 than it was in 1845. It was during this period that the 
first suggestion for making newspapers pay postage by weight 
was made to prevent editors from mailing their papers while 
wet.” 

The whole system was so little responsive to pepular demand 
that the postal system, for the only time in its 3 lost the 
full support of the people. Between the principal cities, con- 
nected py railroads, the pockets of travelers were crammed with 
letters and the principal hotels in Boston, New York, and other 
cities were reported to have become serious rivals of the local 
post-offices. The rivalry between the express company and the 
Government in the carrying of mails extended over many years. 
By reason of the decrease in revenue the deficit reappeared in 1840, 
1847, and 1848. In this period of retrenchment Congress, in 1845, 
passed an act materially lessening the compensation of post- 
masters. 

Within one year one-third of the postmasters in the country re- 
signed. And during this period one Postmaster-General, C. A. 
Wickliffe, in 1842, while straining to bring economy about, put 
into the system a small improvement which now costs the postal 
service $22,000,000 annually. This was a dispatch for 
the city of New York, with eight postmen—the germ which grew 
into a system in 1862 and has since developed into our city free 
delivery. 

In 1851 came another reduction .in postage and the adhesive 
8-centand 1-cent postage stamps became familiar. The then Post- 


master-General anticipated a deficit, but limited it toa few years, 
It did not, however, disappear until 1882, thirty-one years later. 

In 1862 the city-delivery system grew into the city free-delivery 
system. The extra cent the carrier had before collected for every 
letter delivered or collected was lo off ** to save time,“ a meas- 
ure of expedition, the cost of which the Government bore. 

In 1864 the money-order system, which had been first proposed 
nearly forty years before, was instituted. In 1882 the service 
8 9 a surplus. A reduction of the postage rate to 2 cents 

ollowed. The deficit reappeared. In the early nineties of the 
last century rural free delivery appeared; first, it seems, as a pro- 
posal to extend free delivery to small towns. The proposal ap- 
pam in the midst of a universal agitation for 1-cent postage. 

m a mere experiment, rural free delivery grew rapidly into 
the wonderful system we see to-day, and 1-cent postage is not now 
a current topic. 

Only once since 1828 has the postal service failed to respond to 
the genius of this great and progressive people—in the period just 
preceding 1850. During that period it evoked, by its lack of prog- 
ress, serious and hurtful riv: and failed to assume the tele- 
graph which was then offered it, which it had once, in fact, and 
which it could have retained by paying for the patent. 

Otherwise the system has always responded to public demand, 
until it stands to-day the greatest single business in the world, its 
transactions ting a billion dollars a year. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty minutes 
to the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Van DUZER]. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Mr. Chairman, the subject to which I pro- 
pose to address myself at this particular time I believe is of more 
or less interest to every Member of this House, whether he come 
from the Pine Tree State of Maine or from California. I wish to 
discuss one of the greatest industries known to mankind. the 
mining industry, and the protection which it asks and ought to 
receive under a proper economic, honest, and forcef ul administra- 
tion of the Post-Office . 

It is a notorious fact t in recent years there has been con- 
ducted under the shadow, and you might say protection, of the 
Post-Office Department, by the use and the abuse of the mails, 
some of the most gigantic swindles that have ever been perpe- 
trated upon the people of this country. This is a question to 
which I have given some seven months of careful investigation, 
ey in the city of New York, the city of Philadelphia, in 

ton, and in ee 

The information which I have in my possession I desire to place 
before the House of Representatives and to appeal to the Mem- 
bers of this House, I care not from what State they come, to give 
this matter consideration, because as far as the people of the East- 
ern States are concerned I venture the assertion that there is not 
a single Representative upon the floor of this House from this side 
of the Mississippi who has not had at one time or another constitu- 
ents who have been swindled by the fraudulent use of the mails, 
and as far as the gentlemen are concerned who come from the 
West, from those great States of Washington, California, Nevada, 
Utah, Colorado, and the Territories, I say that it is a matter of 
vital importance to them, because the great mining industry of 
this country has been brought into discredit by a lot of irresponsi- 
ble. thieving promoters who inhabit that historic spot known as 
Hell's Half Acre“ in New York City. close by the intersecting 
points on Wall. Broad, Nassau, and William streets. I mean no 
offens2 when I speak in these terms, but particularly are the 
Members of Congress from New York City interested in this 
question. 

There have been periods in this country spoken of as the age of 
patriotism. There have been periodsin this country spoken of as 
the age of commerce and the age of liberty; but I venture the as- 
sertion that at no time in the history of this country has there 
been a series of years from 1890 to 1900 which will so much de- 
serve from future historians the appellation of the age of graft as 
has been the past ten years, graft not only in the departments of 
the Government, but in every line of business throughout the 
country. 

That to which I particularly desire to call the attention of the 
House is a condition of affairs that relates to the mining industry. 
There is taken from eastern investors who are innocent men, 
who have neither the time nor the opportunity nor the money to 
investigate mining porono in the West, annually, millions 
upon millions of dollars. 1 spent four months in the city of New 
York this summer, and have investigated every mining Popa 
tion which has an office in that city, in Pittsburg, and in ton. 
I want to say to the gentlemen of this House, though they may 
not rea ize the condition of affairs, that there is more money 
annually taken from the people of this country by bald misrepre- 
sentation regarding mining affairs than is extracted and filched 
from the pockets of the people in any other known business in 
America to-day. i 

I shall call attention to some cases which came under my ob- 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE: 


2953 


servation, and I propose at the proper time to offer an amendment 
to the postal bill which will have the effect of directing the atten- 
tion of the Postal Department to these gross frauds being perpe- 
trated on the American people. 

When we of the West come to the Eastern States and say any- 
thing about a mining proposition, the eastern man with money 
buttons up his coat, puts his hand in his pocket, and holds on to 
his pocketbook. He looks upon the western man who has a min- 
ing enterprise or a mini a Sprig as a sort of matural-born ras- 
cal; but I want to cad t the men who are engaged in the 
legitimate mining industry in the West.compare favorably in 
honesty, in integrity of purpose, and in their knowledge of their 
business with the most prominent citizens that are to be found 
in the East engaged in manufacturing business, in the steel busi- 
ness. or in any of the various lines of trade and occupation, and 
thet if the mining industry has received a black eye, if mining is 
looked upon as an industry fraught with rascality, it is because 
the people in the East are the peonio whoshelter, shadow, protect, 
and conceive the villainy which has resulted in the extraction of 
millions of dollars from the people of the East in investment in 
illegitimate mining securities. 

I will venture the assertion that there is not a Member of the 
House on this floor who has not had constituents who have suf- 
fered. A man comes along who has no genteel occupation. He 
has nothing to do. He has a few dollars, and he will go down to 
Wall street, which seems to be that particular spot in America 
where every man who wants to get up a grafting scheme locates. 
He will get as close to J. Pierpont Morgan's office as ponie, and 
then will advertise that he is in the same block with Mr. Morgan. 
He will get a little bit of a room, hire a prepossessing and good- 
looking stenographer, advertise in the daily papers that he has a 
mining Ay pana and that inside of three or four months divi- 
dends will be paid. 

The result is that all through the East—in Pennsylvania, in Ohio, 
in Maine, in Massachusetts—throngh the Southern States, through 
the Mississippi Valley States, widows and orphans, and mien with 
sall bank accounts, who know under existing conditions it will 
never te possible for them to amass any fortune—such men as 
constitute the great bulk of the American people, who are always 
ready to accumulate a lot of money. by expending a small sum 
with the hope of getting quick returns—have sent to these pro- 
moting offices in New York City and Pittsburg and Boston and 
invested their hard-earned savings in mining propositions. The 
pronome of a mining proposition is a man who has a mine which 

e creates and runs by a Dae press. All he has got to do is 
to get a few dollars, get up a book of stock, and then send out his 
literature. 

I will tell you how they do it in New York City. They do not 
care whether there is any mine on the so-called mining prop- 
erty.’ > They would just as willingly promote a cabbage patch as 
they would a mining proposition. ey get a few acres of land— 
if possible, 10 or 12 miles from a great mine whose vein trends 
toward the property which they own, or they say it does. They 
prone the credulous public that a great mine is to be developed 

y sinking their shafts in a region of country somewhat adjacent 
to this rich and well-known mine. They advertise in the paper 
that they just want 810,000. They would like to have 100 am- 
bitious Americans who would like to become mine owners, who 
would like to break loose from their chains of poverty and be- 
come great businessmen. They promise that an investment of 
$100 will in six months return four thousand, five thousand, six 
thousand dollars. Circulars containing such statements are what 
they send through the mails. They say that their stock is going 
to advance to an almost fabulous sum. : 

This fall I went into an office in New York City where some 
man was trying to perpetrate that kind of a proposition upon the 
State of Nevada. I knew the location where his mine purported 
to be, where by the expenditure of-a vast amount of money there 
never could be taken from it a dollar’s worth of ore. Yet that 
man spent $5,000 in advertising. He took in $30,000 or $40,000 
from people in husetts, Connecticut, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Delaware, New Jersey—from men who invested their 
money in good faith. By means of fraudulent circulars, which 
go through the mails; by the publication of fictitious and decep- 
tive letters, which go through the mails; by means of forged tele- 
grams, and all that sort of thing, this man was enabled to raise 
$30,000 or $40,000. : 

I went into his office one day and I said, “‘ My friend, where is 

our pore Oh,“ said he, the property is away out in 

evada; it is close by a great mining camp.“ Well,” said I, 
vou seem to have a mighty good property; Where is it?? Well,” 
said he, it is a great mine. Have you been there?“ “No.” 
Have there been any assays?” No.“ Have you struck any 
veins of gold-bearing or silver-bearing ore?“ No: but we are 
going to. My friend,” said I, don’ eyon know that the ground 
on — 555 you are claiming to have a valuable mine is absolutely 


~ 


worthless?’’- Well,“ said he, I don’t know. I bought it from 
So-and-so in New York City.“ Do you know the reputation of 
that man?? Well, I admit that anything I may buy from that 
individual does not carry with it a guaranty of being a very valu- 
able proposition.“ : 

en I returned to my home in Nevada I undertook to find that 
2 on which this valuable mine was claimed to exist. I 
could not see the property with a telescope, it was so far from the 
center of the mining district; and a man would have to dig a 
thousand feet into the sand to get a solid foundation for anything. 

I want it distinctly understood that the legitimate mining men 
of the West condemn such methods. I want to state right here 
that I come not only from one of the greatest mining camps in 
the world—Tonopah—but also from the greatest mining State in 
the Union—Nevada. In the name of Tonopah and in the name 
of Nevada, I enter a protest against dishonest mining, and make 
the statement right here that Nevada is comparatively free from 
mining swindles, and that we do not propose to allow irresponsible 
promoters to trade on our honor or our riches. [Applause.] 

Beaumont, Cripple Creek, Sumpter, Thunder Mountain, and 
Alaska, have furnished food for many a dishonest promoter. Of 
all modern mining camps Tonopah has been freest from this sort 
of wildcat speculation. The money has gone into the ground in 
0 investment in Tonopah. 

am not here for the p of making a partisan speech—— 

Mr. LACEY. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him, 
I heard it said out there in Nevada that the true definition of a 
gold mine was—a gold mine is a hole in the ground, the owner of 
which is a liar, Is that correct? [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. VAN DUZER. I will come to that point in a moment. 
That is the usual eastern acceptation of the term gold mine.“ 
But that reputation has accrued from the operations of eastern 
promoters, not from the operation of western mine owners. [Ap- 


paned 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We don't want you to come to the 
point; we want you to get to the hole. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. I assure the gentleman that the hole will 
be silver plated and gold lined. [Applause.] 

Owing to lack of uniformity in laws, it has been almost impos- 
sible to secure adequate protection against the operations of 
fraudulent mining companies and mining promoters. The Post- 
Office Department is the only proper channel through which re- 
lief can at present be secured. e entire proposition resolves 
itself down to the obtaining of money illegally by the fraudulent 
use of the mails. 

The mining industry, which is one of the cleanest industries in 
the world, has received a great deal of discredit in the East ow- 
ing to the manipulations of promoters in the East. There area 
large number of people in this country constantly seeking to make 
money quickly upon a small investment. Mining offers this op- 
portunity. 

The result is that a large number of disreputable brokers and 
sharpers—confidence men who can not thrive upon honest meth- 
ods, who know nothing of mining, who have never been West 
open up offices in eastern cities for the sole purpose of obtaining 
money with no intention of placing it, using it for legitimate 
western Aeran ent. Their favorite roosting. place is Wall 
street, New York, where a small office is rented, and, with a few 
dollars for saring a printing, they send ont misleading 
literature, containing bold misrepresentations, holding out prom- 
ises of dividends in thenear future. People throughout the East 
who have only a few hundred dollars and who can not afford the 
time or money to make a thorough investigation, send in their 
money to the promoter. The promoter has a number of unique 
schemes to evade the law. He hires first a good lawyer to keap 
him out of jail. He turns in 40 per cent of his receipts as com- 
mission for acting as fiscal agent, 25 per cent goes to office expense 
and furniture, 10 per cent goes to a reserve fund, and the balance 
is taken up as personal stock sales. 

The man who invests his money with this class of promoters 
never has a hope for its return. They spend afew dollars in get- 
ting a deed to sagebrush ground. In fh to delude the public 
they pay dividends from stock sales. The money from one man is 
taken to pay another a dividend, an absolutely criminal transac- 
tion. Nowhere in the world iscongregated a greateraggregation 
of mining fakirs, mining promoters, crook:. sharks. and confi- 
dence men as are to be found within the shadow of Wail street, 
New York, and in Chicago. 

With all due respect to my colleagues from West- Virginia and 
I do not mean to intimate that a West Virginian is an easy game, 
but I went into a certain mining office and represented myself as 
from West Virginia, and being a farmer, and that I wanted to 
buy some mining stock. I wanted to know something about a 
proposition from the State of Nevada. I said I did not know 
much about mining; and the broker commenced to get excited, 
and he told me the most alluring tales about the sudden acquisi- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


tion of wealth by mining that I ever heard in my life. He told 


me about the discovery of fabulous gold deposits there, and how 
mf hed kim geet He kn thing of Nevada, nothing 
questions, He knew no sn 
rning mining. He told enough lies to land him in the peni- 
tentiary if I had given him money on his representations. 

I maintained that I was a humble farmer from the great State 
of West Virginia. Of course, I was perfectly familiar with the 
ore area. I was in New York for the of ferreting out 
w much was this 


piece o worth?” pointing to a well-known on 
the Why,” he says, vou ean not buy the stock in that. 
All the stock in that company been taken up in the market 


in my pocket, and he began to reach for it, and I backed out and 
asked some more questions. [Laughter. 
What do you mean by this j mine?” We all know 


what the jackass is. There isa very kind and little animal, 
the burro, which is a little bigger than a jack rabbit and a 
little smaller than a mule, and we called him the hermit of the 
desert. He said: There is a man out there who went out pros- 
FTT in, and when night came on 
— enn Sa ant arene ar his waaay eg ie and 
thi isky, and he up 
i by ale Then he got his 


t gold mine, and they took 8100, 000, 000 out of that gol mine. 
fiat Growin; evadans 


FF people had appointed a commit- 


sculptor to cast the jackass in 55 going to take 


— Gentlemen 
I state to you the too 


mine promoter in New York City and myself. [Great laughter. ] 
I want to say to you in that connection, by my own positive 
knowledge, they took in from over a hundred men $100 apiece. 


where men circulate through the mails matters, lists, advertise- 
ments, fake mushroom newspapers with accounts of gold mines 
out in the West. I have estimated that in the past five years 
something like $18,000,000 has been invested in mining propos 
tions presumably from the West that has gone into the ets 
of promoters in the East. Now, let me you how the pro- 
moter works in New York City. He opens up his office, gets out 
advertisements 
ee e, ‘Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. HOGG. Iam interested in the mining question myself. 
Are pce pir you may encounter some criticism from the 


taking an undue activity in this sort of matter? 


in 
[Laughter and applause. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. ‘bo: I do not anticipate nor do I fear it. 
I wish to say that for every thousand dollars that the mining pro- 
moter in the East takes in he takes 40 per cent of that to himself 
for acting as fiscal He spends 10 per cent for advertising, 
20 per cent goes to That leaves about 30 per cent. 


Siig lence eee money that is raised 
egitimate mining propositions, 
„Now, I want to refer to just one other example in this connec- 


walked from Fulton street, New York, 
with a Federal indictment hanging over his head, went down to 
Wall street and hired an office, raised a thousand dollars and 
paid one month’s rent, half a dozen stenographers, and raised 
some money and used $5,000 worth of advertisements. He goes 
down in New York City and hires two ten-dollar clerks. He 
dared not open up that business under his own name. He dared 
not use his own name, because not only had he been indicted by a 
Federal grand jury, but he had an indictment hanging over hi 


As I understand, he had two desert claims that were not worth | head 


paying assessment on, and they had taken from a hundred men 
and several widows $10,000, at $100 each, to bring out that com- 


pire, and 


of the United States mails. The Post-Offi 
wittingly the confederate of the mine promoter, poe 

My object in calling attention to this condition of affairs is that 
I may inform you with reference to the mining industry of the 
West and the imputation of dishonesty in the mining and the ras- 
cality in mining which does not come from western men. I want 
to say that it is the flock of human buzzards who have taken their 
financial skill and training from the men who have organized the 
steel trust, from the men who have organized the shipbuilding 
trust. [Applause.] There is where they learned it; not from the 
miners in the West. 


taken 
[Applause. ] — . 
More men are engaged in it than in any other industry. Itis 
the dominant industry in the West. It has built our cities, cov- 
ered our bays with the white-winged fleets of commerce, builded 
colleges, endowed charities. We who mine in the West do it 
honestly, and we register against the discredit brought on it by the 
promoter of the East a vigorous protest. In legitimate mining 
enterprises there is no surermeans of reward nor in industry 
greater opportunity for the rapid accumulation of [Ap- 


Iam not here for the a, pe of attacking all frauds on the 
partment, but F am here for the purpose of calling 


Post-Office De 

the attention of Members of Congress and officials to a 

fraud which is being perpetrated daily weekly and monthly 
nited States, 


under the protection of the Government of the 


He opened up this business—and I have the statistics on that; I 
have hunted them up. That firm in New York City in three years 
has taken in $2,000,000. I know of seven mining propositions they 
have floated, and I know that the combined seven mining propo- 
sitions are not worth $20,000. Yet, how do they hold 27,000 clients 
with over seventy branch offices in the United States? I will tell 
von how they do it. They take in for three months a lot of money, 
and then declare a dividend the money taken in. 

We all know that is criminal; that no business can exist in 
which 60 per cent of the money taken in is paid out for office ex- 
pues. and we know that under the State statutes and Federal 

ws it is illegal to pay a dividend from money taken from stock- 
holders, and yet of the $2,000,000 which they have received and 
of the vast amount of dividends which they have paid I know 
that not one dollar was legitima; e from the ground. 

— a of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VAN DUZER. With pleasure. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I willask the gentleman if he does 
not think it is better for these mining fakirs to mine the people of 
the Bast for suckers than for the honest miner to mine for gold 
and silver in fhe West? 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Well, under the present condition of mone- 
tary legislation in reference to silver, I think the man in the East 
has the advantage of the situation. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I simply want to call the attention of the House to this condi- 
tion of affairs; and in the very few remaining minutes J have left 
to me I want to refer to another matter, with the indulgence of 
the House, if they will give me the courtesy and kindness to listen 
to what I have to say in defense of the State from which I come. 
There has been a great deal said about illegitimate and dishonest 
mining enterprises, but I want to state that while I have been 
condemning severely men who have been making statements which 
I know to be false, I hope that the statements which I make re- 
garding the mining conditions in the State of Nevada will be 
accepted in the spirit of accuracy with which I shall clothe my 
statements. 

It is to the interest of mining men in the West to remove the 
unjust accusations made against that industry. Westand fora 
legitimate industry, and we propose that every dollar raised in 
the East go into the ground in legitimate industry. If yeu be- 
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lieve that there is no basis for our contention, I simply want to 
call your attention to a few facts about my own State as regards 
her mining greatness. i A > 

The State of Nevada is the greatest mining State in the Union. 
fapad In extent and richness of deposits she has no equal. 
n totality of production of the precious metals she has no peer. 
Every township is mineralized. From the snow-crested mountains 
of Elko County to the changing Colorado River is an unbroken 
series of mineralized ranges, containing a variety of minerals 
found nowhereelsein the world. Some mining States are famous 
for high-grade ores, some are famous for their large deposits, 
some are celebrated for variety of mineral products, and 
others for their very deep mining. Nevada poss2sses all the ad- 
vantages and none of the disadvantages of mining. She has high. 
pam ores, large 50 ok ore, infinite variety of minerals, and 
or precious metals holds the record for production, and has the 
dee mining in the world. f 

ature with sparing generosity has usually hidden the precious 
metals either near the summits of inaccessible mountains or far 
inland on burning deserts. She has deposited her gold under the 
snows of Alaska, where it is hunted in the light of the aurora. 
[Applause.] She has hidden it in the unknown, unwatered des- 
_erts of Australia, where privation, hardship, and death have often 
been the reward of the argonaut in search of wealth. The inac- 
cessible Andes of South America and the dangerous sands of Mex- 
ico are the repositories of lead, gold, and silver treasures. No- 
where in the world is the search e pairs metals accompanied 
by as little danger asin Nevada. Close to the lines of transcon- 
tinental railroads, within reach of fuel, and with a comparatively 
ample water supply, mining in Nevada can be carried on amid the 
comforts of modern clvili ife. 

Nevada is the most richly mineralized zone in the world. The 
mineral zones of Montana are confined to her western boundaries; 
in Colorado, to the Rocky Mountain range; in Utah. to the cen- 
tral and western mountain ranges, while in Nevada her miner- 
alization is complete. Every township has been touched by the 
wand of 5 05 wealth. Every mountain range has her hidden 
treasure, every valley her placer deposit, and every stream her 
8 nuggets. [Applause.] Every county in Nevada has pro- 

uced precious metals in more or less abundance. Her total out- 

ut in forty years has exceeded that of any other State in the 
Ton. Even California, which has the reputation of being the 
Golden State, yields the palm to Nevada, 

Nevada has produced more gold, silver, copper, and lead in the 
aggregate than California has in gold. Nevada has produced 
more than Alaska. Nevada has produced more mineral wealth 
than Australia—more than Colorado and Montana combined. 
And yet the fascinated interest of mankind has been largely cen- 
tered in the stories of Dawson, Nome, Cripple Creek, and Butte 
City. The present generation has almost forgotten the richly in- 
teresting days of the Comstock, so full of that which was dramatic 
and pathetic, when dazzling wealth to-day took on the rags of 
poverty to-morrow and when the scorned pauper of to-day was 
the courted millionaire of to-morrow, and along on the wi of 
discovery the golden crowned Tonopah and sensational Goldfields 
are being smiled upon by the Goddess of Fortune as new Eldo- 

` rados great and rich as the old Comstock. [Applause.] Tonopah 
is three years old, yet the name Tonopah is ost world-wide. 
Only last fall a miner 29 miles south of Tonopah discovered a new 
district, which has been called Goldfields, which promises to be 
another Cripple Creek, greater in extent and 575 in richness. 

She has produced more than Montana, Utah, Idaho, Oregon, and 
Washington combined. Think of the vastness of the wealth and 
what these figures really mean. Various estimates have been 
made as to Nevada’s actual production of the money and com- 
mercial metals, but a maximum aggregate places it at about 
$1,544,000,000. And these 8 I have actually compiled after 
a great deal of work, research, and expense. 

e often hear about desert mines not going down. This state- 
ment has often been unwittingly made about Nevada. The trou- 
ble is that with the exception of the Calumet and Hecla copper 
mines, the salt mines of Germany, and the gold mines of South 
Africa, Nevada has the deepest mining in the world, and it is the 
deepest mining for our money metals. Depth and permanency 
are characteristic of Nevada mining. 

Nevada has scores of camps where deep mining has successfully 
been conducted. The most notable example is the famous Com- 
stock, where a depth of 3,200 feet has been reached, and yet large 
ore bodies still exist, and now that capital, energy, and science have 
combined, mammoth machinery is pumping out the water and 
there is no estimate as to the possible depth of these ore bodies. 
The camps of Eureka and Austin each attained a depth of 1,800 
feet, while Pioche and Candelaria have a Iph of 1,200. Dozens 
of camps have reached 1,000 feet in depth, e ledges are strong, 
carry high average values, are largely free milling. As com- 
pared with other camps, Butte has a depth of 2,600, Leadville 


2,200, and Cripple Creek 2,000. Nevada has more mining camps 
ee ranging over 1,000 feet than all the other States of 

e 

Another feature of peculiar significance is the fact that Nevada 
is distinctly a high-grade State. Alaska quartz mining is famous 
forlow-gradeores. So is the Black Hills. Many of our great pro- 
ducers are low- ə camps and properties. One carload of ore 
from Treasure Hill, Nevada, yielded $60,000. One carload of ore 
from Humboldt produced $200,000. One mine—the Consolidated 

irginia—produced $79,000,000in dividends, The ores of Eureka, 
Tuscarora, and Candelaria, and Belmont, and Pioche were fabu- 


still | lously rich. Such is the case with Wedekind and the Tonopah 


mines 

The Stats is one of record camps. It is true Alaska has had 
her Nome and Dawson, Montana has had her Butte, the Dakotas 
their Deadwood, Colorado her Cripple Creek and Leadville, and 
Utah her Park City, but Nevada has had her Treasure Hill, her 
Pioche, her Austin, her Tuscarora, her Candelaria, her Eureka, 
her Comstock, and her Tonopah. All of them wonderful camps, 
all of them famous camps, and great producers. It has been es- 
timated that Virginia 1 8644. 800,000; Eureka, 8200, 000, 000; 
Austin, 8150, 000,000; Pioche, $80,000,000; Candelaria, $60,000,000; 
Tuscarora, $40,000,000; De Lamarand Hamilton, each, $20,000,000. 

It must be remembered that we are dealing in s with po- 
tential meaning. The four men who rule the world are Carnegie 
with his $600,000,000, not actual but fictitious wealth; Rockefeller 
with $200,000,000; Morgan with $150,000,000; the Vanderbilts with 
$80,000,000, and yet four mining camps in Nevada haye done 
more for civilization than these great money powers with their 
actual production of wealth greater than the fortunesof America’s 
millionaires. [Applause. 

And yet with this magnificent story of production and achieve- 
ment, the story of her mineral wealth is scarcely told. 

Nevada possesses unique mining conditions. There are few 
States concerning which so much that is unjust has been said 
and concerning whose resources so little, that is true, is known. 
Nevada has generally been supposed to be an exhausted mining 
State. Her mineral wealth is supposed to be in minted dollars, 
The impression erroneously exists that mining is in its decadence 
in the State. 

It is true that there was a long period of depression. Nevada 
received her setback about the time silver began to decline. 
There was a great rush in Nevada from 1860 to 1880. There was 
twenty years of unparalleled 5 There were thousands 
of men employed at high wages. ithin twenty years Austin, 
Eureka, Pioche, Tuscarora, Virginia City, and Candelaria turned 
out almost a billion dollars in gold and silver. The interest was 
intense in these camps. There was only one line of railroad in 
the State. There was little prospecting done outside of the camps. 
Men rushed in to make fortunes. 

It was simply the looting apparently of her minerals, and the 
vandals with their wealth rushed to other climes, spent their 
riches in building other cities, beautifying other valleys. Not 5 
per cent of the vast wealth taken from her borders was invested 
there. The entire world has been more or less profited by Ne- 
vada’s mineral output. 

Men in the mad rush did not stop to experiment in Nevada’s 
valleys. They did not appreciate her climate; they did not study 
her agricultural resources nor the advantages of her stock ranges. 
They came in by night and spent their cays in massing wealth 
and fied again in the night, and there is no living monument to- 
day to show appreciation or gratitude of the men who profited 
Nevada's wealth. Nomonuments raised, no institutions endowed, 
no buildings erected, no industrial enterprises set on foot. [Loud 
and continued applause. ] 

In 1880 silver started to decline, and gradually the effect of de- 
monetization drove the price of the white metal down to ruinous 
figures. Many mine owners closed valuable properties to await 
the long-deferred hope of favorable legislation. Other properties 
had to close because they could not operate at a profit. A genera- 
tion of silver miners and prospectors had been educated to one 
line of mining—silver mining. Along with the decline of silver 
came excitement in Colorado, Montana, and in Australia. Min- 
ing men left Nevada. Nevada's mines never were exhausted. 

The millionaires who left Nevada to squander their millions in 
ease and luxury never had a good word for theState. They would 
never reinvest their money nor offer inducements for capital to 
come, Nevada was debauched and left with a nameless reputa- 
tion, The result was necessarily a decline in population. which 
has excited the merriment of some statesmen and served as the 
jest of other statesmen whose geographical vision and intellectual 
owes has been circumscribed by their own narrow environ- 
ment, 

The impression went out that Nevada was an exhausted mining 
State. Capital would not invest, and we were too poor to do else 
than to perform assessment work and keep hold onto fortunes in 
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mines with a faith that was sublime and in many cases pathetic. 
The men in the prime of life who had faith in the State have lived 
there for a quarter of a pet watching a dwindling popula- 
tion, looking at crumbling and silent mines and rusty inery. 
Nowhere in the hi of America is there such a pathetic pic- 
ture of the ruin following a selfish and legislative cause as followed 
the demonetization of silver. [Applause.] 

And yet you laughed at Nevada's de tion. She bore it in 
loyal silence. A si ruin of an ind in Pennsylvania 
would have been followed by revolution and riot. 

Silver is not dead, and as a Representative from a State whose 
constituents are brave and courageous miners, I proudly hold its 
Ser : wake to g array 5 none i moro 10 the white 
me ve recognition and comm grea 

Men lived in their cabins on their claims, worked at various 
trades to get money to hold their claims, and hundreds of brave 
and courageous Nevadans, examples of Anglo-Saxon determina- 
tion, have crossed the t divide, dying in the hope that their 
children might profit by their lifetime’s work. In no State was 
there ever a more devoted band of pioneers s gling for acause 
with a higher faith in the greatness of a State e men who 
have for forty years waited for the regeneration of Nevada and 
her recognition by a generous East. [Loud applause.] 


For twenty years life was a struggle with adversity. Yet this | eral 


population of 40,000 lived in a great, large State, constantly mis- 

represented, constantly slandered; and yet they have been con- 

ous that on all sides were tremendous possibilities for indus- 
trial development and resources in variety and extent nowhere 
else in the world equaled. tapmine] 

The only transcontinental line of railroad we had used the State 
asa Dringo and: Kegs pasar ana ight rates at an almost pro- 
hibitive names: verything that d conspire to crush the 
energy an pete Nee: hope of a brave le was directed at 

and yet all this time in the lower levels of her once great 
mines there still exi vast bodies of ore, rich and magnificent. 
Virginia City is to-day an inexhaustible mineral fissure, 

Pioche, closed down by litigation, is Copan of producing a 
hundred millions, Eureka, one of the world’s test lead and 
silver camps, has hidden under her hills as much more as she has 
produced; the same applies to Tuscarora and Candelaria. Yet 
capital and Eastern pecs do not understand this. 

3 upon as a desert waste, Nevada is one of 
tile spots in the world. Looked upon as a State where only a few 
hardy vegetables could mature, Nevada has a climate unsurpassed 
for sunshine and where all the fruits thrive, where all 
vegetables grow, where both cotton and tobacco mature, and 
where the orange, lemon, and olive flourish and ripen early. 

Her valleys are filled with a soil deep, rich, and loamy, where 
the roots of alfalfa go 12 feet down to quench their thirst. Her 
foothills are covered with sueculent bunch grass, and her plains 
with white sage, where stock fatten free from the blizzard of the 
North and the droughts of the South. 

The effete Bostonian, the hustling New Yorker, and the chesty 
Chicagoan, ing westward to California, have usually buried 
themselves in their berths in their sleeper or buried their faces 
in a novel when crossing Nevada, little realizing or apprehending 
the richness of the soil or the variety of her resources or the vast- 
ness of her mineral wealth. 

We have been slandered and called the “‘ rotten borough,” but 
I commend the political corruption of New York City and Phila- 
delphia and the disgrace of Delaware to busy reformers and sug- 
gest that they clean out their own stables and let Nevada wor 
out her own salvation. Lous applause. ] 

We have been called a desert, but compared with the blasts of a 
New England winter and the enervating heat of an Eastern sum- 
mer, where the sun hides her face in winter behind clouds and is 
obscured by the fogs of spring only to blaze with fiercenessin the 
summer, we are a land of eternal sunshine, whose aridity is life- 
giving and whose constant days of sunshine, always pleasant and 
never disagreeable, makes us a land combining the equable tem- 
7 of California and the health-giving aridity of Egypt. 

ause. 

e have been accused of being paupers. We recommend the 
attention of statisticians to the pou S94 conditions in the East, 
where murder, suicide, rape, and lynching are a constant menace 
to society; where men both freeze and starve in your great cities; 
where the wages of girls are so low that they must barter virtue 
for sustenance; where crime and corruption are undermining 
your civilization, and we ask you to come to Nevada, where every 
man is an uncrowned king, of social equality; where crime is at 
a minimum [applause]; where poverty has no existence nor ter- 
rors; where woman’s virtue is a priceless jewel and men’s honor 
the badge of American citi ip [applause]; where murder, 
suicide, and poverty are almost unknown, and while, to defend 
our rights, we are quick on the trigger [loud anes), ae to 
assist the needy and alleviate suffering we are prompt and always 
generous. [Loud applause.] 


The regeneration of Nevada is at hand. Our reward has come. 
Our faith sublime has been justified. I am proud to say that the 
town from which I come, Tonopah, will always be known in his- 
No as marking the dawn of a new era in Nevada. 

_ Tonopah has demonstrated to the world that we are still an 
immense mineral reservoir of seep nee with ar 
discoveries constantly attracting thea on of the mining wor: 

Where Tonopah is now situated was three years ago a desert, 
and yet in A 1900, a man by the name of Jim Butler, one 
of those large- western miners, started out to seek a new 
mining camp. He went down in the desert in the southern part 
of Nevada, which had been an almost impenetrable country on 
account of the scarcity of water, and ran across a reef sticking 
out of the ground. 

He took several pieces of rock, but didn't have money enough 
to have them assayed, and he went to a place they call the South 
Klondike and 88 a piece of the rock to have assayed, 
and then went to where he came from. It was three months 
before he got the assay, and when he got it, it assayed sixteen hun- 
dred ounces to the ton in silver. 

They went back there and have opened up a mine that promises 
to be a rival of the famous Comstock mine, They have taken 
out of that within the space of three years an amount of min- 


A Mewper. What is the stock selling for? [Laughter.] 

Mr. VAN DUZER. For & a share, and will sell for $50 a share 
yet on its dividend merit. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Have they opened up any office yet? [Laughter.] 
Mr. VAN DUZER. I want to say in answer to the gentleman 
from New York that that mine, known as the Tonopah mine, 
was purchased entlemen from Philadelphia, and the gentle- 
men from P. elphia who purchased for the sum of 8336. 000 
the mine known as the Great Tonopah mine” have since made 
eighteen millions ont of it; and there is to-day, according to the 
report of the best mining engineer in the world, 8108, 000.000 of 
gold and silver in sight in that one mine. [Applause.] That is 
the way we promote mines in Nevada. We generously give the 

things to the East. [Applause.] 

Mr. Schwab arep | amine in Tonopah and its rich- 
e riur prep ae osses in the steel trust. [Applause and 

ughter. $ 

I wish to say to my colleagues in the House of 
who have so long looked upon the State of Ne as a barren 
desert, as the State which been termed a “rotten borough,” 
that the State of Nevada has done more for the advancement of 
civilization, has contributed more to the commercial activity of 
the world, has contributed as much to art and literature and to 
the sciences as has any State inthe Union. [Applause.] 

At this present juncture what I wish to say to you about the 
State has some application to the question of ission of the 
Territories. You eastern gentlemen are jealous of the i 

of the West. It has been said that Arizona, New 
klahoma, and Indian Territory should not be admitted to the 
Union. As a reason they hold up the horrible example of the 
State of Nevada. [Laughter.] 

I want to say to you that the State of Nevada was admitted to 
the Union against her protest. We are very glad that we came 
in then, because I am afraid if we had not come in at that time it 
would have been many years before the generosity of eastern 
statesmen would have admitted us. But I want to say that the 
vote of the State of Nevada was absolutely necessary for the policy 
of Abraham Lincoln. The constitution of the State of Nevada 
was ba iw ge sre = the city of Washington in order that the State 

e State was admitted and she came into the Union under 
most dramatic and, you might say, pathetic circumstances. She 
contributed first the number of votes requisite for the passage of 
the thirteenth amendment; she contributed from her gold and 
silver mines in metallic money enough metallic money to save the 
Union. Abraham Lincoln said, as he placed his hands on the 
shoulders of Harry Worthington, the first Representative from 
Nevada, Thank , we have a source of supply for metallic 
money that will save the Union at this time.” TA pansa) 

Within a period of thirty years Nevada has Saeed $1,546,- 
000,000 in gold and silver. 

Now, gentlemen, I wish to say that the production of that vast 
amount of money thrown into the channels of commerce con- 
stantly has contributed more to the prosperity of this country 
than any other condition known in economics. You gentlemen 
from Maine and Massachusetts and New York, from the South, 
swell with pride when the history of your State is mentioned. 

You gentlemen who hail from husetts can say: ‘‘Massa- 


esentatives, 


chusetts was the cradle of li . Here the tea chests were 
thrown over in Boston Harbor. Here it was that the great prin- 
ciples of liberty, upon which this Government was founded, had 


their birth.” The and valleys of Maine and Massachusetts, 
New York, Pennsylvania, and the South have their historic bat- 
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9 in the East but that has its traditions 


9 utionary war and the early struggles 
of this: [Applause. 


. ] 
We are denied that Swelling pride in the West, and yet. I want 
to say that although our pioneers. were not men who were present 
at the birth of liberty, or who constructed our Constitution, or 


who signed the Declaration of Independence, yet we had a race of | ciate that the 


hardy pioneers born of that same Anglo-Saxon spirit of discovery 
that actuated Christopher Columbusin seeking the New World. 

I want to say to you that if our strenuous. President, Theodore 
Roosevelt, had been living in those days and had butted through 
the Panama Canal so that Columbus could have sailed through 
it and discovered the Pacific coast before he discovered the roek- 
bound coast of the Atlantic, you gentlemen from Maine, Massa- 
chusetts, and New York would to-day be clamoring to be ad- 
mitted as Territories. [Great laughter:] 

Boston would have been a Daughter}, New York 
a coaling station — 1 capital of the United States would 
have been at Denver. and Washington 
5 and New Jersey mosquitoes. [Loud laughter and ap- 
plause 

And right upon this line I wish to say that if it had been the 
western coast which was first discovered and first ep to-day 
the center of pepulation, the center of civilization, the center of 
onan activity would haye been the other side of the Rocky 

ountains 

I wish to say further to the Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. that I guarantee that there is not a single subject con- 
cerning which so little is known by so able and distinguished a 
body of Americans as is known by them about the State of Ne- 
vada,and particularly about the West. [Laughter and applause. | 
When I first came to ashington, seven or eight years ago, when 
I was asked where I came from and replied that I came from 
Nevada, those who asked the question would reply, Where is 
Nevada?’ And I had to getamapand pointitout. [Laughter.] 

T met a number of Department clerks, college-bred young gen- 
tlemen, who. came from the classic precincts of Boston and New 


York and from your Eastern States, and they would say: Ne- 
ere is Nev Nevada is ed 
on the east by Colorado, is it not?” (Laughter. One eee 


tried to place. Nevada just beyond California on the Pacific 
[Laughter. ] 

Why, a 12-year-old school child in the West knows more about 
= geography of his country from e to California than do 

the majority of adults in the East about the geography of their 
ma 18 7 [Applause and 3 J 
CHAIRMAN. Th The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the 3 be permitted to continue and conclude his re- 
mar 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the control of the 
time is with the geneman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon]. 

By Mempers. Goon! Take all the time you want! 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I will yield the gen- 
tleman five minutes more 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five min- 


utes. 

Mr. VAN DUZER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the 
young men whom I met here took 55 to their rooms, and, as was 
suggested by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. „LACEY g 
the gold mine, they said I was a liar when I said I knew where 
Nevada was. They went to the shelves of their library, a Nant 
extensive library, consisting of about three books, to prove ‘that 
was mistaken. > 

One of the books was an old, worn-out statistical atlas, gotten 
up by Rand & McNally, and I know of only one other book in the 
world which has more misinformation in it than that, and that is 
the book of political statistics compiled by g ararua gentle- 


man from Ohio. [Laughter.] The other book which they had 
was. a book of How to Do Society in Washington. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 


Now, upon the authority of those two books those young men, 


who represented the effete and enlightened East, tried to argue | of 


to me I did not know anything about. my own State, and, 
ntlemen, that is the condition of affairs which exists in the 
st regarding the West. 

I want to say to you gentlemen of the East that we of the West 
have an advantage over the men of the East, for I believe there is 
something about the broadening influence of the West that gives 
us a broader intellectual horizon. [Prolonged laughter and ap- 


plause. } 

I do not say that with eat dea . 
East, but I wish to sa ay cag piep will guarantee that any school 
child in the State of Nev: can tell more about the State or New 
York, the State of Massachusetts, or the State of Maine than many 


been the home of malaria that God 


lause. ] I“ sek eek the ity, h. 
ap 8 on the prosperity, how- 
ever pear soa agian, yet with the sweet music of that: applause 
still ringing in my ears. ter.] 

I want to say to the Repub upon the floor of this 
House that the prosperity in the State of Nevada is due to the fact 
that God planted in the bosom of her mountains untold reservoirs 
of mineral wealth. [Applause on the Democratic side. e 
is due to the fact that Cor we in the valleys and in 
a fertility of soil by any co „except the val- 
ley of the Nile. [Renewed applause. ] it is due to the fact 
planted in the mountains springs, and that He caused 
pe reece ) 

y to ter fortis dies a6 Deck ood A TE 
condition here in the East at the present time, as difficult as it is to 
get money into legitimate enterprises - because the men in the East 
woul p razredni pinasan ia of tthe ees see 1 than to ae 
itima Proposition out West [laughter 2 
been dus to the simple fact that it became the past 
raea AEE DDAN a SERER aY a Seea E rae thistoric 
past in the production of minerals, and the result ig been that 
every man in the United States who has mone ee, eee 
wants to make more is coming to the State of Nevada and invest- 
ing his money there, and I am very candid to say that E think the 


influx of 3 into the State of Nevada at the present time. 
aim Bet and 

im a 8 10 discovered Tonopah, has had: more to do. with 

Has pa! ty in Nevada than Theodore Roosevelt. 

— er are seeking fortunesin Tono- 

ldfields, and I am quite sure the 

ty, judging by its apparo pparent ignorance that Nevada 

do with Nevada's prosperity. 

VV and giving life 

oe the Carson. City—a Serbe 2 9 gees the abolition 

Carson mint. e is that Reno, the rapidly gro 
ee of Nevada, enjoys prosperity because of her eee 
resources. 


In truth. geri eee ze ee on oe int to a 
single act o which has e e 

C — alin bee 
not . Republican trusts have raised 
the cost of living, and your colonial policy has taken money to 


and build up foreign countries, while your labor legislation has been 


adverse to: the workingman. 

For twenty-five years Nevada suffered as no State in the Union 
„ because, owing to financial legislation, the once 
noisy and p prosperous mills became silent: because the shafts from 
— hundreds of millions of dollars had been extracted were 

every miner in the State was driven forth in con- 
sequen uence of the pee fom down of the mines, and because silver 
declined in value, so that the miner had to seek refuge in 
3 shay 3 a baxter 2 all the ages the mills of New 
Republican legislation, kept running. Your 

pepe. 5 trusts, run to a full capacity. 

If the silver mines 2 Nevada had been in Pennsylvania and 
New York, my disti ed colleague iam J. Nun would have 
been a more ardent silver man than [Loud 
pass sched applause.] And Mr. D4ALZELL would pes been in- 


trodueing measures. hter.) The story of 
Nevada’s brave stru commands ag } 1 


I The men who 
took hundreds of yi floc omg hen ee. Nevada 
and went to New York to build to San Francisco to buy 
‘mansions, to Paris to build villas. (Applause. J. The money 


which Nevada produced has rejuvenated the broken-down nobility 
ter and applanse. | 

Point toa State which has contributed more to the nation’s 
8 fame, and greatness than Nevada. [Applause.] New 

rk has produced millionaires; Nevada has created millions. 
Pennsylvania has turned out steel rails to gird the globe, but Ne- 
vada has furnished the money to build the roads. Applause. | 
The world has been. circled by the electricity of intelligence, but 
Nevada has produced the man to conceive it and the money to 
spin it about the globe. [Applause.] 

The generation now passing away have contributed the energy 
and faith, and the generation coming on will complete the work 
of our future 

We stand to-day upon the verge of a new era, looking forward 
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to the prosperity and happiness that are to come as a reward for 
5 energy, the rewards which our natural resources are to give 


YHA 

the C AN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Serre DOSu of Tennessee. I yield the gentleman five minutes 
Mr. VAN DUZER. I sa me you, gentlemen, that within five 


years the State of Nevada will have doubled her 
ten years she will have trebled it. Through the 
ences of the Newlands i 
effect in that State, we sh 


ulation; within 
neficent influ- 
tion act, which is soon to be put in 
have homes for our miners, homes 
fora t agricultural pulation, Asthat great empire builder, 
F. H. Newell, who has charge of the reclamation service, has said. 
within ten years, as the result of the beneficent infiuence of that 
act, we 755 have a population of half a million in Nevada. I 
want to 
Mr. CURTIS. A Republican Congress passed the ig reser act. 
Mr. VAN DUZER. That irrigation act was an act framed by 
a Democrat, inspired by Democratic policy, and it is a historic 
fact that the greatest 18 that the irrigation act ever en- 
countered on the floor of Congress came from distinguished and 
able Republicans of the East. [Democratic applause. ] 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All Democrats voted for it. 
Mr. CURTIS. That act was by a Republican House and 
a Republican Senate and signed by a Republican President. 
Mr. VAN DUZER. Yes; and 
an, Mr. NEWLANDS, educated you to do it, started the agi- 


tation, showed the advantages of it, or you would still beopposing | G. Corr 


it. as you oppone statehood. Iam willing to give credit to everyone 
who may have contributed toward the passage of that act; at the 
same time we know that the policy of irrigation was a Democratic 

licy. As far as Nevada's interests are concerned, I am not 
boani by party limitations; and I say that Congress at all times 


has been E sae in its treatment of the State of Nevada, and if | M 


we become great it will be by reason of our own energy and the 
magnificent resources of our great State. [Loud W Fi 

As great as our mining resources are, the agricultural 
ties of Nevada are a revelation to the easterner. Mi 
acres can be reclaimed. Large in area, with a soil of amazing 
fertility, with more days of sunshine than anywhere else in the 
world known to exist, where soft-tempered winds silken the tas- 
sels of cereals and a gentle sunshine unlocks the head of wheat, 
where fruits ripen in a constant sunshine, with alfalfa to fatten 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, there are two other amendments 
that have been suggested or approved by the chairman of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and which are 
satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report them. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will indicate them. Before the word un- 
usual,” in line 4, insert the word alleged; in line 10, instead 
of the word “controlled? insert“ manipulated.” The amend- 
ments are in furtherance of the purposes of the resolution and 
meet with my approval. 

The SP. . The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


4, » page 1 before the word “unusual,” insert the word “alleged;" 
bef line e out the word “controlled” and insert the word manip- 


The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Martin, a motion to reconsider the 
wo by which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the 

e. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 4180. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


want to say a Nevada Con- | G. Tho 


8 mas; 
H. R. 6951. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


ahi R. 740. An act granting an increase of pension to Wash- 
m J. Dutcher; 


R. 11113. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Soules 


H. R. 8769, An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton 


. Casey; 
Kerim 4605. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

er t: 
H. R. 10991. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 

C. McFarland; 

8 ee R. 11343. Anact granting an increase of pension to Matthew 

Priest; 
H. R. 9610. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


alling; 
H. R. 1566. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellis T, 


thousands of cattle, we offer to the home-seeker an ideal home | Peirċe 


State. 

Our mines demand your modern and costly machinery, and in 
return our great Comstock, our wonderful Tonopah, our rich 
Goldfields and 5 district will yield gold and 
silver for the world, White Pine yield copper for commerce, and 
the entire State contribute her ——— mei patriotism and citizen- 
ship, which, independent of paas , makes our nation the 

oud an wert 


greatest on earth. applause. 1 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. BOUTELL, Chairman of the Committee of 
che Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the post-office appropria- 
tion bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 


PRICES OF BEEF CATTLE. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the following resolution: 
The Clerk read as follows; 


House resolution No. 208. 
saree Tane ire 3 of Commerce and Labor be, and he beast heres 


the causes of the low ee Kel bees 
ited st States paeas Nisa A ad t 1, 1908, and the um 


ins between the 


te the ns err Ag sapitalizatic “i profits, con: — 
the business of such corporations, com and 
and to furnish to this House, at his ear 
investigation herein requested. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
2, strike out the words “furnish to this House, at Saar 


Line 
conveniences the results of the 3 herein requested“ saa 
lieu thereof make early report of his findings 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


The question was taken; and the amendment recommended by 
the committee was agreed to. 


. 


m H, R, 0002. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
H. R. 4314. An act granting an increase of pension to John F, 
SERA te An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
H. R. 5879. An act granting an increase of pension to Bennett 
H. K. 8368. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
An R. 9 R. 910. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman 
An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
901. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
so . An act granting an increase of pension to William 


L. Whee: ler; 
H. R. 941. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


D. r we 


ott. R. 6038. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


te 6999. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
ones 


H. R. 2095, An act granting a pension to Mary Korth; 
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H. R. 5006. An act granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer; 
H. R. 11413. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper 


E. Kell 


H. R. 9 An act granting an increase of pension to William | Reed 
G. Cronkite 


_ He 5849. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine 


i loa, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Smit 


H. R. 7811. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 


F. Morton; H. R. 8998. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 
H. R. Ss: An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret | Beach; 


H. R. 1623. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


1. 5.8 88 An act granting an increase of pension to Prudentia 
Tues R. ‘ork 'An act granting an increase of pension to John 
om 
H. 155 4419. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. K. 6335. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. Brown 


Barnes 
H. R: 6618. An get granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
owe An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


ae 2001. An act granting an increase of pension to Nora J. 


H. R. 7999. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
W. Williamson; 
H. R. 8835. An act granting an increase of pension to-Charles 


H. R. 4719. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | H. J. 


F. Carter; 
H. R. 4702. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 


ackson; 
H. R. 7814. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Andrews; 

H. R. 6977. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


llins; 
H. R. 11194. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank | Graves 


S. Nickerson; 
8 8868. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Hey; 
H. R. 6455. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
W. Cochran; 
oa R. 2692. An act granting an increase of pension to Elwood 
inley; 
H. R. 10904. An act granting an increase of pension to Edson 
H. G 2810 rd; 
H. R. 11076. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira 


H. . 9999. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. R. 8733. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. McGraw; 
H. R. 10850. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
L. Power; 
H. R. 11052. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Eaton Livingston; 
8 8992. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
. Davis; 
995 R. 7719. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
. Cozine: 
Yes = 10682. An act granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Old; 
H. R. 10706. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 


Edgar; 
H. B. “led An act granting an increase of pension to Albert J. West; 


W. Bradbu 
H. R. 9759. r pension fo SAANS, 


Loomis, 
H. R. 1316. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


Gan 
7 A. 5 5582. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi rin 
assar; 
1 8079. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
ore: 
H.R. 5760 An act granting an increase of pension to William 


omy . . 7486. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
smi 9587. An act granting an increase of pension to Bartlett 
TE 5 An gct granting anincreaseof pension to Elizabeth 

a. R. 8178. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 


P. Ford; 


H. R. 5479, An act granting an increase of pension to William | B. 


H. Anderson; 

H. = 7680. An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
C. Folsom; 

H. R. 7787. An act granting an inorease of pension to Howard 
McGuire 

H. R. Sis. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 


41 1 K. 6814 An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
E dae An act granting an inerease of pension to Peter 
H. R. 9988. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
HR. 9064. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
WG OF wes cts E rma E A 
Ra K. 9060 An act granting an increase of pension to John 
. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
"i om An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
5 R. 9421. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Day; 
Ñ. R, Sol. An act granting an increase of pension to John | Arno 


H. R. 9125. An act granting an increase of pension to William S, 
5 R. 11556. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
ae 2 1 11570 An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
15 K. 156. An act granting an increase of pension to Ory War- 
nI R 1010. Anact granting an increase of pension to William 
8 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Mesh 5045. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 8. 
1 3909. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

PRS R. 8966. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 


ink; 
11 R. 7410. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos D. 


H. R. 8970. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


wl m. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
1 R. an. An act granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus 
1 a sor. An act granting an increase of pension to William F. 
H. R. 3402, An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


agle 
at 11810. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
H. a 3936. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


H. R. 4192 An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick A. Slocum; 


H. R. 11287. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic . 


and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905; 

H. R. 3578. An act to authorize the Mercantile Bridge Com- 
pany to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River, Penn- 
sylvania, from a-point in the borough of North Charleroi, Wash- 
8 County, to a point in Rostraver township, Westmoreland 


e . R. 10648. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 


H. R. R. 10694. An act granting an increase of pension to Alder- 
son T. Keen; 


Waters: ea R. 10378. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
H. R. 8718. An act granting an increase of pension to Caswell | Shell: £ 
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ZH Be IRA An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 
ur ; 
ood ia 9710. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
razier; 
H. R. 9778. An act granting an increase of pension to Loris- 
ton W. Adkins; 
Hoe R. 9035. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
ranen; 
H. R. 6703. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Remick; ‘ 
H. R. 8203, An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 


Hemphill; ; 1 

H. R. 1317. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. McIntire; 

H. R. 789. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Lach- 


man; 

H. R. 6816. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Rat zel: 

H. R. 8984. An act granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Rundberg; 3 E j 

H. R. 877. An act granting a pension to Ann M. Driggars; 

H. R. 3910. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Hoffman; 

H. R. 9695. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 

ears; 
ore R. 5761. An act to authorize the Charleroi and Monessen 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 
River: 
An act granting an increase of pension to Marab E. 


R. 5149. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
H. R. 4466. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. R. 4964, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. R. b496. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
5868. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
2111. R. 4106 An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 


H. R. 7236. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. McCullough; i i 

H. R. 7992. An act granting an increase of pension to Isidore 
F. Chamberlain; 

H. R. 8879. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 
Wambaugh; f 7 

H. R. 4326. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilfred 
C. McCardell; 

H. R. 7659. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 


M. Elliott; ’ R ` 
H. R. 10194. An act granting an increase of pension to Marion 


mg: 
H R. 7096. An act granting an increase of pension to Eya A. 


Burgess; 2 A 
H. R. 9024. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


Laird; 

H. R. 2116. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C. Ivory; 

H. R. 10748. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate 
Ridgway; 

H. R. 2470. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
S. Packard; 

H. R. 5603. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. McCormick; 3 

H. R. 7083. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
P. Jackson; ary 

H. R. 6817. An act granting a pension to Rosa Glass; 

H. R. 2769. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Armstrong; > 

H. R. 2930. An act granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 
M. Greene; 

7 6869. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. er; 3 

H. R. 3370. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Adams; 

H. R. 4119. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


ercer; 

5 5 R. 2204. An act granting an increase of pension to Addison 
Stone: 

aan 10068. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
. Saims; 

= He pian An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 


H. R. * An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Barr; an 
ee R. 720. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 
Tay. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3596. An act to amend section 2327 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, concerning mineral lands—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

S. 4387. An act to authorize the Chicago, St. Louis and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Ten- 
nessee River near Gilbertsville, Ky.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. : 

S. R. 48. Joint resolution authorizing the President to extend 
an invitation to the Twelfth International Congress of Hygiene 
and Demography to hold its thirteenth congress in the city of 
Washington—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE BRITISH SHIP PYRENEES. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent 
to file the views of the minority and to have the time extended 
until Thursday morning in the case of the bill (H. R. 5835) to 
give an American register for the British ship Pyrenees. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I did not understand what request the gen- 
tleman made. : 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It is simply a request for unanimous 
consent for leave to file the minority views and have the time ex- 
1175 until 3 morning a 15 5 sae ot the bill (H. R. 

5) giving an erican register to the Britis ip Pyrenees. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman whether this is the bill 
on which a report was made by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ForpNEy]? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It was made by Mr. Witson of Illinois 
on Saturday. 

755 BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, we can not hear What is being 
said. 

Mr. MANN. It is not the one that was reported on by the gen- 
tleman from 5 5 [Mr. Forpyey]? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. No; that is the Beaumont. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maino asks unanimous 
consent that the minority may have until Thursday next to file 
its views on the bill touching the giving of an American register 
to the ship Pyrenees. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

KIOWA, CHICKASHA AND FORT SCOTT RAILWAY COMPANY, 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill S. 8204. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 
and convey fis railroal and other property in the indian Tersitecs te aoe 

oma Railway Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway 
to the Atchison, Topeka and F 725 
sell its nd other property to said the ying Topeka and Santa Fe 


The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman whether there 
is the creation of any railroad trust or any consolidation of par- 
allel lines involved in this bill? 

Mr. GREGG. The committee's report is brief, and I will take 
pleasure in reading it to the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYNE. You can answer my question. Is there an 
consolidation of parallel lines involved in this bill? [Laughter. 

Mr. GREGG. No, sir; nothing of that kind, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GREGG, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


REPORT OF PUBLIC LANDS COMMISSION, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President; which was read, referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives; 

I submit herewith the preliminary report of the Public Lands Commission 
appo! inted by me October 22,1903, to repor the condition, operation, 
and effect of the present land laws, and to recommend such changes as are 
needed to effect the largest ble disposition of the public lands to 
actual settlers who will build permanent homes upon them, and to secure in 

ence the fullest and most effective use of the resources of the public 
The epg is one of such great importance and great intricacy that 
it is impossible for the Commission to report in full thereon at this time. It 
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is now ready, however, to suggest certain changes in the law as set forth in 
the 9 report. I commend these suggestions to the favorable 
consideration of the Congress. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


Warre HoUsE, March 7, 1904. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire whether 
there are any illustrations in that report, in which event I would 
ask that the order to 3 cover them. 

The SPEAKER. There do not appear to be any. : 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of the Interior with ac- 
companying report of Charles J. Bonaparte and ton Woodruff, 
special Inspectors, in the matter of alleged abuses and irregularities in the 

blic service of the Indian Territory, and I call special attention to the con- 

tion of affairs in the Indian Territory as there set forth. In accordance 
with the recommendations of Messrs. Bona and Woodruff the mem- 
bers of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes have been informed that 
if they are to continue in the service they must at once cease all connection 
with business rations of any kind in the Territory where it is possible 
that their offi positions could be of any effect upon their private business, 
even though no such effect be in fact shown. What further action, if any, is 
to be taken in regard to the Commission or any of its members by the Exec- 
utive will be determined upon after full consultation with the Secre of 
the Interior and careful consideration of all the facts in the case. It 
noticed that the Sec: of the Interior does not believe that it would be 
possible, in accordance with the suggestions of Messrs. Bonaparte and Wood- 
ruff, to close up the work of the Commission this year and mtinue it ac- 
3 If it should be found to be possible, I would regard this as desir- 
able, and invite the attention of the Congress to the matter. 

I also inclose a memorandum of work of the Commission to the Five Civil- 


ized Tribes. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WEITE HOUSE, March 7, 1904. 


stn PAYNE. . Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
pet por ie p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-morrow at 12 
o’clock m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
5 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the , transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster-General submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for purchase of site for fire- 
proof building for use of United States post-office in New York 
City—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for light vessel 
and fog signal near Peshtigo Reef, Green Bay, Lake Michigan, 
8 the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

e printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, reporting that the files 
of his Department are burdened by useless papers and asking for 
the appointment of a committee under the statute providing for 
their examination—to the Joint Select Committee on Disposition 
of Useless Papers in the Post-Office Department. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
ier and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. OVERSTREET, from the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, to which was referred the House resolution 
(H. Res. 118) that the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
appoint a committee consisting of five Members to investigate 
the conduct of Members in relation to the Post-Office Department, 
reported the same with the recommendation that the resolution 
lie on the table, accompanied by a report (No. 1395); which said 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 835) to pro- 
vide for the allotment of lands in severalty to the Stockbridge and 
Munsee tribe of Indians, to authorize the distribution of their 
trust funds, and for other purposes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1420); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


XXXVIII—186 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and. resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11177) granting 
an increase of pension to George Manypenny, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1396); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13117) 
granting an increase of pension to Lewis Sawyer, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1397); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13067) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas W. Prentiss, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1398); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12938) granting 


be | an increase of pension to Daniel Reed, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1399); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12680) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harvey Polen, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1400); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Nr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12592) granti 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Nash, reported the same wi 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1401); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12402) grantin 
a pension to Orson Burlingame, os the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1402); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12389) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon Paulus, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
aes ; 1 said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11838) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Mann, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1404); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11999) granting 
an increase of pension to William Vincent, reported the tame with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1405); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10841) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth De Baugh, re the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1406); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10478) granting 
an increase of pension to William T. Hayter, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1407); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. UEL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9682) 
granting an increase of pension to Philip Loney, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1408); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9280) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Hildreth, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1409); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8099) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen L, Richardson, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1410); which said bill and report 
were ref to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7431) granting an increase 
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of pension to Charles N. Burns, reported the with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a (No. 1411); Eer said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6933) granting 
a pension to L. M. Ferrier, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a zepon (No. 1: 1412); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6592) granting a 

= nied by pale (Ne 1. 1 wbich i ball and s 
accompani a 0. w 8 report 
were referred to the e 

Mr. DEEMER, from yoy Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6530) g 
FFF rted the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a Ay wad (No. 3 which 
said bill and report were referred to the 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Taal 8 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5445) granting a 
pension to ear g lap mt (No, 1419); which maid 5 
ment, accompani 0 ; whi id bi 

rt were referred to the te Calendar. 
r. HOLLIDAY, from the ee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5247) granting a 


pansion ya Tom. Milliken, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied 3 (No. 1416); which said bill and report 
were refe. to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of ares (H. R. 5105) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob P. Fishback, F the sam 
with amendment, accompanied by a nig ete tne (No seat Which 
wg her yee rt were referred to the Private Cal 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Duta a on Invalid 
sore osha es ping oor Ea T E 
g an increase o 
same with amendment, accompanied es (No. 1418); which 
said bill and report were referred to te Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the 8 on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to Which was 3 m to Thomas the House (H. R. 22 
grantin an increase of pension omas 2 No ates e 
game with amendment, accompanied by (No. 1419); 
— = bill and report were referred to the vate Calendar. 

, from the Committee on Claims, ee 
i 955 bill of the House Merton R. 2052) for the relief of Ramon O. 
Williams and Ta e a ee, the same without 
amendment, accom’ a report (No. 1421); which said bill 
and report were re: ered to 5 Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to Which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10089) for the relief of R. D. Ashford, of 


iagara County, N. rted the same without 
amendment, accom: bya ore 0. —. which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


sions was disc from 
13221) for the relief of Edward Cahalan; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
abs the eines titles were introduced and severally referred as 


tan Nir, LITT VT 
urchase of a site for a building for 83 the 
Bu of the United States—to the Committee on Public 


e Court of 
Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. 


SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. ee earner tare ber Mili 
animals 


titled “An act to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing 
in Alaska, and for other purposes ’’—to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 
TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 18554) to protect our national 
or oh ag to marty 
f America incl: 


Mr. 
1 apply by the extermination of do; 
of the A hantis coast of the United States of 
between Cape Hatteras and ane es Me.—to the ee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13555) for the improve- 
pa of Hillsboro Bay, Florida—to the Committee on Rivers and 


‘bors. 
oe GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 13556) author- 
the Seeretary of War to draw warrants on the Secretary of 
the for funds to improve the upper Sacramento River— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R, 18557) to appropriate 


$5,000 to the Revolution Monument Association of Clarendon, 
N. Y.—to the Committee on the Li 

By Mr, VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 18558) to 2 6 . a life- 
saving station at or near the harbor of irk, N. Y.—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 18559) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Honesdale, Wayne County, Pa.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BYRD: A bill (H. R. 18560) providing for closing the 
rolls in the matterof the Mississippi Choctaws, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 18561) to establish the true 
1 |status 12 oe the Nebraska State Militia—to the Committee on Mili- 

y 

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 18562) to provide for the ad- 
justment of certain sales of landsin the late reservation of the 
confederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indiansin the States of 
Kansas and Nebraska—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LILLEY: A resolution 2 Res. 243) calling for an in- 


vestigation of the causes of the high prices of white paper used for 
the printing of newspapers, and the great scarcity of the same— 
e Committee on the J * 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
fl following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


y Mr. age A bill (H. = 13563) for the relief of W. M. 
Gi the Committee on War Claims. 

By ER: A bill ( (H. R. 18564) for the relief o 
James M. Scott to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13565) for the relief of James M. Scott to 
ern BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 1856 

6) granting a pension tò 
Annie Valerie Stockton—to the Committee on Invalid id Pensions, 

By Mr. BIRDSALL: rear R. 18567) granting an increase 
of pension to Anna A. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 13568) to correct the military 
record of James Stephenson, alias James Stevenson—to the Com- 
e de e granting an fun of pent 

a 1 granting an increase of to 
Eli B. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13570) granting an increase of pension to 


James S. Snow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
on to 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13571) granting an increase of 
Harriet E. C. L. Bonham—to the Committee on Invali 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18572) granting an increase of pension to 
Preston C. Little—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13573) granting an increase of pension to 
Owen N. Dibble—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13574) granting a pension to Harriet Bon- 
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13575) granting a pension to Daniel W. 
David—to the 5 on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13576) granting a pension to William H. 
Nichols—to the on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13577) granting a pension to Sarah E. Stock- 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18578) g a pension to W. A. Griffin— 
to Aiso a bill (Hr E. R- 10970) granting a 
a 13579) ting a pension to John N. Smith 
ea bill (H. R. 8.1503 tin to Hi 
a Bes ing a pension enry C. La- 
rew—to the Committee on 
Also, a bill 2 . 188915 granting ——- John W. Din- 
widdie—to the Committee on In 
By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 19885 ze remove the charge 
of ee . from record of Levi Burdine—to the Committee on 


ey bil (H. R. 8 eee nepal Rob - 


. 13584) are — f 
gran’ an increase o msion to 
John E. Fries—to r 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13585) granting an increase of ion to 
Frances P. McMurtrie—to the Committee on Invalid ions. 


By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 13586) granting an increase 

of 5 c to the Committee 5 
„ granting an increase of pension to 

Mary J. Weems—to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 18588) gran 
of ion tod Rosa—to the Committee on Inv; 
Mr. : A bill (H. R. e500) pruning an taccenss a 
pension to James D. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 18590) 2 a pen- 
sion to Sarah Ann Barker - to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Wer a bill (H. R. 13591) praning a) a pension to James Johnson— 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 1 13592) ting an increase 

ot pension to Stephen M. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13593) granting an increase of pension to 
William Weddington—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13594) granting an increase of pension to 

illiam Turner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13595) granting a pension to Lucreasy Cas- 
sady—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13596) granting a pension to Henry Law- 
less—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13597) granting a pension to Daniel J. Shee- 
maker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13598) granting a pension to Selie Dunn—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13599) enung a pension to James Caudill— 
to the Committee on, Pensi 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 13600) granting an in- 
ne of pension to Albert Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 13601) for the relief of An- 
ony Mixted—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: A bill (H. R. 13602) gran an increase 
of pension to Fannie M. Bristol—to the Commitee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LIND: A bill (H. R. 18603) for the relief of Sylvester 
D. Foss—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVERNASH: A bill (H. R. 13604) restoring a pension 
to Mary B. Wadsworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 13605) granting a pension to 

Elizabeth E. Conatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 2 for the relief of Miles 
T. Oiler—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13607) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13608) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse A. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13609) granting an increase of pension to 
Evan E. Evans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 18610) to place the name of 
Linyille H. Wymore on the muster rolls of the a Neb: 
Territorial Troops—to the Committee on Military Aff 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 18611) for the relief of Mrs. Octave 
Simoneaux—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13612) for the relief of John A. 
Fairfax—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 13613) to rescind the dis 
missal of certain West Point cadets and grant them honorable 
withdrawals—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H.R. 13614) for therelief 
of a 2 Aiet es—to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 18615) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert J. Sprinkle—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

1 Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 18616) for the relief of Gilbert 

Falls—to the Committee on Claims. 
Mee) Lat TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 13617) sranting a pension 
arlotte A. Dubry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
esti VREELAND: A bill SR 13618) for the relief of Daniel 
M. Brezer—to the Committee 


n Claims, 
e a bill east R. 13619) for the relief of Daniel M. Brezer—to | Affairs 


Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 18620) granting an increase of 
pension to Silas W. Squires—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13621) granting a pension to Gilbert R. Stiles 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13622) granting a 

nsion to Martha J. Humber—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13623) granting an increase of pension to 
Marion A. Carlisle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Resolution of graphical Union No. 
230, of Danville. Ill., in favor of the anti-injunction bill—to the 
Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, resolution of Helpers’ Division, No. 54, Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and Iron-Ship Builders of America, of Danville, III., 
in favor of bill H. R. 7056, for the development of the American 

merchant marine; in favor of bill S. 2259, relative to the extension 
of the coastwise laws of the United States to the Philippine trade, 


and in favor of bill S. 2263, restricting the carriage of naval and 
war stores to American vessels-to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, protest of the Edgewood Distillery Co: y, against the 
on of the Hepburn- Dolliver bill—to th mmittee on the 

u ony: 

B . ALEXANDER: Resolutions of the Lake Seamen’s 


y Mr 
Union of Buffalo, N. Y., in favor of bill H. R. 12230—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of E. J. Blood and others, of Chafee, N. V., in 
favor of increased salary for rural mail carriers—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BADGER: Petition of C. A. Stevenson and others, of 
Ohio, i in favor of bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and 


By Mr. BELL of California: Petitions of 41 citizens and of 26 
7 — of Tolo County, Cal., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Resolution of the Duncan Republican 
, of Duncan, Ind. T., in favor of bill H. R. 7862—to the Com- 
Gitta on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the seventh national convention of the Ameri- 
can Blind People’s Higher Education and General Improvement 
Association, in favor of bill H. R. 10856—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of residents of Grenola, Kans., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COCHRAN: Petition of citizens of St. Joseph, Mo. y 
against passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
~~ the Judiciary 

y Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Racine, 
Wie, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver Nute the Committee on 
the Jt udiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Wisconsin Retail Lumber Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation, relative to zegulsting the carriage of interstate freight— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of members of the congregation of Good Shep- 
herd Church, Racine, Wis., in favor of an amendment to the Con- 
Pricing defining legal marriage—to the Committee on the Ju- 


By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Illinois Farmers’ Institute, 


raska | in favor S bill H. R. 9802—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. GILLETT of California: Resolution of Gold Hill 
Grange, 3 County, Cal., in favor of the Grange good-roads 
je introduced by Mr. Currter—to the Committee on Agricul- 


“by Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Spring- 
field (Mass.) Board of Trade, favoring arbitration treaties be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Paper to accompany bill H. R. 12861, 
granting an increase of pension to Bartlet Mingus—to the Com: 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: Resolution of Ed. M. Prutzman Post, 
No. 72, Grand Army of the Republic, of Three Rivers, Mich., in 
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 10895, to 
authorize the President to appoint Col. Henry Lippincott, United 
States Army, retired, to the grade of brigadier-general. United 
States Army, on the ‘retired list—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. HEMEN WAY: Resolution of the Evansville Manufac- 
turers’ Association, development of our merchant marine— 


to the Committee ont e Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. HINSHAW rs to 5 granting increase 
of pension to John S. ey—to the ittee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
Also, petition of the Christian Church of Waco, York County, 
Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 


on the J 5 

By Mr. HUG of New Jersey: Concurrent resolution from the 
State of New Jersey, favoring an appropriation for improvement 
of the Passaic River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petitions of the Third Christian Reformed Church, of aes 
erson, N. J., consisting of 143 members; the Methodist E ees 
Church, of Stanhope, N. J.; ng? Lake View Presbyterian 
of Paterson, 140 members; G. D. Eckmon and 19 others, of Ce 
ter, N. J., and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Alpine, N. J., 
55 members, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Ohio: Resolutions of seventeen Grand 
Army of the Republic posts of Ohio, in favor of a service-pension 
shy Ce the Committee on — Pensions. $ RN 

to accompany a pension to 
Mitchel Pe the — on Invalid lid Posie 
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Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12949, granting a pension 
to Harriet Place—to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, resolution of the Builders and Traders’ Exchange of San- 
dusky, Ohio, against the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the general assembly of Ohio, in favor of 
8 m R. 6475—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

Also, rs to accompany bill gremsing a De a pension to Adolph 
Reuthner to the Committee ttee on Invalid Pe: 

Mr. KINKAID: Petition of B. C. Ennis and 81 others, of 
Chole: Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the Duncan Republican Club, of 
8 Ind. T., in favor of bill H. R. 7862—to 8 Committee 


“py ite. LINDSAY: Resolution of Subordinate Lodge No. 264, 
= ichmond Hill, Long Island, N. Y., Brotherhood o of Boiler- 
makers and Iron Ship Builders of America, in favor of bill H. R. 
7056—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, petition of the Eagle Pencil Company, of New York, in 
favor of bill H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition of the American Blind People’s Higher Educa- 
tion and General Improvement Association ee in favor 
of bill H. R. 10836 —to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of the Ind dent ; Order of 
Good Templars, No. 316, of Buckfield, Me., for 
Hepburn- 
By Mr. LONGWORTH: Two petitions of citizens of Cincinnati, 
Ohio, against the of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr.McNARY: Petition of the Ruggles Street Baptist Church, 
of , Mass., in favor of the Hep -Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of citizens of Adams County, Ohio, 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 


Judiciary. 
Also, r to accompany bill granting a pension to Evan E. 
Evans— A0 de Committee on Invalid Pensi Pensions. 


Also, resolution of W. S. Hancock Post, No. 571, Grand Army 
ot 5 — Republic, Department of Ohio, in favor of amendment to 
act of Congress of July 2, 1864, so as to exclude from Statuary 
Hall the statue of any person who bore arms against the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on the Li 

Also, resolutions of W. S. Hancock Post, No. 571, of Thurman, 
Ohio, and John W. McFerren Post, No. 226, of West Union, Ohio, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Petition of L. E. Ferguson, of 
Scott, Ind., relative to salary of rural free-delivery carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of E. E. Mo: and J. C. Wallace, of the Allen 
County Medical Society, of Fort Wayne, Ind., in "favor of the 
Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Paper to accompany bill for the 
relief of De Forest Keyes—to the Committee on 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Resolution of Crookston ord, No: 
88, United Commercial Travelers, in favor of Badger amendment 
to bankra law—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. TEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
13357, for an additional United States commissioner—to the Com- 
mittee on the J ndiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING, ‘Petitions of Danish 281 87 Episcopal 
Church, of Dwight, II.; citizens of Colfax, III.; citizens of 
Chenoa, III., and of the Second Pres rian church of Bloom- 

on, III., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of the Christian Church of Eureka, III., for the 
passage of a bill to prevent nullification of State liquor laws—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Bloomington, III., favoring bill 
H. R. 9302—to the Committee on Ways and Means 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: 3 of the American 
Association of Masters and Pilots of Steam Vessels, relative to a 
light-house on or near the Outer Diamond Shoal, coast of North 
Carolina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of Lachman & Jacobi, and E. Eising & Co., of 
New York, against passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the J: udiciary. 

Also, resolutions of General Slocum Circle, No. 33, and Eliza- 
beth Spellman Circle, No. 8, Department of New York, Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, of of New York, favoring t the sapoe 
sage of a service-pension the Committee on 
sions. 

Also, resolutions of John E. Bendix Post, No. 402, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of New York, in favor of a service-pension law— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


ge of the 
lliver bill—to the Committee on the J Judiciary F. 


Also, resolutions of the Drug Trade Section of the New York 
Board of Trade and Transportation, favoring a reduction of the 
2 on alcohol used in arts and manufactures—to the Committee 

ays and Means. 

Ales: resolutions of the Fifth Annual Supervisors’ Highway 
Convention for the State of New York, in favor of the Brownlow 

good-roads bill—to the Committee on ‘Agriculture. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of Elizabeth Eddy and others, for 
creation of a forest reservation in the White Mountains—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands 

By Mr. TOWNSEND : Memorial of the Brotherhood of Boiler- 
makers, Lodge No. 166, of Wyandotte, Mich., in favor of bill H. R. 
7056 and sundry Senate bills—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of G. K. Warren Circle, No. 14, Martinsville, 
Mich., in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Stephen D. Luse and 43 others, of Blissfield, 
Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Comm Committee 
on the J udiciary. 

Also, petition of Patrick Culhone and 108 others, of Adrian, 
Mich., in favor of increase of salaries for rural mail carriers—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of Mary Schlander, of Ann Arbor, Mich., in fa- 
vor of bill H. R. 9313—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
in favor of bill 5 R. 6295—to the Committee on Interstate and 
oreign 
Also, petition of of. D. Johnson and 10 = of Chelsea, Mich., 
in favor of consolidation of the Bureau of Forestry with the De- 
partment of Agriculture—to the Committee on Agri 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
in favor of an antitrust law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
in favor of a par of a parcels-post lay to the Committee on the Post-Office 
an 

Also, 3 of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
in favor of an amendment to the Constitution providing for the 
election of United States Senators by direct vote of the people— 
to the Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, and 
Representatives in Congress. 

„Petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
for revising f fees and salaries of Federal officers—to the Commit- 
tee on Revision of the Laws. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
in favor of construction of ship canal—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
in favor of bill H. R. 6273—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
favoring bill H. R. 10765—to the Committee on Agric 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of a Mich., 
in favor of a bill esta eran | postat sari savings banks—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

Also, petition of C. D. Johnson and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
in favor of legislation to es the markets for farm products— 
to the Committee on Agricul 

Also, petition of C. D. J . 5 and 9 others, of Chelsea, Mich., 
in favor of increasing salary of rural mail carriers—to the Com: 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 8, 1904. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of $ gad s pro- 
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous 
consent, the farther reading was msed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Journal will stand ap- 


proved, 
RICHARD P. BLACKISTONE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, retrans- 
7 babble the 1 of the court as amended 

Blackistone v. The United States; 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the 
eee 1 of the committee of conference on the dis- 
= the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate 

0 


1055 R. a o — eo for the ry meee 
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year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, further insists 
upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, asks a 
further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. 
GILLETT of Massachusetts, and Mr. Lavixaston managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
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Sea ene AP ert OF PIORES tame 
A bil (H. 1 R. 3910) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A bill (H. R. 3936) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


A bill (H. R. 4119) granting an increase of pension to William 


(S. 3204) 3 the Kiowa, Chickasha and Fort Smith Rati- | Mercer; 


way Company to sell and convey its railroad and other 

in the Indian Territory to the Eastern Oklahoma Railway 
y, and the Eastern Oklahoma Railway Com: myang to lease all 

its railroad and other property in the Indian Te 

Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, and thereafter 


rly 


to sell its railroad and other property to said the Atchison, To- | G 


peka and Santa Fe Railway Company. 


rritory to the | C 


A bill (H. R. 4151) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Abii embi R. 4179) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
A bill (H. R. 4180) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
‘A bill (HE R. 4102) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House | A. Sl 


had appointed Mr. Bares and Mr. BasseTr members of the joint 
committee on the part of the House, as provided for in the act of 


. Slocum; 
A bill (H. R. 4198) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Lake; 
A bill (H. R. 4314) granting an increase of pension to John F. 


February 16, 1889, entitled An act to authorize and provide for Slade 


the disposition of useless papers in the Executive De 


partmen 
for the disposition of useless papers in the Post-Office and Navy C. M 


Departments. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
by the President pro tempore: 
Willey; bill TH. R. 719) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
A vi (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 


Gra 
A vin Peon R. 783) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 


A bill A ball CHL R. 789) granting an increase of pension to Eli Lachman; 
AMAU R. 807) granting an increase of pension to William 


F. 
A bill (H. R. 859) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Barr; 
A bill (H. R. 877) granting a pension to Ann M. 
rarities R. 910) granting an increase of pension to Freeman York; 


A bill (H. R. 4326) granting an increase of pension to Wilfred 
eCardell; 


sA till 0 bill 88 R. 4391) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
wemle: 

pA Pill QE. R. 4449) granting an increase of pension to William 
5 bill (H. R. 4466) granting an increase of pension to William 


A ball CHL. R. 4589) granting a pension to Henry H. Barrett; 
eee Ut R. 4605) granting an increase of pension to William 
4 4630) granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus 
Ae e granting an increase of pension to William 
Gee R. 4674) granting an increase of pension to John 

A bill KH. R. 4679) granting an increase of pension to Martha 


M. Pierce 
‘A bill ( (H. R. 4702) granting an increase of pension to John T. 


A bill (H. R. 941) granting an increase of pension to William Collins; 


D. Taylor: 


ee Cart 


Po 
TADE 1287) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 


Dohi (H. R. 1814) granting a pension to Denison L. Brown; 
A EE (H. R. 1316) granting an increase of pension to George 


2 on (H. R 1317) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


A bili (H. R. 4719) granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 


A bill (H. R. 4872) granting an increase of pension to Albert 

W. Bradbury; 

x ee (H. 5 4910) granting an increase of pension to Prudentia 
A bill ( K. 4964) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


E. 
A bill (H. R. 5006) granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer; 
A bill (H. R. 5045) granting an increase of pension to Albert 


A bill (H. R. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Franklin S. Elmore 


Ferguson 
A bill LR. 1563) granting an increase of pension to Ory War- | Erwin 


mA bm (H. R. 1566) granting an increase of pension to Ellis T. 
A bill (H. R. 1623) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
A bill (H. R. 2001) granting an increase of pension to Nora J. 
A bill (H. R. 2116) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
C Abil (E. R. 2192) granting an increase of pension to William 
. 2204) granting an increase of pension to Addison 
. 2470) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 


. 2930) granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 


. 2995) granting a pension to Mary Korth 
3370) granting an increase of pension rA Joseph 


= . 8402) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
agle, jr.: 

A bit (H. R. 3578) to authorize the Mercantile Bridge Company 
to construct a bridge over the Monongahela River, Pennsylvania, 
Seta a pa in the borough of North Charleroi, Washington 

GE Ree in Rostraver Township, Westmoreland County; 
3769} granting an increase of pension to Clinton 


A bill (H. R. 5149) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
o A bil (H. R. 5155) granting an increase of pension to John J. 


ar “A bill (H. R. 5479) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Anderson: 

A bill (H. R.5532} granting an increase of pension to Levi Vassar; 

o an increase of pension to Emily 


0 A pilt GE, 75 5603) granting an increase of pension to William 
dr (H. R. 5750) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (H. R. 5761) to authorize the Charleroi and Monessen 
ae Company to construct a bridge over the Monongahela 
A bill EE ee) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 


ADC lis R. 5868) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (EL R. 5879) granting an increase of pension to Bennett 


. 2578) granting an increase of pension to William | R. Bro 
. 2692) granting an increase of pension to Elwood | Simm 
. 2769) granting an increase of pension to William | Putna: 


A bill (H. R. 5999) granting an increase of pension to Ann Jen- 
nett Whitney; 


8 (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Tn (H. R. 6335) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
arnes 
vil Ate R. 6455) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
. Sill (kl. R. 6602) an increase of pension to amin 
F. Hackett; 1 75 A 
A bill (H. R. 6618) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 


A bill CH. R. 0708) granting an increase of pension to Levi 


? 
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A bill (H. R. 6814) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
W. Miller 

A bill (HL. R. 6816) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Ratzel; 

A bill (H. R. 6817) granting a pension to Rosa Glass; 

A bill (H. R. 6869) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Elmer; 

A bill (H. R. 6879) granting a pension to Reuben A. Finnell; 

A bill (H. R. 6951) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
G. Corr 

A bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


Graves; 

A bill (H. R. 6999) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 

ones; 

A bill (H. R. 7083) granting an increase of pension to Albert P. 
Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 7096) granting an increase of pension to Eva A. 
Burgess; 

A Sm (H. R 7236) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. McCullong 

13 (H. g 7311) granting an increase of pension to Rachel 


Lil (H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos D. Hoge; 
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A bill (H. R. 9064) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
A bill (H. R. 9125) granting an increase of pension to William 


‘A pill (HL R. 9278) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
SA bC (H. R. 9376) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
5 125 R. 9421) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

ais bill 85 R. 9426) granting an increase of pension to William 


wal a R. 9587) granting an increase of pension to Bartlett 
> AMI (H. R. 9610) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
A pill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 
= A hil (H. R. 9710) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
A bill (H. R. 9753) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 


Loomis; 
A bill 85 R. 9778) granting an increase of pension to Loriston 


A bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to Peter | W. 


Minkler 

A bill in. R.7436) granting an increase of pension tod amesSmith; 

A bill (H. 2 1444) granting an increase of pension to Washing- 
ton J. Dutche: 

A 1 0 (H. R. 7650) granting an increase of pension to Emma M. 
Ellio 

A ti (H. R. 7680) granting an increase of pension to De Witt 
C. Folsom 

A B (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to Hiram B. 


Cozin 
A bill (H. R.7737) granting an increase of pension to Howard 
McGuire 


A bill (H. R. 7805) granting an increase of pension to William Long 
N. 


A bill 1 R. 7814) granting an increase of pension to James G. 
Andre 
A bill E fe 7992) granting an increase of pension to Isidore F. 


berl 
A bill 5 È 7999) granting an increase of pension to David W. 
William 


ase (Hl. R. 9903) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

A bill (H. R. 9988) granting an increase of pension to William 
we bill (H. R. 9999) granting an increase of pension to William 
Bam bill (H. R. 10068) granting an increase of pension to Jaraes G. 
1 A bill ar (H. R. 10180) granting an increase of pension to William 

A bill = 08 granting eat Earias of pension to Mario 
A Sin 5 Irs 10268) granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
“A ‘i (H. R. 10378) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J, 
* 8 (H. R. 10640) granting an increase of pension to Horace 


A wr (H. R. 10648) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 


A bill H. R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to Charles | Shea 


La Forest 


st; 
A na ŒE. R. 8124) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth | Arn 


-Hatéfie 


A ‘it (H. R. 10682) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
A 5 (H. R. 10694) granting an increase of pension to Alderson 


Avil (H. R. 8178) granting an increase of pension to Anna T. Kee 


Wate 
A bill 
Hemphil 
nee Kir R. 8231) granting an increase of pension to John 
Gan 


A hill . R. 8284) granting an increase of pension to Samuel G. 
oods: 


1175 R. 8203) granting an increase of pension to James M. 


A bill ue R. 8379) granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 


Wam 
A bill in (. R. 8718) granting an increase of pension to Caswell 
P. Ford; 

A bill Ais R. 8733) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. McG 

A vill ( (H. R. 8811) granting an increase of pension to James 


Dou 
2 fill (. R. 8835) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


8849) granting a pension to James 8. Lauderdale; 
. 8863) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


. 8966) granting an increase of pension to James 
Fink; 
A bill (H. R. 


B. Hart; 

A bill (H. R. 
Rundberg: 

A bill (H. R. 
E. Mattison; 

A un * R. 


C. D 
Abil (E. R. 


L. Beac 
PH, R.9024) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Laird; 
A. bill (H. R. 9035) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


Branen 

A pill (H. R. 9037) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke; 

A bill (H. R. 9060) granting an increase of pension to John 
Connors; 


8970) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
8984) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
8991) granting an increase of pension to William 
8952) granting an increase of pension to William 
8998) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


A pill (H. R. 10700) granting a pension to Ella D. Madden; 
A lea (H. R. 10706) granting an increase of pension to Alfred J. 


Wes 

3 bm (H. R. 10748) granting an increase of pension to Kate 
idgway 

ae 12 75 (H. R. 10794) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
url 

i, fy Sasa (H. R. 10850) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 

N i H.R. 10904) granting an increase of pension to Edson H, 

A bill (H. R. 10991) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
C. McFarland; 

1 bill Ath 5 p PON granting an increase of pension to Mary 

ton Li 
1 5 bill l. Gl. R. 11076) granting an increase of pension to Elvira 

iller: 

„A bil (H. R. 11113) granting an increase of pension to Silas 

A bill (H. R. 11194) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
S. Nickerson; 

A bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and ee service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905; 
See bill 11 . 11810) granting an increase of pension to John 
Pees Gi UL. R. 11319) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 

rno 
80 A bni (E R. 11843) granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
3 (H. ee) granting an increase of pension to Jasper 

orto 
A bill (H. R. 11556) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
M. Tappen. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Koi BURROWS resented ists tition of J. M. Bond Circle. No. 


ent of Mic’ ies of the Grand Army of the 
Reni c, of Saugatuck, ich. „praying for the enactment of a 
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service-pension law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of sundry patrons of free-delivery 
route No. 2, of Greenville, Mich., praying that an a tion 
be made to increase the salaries of 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

ted a petition of Lafayette Lodge, No. 182, Broth- 
erhood of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Detroit, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to develop the American 
merchant marine; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Saline, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. i = 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the immigration of aliens into the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the New York State Assembly 


of Mothers, of Albany, N. Y., and a petition of the Federation of | Tem: 


Women’s Clubs of New York City, praying for an in 

of the charges made and filed agai REED Smoot, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 


He also presented the petition of C. J. Wash, of Ontario, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the nullifica- 
tion of Fetes liquor laws; which was ref to the Committee on 

udiciary. 


He also presented a petition of the Independent Order of Good 
Templars of Yeddo, N 
the First Pres i 


the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and rtation, of New York City, praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for a refund of internal-revenue duties 
paid on alcohol used in the manufacture of articles exported; whi 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Consolidated Stock and Pe- 
troleum Exchange of New York City, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the use of interstate telegraph and tele- 
phone lines to 8 gambling; which was refe 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 232, Interna- 
tional 8 of N sana Helpers, of 8 8 8 
praying that an appropriation increase the capacity o 
the Naval Gun Factory at Washington, D. C.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Washington, Columbia, Lafay- 
ette, General Slocum, 3 Mechanicsvill 
A. Garfield, and Phil Kearny circles, all of the tment of 
New York, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Troy; 
of Lewis O. Conklin Post. No. 627, Department of New Yor! 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Port Jefferson, all in the State 
of New York, and of sundry citizens of Carlisle, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of a service-pension law; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of Joseph E. Simmons Post, 
No. 111, Department of husetts, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Pembroke, Mass., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 
Orange, N. J., praying that an appropriation be made to purchase 
a national forest reserve in the White Mountains of New Hamp- 
shire; which was referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of Haddon Grange, No. 38, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Camden, N. J., praying for the passage of the 
so-called “ Brownlow good-roads bill: which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Cement Workers’ Union No 10, 
American Federation of Labor, of Trenton, N. J., praying for the 
passage of the so-called eight-hour bill;” which was referred to 
the Committe: on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Baptist 
Church of Hightstown, of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Crosswicks, and of the congregation of the 

ethodist Episcopal Church of Alpine, all in the State of New 
Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Gloucester 
County, N. J., remonstrating a ee the enactment of legislation 
to require gill-fishing boats and launches to employ licensed en- 


W 


to the Com- Man 


cart Ragga Sg ca te a Boer an 
eries. 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Scullville, 
N. J., and a petition of the congregation of the Third Baptist 
Church of Camden, N. J., praying for an investigation of the 

made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
field, Penacook, and „all in the State of New Hampshire, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries 

rural free-delivery mail carriers; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

Mr. MILLARD ted petitions of sundry citizens of Frank- 
lin, Dewey, and Norfolk, all in the State of Nebraska, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

ted 2 of sundry citizens of Preston, 


inneapolis, and of Woman's Christian 


Roads. 
He also presented a petition of McKinley Circle, Department of 
Oregon, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Myrtle 
Point, Oreg.. g for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
ij plage ww G0 
e presented sundry papers to accompan 4 
granting an increase of pension to Hiram W. ite; which were 


He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 2851) 
granting a pension to Sarah E. Thompson; which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, ; 

He also presented a memorial of the Pacific Coast Jobbers and 
ufacturers’ Association, of San Francisco, Cal., remonstrat- 


hich | referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ille, Curran, James | Judi 


so-called Brownlow ~ 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of John A. Logan Circle, 
Department of Wisconsin, Ladies of tho Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Omro, Wis., praying for the enactment of a service- 
oS 3 was oe 5 the e — 3 

e presented a petition o congregation of the Methodist 

i Church of Platteville, Wis., praying for an investiga- 
tion of the charges made and filed Hon. REED SMOOT, a 
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred tó the Com- 

He also presented petitions of the Wisconsin Federation of 
Churches and Christian Workers; of Pottawatomie No. 


in to regula 
Ac OOCERELL 


He also presented a memorial of the Indiana Retail Merchants’ 
Association, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
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‘*parcels-post bill;” which was referred to the Committee on 8 of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 


Post- Offices and Post- ; 

He also presented a memorial of the Citizens’ Alliance of South 
Bend, Ind., remonstrati the so-called“ anti-injunction 
bill;’? which was ref to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry rural free-delivery letter 
carriers of Hamilton County, Ind., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the salaries of rural letter carriers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also i ap a petitions of the Presbyterian g So- 
ciety of Gas City, of the Woman's Missionary Society of the 
Presbyterian Church of Union City, and of the Woman’s Mis- 
sionary Society of the First Presbyterian Church of Log: rt, 
all in the State of Indiana, praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED Smoot, a Senator from 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on 


Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the Anderson Carriage Manu- 
facturing oe ee of Anderson, Ind., and a petition of the 
American Seeding Machine Company, of Springfield, Ohio, pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made to prevent a repetition of dam- 
ages by flood in the Kaw Valley, in the States of and Mis- 
souri; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Muncie, Ind., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of 
rural free-delivery mail carriers; which were referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a memorial of the 
Mitchell, Lewis & Staver Company, of Seattle, Wash., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to amend an act pro- 
viding for certain requirements for vessels propelled by gas, fluid, 
naphtha, or electric motors; which was refe to the Committee 
on Commerce. í 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce and 
Board of Trade of Tacoma, Wash., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called 55 bill;” which was referred 
to the Committee on Pos ces and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce and 
the Board of Trade of Seattle, Wash., praying for the enactment 
of legislation dividing the judicial district of the State of Wash- 
ington into western and eastern districts; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented a 5 of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Columbia, Wash., praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing that the Federal Government shall not 
grant liquor-tax receipts to persons residing in prohibition terri- 
tory; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of James A. Garfield Circle, No. 15, 
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Everett; of Gen- 
eral Lawton Circle, No. 14, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public; of Ballard; of John A. Logan Circle, No. 16, Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, of Tacoma, and of Lieutenant 
Cushing Post, No. 56, Department of ee Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Ballard, all in the State of Washington, pray- 
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the congregations of 
the Congregational and Methodist Episcopal churches of Lisbon; 
of the congregation of the Curtis Memorial Church, of Merri- 
mack; of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of Leba- 
non; of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Hollis; 
of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Grafton 
County; of the congregation of the Pleasant Street Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Salem; of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Plaistow; of the congregation of the First 
Baptist Church of Franklin Falls; of the congregation of the Free 
Baptist Church of Farmington; of the congregation of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Grafton County; of the congregation 
of the tist Church of Antrim; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Hillsboro; of the congregation of 
the Baptist Church of Gonic, and of sundry citizens of Concord 
and Peterboro, all in the State of New Hampshire, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of London Grove Grange, 
No. 63, and of Pomona Grange, No. 3, Patrons of Husbandry, 
and of the Grove Farmers’ Club, all of Chester County, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the so-called 
“ Brownlow good-roads bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Lackawanna County, of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Boiling Springs, and of the con- 
gregations of the First Presbyterian and Methodist ne Se ae 
churches of Glen Hazel, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pra: 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans- 


mmittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Northeast and 
Norristown, of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Point Marion, and of the East Pennsylvania Confer- 
ence of the Evangelical Association, all in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 
against Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

_ Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the Rhode Island Hor- 
ticultural Society, praying that increased appropriations be made 
for the support of agricultural experiment stations; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. GORMAN presented a pena of the Home Missionary So- 
ciety of the Brown Memorial ibyterian Church, of Baltimore, 
Md., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed 

t Hon. REED Smoor, a Senator from the State of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of the East Baltimore Station Meth- 
odist Protestant Church, of Baltimore, Md., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prevent the nullification of State liquor 
laws; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. ELKINS presented aa Be ty to accompany the bill 
(S. 3730) for the relief of T. J. Coagar; which were referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Sagadahoe Lodge, No. 168, 
Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of Bath, Me., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to develop the American 
merchant marine; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

THE DUTY OF AMERICANS IN THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. BACON. T hold in my hand a speech delivered by the pres- 
ent Secretary of War before the Union Reading College, Manila, 
P. I., December 17, 1908, when he was the governor of the Phili 
pine Islands. It is entitled ‘‘ The duty of Americans in the Phil- 
grea I have read it through, and it is a very instructive 

ocument, made at a time when the Secretary of War was charged 
with a responsibility there as governor. hile there are some 
things in the address with which I do not entirely agree, I think 
it is a valuable parer for the use of the Senate, and I ask that it 
may be printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT g tempore. The Senator from Georgia asks 
O consent that a speech made by the present Secretary 
of War— 

Mr. BACON. Made while he was in the Philippine Islands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Made while he was in the 
Philippine Islands, touching Philippine conditions, be printed as 
adocument. Is there objection? e Chair hears none. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3790) for the relief of B. Jackman, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12446) making 1 
for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament 
thereof, for the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and serv- 
ice, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a 1 oi thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, reported 
an amendment proposing to appropriate $2,000 for the purchase 
by the Joint Committee on the Library of a marble bust of Gen- 
eral Lafayette, by David d’Angers, to replace the one destroyed 
by fire in 1851, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

REPORT OF DIVISION OF SOILS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
106) amending public resolution No. 8, Fifty-sixth Congress, sec- 
ond session, approved February 23, 1901, providing for the print- 
ing annually of the report on field operations of the Division of 
Soils, Department of Agriculture, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment, and I for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was re to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. NEWLANDS introduced a bill (S. 4846) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Taylor; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 4847) for the relief of Caro- 
line Jones, widow and executrix of John L. T. Jones, late of 
Montgomery County, Md.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 4848) to amend section 
552 of the Code of Laws for the District of Columbia, relating toin- 
corporations; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 4849) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Peter Green; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military irs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 4850) granting an increase of pension to Sarah V. 
Matlack (with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 4851) granting a pension to Jennie C. Cole; 

A bill (S. 4852) granting a pension to Bernard Closkey; 

A bill (S. 4853) granting a pension to Frank Gillespie; p 
A bill (S. 4854) granting a pension to Louisa V. Bowers (with 


accom ing papers); and 

A bill (£ 8.4855 granting an increase of pension to Daniel Shelley. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4856) to correct the mili- 
tary record of John Sailer; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. A 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4857) for the relief of Annie White; 
5 80 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on ms. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced a bill (S. 4858) granting an increase 
of pension to J. B. Harvey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4859) to correct the military record 
of William Morrison; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. À 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 4860) for the relief of Mrs. 
Louisa Mitchell Smith; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 4861) to appoint an advisory 
board of public works for the city of Washington; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to introduce a bill to amend the act of 
August 13, 1894. I wish to accept the responsibility myself for 
the bill; but it has been prepared by an intelligent and compe- 
tent friend. Ihave not been able to examine, as I ht if I had 
not been otherwise employed, all the details of the bill, so that if 
it should turn out that in any respect the bill is deficient, I intro- 
duce it with that explanation. 

I ask that the bill be referred, with the accompanying papers, 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 4862) to amend an act approved August 13, 1894, 
entitled An act for the protection of persons furnishing materi- 
als and labor for the construction of public works,” was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 4863) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles G. Jenkins; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4864) granting a pension to J. S. 
Waggener; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 4865) granting an increase 
of pension to John F. Ludington; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4866) to correct the military record 
of Thomas M. Elliott; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4867) to amend section 14 of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public 
buildings,” and so forth, passed March 3, 1903; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Build- 


ings and Grounds. : 
r. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 4868) to provide for deposit- 
ing the taxes collected in the District of Columbia with the 


national banks of said District which are United States deposi- 
taries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 


on Claims: 

A bill (S. 4869) for the relief of the heirs of Caroline Thomp- 
son; 

A bill (S. 4870) for the relief of the trustees of the Christian 
Church of Danyille, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 4871) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church at Somerset, Ky.; 

A bill (S. 4872) for the relief of the heirs of Henry P. Bottom, 


deceased; and 
A bill (S. 4878) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
Church of Somerset, Ky. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2969 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. PETTUS submitted an amendment authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to pay to Rittenhouse Moore, out of the un ded 
balance of the appropriation made in the act of March 3, 1901, for 
improving the Potomac River, the sum of $3,653.05, being the 
amount stated and claimed by him for overwidth dredging in the 
Potomac River below Washi m, D. C., and recommended by 
the Secretary of War, intended to be proposed by him to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submi an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$25,000 to extend, enlarge, and improve the post-office and court- 
house building at Birmingham, .,ete., intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
5 81 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 5 

Mr. GALLIN GER submitted an amendment proposing to a 
poe $10,000 for grading, regulating, and 8 Ne 

marie street east from Connecticut avenue extended to Broad 
Branch road, in the District of Columbia, intended to be 3 
by bim to the Distriet of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 
He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$7,500 for ing and improving Sherman avenue from Florida 


avenue to Irvi E in the District of Columbia, intended to 
be proposed 3y im to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment granting to the Delaware 
Indians who have made or gh heme improvements in the Chero- 
kee Nation the right to first select from said improved lands their 
‘allotments, and during the term of six months thereafter to sell _ 
their surplus improvements to other citizens of the Cherokee 
Nation, etc., intended to be 3 by him to the Indian appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Tadian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing that each Indian 
allottee in the limits of the Quapaw Agency, Ind. T., to whom a 
trust or other patent has been issued, may sell and convey all of 
his or her allotment, excepting 40 acres thereof, which s be 
selected as a homestead, and providing for the sale of allotments 
of minor allottees, etc., intended to be 3 by him to the 
Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian "Affairs , and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington submitted the following amend- 
ments, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which were ord: to be printed, and, with the ac- - 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

An amendment proposing to bt ts an additional sum of 
$6,000 for an additional building or dwelling, cistern, oil house, 
and r improvements in connection with the New Dungeness 
light-house station, in the State of Washington; 

An amendment proposing to appropriate $5,000 for additional 
employees’ quarters at the Robinson Point post light, in the State 
of Washington; and 

An amendment proposing to appropriate an additional sum of 
$6,000 for the completion of the Battery Point post light, in the 
State of Washington. 

Mr. QUARLES submitted an amendment authorizing the issu- 
ance of patents in fee severally to Lotsee Dietrich, Pokin Roache, 
George Chandler, and Louis B. Farwell, members of the Kiowa, 
Comanche, and Apache tribes of Indians, for the lands heretofore 
allotted to them, respectively, in the Territory of Oklahoma, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for the salary of the Indian agent at the Sho- 
shone Agency, Wyo., from $1,500 to $1,800, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment providing for the 

yment to Andrew Gleason and Patrick Maloney of the sum of 
$4772.89, being the interest due upon a judgment rendered by 
the Court of Claims in cause No. 16310. between the time when 
the transcript of judgment was presented to the Secretary of the 
piati = payment 8 ane said 1 was paid, in- 

to roposed im to the gene iency appropria- 
tion bill; which was Bo ae to the ¢ Committee on Calon and 
ordered to be printed. 
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pommi gn ST GE Be gang ee 
e 179) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to 4 G. K uhn; which was referred to the Committee 


on Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 
HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 
On motion of Mr. Bacon, it was 


Ordered, That 10,000 of * — before the United States Senate 
Committee on Woman dar ef Peha Marble Room of the United 
States Senate on the 16th da; February, 1904, be printed for the use of the 


STATUES OF CHARLES CARROLL AND JOHN HANSON. 
Mr. PLATT of New York submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses 
amendment of the Horz to Senate concurrent resolution No. 21, 
Fifty-cighth Con first having me cones vay full and free confer- 
3 d and do recommend to their respective Houses 
** that the House recede from its amendments in lines 7 and& 
L E Mocotas, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
C. B. LANDIS, 
J. B. PER 
8 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was agreed to. 


The FFC The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ah dan 8 4845) 3 th tion of buildings 
e ( re e 3 on o on the 
8 of Columbia was read the second time by its 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I desire to submit a few 
remarks en the bill introduced by me yesterday, . 1 oe 
ff.. 

The bill provides that no building shall 3 on the 
Mall within 400 feet of a central line from the Dome of 
the Capitol to the Washington Monument. of 
tthe Montment, and preserve ie from all ost pitol 
te the Monument, and it from all obstructions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. the Senator yield to me fora moment? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. anz, 

Mr. GALLIN GER. I 3 yesterday when the Senator 
introduced the bill. Was it read? 

Mr. NEW. AN DS. It was read yesterday, and read the second 
time by title this morning. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Is it a brief bill? 

NEWLANDS. Itis 


Mr. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Teak for the reading of the bill. Iam 
very much interested in this matter, and I should like to know 
what the bill is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary reed the BiN, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That no building shall be erected on the Mall of Wash- 
ington, D. C., within 400 feet of 8 Une stretching from the center of 
the Dome of the Capitol to the center of the Washington Monument. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I thank the Senator for permitting the 
bill to be read. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The of the bill is, as I stated, to 

eserve the vista from the Dome of the Capitol to the Washing- 
ah Monument as originally designed by L’ t under the plan 
approved by Washington and Jefferson. 


mators, of course, are aware that the plans of Washington 
were by a French officer under the direction of Wash- 
ington and were approved by him. That plan involved a Mall 
stretching from the Capitol to the Washington Monument, 1,600 
feet in width and 1 g between north B street and south B 
street. The plan of "Enfant provided that on the outer edges of 
this reservation, on North B street and South B street, public 
buildings could be constructed, but it reserved a space in the 
cater GF the Mall 1,000 or 1,200 feet wide as a vista between the 
Dome of the Capitol and the Monument. 

In pursumg that plan the Mall was gradually developed from a 
pasture to its present condition. The public structures that were 
put up cn the Mall were placed pursuant to the plan of L’Enfant 
on the south side of the Mall, stretching along B street. 

ildings are the National Museum, the Smithsonian Institution, 
and the Department of Agriculture. 
upon the north side of the Mall, but there was one building con 
structed stretching entirely through the Mall, the station of th the 
Pennsylvania Railroad, with which we are all familiar. 

Some years ago the Senate of the United States em ed a 
commission, consisting of Mr. Burnham and Mr. McKim, both 
distinguished architects; Mr. St. Gaudens, the 
this country and one of the sculptors 
Mr. Frederick Law Olmsted, a lan engin 
all of whom had been identified Miers the forming of the 8 for 
the World’s Fair at Chicago, and to them was assigned the du 


These | has been modified 
No buildings were poe half in 


of preparing a plan for the park of Washington. 
gentlemen 5 plans of L Enfant and Ware e 


pursued those plans in the development of the park system of 


ashington. 

So far as the Mall itself was concerned, they modified to some đe- 
galas plan so faras the preservation of the vista from the 
me of the Capitol tothe Washington Monument was concerned. 
They arrowed. that from: 1,000-ce 1,200 feet to 800 feet, and 
tae, rovided that this vista should be over a mile in length and 
800 feet in width, consisting of a stretch of grass the entire 
length and 300 feet in width, and upon each side of this stretch 
of grass, extending from the Capitol to the Monument, there 
were to be formal rows of elm trees, four abreast. lanted 5 5 

line, and about 45 feet apart; so that upon each side of this 
, this of grass, were to be these magnificent rows aig 
elm trees strete. see the Capitol to the Monument. On each 
side of these elm trees were located park roads of inconsiderable 
width, stretching in a straight line from the Capitol toward the 
Monument, and on either side of the 800 feet thus laid out in 
grass, flanked on either side by rows of elms, were laid aside res- 
ervations 400 feet in width for yo blic buildings which might pos- 


sibly in future be provided for n 
t im e never yet been formally adopted but it is simpl 


a completion of the original plan designed by L’Enfant an 
a ed by Washington. 5 

ow, the Congress ke the . States, with a view to restor- 
ing the orietan] pian directed the removal of the station at a 
cost approximatin pian, oe ai about $3,000,000, to which the Gov- 
ernment and the District of Columbia largely contribute. Since 
that time Congress has 1 the erection of two public build - 
ings, one for the Department of Agriculture and the other for 
the National Museum. The appropriation made for the Depart- 
ment of tae building was one and one-half million dol- 
lars. The appropriation for the National Museum building 
was three and one-half million dollars. Both these 3 
inka PRSE, , and the question is where 

e 

Tan told that it is proposed to locate the bnilding for the Agri- 
cultural Department in such a way as to trench upon this space, 
this reservation of 800 feet, intended for the vista, a distance of 
about 100 feet. That building is to be placed, I believe, in front 
of the present: building and encroaching upon this vista. If so, it 
will necessarily mean the contraction of the vista 100 feet upon the 
other side, which will mean that the vista will be contracted in 
its entirety from 800 feet in width to 600 feet. 

Then also it is entirel ee the discretion of the authorities 
who control the Department building as to where 
upon the Mall. There is d 
exercised with reference to o 
buildings, or, ate: ‘mek of discretion, and we may have vary- 
ing lines; and unless a building mS is a by Congress 
now, there is danger that this vista of 800 feet in width 
and over a mile in length, will 1 encroached upon, as it has been 
in the past, by ge structures. 

The purpose of this bill, then, is to call upon the District of Co- 
lumbia Committee to report a building line. It is certainly im- 
portant that there should be some building line, and the ques- 
tion is whether that maeng line shall be the original line of 
L’Enfant, which preserved a of ten hundred or twelve 
hundred feet; or whether it be the modified line of the park 
commission, which will reserve the width of only 800 feet, the 
line recommended by the commission, of which I have spoken; 
or whether it will be a varying line, according to the discretion of 
those ey charge of the two public buildings about to be con- 
struct 


FFF that there is a popular mis- 


conception re this vista. It was called in the Times of 
last evening a d evard stretching from the Capitol to the 
Monument. tisa 3 pi is true that L'Enfant in his 


original plan provided for a palen Weyera stretching from the 
Capitol to the Monumentin reserved space of ten hundred or 
twelve hundred feet, and he designed that ther there should be public 
buildings upon either side, and that from the Monument to the 
White House there should bea similar boulevard. But that plan 
by this commission, and they have substituted 
for it simply a ca of grass, 300 feet wide and a mile and a 
length, flanked on Scher side by the stately rows of elms 
to which I have referred, thus maintaining a park-like aspect of 
the Mall, giving it a somewhat formal ary resembling 
the appearance of the mall in Central Park, which is one of the 
most marked features of that park, resembling also the grand 
avenue to the park at Florence, and resembling also the parkway 
which, I believe, was laid out in Savannah, Ga., in colonial — 
Sine has arisen against this project of a su 

boulevard, arising from the fact that there is a very 5 
mand throughout the — city that the south side of Pennsyl- 

vania avenue should be rescued from its present deplorable 


ment of the Mall 
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condition. Public sentiment and the sentiment of Congress has 
b en strongly crystallizing for years in favor of condemning or 
purchasing the Mall trian zle, so called; not a part of the Mall 
itself, but that portion of the city lying to the south of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue and between the Treasury Department and the 
Capitol, about three blocks wide at the Treasury Department 
and coming down to a sharp angle at the Capitol, comprising 
about twenty-five or twenty-six blocks. There is a feeling that 
the public buildings of the future should be located upon this 
avenue rather than upon the Mall, and that as long as the Avenue 
itself is a defective one the Government should not attempt to 
construct a boulevard through the Mall which will stretch in 
the same general direction. 

The park commission have yielded to that view, and they have 
substituted for the boulevard provided for by L’Enfant this vista, 
consisting simply of grass and trees; but they carried out L’En- 
fant’s plan by providing that there shall be no public buildings 
constructed upon it. i 

Now, another objection which has been made against this plan 
is that it has been said it would cost a very large sum. No esti- 
mate whatever has been made of the cost of the park system of 
Washington, but I assume that those who are opposed to the 
project on the ground of its cost take into consideration the cost 
of possible public buildings and monuments which may be con- 
structed in the future. I think all should ox 50 that the 5 
tem should be preserved, that this general plan should be pre- 
served, and then we can determine afterwards as to how far we 
will go in the expenditures contemplated, which will cover prob- 
ably a period of one hundred years. : 

The preservation of the park features themselves will cost very 
little. This vista stretching from the Capitol to the Monument 
requires very little grading, and nothing except the planting of 
grass and the planting of elm trees and the construction of two 
narrow roads on each side of the vista, stretching 
in astraight line from the Capitol to the Washington Monument. 

I state these facts because of the popular misconception that 
exists regarding this proposed improvement, the R aoe 
which causes a 1 many to believe that the purpose of the 
commission and the purpose of the Senate in presenting this plan 
is to build up a boulevard through the Mall that will be a rival 
to Pennsylvania avenue. They have no possible relation. The 
one will simply be supplementary to the other, and the improve- 

will not interfere in any way with the contem- 
plated project of condemning the land to the south of 
avenue and devoting it to future public or 1 ar buil 

I trust that the Committee on the District of Columbia will 
take this bill into immediate consideration and report some kind 
of a building line. The National Institute of Architects is ex- 
ceedingly interested in this matter. These plans have been pre- 
sented to the entire country in magazines and in lectures, and 
have received the approvalof the country generally; and it seems 
to me that now is an opportune time to prevent the plans from 
being marred by the unfortunate and accidental placing of struc- 
tures about to be erected. 

I will ask leave to put in the Recorp certain extracts from the 
park commission’s report showing the nature of the Mall. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
and leave is granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

W. d the cen ince its foun 

o 

rles L'Enfant and approved President 5 t plan the 


commission has aimed to restore, devel: 
The Congress K and the * 
e 


ected “by a grand avenue, 400 feet in breadth and about a mile in length, 
ending in a slope from the houses on each side.“ At 
intersection of two lines, one drawn Seana the center of the 
te House, L'Enfant 
ral W. ‘on, one of the nu- 
by the Continental Congress, but never erected. 
* * * $ * 


Ivania 


dent's 


merous statues v: 
* * 
THE MALL, 

Having considered the Cones 
come now to that long stretch of territo: 
means of communication between th 


* * * * * + 


* 

The axis of the Capitol and Monument is clearly defined by an expanse of 
3 a mile and a half long and 300 feet. broad, walled on either 
side by © planted in formal p: on four abreast. Bordering this 

n carpet, roads, park-like in character, stretch between Capitol and 
7 — while beneath the elms one may walk or drive protected from 
the sun. Examples of this treatment abound in England and on the Conti- 
nent of Europe, and also may be found in our own country in those towns, 
both North and South, which were laid out during the colonialera. More- 
over, these two plantations of elms traversed by paths are similar in character 


to the mall in Central Park, New York, which is jugtly regarded as one of 
the most beautiful features of that park. 
* * $ + * 3 * 

The streets leading southward from Pennsylvania avenue are to cross the 
Mall at their present grades, no 8 being made either to exelude street 
cars and other traffic or to hide it. Indeed. the play of ligut and shade where 
the streets break through the columas of trees and the passage of street 
cara and teams give needed life to the Mall, while at the same time those 
pereozs most interested in the area maintained asa park will obtain the full 
enjoyment from it. As the Garden of the Tuilleries, besides performing its 
artistic function of uniting the palaces of the Louvre with the Are de Tri- 
omphe, furnishes a pleasing pass way for tensof thousandsof persons who 
cross it going to and from their work, so the Mall will afford variety and 
refreshment to those going and coming between the Island“ and the other 
sections of the city. 

$ $ + $ + $ * 

Mr. Glenn Brown, in describing the park commission, says: 

The Capitol building is the crowning feature on the east of the Mall. Around 
it are grouped the buildings for legislative purposes, so situated as not to de- 
stroy, but to enhance, the original vistas and inclose the Capitol with monu- 
mental and pleasing structures. On the west of the Sry cee grounds, Union 

without with its three di, ed statues of Grant, Sherman, and 
eridan, and its n and south en by two Government build- 


ings, forms an imposing end for the Capitol grounds and a proper beginn 
S the 3 stretches a — 


for the Mall. From Union Square to 
800 feet wide, about 1} miles in length, flanked on either side by four rows of 
American elms, with one cross vista about midway between the Monument 


and the Capitol. The formal treatment of elms broaden intoa Greek cross 
of 1,200 feet in width at the Monument, giving it a setting and scale which 
appears to me could not be obtained by any other treatment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the Senator from 
Nevada takes his seat, I should like to ask him one or two ques- 
tions for information. 

The Senator has given this matter much more thought than I 
have keen able to do, notwithstanding I am chairman of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia; but I have been over- 
whelmed with other work. 

The Senator of the two contopirea buildings, that for 
the Departmentof Agriculture and that for the National Museum, 
trenching upon the avenue or vista the Senator desires to have 
established. I will ask him under whose direction the building 
of 8 1855 structures is now placed? I ought to know, but I do not 
recollect. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ido not know under whose direction the 
construction of the National Museum is placed, but I believe the 
construction of the building for the Department of Agriculture 
is under the control of the Secretary of Agriculture. Ido not 
know, either, where the National Museum building is to be placed. 
Ido not know whether the proposed location for the Museum 
building trenches upon this 1 or not, but Iam informed that 
the location of the building for the Department of Agriculture 
runs over the vista at least 100 feet. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada 
is correct with reference to the Department of Agriculture. That 
pota 5 fa be constructed under the direction of the Secretary 
of Agriculture. 

Mr.GALLINGER. It has been suggested to me that the Presi- 
dent of the United States has some control over the location of 
the National Musenm building. I do not know how that may 
be. Does the Senator know whether that is the case or not? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is another matter. Possibly, my 
attention having been diverted, I did not understand the Senator. 
The Senator spoke of this magnificent thoroughfare, vista, what- 
ever we may call it, and if I understood the Senator correctly, he 
says that in the original plan it was not intended that any build- 
ings should face that avenue. Was I correct in understanding 
the 55 that? 

Mr. NE DS. No; as I understand it, in L’Enfant’s plan 


there was a narrow strip, a much narrower strip than is provided 


by the present commission, running through the Mall on North 
B street and on South B street for such buildings, and then be- 
tween there was to be this grand boulevard, flanked by trees, etc., 
for which the commission has substituted a carpet of green. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator is in sympathy with 
me in his desire to have the public buildings located on the south 
side of the Avenue. He does not contend that the building for the 
Department of Agriculture or the building for the National Mu- 
seum should not face this contemplated vista? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. No, I do not; though my individual opin- 
ion is that it would have been much better if we had placed them 
on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. 

My idea with reference to that is that the 7 plan should 
be carried out; that so far as this Capitol Hill is concerned, it 
should be reserved for the legislative department, the Supreme 
Court, the Congressional Library, and the office buildings for 
8 and Senators now in contemplation on either side of 
the Capitol Para. Then, so far as Lafayette Square is concerned, 
it seems to me that that is a proper location for the Executive 
Departments. The original design was that the Departments of 
State, of Justice, of War, of the Navy. and of the Treasury should 
be immediately adjoining the White House, and they were so lo- 
cate. hase Departments have grown beyond their present ac- 
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oraes, and à new Department—that of Commerce—has 
8 created. It seems to me entirely that as to 
dings necessary to accommodate this growth they should 
the located on either side of Lafayette Square and convenient to 
the White House. 
But tbat would not interfere at all with the ultimate building 
up of the south side of Pennsylvania avenue by other 
bu Idings which it will be necessary to construct, such as id, 
ings for the Geological agin Fabs shared pe become a very large 
department, the municipal that is 
contemplated, and the great 1 8 which t to be 
constructed by the District itself one of these days, instead of 
leaving the unsatisfactory condition that exists now upon the 
public reservation, and other structures of that kind. 
It seems to me that all the public buildi authorized in the 
near future should be either on the south of Pennsylvania 
avenue or rubber either side of Lafayette and that no build- 


and. den the proper me treatment of the south si 
of the Avenue requires treatment of the whole front in its entirety 
and the readjustment of th- streets in this triangle. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will simply add that I am in entire sym- 
pathy with the Senator in the purpose of this bill so far as the 
establishment of a building line is concerned. I think that aa 

to be done. I will say to the Senator that the committee will 
8 =. that matter up and hear all interested parties with 
the purpose of reaching a satisfactory conclusion. 

Now, as to the south side of the Avenue and the Mall, it is grat- 
ifying to us all that in the near future the unsightly stractures 
belonging to the Pennsylvania Railroad will be removed from the 
Mall. As soon as the he Union Station is built we will then get rid 
3 encroachment, which perhaps ought never to have been 


wed. 
So far as the public market is concerned, located, as I think, in 
avery undesira nh eee that market company had, I 
. 


value. So it . that . 
i its train that market, and | the 
have it in a more desirable part of the city. 


So E think we have reason to hope, if we go along carefull 
conservatively and judiciously, as we construct these new ae 
ings we will protect the Mall and at the same time greatly im- 
pos ane south side of the Avenue, which it is a very desirable 

ing to do. 

I think the Senator has done a service to the District and the 
country in introducing the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the bill passes from consideration, I 
wish to express the hope that the committee will investigate this 
whole question with care. There is already upon the statute 
books provision for the erection of a rae — Museum building and 
zo eee E „ 


and they have F e DUF fox 221 
understand the ition F it is to 
provide that there be 800 instead of 600 feet. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts per- 
mit me just a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

the D HENLANDE. 1 seta i 

the Department of A ture to narrow this space 
600 feet. Perhaps it was inaccurate to say that. The difficulty 
now is that there is no line established by law, and the next De- 
8 provided for would put up a building 200 feet across the 

ee 

Mr. ALLISON. Lagree that it is necessary to have a provision 

of law on this subject, but it occurs to me, and I think it occurs 
to a good many other people, that 600 feet is quite a good width 
for as between the buildings. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rose merely to ask the Senator 
from Iowa, who alluded to the pending for the Museum, 
etc., what has become of the plan for a great bridge, which we 
had before us a year or two ago? Is that still pending? 

Mr. ALLISON. The memorial bridge? 


the | whole, 


Mr. HOAR. Tes; at the end of this boulevard. Was the bill 
passed by the Senate? 
Mr. GALLINGER, It passed the Senate this year. 
Mr. ALLISON. Fam tay pad to RHR Chab HE haa bost oan- 
* 15 ony 000,000 ee 

ALLIN say in itt h the 
Senate this year we opened it to all ed rein bap pe archi- 
tects are concerned, while the previous bills were not quite as 


liberal in that re; 
I understand also that the cost has been 


Mr. ALLISO 
limited to $5,000. 000. 

0 GALLIN GER. It has. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a great safeguard. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, just one further observation. 

In saying that the committee would take this matter up for 
early and careful consideration, I did not mean at all to commit 
myself to the proposition embraced in this bill that this so-called 

„vista shall be feet wide. That would be a matter for the 
consideration of the committee and of Congress, of course. 


The PRESIDENT ke ge The bill having been read 
peice, will be ref to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. PROCTOR. I trust the Senator from Minnesota will allow 
me to move that the army bill may now be taken up. Iwill then 
to the Senator. 
Mr. NELSON. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT = tempore. The question is on the motion 


The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10670) 
making appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 


pro 
ms ya to the Senator from f } 

ROCTOR. 1 that the bill for Which the 
Senator asks consideration will lead to no discussion. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consen consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 8160, which is a local bill and will lead to 
no discussion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. $160) to authorize 

the construction of bridges across a portion of the Minnesota 
River in the State of Minnesota. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLAIM OF JOHN 8. MOSBY. 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ae Senator from Ver- l 
i 


mont yield to the Senator from Vi 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the matter gives rise to no discussion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate bill 952, a bill that has previously p ssed the 
Senate, referring the claim of John S. Mosby to the Cou t of 
Claims. At three different sessions the bill has been unanimously 
recommended by the Committee on Claims, and I imagine it will 
lead to no debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
ed to consider the bill (S. 952) to refer the claim of 

. United States for the value of certain 
of Claims. It provides that the claim of 
John S. Mosby for the value of 7,900 pounds, more or less, of to- 
bacco, mentioned in an official paper ted at r Landing, 
Richmond. Va., July 27, 1865, signed W. H. D. Cochran, major, 
depot quartermaster,” and p Lap ghey g to give a list of captured 
tobacco marked in the name of Col. J. S. Mosby, transferred to 
Col. J. S. Loomis, Seemed eaS June 7, 1865. be referred to 
the Court of Claims with full jurisdiction to try and adjudicate 
the claim and render judgment against the United States in such 
sum as may pend pas by the court, without the interposition 
in behalf of the Government of any bar arising from the existing 
statutes of limitations. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MINING CLAIMS. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3298) to amend section 2326 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, relative to mining claims. 

being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. It provides that all suits 
brought pursuant S the provisions of section 2326 of the Revised 
Statutes in support of an adverse claim filed in any United States 
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land office t an application for patent for a mining claim 
shall be d. „ to be tried as other actions at law 
ary Siea in the courts having jurisdiction of the subject-matter 
of the suit, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARBOR OF. NEW HAVEN, CORN. 


ut. unanimous consent for the 

prosent consideration of the bill (S. 1734) to provide for the modi- 

of the project for the improvement of the harbor of New 
Haven, Conn. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with an amendment, in line 10, 
after the word “feet,” to insert “deep and of such increased 
Pesan sa ey Pe eee aan Praca so as to make the bill 


Be it enacted, etc., That 
modification of the project for i 
Haven, Conn., adopted in the river and harbor ecket eS eee 
tended in the river and harbor act of June 13, 1902, so 
in 3 pe from 3 to Ferry . Bridge 20 fer 
TTT 
tide, That the cost of competing the project as fixed by the sai aS 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The V Senate as amended, and the amend- 
mh bill 5 engrossed f third reading, 

e was or a read 
the third time, and passed. 
TITLE TO LANDS IN INDIAN RESERVATIONS, 


Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent for the 3 at 
this time of the bill (S, 3205) authorizing the Secretary of the 
rior to acquire the title to lands within certain Indian 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill has been heretofore 
read in full to the Senate, and when it was under consideration 
the senior Senator from Minnesota . NELSON] objected to it. 

Mr. LONG. The Senator from iesota . NELSON} has 
withdrawn his objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the objection on the part of the Senator from Minnesota has been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it has. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as-in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS RELATING TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Proctor] yields for me to make a request. 

I ask unanimous consent that on Saturday of the present week, 
after the routine morning business, the remainder of the day, un- 
til 2 o'clock, be given to the consideration of bills reported by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, not to interfere with the 
consideration of appropriation bills. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that on Saturday next, immediately 
after the conclusion of the routine morning business, until 2 
o'clock, the Senate shall give consideration to ae of Colum- 
bia bills, not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. Under Rule VIIE? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. * there objection? The Chair 
hears 8 and that order is 
8 ROC TOR. T non aie for e Gedo ie Puce: 

ent. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. What was the orđer made on the request 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire was that on Saturday next, immedi- 
ately after the conclusion of the routine morning business, until 
2 o’clock, consideration should be given to District of Columbia 
ex under Rule VIII, not to interfere with appropriation bills. 

FAIRBANKS. Is it for that day? 

Mr: GALLINGER. It is for just two hours. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Very well. I do not, however, want a as 
mnanimous-consent agreement made that would t taking 
up the bill (S. 1508) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 


Eon SA to Sage Sang Ded e a ae oen 
Department o 


of State, a 122 Justice, and a f Com- 


merce and La 
LEGISLATIVE, AERAN AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives still further insisting on its disa- 
tothe amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9480) 

aceon nats te Gover for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

ur poses, and asking for a further conference 
© disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
ULLOM. I move that the Senate further insist on its 
amendments and agree e for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to a t the conferees on the part of the Senate: and Mr. 
CuLLom, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. TELLER were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of ntatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNINd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (8. atk for the relief of the Farmers and Mechanics’ 
National Philadelphia, 

A bill (S. 334) for the relief of N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co.; 

1 for the relief of Darwin S. Hall; 


A bill (S. 2696) eee the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay John F. Wott ue $241.60, etc. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill YH. R. 1909) to 3 the conveyance to the town of 
Winthrop, Mass., for perpetual use as a public road, of a certain 
tract of land; 

A bill (H. R. 10136) authorizing bail in criminal cases upon ap- 
peal in the courts of Indian Territory; 

A bill (S. 2323) relating toceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian 
Reservation; and 

A bill (S. 3317) authorizing the of the Interior to 
grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 10670) making appropriation for the 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and 


for other 
. Will che Senator from Vermont yield to me for 


Mr.S 
a moment? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ihave been obliged to refuse other Senators, 
and I must insist on proceeding with the army bill, 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well. 

Mr. PROCTOR. An amendment is pending, at the bottom of 
page 23. I move that the final clause, requiring a report to be 
made to the committees of the two Houses of Congress, shall be 
stricken out. I refer to the last two lines requiring that a state- 
ment of the amount disbursed shall be furnished tothe chairmen of 
the Committees on Military Affairs of the Senate and House of 
1 on the reassembling of Congress. I move that 
those words be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They were stricken out yes- 


terday. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I did not understand that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the amendment went 
over and has not been agreed to? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Tunderstand that the question is now pending. 

The PRESIDENT beh tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered tor from Vermont as amended. It will 
be again stated to 9 5 Senate. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I understand that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ee Who asked to have that amendment go over, has no 

jection to the main amendment now. 

z ae 5 2 Since yesterday ee = into this mat- 
r. an 1 „ upon the House provision. 
The amendment was agreed to 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Affairs was, under the subhead *‘ Phil- 

ippine Scouts,“ on page 23, line 24, after the word “ purposes,” to 
mai the following provan 

155 That within the discretion a the Secretary of War 
it 5 la to pa Pay the salaries of officers and the of enlisted 


e extent of anf aoe cent thereof, in Philippine cur- 
rency, hersi e ratio ut 2 Philprine pesos for $1 in United States currency. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, under the subhead “‘ Subsistence De- 
ent,” on page 26, line 21, to increase the total appropriation 
771 n of subsistence supplies from $6,500,000 to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued down to page 27, line 24. 

Mr. PROCTOR. At that point, after the word animals,” I 
had an amendment to propose, but I think the Senator from Wyo- 
ming desires to offer a similar amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 27, line 24, before the semicolon, and 
after the word animals, I should like to propose the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. page 27, line 24, after the word animals, 
it is proposed to insert: 

ma. u. r 
C 
hereafter be held or construed so as to deprive officers of the Army, wherever 
on duty in the military service of the United States, of forage, bedding, 
shoeing, or shelter for their authorized number of horses, or of any means of 
transportation or maintenance therefor for which provision is made by the 
terms of this act. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. May a layman ask what the real 
effect of that amendment is? 

Mr. WARREN. It has the effect of leaving matters as they 


are now. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What was the matter in the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, to which ref- 
erence is made? 

Mr. WARREN. I will say that there was an addition made to 
the legislative, etc., appropriation bill by the other House which 
might be construed to prevent the allowance of any forage for the 
use of any horses of officers of the United States Army. This is to 
construe the law, or it is to provide legislation whereby the offi- 


tive, execu- 
1905 shall 


cers of the Army may not be disturbed, as they might be dis- | $% 


turbed by the provision in the other bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the amendment again be stated. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think it is entirely proper. I 
simply wished to understand it. 

r. SPOONER. Let the amendment be again read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to hear the amendment read be- 
fore wé vote on it. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill, which is referred to in the amend- 
ment as containing the clause which the amendment seeks to 
against, is in the other House, where the amendments e by 
the Senate have been disagreed to. If it comes back here for an- 
other consideration by a conference committee, it may be that 

ssibly the end of the matter will be to strike out the whole clause. 

think probably that ought to be done, but, at any rate, there is 
no law now that requires this amendment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then it could be dropped out? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; I think so. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Military Affairs was, under the subhead! Quar- 
termaster’s De — on page 1 inora 5 55 total 
appropriation for regular supplies of the ermaster’s Depart- 
eee on $4,800,000 to $5,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 83, after line 6, to insert: 

Barracks and quarters, Isthmus of Panama: For the proper shelter and 

rotection of officers and enlisted men of the Army of the United States law- 

y on duty on the Isthmus of Panama, including the acquisition of title 
when necessary, and 8 also shelter for the animals and su 8 
all other buildin necessary for post tion purposes, 8100.00 be 
immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, line 9, to increase the 
total appropriation for the transportation of the Army and its 
supplies from $14,500,000 to $15,000,000. 

e amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 9, to insert: 
inuin ction of a mili m road from Valdez b 
the most practical routs to Fort Egbert or Eagle on the Yukon River, in the 


district of Alaska, 000; said wagon road to be surveyed, located, and con- 
structed under tite direction of the Becastary of War. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I suggest that in line 11 
the word “ practical ” should be stricken out and the word prac- 
ticable ” substituted. It is evidently a mistake in printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). With- 
out objection, that change will be made. The question is on agree- 


ing to the amendment reported by the Committee on Military | 8 
Affairs. 
The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 15, to insert: 
For loca: and constructing a military trail, under the direction of the 


Secre of War, by the shortest and most ticable route, between the 
Yukon River and Coldfoot, on the Koyukuk iver, $10,000, 25 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 19, to insert: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to cause to be constructed 
across the Spokane River in the county of Spokane, in the State of Washing- 
ton, at such point as may be most advantageous for the Government service 
at Fort Wright Military Reservation, a bri and may permit the use of 
such bridge by the city of Spokane for the intenance of the water main 
and may make such a: ements as may be deemed best with the city of 
Spokane and the county of Spokane for the maintenance of a macad- 
amized road to said br and make such ations and requirements as 
may be deemed fair and just for the use of said bridge by the people of S 

to effect the foregoing 


provision, the pat — 
pro the sum here 
app. iated: That this ene shall not be available un 

© ti . e United States to sufficient land to 
e go ae 1 8 and ms pew Sree for = 

until jurisdiction over the same shall rred 

Government of the United States. 8 n 

The amendment was agreed to. ' 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 17, after the word 
“cloth,” to strike out woolen” and insert woolens;” so as to 


Clothing, and camp and garrison equi : For cloth, woolens, materials, 
and for the manufacture of clothin 75 ie iy, for issue 22 for sale a 
cost price, according to the Army Beguiations, ete, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 88, line 10, after the word 
„Arkansas,“ to strike out “except quarters for the officers;” in 
line 14, before the word “ thousand,” to strike out four hundred 
and seventy-five and insert three hundred and eighty;“ and in 
line 15, after the word“ dollars,” to insert: 
of which sum not to exceed $50,000 may be used to build a modern hospital 
at Fort Riley, Kans.; $30,000 fond a modern A ogee at Fort Totten, N. Ya 

000 to en 9 hospital at Fort Leavenw „Kans.; 825,000 -to enlarge 
the hospital at t Snelling, Minn.; $25,000 to enlarge the hospital at Fort 
Sheridan; III., and $30,000 for the erection of a modern hospital at Fort Clark, 

ex. 

So as to make the clause read: 


: 8 and repair of 8 For construction and repair of hos- 
at mili! already 
ut of men em ed on the same, and including also all ex- 
pen —.— for construction — 7 i A 3 ee 
ed 


Minn; $5500 to enlarge the hoedi at Fort bherida 

* * 0 ital at Fo: 

erection of a modern hospital at Fort Clark, Tex. ans 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, line 7, to increase the 

aay oprano for shooting galleries and ranges from $35,000 to 
9,5 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 7, to insert: 

That for the purpose of equipping and maintaining a national rifl 
at Fort Riley, Kone, for the a of the Arm avy Marine cepa: OAE 
ized militia of the States, Territories, and District of Columbia, and civilian 
rifle clubs, the sum of 0,000, or #0 much thereof as may be n is 


ecessary, 
hereby a riated of any money in the not otherwise appro- 
printed: Provided, That this sum ahali be immediately available and te on: 


pended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Ordnance De- 
partment,” on page 44, line 23, after the word ‘‘ ammunition,” to 
insert to the materials therefor;’’ and on page 45, line 7, before 
the word “ thousand,” to strike out“ eight hundred and twenty- 
ae and insert one million one hundred and fifty; so as to 
read: 


ital at g. 
, and $30,000 for the 


Ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies: Manufacture or purchase of me- 
tallic ammunition and the materials therefor for small arms for current 
needs and reserve supply, and ammunition for reloading cartridges, includ- 
ing the cost of targets and material for target practice, ammunition for 
burials at the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and its several 


Branches, inclu National Soldiers’ Home in 8 D. C., marks- 
men’s medals and for all arms of the service, $1,150,266, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 24, to insert: 


For 8,000 medals of honor to be prepared, with suitable emblematic đe- 
vices, upon the design of the medal of honor heretofore issued, or upon an 
improved design, together with appropriate rosettes or other insi to be 
worn in lieu of the medal, and to that the same be presented, in the 
name of Congress, to such officers, noncommissioned officers, and privates as 
have most inguished, or may hereafter most distinguish, themselves by 
their ntry in action, $12,000: Provided, That the Secretary of War be, an 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to use so many of the medals and ro- 
settes or other provided for by this act as may be necessary to re- 
place the medals that have been issued under the joint resolution of Con; 
approved July 12, 1862, and section 6 of the act of Co: approved 

And provided further, That whenever it appear from official 
records in the War De nt that any officer or enlisted man of the Army 
so distingushed himself in action as to entitle him to the award of the Con- 
gressional medal of honor under the provisions of the sixth section of the 
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F 
. of the Go 


ear end- 


airy Ses applied for the 
said service, not be held to ee the award and presentation of the 
medal to such person under the provisions of the law hereinbefore cited. 


Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator if there is 
any special case to which the latter clauses of the amendment 
are intended to apply? 

Mr. WARREN. The amendment is not intended to SPT to 

any special case, but not long since, on the submission of a cer- 
tificate-of-merit matter to the Attorney-General, he gave it as his 
opinion that a certificate of merit or other distinction would have 
to be awarded while the man was still in the service. Under the 
law, or under the construction which had been previously ret 
upon the law, the practice has been that where it was proved that 
medal had been earned and sufficient evidence submitted to th 
Secretary of War the President would issue it. But the opinion 
of the Attorney-General placed the board having the award of 
medals in charge in such a position that it th t best to sus- 
pend consideration of the question of granting any further medals 
sought for gallantry in the civil war, or any other war, after the 
person had become separated from the service. Of course that 
cut out all the civil-war volunteers and most of those who were 
in the Spanish war. 

Mr. SPOONER, Does this grant medals to men not connected 
with the service? 

. WARREN. Not those who never have been in the Army; 


but the man need have been in the service but two days, provided | tion? 


he earned the medal while in service. Medalsonly can be granted 
for exceptional gallantry while in the service. 

Mr. INER. Of course; but what I mean is—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Wisconsin to the fact that it is impossible for the 
reporter to hear him 

. SPOONER. I do not think it important that he should 

hear this colloquy. 
LLER. I wish to ask the Senator who has the floor 
what difference there is between thisproposed law and the old act? 

Mr. WARREN. I will say to the Senator that there were two 
acts. The first resolution provided that medals might be issued 
to noncommissioned and privates for acts of gallantry al- 
ready done. 

Mr. TELLER. Acts in action? 

Mr. WARREN. Yes; and more. The first resolution stated 
that medals might be issued to noncommissioned officers and 
yates for exceptional gallantry in action or for other soldier- 


qualities 

Mr. TELLER. When was that act passed? 

Mr. WARREN. In 1862. Then in 1863 an act was passed 
which provided that they should be issued to officers (a provision 
which was not contained in the other), noncommissioned officers, 
and men, and confined it to rewards for exceptional gallantry in 
battle only, leaving off the words or other soldierlike qualities.” 
The Department soon after that—after some medals had been 
issued to those who did not earn them in the regular * 
rules and proceeded under the second resolution awarding medals 
for stp in battle only. It is deemed best, in amending at the 

resent time, to state the construction herein plainly thatit should 
for exceptional gallantry in action only. That is the rule, 
ich has TOD AOTER OE EOE e een. 

TELLER. From a hasty examination of the proposed 
amendment it is 3 difficult to see wine its relation may 
be to the former statute. 

Mr. WARREN. I have before me the other statute, if the 
Senator would like to have it read. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I do not care about having it read. I 
shout like to know whether the medals are confined to persons 
who distin themselves in battle, in action. 

Mr. W. EN. Absolutely. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no discretion in the Secretary of War 
to grant a medal to some man who has distinguished himself 
otherwise than in battle? 

Mr. WARREN. No. This provides exactly what the Senator 
states. The medals can be issued only for exceptional gallantry 


in battle. 
I have seen a medal, or at least I have seen the 


however, w. 
Mr. 


Mr. TELLER. 


But the remarka in MIRE ta 
that for about a week, te ccs A cooeatnn beeen tie os 
danger of being fired on. I had an idea that almost all soldiers 


and pa fest son br 


in active warfare are in danger of being fired on. I do not know 
that it indicates any great moral or physical courage in a soldier 
that he continues to march with his associates when he is in dan- 
ger of being fired on. Probably that was the safest place for him. 
He could not retire. 

Mr. SPOONER. And if a medal was granted to one under 
such circumstances all would be entitled to it. 

Mr. TELLER. As has been suggested, if one man is entitled 
FVV gnition of 

suppose purpose of an: is to give a reco; ono 
some soldierlike conduct, Siaip that is worthy the attention 
not only of the soldier, but of the country. And keeping that in 
view, of course it becomes a matter of at interest to the soldier 
to receive for some such action a Iknowa number of sol- 
diers who have received them. I know that if medals are to be 
issued under such conditions as those under which the one I have 
mentioned was issued, they will cease to be of any value what- 
2 to the soldiers WhO have them or Who may hereafter get 
them. 

For that reason I made the inquiry. If this is confined to hero- 
ism in battle I 8 the medal, and Ishall be glad 
to see a good many of them issued, because I think in any war we 
may have there will be occasion to issue them. 

Mr. WARREN obtained the floor. 

Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator permit me for a moment? 

Mr. WARREN. I wish just here, if the Senator will permit 
3233 IRE ace Na ODA 


Mr. NELSON. May I ask the Senator from Wyoming a ques- 


Mr. WARREN. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. Icould not exactly hear all that was going on. 
Is the amendment limited to bravery in action, and so that no 
medals will be issued to anybody except soldiers or officers who 
have distinguished themselves in battle? 

Mr. WARREN. I will read it to the Senator: r 

That the same be presented, in the name of to such officers, non- 

offi and privates as hay 
er cers, themselves b ee ere a most distinguished, or may here- 

I desire to say, answering the observations of the Senator from 
Colorado, that I presume I know of the medal to which he has 
referred. 

Mr. TELLER. I so. 

Mr. WARREN. I have seen the statements in the ne pers; 
but I am informed by those who ought to know that the in 
question did take charge of a company in an Indian battle or skir- 
mish, and therefore came under the rule. I do not vouch for 
that. EA EDT EAN Da manpage 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, any statement of 
bunt ind is not true, for there was no skirmish and no battle in 
2 8 trip. I am sufficiently advised on that whole subject. 

WARREN. Very well; I will not pursue that matter fur- 
fier But it is a fact that medals were issued. Ithink they were 
issned to soldiers who bore the body of Lincoln after his death 
and to others for acts not in battle, and this simply takes a nar- 
rower view, or a narrower scope rather, than that which could 
be pursued by the Department under the act of 1862, and is con- 
3 vob those who most distinguish themselves by their gallantry 


3 Ar. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Wyo- 

9 does not take too narrow a view? 
Mr. WARREN. I do not think so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave read or heard of cases, if I havenot 
known of them, where an enlisted man or a noncommissioned 
officer or a commissioned officer has won a medal of honor, if a 
man ever won it, by a ride of two or three hundred miles in 
order to bring relief, to carry a report to headquarters of a 
beleaguered fort and one in desperate straits, I can imagine 
instances, and it is notsimply anon sa either, because history 
is full of such cone: * wee men have performed, not in action, 
but in connection with the discharge of soldierly duty, that which 
to the common apprehension of fair-minded men, would distin- 
guish them and ought to distinguish them. 

It is not much encouragement to soldiers to render great sery- 
ice, conspicuous service, to limit this particular decoration or 
award of this sort to action in battle. 

EN. May I interrupt the Senator? 
Certainly. 


Mr. WARREN. I think the Senator is entirely right that such 

a soldier ict have preferment. In fact, under the laws, there 
of preferment. re are brevets for commissioned 

officers; certificates 15 merit, etc., for men. But it has been con- 
sidered with to this particular decoration, the Congres- 
sional medal of honor, that it should be awarded for but one 
thing—gallantry in action. It is not the intention to detract from 
those who may in other ways win commendation, but it is a par- 
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3 decoration for a particular line of gallant action in actual 


ttle. 

Mr. SPOONER. What other method does this legislation leave 
for the other class of cases? 

Mr. WARREN. This does not change the legislation at all for 
such cases. It simply recites the resolution of 1863 rather than 
the resolution of 1862. The resolution of 1862 is considered obso- 
lete and has not been proceeded upon for many years. 

Mr. SPOONER. ould it not be wise to provide for medals 
to private soldiers or noncommissioned officers for heroic acts out- 
side the field of battle? 

Mr. WARREN. I do not think so, in this amendment. I do 
not think they could be linked together; that is all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not see any reason why the two should 
not be linked together. It seems to me, if we are enacting legis- 
lation to enable the Government to decorate soldiers who by con- 

icuous service, whether in action or otherwise, have entitled 
themse ves to that reward, we ought to adapt the language of the 

w to it. 

Mr. CARMACK, Mr. President, there is one side of this ques- 
tion which I wish to bring briefly to the attention of the Senate, 
and that is that some men who won medals and were recom- 
mended for medals seem to haye been overlooked in their distri- 
bution. I knew a young man in my State who was recommended 
for a medal of honor because of gallant services on the field of 
battle. He was wounded by the Moros in defending a comrade 
who had fallen. He was recommended for a medal, but the last 
I heard of it he had never received it. He said to me that he was 
not going to ask for it or make any pressure to- get it, and pre- 
ferred not to say anything about it; that if the War Department 
did not think he deserved it, to let it go. The last time I heard 
from him he had never received his medal, and it was awarded in 
a case of very conspicuous gallantry. 

Mr. WARREN. That brings up the importance of this amend- 
ment. There area great many applications and a great many 
papers that have been approved, and the Department would be 
glad to issue the medals to-day except for the intimation of the 
Attorney-General that they only can be legally issued where the 
soldier is still in the service. This amendment seeks, among other 
things, to clear that situation up and make the law apply so that 
they can get the medals. 

Mr. CARMACK. ‘The soldier must be still in the service? 

Mr. WARREN. Under present construction of the law. 

Mr. CARMACK. I think the recommendation was made while 
he was still in the service. I am very sure it was; but he was 
discharged because of the disability received on the occasion of 
his gallant conduct. 

Mr. WARREN. Now. it is to di of that uncertainty and 
situation that this amendment is offered. This clears.up that 
class of cases and allows medals which have been earned to be 
bestowed. 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam very glad to have that explanation from 
the Senator. ; 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Military Affairs was, on page 47, line 18. 
after the word appropriated,” to insert and made immediately 
avyailable;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the purpose of procuring field-artillery material for the organized 
militia of the several States, Territories, and the District of Columbia, with- 
out cost to the said States, Territories, or the t of Columbia, but to re- 
main the property of the United States and to be accounted for in the manner 
now prescribed by law, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized, under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, on the requisitions of the governors of 
the several States and Territories or the commanding general of the militia 
of the District of Columbia, to issue said aries material to the organized 
militia; andthe sum of $585,000 is hereby sppropr ted and made immediately 
ayailable for the procurement and issue of the articles constituting the same. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that this applies only to mate- 
rial to be furnished. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is for artillery material. The artillery 
would go with the battery. 

Mr. TELLER. I should say that it does not contemplate fur- 
nishing any artillery, and what is the use of furnishing material 
unless the artillery is provided? 

Mr. PROCTOR. e artillery is furnished. 

Mr. WARREN, It will be furnished under the regular appro- 

riation. i 
g Mr. TELLER. And not under this provision? 

Mr. WARREN. No. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 21, before the word 
t repairing,” to insert *‘ overhauling, cleaning; in line 22, after 
the word and,“ where it occurs the second time, to strike ont 
for issue; in line 23, after the word “‘ arsenals,’’ to insert 
posts; in the same line, after the word “‘depots,” to strike out 
„873.000. For“ and insert; for:“ on page 48, line 1, before the 
word “infantry,” to strike out „000. For’ and 
„; for;” and in line 4, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
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nine hundred thousand” and insert one million six hundred 
and twenty-five thousand; so as to make the clause read: 

For overhauling, cleaning, 5 and preserving ordnan d ord 
nance stores in the hands of troops and at i AAAI. erin and depots; for 
Por intanty, cavalry, and PNS T SOON Seon bee ents 
00 ` „ m. U orse 
for cavalry and wt ra — sy ~ RRE 
Mr. ALLISON. If I understand this particular paragraph, it 
is so amended as to make it a single appropriation. 

Mr. PROCTOR. A single appropriation. It is the consolida- 
tion, without any change of amount, of three clauses, 

Mr. ALLISON. Then,I think the semicolon onght to be 
stricken out in line 24, page 47. Otherwise the first two items 
will have no appropriation. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is correct. Let the semicolon go ont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In line 24, before the word 
for,“ the semicolon will be stricken out. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, line 4, to strike out: 

For overhauling, cleaning, and preserving new ordnance and ordnance 
stores on hand at the arsenals, posts, and depots, $50,090. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 6, to insert: 

All funds received as the value of military stores transferred by the sey- 
eral staff departments of the Army to the Insular Department of the Phil- 
pase fog be de aay ue a of the United 3 hwo ee 
Available du fiscal year ‘or * À i 
stores to 5 — those so 3 F RT 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 21, to insert: 

Heresfter all mone i from disposition authorized by la a — 
lation of serviceable RASA mat N 8 shall . 
on the books of the Treasury De. ent, which shall beavailable to replace 
ordnance and ordnance stores throughout the fiscal year in which the depo: 
sition was effected and t hout the following year. Secre of 
War is hereby authorized to to American designers such serviceable ord- 

e 3 of designs 
Su 


nance and ordnance stores as may be necessary in 
which may be used in the mili service: Provided, Tha ordnance 


and o ce stores can be spared for the purpose, and funds arising from 
such sales shall be available to replace like ordnance and ordnance stores. } 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 13, after the word 
Army.“ to insert except as herein specially provided; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to deprive any officer of his - 
eo bare aeciaiiy povidat, and allians ot puss of d wis 
the provisions of tik act are hereby repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish the acting chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs would explain the necessity of the amendment 
on pages 49 and 50, relating to ordnance and ordnance stores, 
whereby all appropriations for this purpose become a single fund. 
I can see very well why that should be necessary in some particu: 
lar cases, as respects pay, ete., but it seems to me there ought to 
be some reason for this provision that is not apparent. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I willask the Secretary to read the note on 
page 19 ol the report, the fine print, beginning with the word 


* 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
uested. 
2 The Secretary read as follows: 


Norx.— The object of the proposed legislation is to cate the methods 
of accounting for sales of serviceable ordnance property. Under present law 
and regulations, when a sale is made toa State for the use of its militia the 
money reverts to the appropriation ont of which the ig iy sold wero pro- 
cured and remains available until exhausted to replace like py nas when 
an issue is made toa State for the use of its militia the cost of t 
verts to the 1 “ Manufacture of arms at national armories.“ and 
remains available for two years to replace like ordnance stores; when a sale 
is made to the Philippine government the money reverts to the appropriation 
out of which the supplies were procured, but the authority contained in the 
act authorizing sales to the Philippine government lapses with the prosent 
l year; when a sale is made to an officer of the Army the money reverts 
to the appropriation out of which the supplies were procured; whon a trans- 
fer is e toa Department of the Government the money value reverts to 
the appropriation gut of which the supplies were pronaren when a deduc- 
tion is made from the pay of a soldier on account of loss of ordnance property 
the money reverts to appropriation * Man e of arms.“ 

It is readily seen that the methods of accounting for moneys arising from 
salusand trausters are veried and ununiform. Moreover, in case of transfers 
to other departments the money is often lost to the department when a 
transfer is made near the close of a fiscal. year, so that the 8 appropri- 
ated by Congress for the Ordnance Department may not be used for the ben- 
eftof the Army. Theclerical labor involved in assigning the proper appro- 
priations to the various articles sold is very t, particularly in case of 
sales made at the larger arsenals and depots. ê proposed legislation would 
simplify the methods of accounting for moneys arising from various di - 
tions 5 88 3 ae Sne Da SA De 7 2 every 
case replace servicaable pro 50 of.—William Crozier, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of 8 * 


e issus re- 


as the ordnance stores are sold and not have the 
fund going back and forth. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment on pages 10 
and 11 relating to the TAdjutant-General’ 8 Department was passed 
over. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Before going back to that amendment, on 
page 83, line 9, I moye that word ‘lawfully’ be stricken out. 

t 18 certainly usel 

The piapa firea was to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. At the bottom of page 23 and at the top of 
TTC payment of 25 per 
cent in Philippine 5 may be 

The P tempore. The e will be stated. 

The . t is proposed to disagree to the committee 
amendment beginning in Iine 24, on page 23, inserting the follow- 
ing additional proviso: 

And 8 That within the discretion of the Secretary of War 
it shall ree in Pn enlisted men, 
as herein provided, lo e extent of 25 Philippine cur- 
rency, at the ratio of 2 Philippine pesos for $1 in United States currency. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment on pages 10 
and 11 was over. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire—— 

Mr. PROCTOR. There areothercommittee amendments to be 
8 that have been passed over. 

Mr. TELLER. I beg paraat, I thought we had gotten rongah 
with the committee amendments. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the Porto Rico amendment, which 

was passed over, be now considered. 

Mr, TELLER. What page is that on? 

Mr. PROCTOR. On pages 21 and 22. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questionis on agreeing to 
Se ena of 5 committee on pages 21 and 22. It has been 


Mr. SPOONER. I move to amend the proposed amendment 25 
inserting after the word Senate,“ in line 21, on 21, the fol- 
lowing words in parenthesis: ‘ and such officer be entitled 
to 8 in such appointments.” 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is no objection to that amendment to 
the amendment. 

The . pro tempore. The amendment to the amend- 
2 will be sta 

The mieie on Bins line 21, after the word Senate,” 

insert the words in pare “ and such officer shall be enti- 
tled to preference in AR eee e 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARMACK. Ishould like to hear the amendment read. 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
read 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, in line 11, after the word of,” 
strike out two” and insert three; ; so as to read: 

For Porto Rico Provisional ea of Infantry, composed of three bat- 
talions and four companies eac: 


And then add: 


To include the enlisted men of the 5 9 who may be in the 
service June 30, 1904, and o 5 The feld o 
bo detail ay 


thet Se 
ments), for a P promotin = of 8 
8 u toand “includa t = rank of 


be 
established by su e President may ‘prescribe, who who 3 
also be eligible for promotion in the 8 = to and including the 
of cap upon an examination as to their 
V. es not filled as hereinbefore provided, by the reappointment or 
ê & 


the regiment be citizens of 

orto Rico and shall be enlisted for a term of two years; and except in the 
f noncommissioned officers shall not be reenlisted in time of 

The names of all enlisted men who have served honorabl ent 

be kept at the headquarters of the regimen t and be 

as & reserve, jally consi . The pay 

9 of officars and enlisted men of the ara shall be the same 

as a nnthorised for like grades in the Regular Arm: 


The PRESIDENT 2 ee tempore. The Coat 3 before the 
sues the unfinish: ess, which will 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2259) to e S tining i in trade 
between ports of the United States and ports = laces in the 


Philippine Archi , between ports or e Phili 
Aren sg, and for other purposes. z ppine 
XXVII— 187 


Mr. PROCTOR. I ask a that be 55 laid aside. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside in order 


that the Senate ay roceed with the consideration of the army 
3 e Chair hears no objection. 
r. CARMACK. Mr. President 
1 N. Is there an amendment pending to this amend- 
men 
The PRESIDENT tempore. This amendment is pending. 
sre ALLISON. d it is in order to move an amendment 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 
Mr. ALLISON. en I move to strike ou 


ot 

Mr. CARMACK, I believe Ihave the floor. I will yield to the 
Senator, though. 

Mr. ALLISON, I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. CARMACK. I want to say just a few words. 

I have not heard any good reason given here yet for maintain- 
ing these troops in Porto Rico. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FoRAKER] gaye as one reason that it would help to identify the 
poni of Orto Rico with the United States. In my opinion, Mr. 

resident, it would have no such effect. We can not identify the 

peop! le of Porto Rico with the United States by permitting a few 

em to strut around before their neighbors in the uniform of 

fho United States. You simply make a class separate and apart 
from the rest of the people. 

The idea of identi all the people of Porto Rico with the 
United States by permitting a few of them to walk around before 
the other people with the uniform on is absurd to me. There is 
only one way in which you can identify the people of Porto Rico 

with the le of the United States, and that is to give them 
e paly 85 ete and privil eges under the Constitution of the 

You can not do it by organizing two or three 
Lesage cap af Porto Rican soldiers and dressing them up in the 
uniform of the United States 

The Senator gave as another reason that we may get into trou- 
ble down in Panama and we will want some soldiers who will be 

ted and immune. Mr. President, if we get into an 2 
ble down in Panama, you have got to have soldiers of the 
States on the ground, whether they are immune or not. Ta 0 
not going to protect ‘the interests of the United States and you 
are not going tou ee the flag of the United States with sol- 
diers from Porto Rico. You have got to have them from the 
United States of America. You are not going to do it with any 
Porto Rican soldiers. 

And another thing, they are not immune, so far as that is con- 
cerned. That was proven by De Lesseps in the attempt to con- 
struct the Panama . Laborers brought there from the West 
Indies died by the thousands, just like any others. They are no 
more immune than the people of the United States when they 
haye to encounter the fevers that prevail in that locali 

I cansee no — the world, from any point o view, ae 
ce er so many ers or organizing so many regiments o 
soldiers in Porto Rico and maintaining them there, whether at 
the expense of the United States or of the Porto Rican treasury. 

Mr.SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. CARMACK, y. 

Mr. SCOTT. Itisnot aregiment. It is adding only one bat- 
talion. There is not a regiment there now. 

Mr. TELLER. There will be one when you get this battalion. 
Mr. OER, When we add another battalion there will be one 
en 
r. CARMACK. Well, there is no use of maintaining so many 
5 You have got more than enough now. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the amendment which I pro- 
pose is found on page 22, lines 13, 14, and 15. I move to strike out 
all after the word“ filled, ” in line 18, down to and including the 
word “law,” in line 15. This is clearly new legislation, and I 
= D oo make a point of order upon it as new legislation. 

OCTOR. It is clearly new legislation. It is subject to 
a 1 ot order. Iconsent to its going out. The reason of its 
being put in was that the Army is short of officers, and it was 
only a small transgression. But it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. TELLER. Can we have the amendment read? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Iowa offers 
an amendment to the amendment, which will be read 

The SECRETARY. On page 22, line 13, after the word “ filled,” 
strike out the words: 

And the places of the officers a 8 shall be filled by promotion or 
appointment, as now provided by 

The PRESIDENT pro 8 The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. ALLISON. There seems to be, according to the Senator 
from Vermont, a small violation of the law. I do not know how 
small or how large it may be. I only know that it will lead to 


re 
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read for information. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The letter will be read. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not ask to keep this clause in, but I 
F that it is all easy of administra- 

on. 1 

The Secretary read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, March 8, 1905. 

Hon. REDFIELD PROCTOR, 


Acting Chairman Committee on mers ‘airs, 


t 
by 


the various staff There is no point of doubt to the method 
i tion. The vacancies so created are filled by a, tment or 
tion to the of the list from the grade of which etail is made, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, in speaking of immunes, that 
question did nota to be fully understood. The Porto Ricans 
would undoubtedly be immunes on the Isthmus; and also to a 


d upon their avocation. 
The chief surgeon of the force that built the Panama Railroad 


built. He stated that the turning up o 
was poisonous. first took several thousand men from New 
York, and no one of them, he said, was able to do two weeks’ 
work. They got away from there as soon as they could; but a 
very large proportion of them died before they could get them 
—— FC 
which is very fatal. 

They then secured Chinamen, and the process was just as fatal 
to them. The survivors did not wait to die from that poison, 
but they commenced committing suicide. then tried the 
e e of the natives, who were very good kor work; 
and the natives were taken sick in the same way. They had not 
cultivated the soil there, and they could not stand its being turned 


up. 

hen they got Jamaica n who had been cultivating the 
soil thoroughly in that region for many generations, and they 
were immunes. I went across the Isthmus soon the Panama 
Railroad was constructed and saw those Jamaica negroes. They 
were in fine health, and, as I have said. the turning up of the soil 
did not poison them. They were immune to the turning up of 
the soil in the Tropics, for they had been accustomed to it for 
generations. 

Natives of the Tropics can stand the climate at Panama a great 
deal better than can persons from a northern climate. The na- 
tives live there and enjoy good health, but they can not dig up 
the surface of the soil. 

In the digging of the canal sgh ar not meet with the same 
trouble that was encountered in building the railroad, because 
they will get below the surface and will get into different strata. 
I inquired of some physicians who have been there, and they said 
when they got below the surface of the earth it was not any more 
poisonous any other earth. That is the dangerous thing. 

It is for that purpose they want immunes. I have no doubt that 
by adopting some modern m of sanitation, and only using 
immunes for the work on the surface of the soil, they will get 
along a great deal better with the construction of the canal than 
has been supposed ible. 

Mr. TELLER. r. President, I do not know that I wish to 
pe my personal knowledge of these matters against that of the 

mator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], but I will put the histor- 
ical fact against his statement that the West Indian people were 
by actual trial found not to be immune. 

EFE ee another statement made by the Sen- 
ator — 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator refer to West India people 
from Jamaica? 


Mr. TELLER. From Santo Domingo. The Porto Rican is nat 
a particle more immune than the New York man or the Florida 


man. 
Mr. STEWART. Iam of climates. 
Mr. TELLER. I can nena te Ba icp om the Isthmus 


before there was any attempt to break the ground for that rail- 


road who con the Chagres fever in That wasa 
common occurrence. Ə across on railroad, and 
the time they reached the mouth of the river had the fever. 


Mr. STEWART. That is very true, but they did not all get it; 
r not get it en masse. 


They did not get it because they were such a 


short time in going across, 
ae A Some of them were there two or three 
mon 
Mr. TELLER. got across just as quickly as they could. 


Mr. STEWART. had to stay there a week or two, and 
sometimes two or three months. There were sometimes four or 


Mr. TELLER. Ihave known a man to cross in two days and 
to get the Chagres fever before he left there. It is a fever which 
belongs to that section of the and nowhere else in the 
world that we know anything about. No sanitation, in my judg- 
ment, will entirely eradicateit. It is gat an oer to the fact of 
the long periods of calm at the mouth e river. Very few 

e seem to have given any attention to that cause of the fever. 
t is a place where the breezes do not blow and where ships lie 
al Manene for months, unable to make any movement or 
5 whatever. 

There is a marshy section along that coast which it is impos- 
sible to render healthful by sanitation, and I believe only the Ja- 
maica negroes will be able to do this work. The Chinamen could 
not doit; the people of Honduras who went there could not do it. 
They were tried, as were San 
of white inhabitants cou 
men being taken in there, and in two weeks practically they were 
all dead. Ié is the most frightfal climate on ths face of 


tur i 


depend upon American labor, but we must depend upon the char- 
acter of labor I have mentioned, It was thought that the China- 
man could do that work, as the Senator from Nevada has said, 
but that was tried, and they died so rapidly that those who did 
not die with the fever preferred to commit suicide. That is the 
history of that trial. 

Mr. President, I want to offer an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. I simply wish to state that the natives of 
Porto Rico and other tropical countries can stand the climate of 
Panama better than can men from the north. That, I think, is 
well established, 

Mr. TELLER. They can stand it very little better. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say a word before the Senator 
passes from that point. 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. I a poreda very much indeed what the 
Senator from Colorado [A . TELLER] has said. When I spoke 
in the way I did yesterday as to what occurred in the Committee 
on Military Affairs, I perhaps should have stated in that same 
connection that we were not basin g what wə did or what we said 
upon any al knowledge of the conditions there, or what 
would be effect if what had been suggested might be done, 
but we were simply reasoning in a general way upon the proba- 
bility of, at some time or other, possibly having to send troops 
there, and that troops who belonged in the Tropics, who were 
accustomed to that climate, would, as we thought naturally— 
and I think the Senator will agree—in the absence of information, 
be better qualified to go there and withstand whatever diseases 
they might be subjected to than troops from the United States. 

I am very much obliged to the Senator for giving us the infor- 
mation he has. It is very valuable and very interesting. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think there is any likelihood of soldiers 
going from Porto Rico—I hope not, at least. I doubt very much 
whether there will be any large number of soldiers required at 
all, but I think the Government had better organize a force on 


the ground, if such a condition arises as that they will be needed, 
which seems to be the policy of the Government, at least, in Porso 
Rico and in the Philippines. I do not know why they should not 
select the Panama people just as well as they wo 


select the 
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Filipinos or the Porto Ricans, I think the Government will send 
very few soldiers there, unless it is obliged to. do so. : 

I want to submit an amendment on line 11, page 21, if it is in 
order, and, if it is not, I will wait until the bill has been reported 
to the Senate. 

eh PROCTOR. There is still another committee amendment 
pending. 

Mr. TELLER. I will wait, then, until the committee get 
through with their amendments. : 

An amendment to the pend- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
ing amendment is in order. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not quite sure that the amendment I wish 
to offer is an amendment to the amendment. I find in line 11, on 

page 21, before the word“ battalions,” the word „two“ has a 
parently been stricken out and the word“ three“ inserted. Ido 
not know whether that has been agreed to or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I want to move to reconsider the vote by 
which it was agreed to; or I will ask the Senator from Vermont 
to consent that the vote may be reconsidered. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator can amend it in the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to amend it now, but I want to 
gay 55 it, and I do not want to waste time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
asks that the vote by which the amendment on 21, line 11, 
striking out two“ and inserting three“ before the word ‘‘bat- 
talions,’’ was to be reconsidered. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TELLER. What I desire is that the Senate shall disagree 
to that amendment. It seems to me that in all the statements 
made yesterday there has not been any reason shown for an in- 
crease of that force, whether it be put u the ground of en- 
dearing those people to the United States, use they have got 
their hands into the Treasury to a limited extent, or whether it 
be put upon the ground that you are 8 upon an educa- 
tional line. Ido not see any reason for it. It seems that you 
have two battalions. I do not know how many men there are in 
two battalions, for I do not know how full the battalions may be. 
I presume the acting chairman of the committee may be able to 
tell me how many men there are in those two battalions. If he 
can tell me, I shall be glad to hear him. 

ome FORAKER. There ought to be four companies of 100 men 
each. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. About 750 men in the two battalions. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know that they are filled to the 
maximum; 12 5 they are only filled to the minimum, which 
would be, I believe, 65 men to a ess ona 

Mr. TELLER. If theyare not all full, they can be filled under 
existing law. 

Mr. FORAKER. They can be, if necessary. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not believe that anybody can go before the 
American people and give any reasonable excuse for increasing 
this force. Every regiment that you put into the field will cost 
the Government of the United States a million dollars. I do not 
care whether they are Porto Ricans or Filipinos or whoever they 
may be, by the time you get through with it it will cost fully that 
amount, and, as a Senator 7 to me, very likely more. Cer- 
tainly the old rule used to be that you must absolutely expect the 
expenditure connected with a regiment will be at least a million 
dollars. Of course it will cost more if the battalions are full. 

Mr. President, I dislike to interfere with the committee in a mat- 
ter of this kind, but it seems to me that it would be wise now to 
let the provision stand for two battalions and then apply this pro- 
vision toenlisted men, and so forth. Ido not know that that would 
destroy the amendment; Ido not think it would, although Iam not 
quite clear about it. I should like to know Whether the acting 
chairman will consent to a disagreement to the amendment or 
whether he will insist upon it standing. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if the acting chairman of the 
tommittee does not object to my making answer to the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], I will say, as I said yesterday, that 
I have been more active, perhaps, than any other Senator in re- 
gard to what concerns Porto Rico, because of my relations with 
the legislation for that island, and perhaps I have received more 
communications from there as to the situation, generally speak- 
ing, and as to what the people of Porto Rico desire. I hope that 
the Senator will not insist upon that amendment. 

I know that the people of Porto Rico are very anxious—from 
fommunications such as I have referred to I know it to have a 
full regiment there; and it seems to me that while that is nota 
tital question, yet, at the same time, it is one of a good deal more 
importance than the Senator rightly appreciates; at least, I have 
been led to believe that it will be a great deal of satisfaction to 
that people, and in that way it will be important as making them 
better satisfied with their condition and situation. 

Now, I want to call the Senator’s attention to the fact, as sug- 


gested to me by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], 
although I was going to refer to the same thing in a different 
way, that A regiment in oa a of roto miep 5 not a 
very large military provision. ey are ible for the pres- 
ervation of order pds No one Eisa whan there may te a 
necessity for military intervention on account of some local or 
other troubles, just as we now and then have occasion to use 
military force here. 

But another point that I wish to call the Senator’s attention to 
is the fact that, cree only for this regiment—which can be 
used outside of Porto Rico as well as in Porto Rico, if the Presi- 
dent shall so see fit—aside from that there is practically no ex- 

nse to the Government of the United States for the island of 

orto Rico. 

The Porto Ricans support their own government and put us at 
no expense at all that I can think of now, except only that for the 
United States court and perhaps some similar expenses. Their 
government is supported out of their own revenues by their own 
system of taxation. All that we are put to an expense for con- 
nected with them that is of substantial amount will be this one 
regiment; and every man who has been a soldier in the Army 
knows the difference between having a full regiment and having 
apart of a regiment. With a full regiment you have the com- 

eted organization; you have then the possibility of regimental 

ill, regimental evolutions, and a great many things that you 
can not haye so long as you have only a fraction of such an 


0 * 2 

So, taking into consideration the fact that this is the only ex- 
pense, that it will add tly to their satisfaction and their 
pleasure, and that it will be an organization which we can use 
elsewhere, if we have occasion, as well as there, I hope the Sena- 
8 rep object to allowing the regiment to be made a full 
regiment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I am going to withdraw my 
amendment, not because I think it ought not to be made, but be- 
cause my experience here has taught me that it is useless to make 
any effort to curtail the increase of the Army at this time, either 
on this continent or in our insular possessions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw 
his motion to recone er? 

j oie ET I withdraw the whole thing and let the provi- 
sion stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will then be 
considered as agreed to. : 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say a word or two. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to have the amendment read be- 
fore it is to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the amendment increas- 
ing the number of battalions of the Porto Rico Provisional In- 
fantry from two to three. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to say a word or two on that. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Virginia 
wants to discuss that matter I will adhere to my original motion 
and not withdraw it. 

It is not very material whether you have three battalions or two. 
That is aya question of expense; but, Mr. President, there is 
something in this oe beyond that. I find in this bill a pro- 
vision for a force in Porto Rico, and on page 23 I find this 2 


guage: 
PHILIPPINE SCOUTS. 


4 officers of the line: Fifty first lieutenants, $80,000. 
ty second lieutenants, . f 

Noncommissioned officers and privates, fifty companies, $493,440, 

Or e a half million dollars for the Philippine army. 
I do not know how many men there are in that army, bat I have 
been told that in round numbers there are about 5,000. I will ask 
the acting chairman of the committee if he can tell me how many 
natives ae employed in the Philippine Scouts—I do not mean in 
our Army 

Mr. PROCTOR. In the Philippineconstabulary, Mr. President, 
there are fifty first lientenants, fifty second lieutenants, and some- 
thing near 5,000 men—short of that number, but approaching it; 
between 4,500 and 5,000 men. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it can not be demonstrated by 
anybody here or anywhere else that there is any necessity what- 
ever for an army of this kind on the island of Porto Rico. I 
therefore infer that it is the poner: now to create a provincial 
army of the natives of our various dependencies, or whatever we 
are going tocall them. For two years we have had two bat- 
talions in Porto Rico,and now we must have three battalions. 
At the next session we shall want five battalions or six battalions, 
and the same argument can be used then for 10,000 men on the 
island that has been used for the thousand or twelve hundred 
men for which this bill provides. 

One Senator will have it that itis to attach by army relations 
the people of Porto Rico to the United States; another will say 


that it is a great educator. I notice the governor of the island 
says: 
as you doubtless know, there is a provisional regiment of native Porto 


ete 
. t has taught the then habits of di 
and self- I shonid be very sorry to see it 
in the way I have just spoken of. 

Is that the purpose of this Government? Is it the business of a 
government to put men into the army, to take them out of the 
useful pursuits of life, to take them in their youth, and put them 
in the army, and give as an excuse that it teaches them self-con- 
trol? Isuppose you might as well say also that it teaches them 
to stand erect or it teaches them how to handle arms. AH that 
may be useful; but it is an absolutely new suggestion that the 
= lian ay Ea STR npr AARE eta gee 

t is not all. It is not a question of taxation entirely. It is 
a question of whether it is to be the policy of this Government in 
the future not to depend upon the of the United States 
themselves to maintain order and law; but that there must be an 
efficient army, not because anybody can say there is a pressing 
necessity for it, but because something may happen in the future 
when they will be needed. 

Five thousand men in the Philippines in addition to the soldiers 
of the United States 4 e e me preniam E Ido 
not know about that. I E tear angering wig do not 
know but that it is necessary; but why should it be necessary? 
How it can be necessary after the statement made on this floor 
again and again during this session tag. nr that peace pre- 
vails in all parts of the Philippine Islands. if it is not the policy of 
this Government to run the Government in the future by the force 
of an army, first in the dependencies, and later that it shall come 
to be the rule here? 

Mr, President, I do not intend eld ior) any discussion to 
the Senate from actin, this proposition, as I know they 
act favorably, because it is the policy ofthe Government, ü 


Government. I regard the President and his associates in ex- 
ecutive power as the 8 I regard Congress, the Ex- 
ecutive, and the judiciary as the Government. 

To-day the Government of the United States is beingorganized 
and conducted on the theory of force and upon the theory that 
the people, individually and collectively, are not fit to carry on 
this Government. You willsomeday be 
here, as you are depending upon it in the 
as you are depending upon it in Porto Rico, e excuse will 
be, first, because it will teach young men how to stand straight. 
teach them eee aber antec abe 
step, and then it will give them a i pe fuer . President, snch as 
po are trying to put upon the people of Porto Rico—a military 

T seen enough of such things since I have been in public 
life. I know the American Army is as good an army as the world 
has ever seen; yet I know that in army circles there is not any 

practically except that which is exhibited in time of war. 
I do not expect, Mr. President, that wor derer ecg give any 
better reasons why we should have a regiment down there than 
have been given, because there can be no other reasons. We 
have exhausted the wisdom of the Senators who have investigated 
this matter. They have told us everything that they thought 
would tend to mitigate and remove the Pisa we make to it. 


7 ˙Ü AA Government 
322 » for the maintenance 
an 
1 NER. Will the Senator allow me? 


Certainly. 

Ar. SPOONER. Of course. there has not been any time in the 
nistory of this country, until within the last few years, when this 
question could arise so far as Porto Rico is concerned. 

Mr. TELLER. No; of course not. 

Mr. SPOONER, And therefore the question is unique, sui 
generis, inasense. But, really, does the Senator from Colorado 
think that it needs mach tor discussion in detail to dem- 
onstrate the necessity or the wisdom of main- 
a tite ees or born Dalein M Pests Gat I do not know 
333 not the additional battalion » Porto Rico 


our associations. 
is governed us not after the fll fashion of an organized Terri- 
any. e 
responsible for the maintenance of order in Porto Rico; and does 


he really think that it is extra or unreasonable or unwise, 
or indicative of the descent of thi Gates tin & queers 
tnemntof the people to enact military tyranny, that there shoulae* 


which was establi-hed several since. The yes 
t deal in the general educational work witich has 
con 


nis de 8 recommended by the 


organized a couple of battalions of Porto Ricans there, officered by 
— 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator wants a direct answer, I will say 
Ido. I think 
Mr. SPOONER. Think what? 
ori TELLER, I think it is unwise and un-American, and all 


Mr. SPOONER. Porto Rico is not so much American as some 
other parts of the United States. It is new to us: it is not in- 
habited by our sort of people, but a pretty hot-blooded Spanish 


people. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; but not more so than we are perhaps. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are we not responsible for order there? 

Mr. TELLER. I think we are. 

Mr. SPOONER, Should we not maintain some sort of force 
there in Porto Rico? 

Mr. TELLER. I think we should: but I should like to say to 
the Senator that I have not believed that a Government like ours 
should de eee force to maintain order until the 


8 1 
— n n circumstances? 

Mr. TELLERS No, Mr. President, 1 not say it depends 
upon circumstances. because I . say there 
are circumstances that might haj 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator would not expect us to keep 
es among 7,000.00 people with policemen? 
Mr. TELLER. But you have said that you had been doing it. 
Mr. SPOONER. No; we have not said that. 
Mr. TELLER. I have heard that said repeatedly. 


r I said that we had cut that force down from 
Mr. TELLER. That was in time of war, when 70,000 were 
Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. 3535 ET E 


from a time of war to « time of peace. 
Mr. DANIEL: 


Mr. he miliary That is another 8 
Mr. DANIEL. . has it been recommended 


1 of W 
SPOONER, tibia eer nous ds aa AL te 


I it is. 
t is its source or origin? 


of Infantry, or part- of 
m aid not nk to the committees wise 
— and regular regi- 
men: 


Mr. SPOONER. Yes; there has been some trouble. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
A nie D scl aor ein ae dest ya tear peste aiid ome He 
desired to know whether this originated with the committee. I 
am a member of the committee, but not a member of the sub- 
committee who framed the amendment; but I know, independ- 
ee Devgan ere occurred with the subcommittee which 
framed the t, that the idea did not originate with the 


committee. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Not at all. 

Mr. FORAKER. Atleast, it did not unless the committee had 
information I did not share. We were appealed to by the gov- 
ernor of Porto Rico and others to make this a full regiment. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; by these letters. 

Mr. FORAKER. They thought it would be more satisfactory 
to have a full regiment. If the Senator from Virginia will give 
me his attention, I am sure he will agree with me in what Jam 
just about to say. The feeling was that a full regiment there 
would not be too large a military force for that island, situated 


MAAIE eee eee e le. and I think I can 
appeal to Senator’s own experience when I sa titisa 
great deal more to men connected with a military 


RARER S 
DANIEL. Will the Senator please tell me what is the use 


rence rf e eee beasts f. er aaay 
ables inci achange of government. No $ going to 
attack Porto Rico without making war on the U: States. 
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1 TORRES. Tt is a period of profound peace in Porto 
ico, as it is a 
but nobody would think of abolishing the Regular Army in the 
United States. 

Mr. DANIEL. Not at all, but this is not the Regular Army. 

Mr. FORAKER, It is not the Regular Army, but it is the reg- 
ular army for Porto Rico, so far as we have any. 

Mr. DANIEL. 


What have they to do, except to parade occa- 
sionall 


Mr. FORAKER, Why not abolish the National Guard, as is 
suggested to me by the Senator from New Hampshi 

Mr. DANIEL. The National Guard are not paid regularly 
and enrolled in the service and officered, as these are. 

Mr. FORAKER. No, they are not paid regularly; but the 
Senator will a that if we have any pid ei in Porto 
Rico, it should be such an organization as 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not see it. 

. Mr. FORAKER. And should be officered as this is, and should 
be ae cree and subject to discipline. 

Mr. D L. They are getting pay 

Mr. FORAKER. Eve y. It is 
use in Porto Rico or elsewhere in the service of the United States, 
and can be sent out of Porto Rico if there should be any need for 


sending eee hae 

Mr. D. L. If we need any more soldiers, it is all right. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know whether we will ever need any 
more or not. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope we will not. 

A la ponies ho EOI TASSAS ts recy OAE sage 
a million people, who sup ves in every other 

Mr. TELLER, We can afford anything we take a notion to do 
when it comes to the 1 of money. 

Mr. FO Tes. 

Mr, TELLER. The question is whether we should abandon 


to keep peace in country, but the people. 
Mr. FORAKER. That is not 
Mr. TELLER. The Senator will allow me to get through? 


Mr. FORAKER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. TELLER. That the Army is for war and not for peace. 
You have in the statutes a provision of law that you shall not use 
the Army of the United States as a posse comitatus, except where 
there is a positive provision of law to that effect. I recall very 
well when every man on this side of the Chamber voted for that 
law, and fonr men on the other side, and made it the law, and I 
was one of the four men. I was then of the opinion, as I am now, 
Mr. President, that you must depend u the people of the 
0 for va 5 8 of el tise you ss oe 
upon the 0 0 rto Rico t purpose, the at 
least a civilized community, then we have made a sires te in hay- 
ing anything to do with them. 

Mr. sident, there is not any reason for haying a eo eer in 
Porto Rico any more than there is for having one in the city of 
Washington—not a particle—or in any rural district in the State 
of New York or Vermont. The Senator says the Porto Ricans 
are hot-blooded. In the ong period of Spanish domination the 
Porto Ricans were always faithful to the Spanish Crown, and 
there is no instance in modern times at least of any trouble down 
there. There are not any signs of it; and that is not what the 
army is there for. It is there because it is to be the policy of this 
Government, under the present Administration and with the 
present ideas of the Executive and those who control it, that you 
are to have a great army to terrorize the people. 

Mr. FO R. Mr. President—— 

Mr, TELLER. Will the Senator wait a moment? Let the ex- 
ecutive officers of Porto Rico call upon the Porto Ricans, and 
build up a constab: there, if you want, with sheriffs and 
deputy sheriffs and policemen, if necessary, and officers of that 
kind. Now I will hear what the Senator from Ohio wants to say. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator has two or three times in the 
course of his remarks charged, or he talks as though he meant to 
charge, that it is a part of the policy of the present Administra- 
tion (and he tells us that he distinguishes the Administration“ 
from the Government,” and by Administration hemeans the 
President and those associated with him in administering the 
affairs of our Government) to try to build up an army for some 
improper purpose. I wish to say to the Senator, if it will relieve 
his mind any in that t, that the President had nothing what- 
ever to do, not even to the extent of having knowledge abont it, 
with this amendment to increase this force. I am sure he did not 
have any knowledge of it, unless he learned it through the news- 
papers or in some accidental way. Nobody conferred with him. 

ə made no request about it. He has not been consulted about 
it. He gave no advice about it. I can see no harm in having a 
regimentin Porto Rico, when all the Porto Ricans without excep- 


iod of profound peace in the United States; | gi 


every day. 
6 th 


tion, so far as we have heard from them, are petitioning us to 


ve this very thing. 

They do not seem to have any fear of being tyrannized over or 
terrorized or of being op or denied liberties, 

As to the Philippines, if the Senator will bear with me fora 


word 

Mr. TELLER. Iwould rather the Senator would permit me to 
complete my remarks, and then he can reply if he wishes to. I 
do not think this is quite a fair way to proceed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Just a word. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought the Senator wanted to make an ex- 
planation. I see now he wants to make an argument. Let him 
Wait until I get through. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say only one word, and then I will 


5 5 in the Philip- 
pines, where there are 3 le, where the conditions are 


constitute a very dangerous military establishment to maintain 
ere. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator says all the people of Porto Rico 
want this. He has read one letter from a Porto Rican. He may 
have more, He has read a letter from the governor, who is not a 
Porto Rican, but who was a Montana man, Ithink, when he went 
to the island. Ihaveforgotten, but I think that is the fact. The 
Senator read from some man who, his name, I e is 
a Spaniard, who says they want a regiment there; want 
them to live there and die there, and all that kind of nonsense, 
Nobody has taken the opinion of the Porto Ricans, and if all the 
Porto Ricans should send up here and say, We want a regiment,” 
is it incumbent upon us to respond and say, Well, if you want 
it, you must have it?” I do not know what their relation is to 
the General Government. I knowif the people of some State 
said they wanted a regiment they would not get if merely be- 
cause they wanted it. that enough? 

We have an army forsome 7 8 and some use. We expect 
it will be used for some purpose if conditions arise that call for it. 
Ik it is to be used as a constab , I say that is an un-American 
A pe If it is not to be so , there is not any use for it at 
all, and if it is to be used for a consta! „that is worse than 
the excuse that it is there for an educatio or the other 
reasons that were given, which, if I may say it without Mary dod 
fensive, I should say were utterly absurd and ridiculous. I hope 
nobody will apply that to any statement which he made, but it 
does strike me that when we are told that we must have a full 
regiment there because somebody wants it, whether all of the 

ple or a few—and that is the excuse, and the only excuse—that 
it is trifling with the legislation of this country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. IEL. Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado. If there was any proposi- 
tion here to abolish that i 


The PRESIDENT pro tem The motion to reconsider was 
withdrawn by the Senator Colorado, and the amendment 
was declared agreed to. Does the Senator wish it to be an open 


question? 

Mr. DANIEL. It was declared to be agreed to by the Senate 
without the question having been formally put. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire it to 
be still open? 

Mr. DANIEL, Yes, I should like to have that done. 

The PRESIDENT pro Ly ah It is still open. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, it looks to me as if some one 
were trying in this item increasing the military force in Porto 
Rico to find a place to spend money; and notwithstanding the 
debate on this subject has been participated in by a number of 
gentlemen, not one of them suggested any use for this regi- 
ment. A bishop has said it is of great educational value for 
the young men in it and thatit gave pride. There does not appear 
to be the slightest use for these battalions in Porto Rico, except 
to parade occasionally. The regiment does not go onto any corps 
of the United States. The battalions are not sent here or there 
as they may be needed. The little frictions which always occur 
in a change of government passed away from Porto Rico. The 
Porto Ricans have acecepted the changes With remarkably ee 
temper, and the island is getting along well. No official of the 
Administration has recommended this. 

The Senator from Vermont says Mr. Root made some remark, 
I believe, about having a full and regular regiment in Porto Rico. 
It does not seem to have been of sufficient importance for the 
Administration to make any recommendation upon the subject. 
The sole effect of having a new battalion of Porto Rican troops 
will be to have a few more young men in Porto Rico drilled for a 
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little while in a military organization by American officers. It 
looks to me rather like toying with a great subject for the Senate 
of the United States to invent a new battalion in Porto Rico, 
adding them to the military roll without any very serious plan 
about the matter. 

It encumbers this bill with new legislation upon a subject 


which has been offered in no other form. It gives, in a time of 
profound peace, a prominence to the military idea totally uncon- 
congenial to the subject-matter and foreign to the objects and 
p of this measure, 

. CARMACK. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
this bill, having reference to another part of the measure, if any 
provision has been made in the bill for increasing the Engineer 
Corps of the Army? 

. PROCTOR. No provision has been made for increasing 
the Engineer 28 

Mr. CARMACK. We are spending money to maintain a regi- 
ment of soldiers in Porto Rico, where it seems to me there is abso- 
lutely no necessity for it at all, when the excuse is given for the 
failure to expend money for the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors and to complete projected improvements in thiscountry that 
the Engineer Corps has been so 3 iminished 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ought to have added, perhaps, that a bill 
was reported from the Committee on Mili Affairs yesterday 
morning making a considerable increase in the Engineer Corps, 
making a slight change in the rank, and adding three or four 
more Officers than they asked for. 

Mr. CARMACK. Why is not that put on this bill? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Because it would be subject to a point of 
order. There were increases of other corps asked for. We did 
not think it was the proper duty of the committee, at least, to do 
it. If the Senate choose to make any increase in the Engineer 
Corps, the committee, I presume, would not object to such an 
increase. 

Mr. CARMACK. I would ask the Senator if this legislation is 
not subject to the point of order? 

Mr. PROCTOR. This Porto Rican legislation? 

Mr. CARMACK. Yes. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It is not. I am very sure. The full regiment 
of three battalions is authorized by law. This provision — od 
says how they shall be organized. It is not new He, Sere 
cause the act of February 2, 1901, provides for a Porto Rican 
regiment, which means three battalions. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr, CARMACK. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In answer to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Tennessee, I will state that I contemplate, as soon as the 
amendments offered by the committee are disposed of, to offer an 
amendment to the bill increasing the Engineer Co: On yester- 
day I asked if such an amendment was in order and was informed 
that it was not until the committee amendments were disposed of, 
which I am awaiting now, in order to offer the amendment. 

Mr. CARMACK. I hope the Senator will offer it. We shall 
have no river and harbor bill at this session of Congress, and the 
reason why, it is said, is that we had about $40,000,000 of the last 
appropriation that was left, because they could not spend the 
money, and they could not spend the money because they did not 
have the engineers to do the work. Army engineers have been 
drawn away to the Philippines and other of our possessions, so 
that they are not able to attend to the business of the United 
States and to improve the avenues of internal commerce in the 
United States, and we must have an increased appropriation for 
army engineers in order to carry out this work. 

I wish to emphasize what the Senator from Colorado said. 
There is absolutely no necessity in the world for any soldiers in 
Porto Rico. The Senator from Wisconsin said the Porto Ricans 
are a hot-blooded people. They have never demonstrated that 
fact. They were peaceable under Spain and they have been peace- 
able bec vi the Hinas States. 1 2 not in 5 — insurrection 
sgonn ey gave no trouble to Spain. ey were 
able and law-abiding under the Spanish Government, ant they 
changed from the Spanish Government to that of the United States, 
not with enthusiasm, but with apparent indifference. They seem 
willing to take anything that comes along in the way of a gov- 
ernment. I do not there is very much patriotism in it, but 
thereis not very much danger in it, and we do not need any regi- 
ment there. 

I think it is unfortunate, Mr. President, that the Senator should 
have suggested in the very same breath in which it was argued 
that we ought to keep a number of soldiers there as a matter of 
education and a matter of pride to the Porto Ricans 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. 

Mr. CARMACK. No; the Senator from Wisconsin did not 


suggest that, but he made his suggestion in the very same breath 
that it was made. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was my breath and nobody else’s, 

Mr. CARMACK. Iam trying to draw a distinction between 
two breaths. 

The Senator from Ohio said that we ought to keep this regiment 
there as a means of identifyin 8 le of Porto Rico with the 
people of the United States. 8 from Wisconsin es 
that we must maintain them there in order to keep the people of 
Porto Rico suppressed, because pid are a hot-blooded people. 

Mr. SPOO . I understood the Senator from Ohio to men- 
tion that as an incidental advantage. 

Mr. CARMACK. It is the only thing he mentioned. 

Mr. SPOONER. L had covered the other part. 

Mr. CARMACK. I will get upa joint debate between the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Ohio. 

We are keeping soldiers in the Philippines for the very plain 
and frank reason of holding the people in subjection. They are 
not kept there for opnara Kon work. They are kept there be- 
cause the people of the 1er hate the United States and 
the Government of the United States and the people of the United 
States, and we are compelled to keep soldiers there to hold them 
in subjection. If the soldiers were taken away, they would rise 
in insurrection and have a rebellion. We know it. There is no 
such reason for keeping soldiers in Porto Rico. They do not care 
a cent whether they are under the dominion of the United States 
of America or under the dominion of Spain. A great many of 
them do not know now, perhaps, that they are not under the do- 
minion of Spain, and if they do knowit they do not care. Itisa 
matter of indifference to them. 

The Senator says that the late Secretary Root recommended 
this. Iam not surprised that that distinguished lawyer should 
recommend it, a gentleman who on his way to honorable retire- 
ment was accompanied by regiments of soldiers, with flags flying 
and horns blowing and beating—a great military display. 
They saw him go into his honored retirement, and another like 
demonstration was made to welcome the incoming Secretary of 
War. Weare getting into the military business and the business 
of military display; and that is all this sort of thing means. We 
are trying to make this a military government, just like we have 
a military Administration and a military President. The whole 
Government must be permeated with militarism and military 
ideas, and I understand there is now under consideration a pro- 
gramme providing that whenevera diplomat arrives here—it was 
gotten 9 Aaa late for Bunau-Varilla—he is to be received with a 

eat military display. Iam sorry that we did not have it ready 

or Bunau-Varilla, as I should like to have commanded the regi- 
ment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the amendment to the amendment? 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the 
amendment as amended? 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is that the main amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The main amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. I raise the point of order that it was not moved 
by direction of a standing committee, and that it was not, for at 
least one day before it was considered, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. SPOONER. What was the amendment just declared 


sor ape 
The PRESIDENT Vo tempore. The Porto Rican amendment. 


Mr. SPOONER. t has just been declared adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Striking out two“ and in- 
serting three. 

Mr. DANIEL. That carried. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was carried. 

Mr. SPOONER. t was carried. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the statement of the 
Senator from Vermont that there is a law which provides for 
5 ttalions in Porto Rico, the Chair overrules the point of 
order. 


Mr. PROCTOR. It provides for a regiment. It is the act of 


February 2, 1901, 

Mr. DANIEL. I think the battalion hed tence belongs to 
the Regular Army of the United States and the National Guard, 
and this is neither. Therefore I do not think it can be construed 
that existing law requires three battalions in this irregular Porto 
Rican regiment. I have not read the law on that subject to see. 


Mr. PROCTOR. The three-battalion organization has been 
and for all volunteer 

orming to it. 

t may be; but this is a matter sui generis. 

It is an arrangement for a temporary mili- 


adopted by law for Government troo 

troops, and all the States so far are 
Mr. DANIEL. Tha 

It stands all by itself. 
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tary organization in the island of Porto Rico. I do not remem- 
ber what act it was that provided 

Mr. PROCTOR. If the 8 8 8 0 will allow me, I will read a 
sentence from the act. I read the beginning of section 37 of the 
8 of February 2, 1901: 

FFF 
regiment of not exceeding three battalions of infantry. 

Mr. DANIEL. This shows that three battalions of infan 
were authorized for this ent. It also shows that the Presi- 
dent and, as we would infer, the War Department have never 
thought it desirable to have three battalions there or they pipe 
have organized them,’ And ron reatar > 
ing to force an increase in the military ent in Posto 
Rico, when the present Administration =y —— under the 
authority given in that act to put it there, showing that it is en- 
tirely useless and not within the purview or contemplation of the 
President of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Sen- 
ate agree to the amendment? 

Mr. MONEY. Before the vote is taken, I should like to ask a 

uestion. I simply desire to inquire of the acting 3 
the committee what he construes the 3 eee > 
mean in the act which authorizes a regiment of 
JJ; VT 

unteer regimen e i Te; 
lars. That is the whole force of it. pe 

Mr. MONEY. Is that all the difference the Senator can see? 

Mr. PROCTOR. The officers are not made A ice eres They 
are not officers 85 the Regular Army, except detailed from 


the 3 y- 
NEY. Tome the word “provisional” in such a con- 
nection as this means a temporary arrangement, a temporary 
ent, and the occasion has gone by when it may be con- 
sidered in force under that act. It seems that nobody took care to 
provide for this arrangement at the time it wascreated. That 
time has gone by, 5 75 55 now it is 3 to have this ent 
increased by one battalion. I t know whether it is pro- 
visional, according to the law, or whether it is to be permanent. 
If itis provisional, there is no use for it at this time. If it is to 
last only a year or two, there is no particular point in its being 
maintained at its full strength. If it isto be permanent, then 
the amendment is subject to a point of order. 

Certainly it is too late to talk about a pity eae po ent un- 
der a law of that sort. The occasion has gone b ewes then 
the apprehension, I presume, that there would be some sort of 
disturbance in the Shane ae the 3 from one govern- 
ment to another, a stand wont who had been 
so long loyal to the . — Sar red stan would find it difficult 


gone by when it could have been considered; it is 5 to in- 
crease the regiment to its full strength. If it is permanent, then 
the amendment will be subject to a point of order; and if it is not 
anent, then it is absolutely useless after all these 
Unless somebody will show that there is some necessity of some 


sort for organizing a new regiment, at great expense, we had 
better not do it. 


just an expense. 
8 00 ront enn 
the evening and let the people come there an Ress Sor music. 
C Tt would be the band. 


ture of ro andi money as we mer ka 
I hope the si a a not pass. 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am obliged to the Senator 
from Vermont for loaning me a copy of the statute unđer which 
this regiment was authorized. It ee 


tof not three battalions of for in 
peat pod ak ire batalla of e for sry that island 
thorized V The pa rati and 
clothing allowances to be authorized for the enlisted men shail be fix by 
. exceed those — for tho Regulas 


) shia ba GAUA Ex NiS 
further directed by Congress, so that as it is a provisional 


try clined, and elected to so organize this 


increase oy — of tho perm 
States,” approved Fe 1901, shail be abo 


manni is one that requires legislation by Congress to abol- 
it. 
A comparison of this statute with what was done—that is to 


say, the organization of a p te of two battalions—shows that 
the President of the United . it as a very trivial 

matter, for While he was not only authorized but instructed by 

the statute that the regiment shail be organized as to numbers as 

authorized for infantry regiments of the 4 1 he a 

unimportant, so inconspicuous, and so ayia a matter that — 5 

— organization has not been perfected according to its contem- 
tion. 

If it is in order to do so, Mr. President, I would offer as an 
amendment for the paragraph of the bill covered by the amend- 
ment of the committee and the appropriation, from line 10, on 
page 21, to line 2, on page 23, these words: 


That 3 the Ist da T 
pthorized by soe e atare r oaar: ho tated 
0 ni 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
offers an 8 which will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. o 21. beginning with line 10, strike out 
the bill down to 3 line 2, on page 23, and substitute 
the following: 


That from and after the Ist FEN July, 1 1 yw Porto Rico 
tof Infan autho ction Of the sot entitled `An act to 
States,“ ee 1901, shall be el 
Mr. PROCTOR. I trust it is not necessary to say that that 
6 ought not to be adopted. 
The PRESIDENT pro 3 The question is on agreeing to 
7 amendment of the Senator from Virginia, 
Mr. TELLER. Let us have the yeas and nays, 
Sa 7575 and nays were ordered. 
RGAN. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the 
Gender frees ngen brings up this question in the proper form 
and G00 i ee 
whether we shall now enter permanently upon the policy in the 
possessions of the United States, fo be ‘be followed by a simi- 
lar policy in the Territories, and perha a similar policy 
the es, of a certain population 1 — either a tem- 
panye permanent addition to the Army of the United States, 
erentiating it entirely from that Army. In other words, 
whether we in these 8 where the Cae States have 
exclusive jurisdiction, a new form of military 
tion, to be officered by officers of the Regular Army of the Gaited 
States, but made up of the native population of the respective 
localities, in this case the native Y ap stones of Porto Rico. 
We have heard very much said. Paas in the discussion 
progress of a senti- 
hg a considerable 2 


ippine 
. the Alaskan treaty, bat would have voted 
for it if I had been here. I am willing to extend it still further 
in a legitimate way, in conformity with the 
Government, of our Constitution more 

of Cube, which from 


ee a expansion to cover thei 
causes, from geographical situation, has, in the opinion 
of the wisest of our T 

United States. 

In all these votes, Mr. President, I have been aware of the fact 
that an opportunity was afforded for the exercise of the powers 
of government in the absolute form to which I object. But I 
have not sup that the American Senate or the American 
Congress or Government, because it has had an rtunity to 
abuse the powers of the Constitution, would necessarily do so. I 
have supposed that we could expand the area of this country 
without necessarily invading the principles of our own Govern- 


ment; that we eu extend, through the cies of our Govern- 
5 5 ä ought to 8 

many Who enjoy them, w. er they 
desire them or Whether they do not. s 


But we have got to a point now, Mr. President, where a seri- 
ous departure is about to be made, and it is made in the military 
of the United States, which of all others is the most 
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dangerous to the liberties of this country. That fact has been 
recognized from the foundations of the Government. It was 
recognized, when the principles which controlled the organiza- 
tion of the militia were incorporated in the Constitution of the 
United States, that the military control of this country, after all, 
ure left under the power of the civil administration and the 
civil laws. 

We have now got to a point where we are following the ex- 
ample of Great Britain in India in establishing an army of Sepoys. 
Great Britain found it necessary when she expanded and extended 
her commercial strength and power, together with her govern- 
mental authority, over India to organize there an army of natives 
to be governed by British officers. They are called Sepoys, and 
they are for the purpose of controlling not merely the affairs of 
the British Government within the various territory of India 
within the reach of her imperial power, but also for the purpose 
of supplying deficiencies whenever they 5 8 occur in her army 
forces in respect of wars that were entirely foreign to the country 
where those people live. 

In the last war with China, the“ Boxer war,” as we called it, we 
noticed that regiments of Sepoys were sent into China by the 
British Government, she then having a use for all of her regular 
troops, perhaps, in her controversies and contests in South Africa. 
That was objected to by the military authorities of the world as 
being rather an invasion of a precedent, at which they took um- 
brage. The objection was based upon the idea that the Indian 
Sepoy is an inferior kind of man, a bloodthirsty creature, per- 
fectly under the control of his commanding officers, and so a 
dangerous instrument to use in a foreign invasion and in the ex- 
ercise of mili power of any sort in a foreign country. It has 
been put up to Great Britain on various occasions that it would 
be entirely disreputable in a war between her and any civil power 
that she should use the Sepoys. 

We are organizing now an army of Sepoys, commencing with 
a small beginning in Porto Rico. We began this under circum- 
stances that were at the time apparently and really, I think, 
legitimate. But those circumstances have passed entirely out of 
view. What were they? They were that the Porto Ricans, a 
million strong in population, had been always under the control 
ofa . of Spain, and that captain-general held them 
in obedience to the authority of Spain, not by the ties of civic 
power or the infiuence of civic virtues, but entirely through the 
military power. 

In the passage of that people from the condition in which we 
found them after we annexed Porto Rico from Spain under the 
treaty of Paris, it was necessary apparently and I believe it was 
actually necessary, that we should continue the use of military 
authority over the Porto Ricans, and instead of doing so by im- 
porting into Porto Rico our Regular Army we took volunteers 
and made a voluntary organization, making it, however, provi- 
sional, making it of t battalions as a limit, which the Prosi. 
dent has only filled up so far with two battalions, and providing 
that it should be temporary. It was intended to pass out, and 
when that organization would disappear it would leave the true 
American principle in force in Porto Rico. Whatis that? The 
superiority of the civil power over the military, And those peo- 
ple would be in a position to recognize it. 

They are in a position now to recognize it, because there is little 
lawbreaking in Porto Rico and certainly none of a general turbu- 
lent or insurrectionary character. Those 1 seem to have no 
idea of a general insurrection against the United States or against 
any authority whatever. Their drift and bent is toward a com- 
pliance with the laws that are over them, whether enacted by 
their local legislature or enacted by the Congress of the United 
States. They areadvancing in the cause of peace and civic virtue, 
and in correspondence with that idea, which is set forth so dis- 
tinctly in the act read by the Senator from Vermont, the act of 
1902, we ought to observe and pursue that policy of withdrawing 
troops from Porto Rico instead of organizing an army there, 
though it may consist of but a single regiment at present, which 
is to become a permanent establishment. 

Now, Mr. President, I haye no way in my own knowledge of 
military affairs of describing the relations between this regiment 
in Porto Rico and one of the regular regiments of the United 
States Army. It looks to me like an i re to the Army of 
the United States proper, which has had no place heretofore in 
our ranog Sen ire It is not of the nature of national 
or of the Regular Army. It is an entire matter—that is, sui 
generis—as said by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. In 
that sense it is an interposition of a new idea, a new thought, and 
it is a dangerous one if it is voted by this Con . It is a de- 
parture from the principles of the A morionn 8 It is 
evident that it is not needed for any present or . parposa 
ot controlling the people of the ra fh dof Porto Rico. That is 
eviden 
It is said that some of the prominent families of Porto Rico 


take some pride in having their sons enter this army and pass 
through a sort of graduating course in the army—like the chil- 
dren of all Frenchmen have to pass through under the provisions 
of law that exist there, and to some extent in Germany—and that 
it gives them a sort of distinction amongst the people. Now, if 
that is to be one of the effects of it, it is deleterious if not disastrous. 
It will not do for us to put insignia upon individuals mustered 
into the service of the United States which, after they have passed 
out of the service, give them social position and influence in the 
country. That is neither the republican nor the democratic 
idea, nor is it the proper idea of civil rule, which enforce upon all 
of us, when we chr those views, proper political equality, a 
man to be left with the influence of his character and whatever 
else he s to commend him to his people, instead of some 
mark of advantage or some mark of segregation put upon him 
through the influence or through the favoritism of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

We do not want to build up a class of that sort of people in 
Porto Rico. We want to teach them other doctrines. After a 
while ores get to respect no pemon whatever except those 
who have belonged to the army. The military spirit of govern- 
ment will assert itself there against civic rule. That is a spirit 
we are encouraging now without any necessity whatever. 

Some gentleman referred to the fact that it would be necessary 
perhaps, or at least convenient, to have these people carried into 
a regiment, fifteen hundred strong, I suppose it will be, for the 


purpose of using them in the isthmian zone, where we are about 


to construct a canal. 

Mr. President, after the remarks of the honorable junior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. QuARLEs], that if our soldiers were sent 
there they would die like flies, I am moved to some feeling of 
compassion toward those people in Porto Rico, that we shall not, 
under the bait and temptation of an enlistment in the Army, 
cause them to go down there and die like flies. They are not im- 
munes, so far as we know; they are just as liable to the disasters 
of that climate as anyone else. 

Now, if you want a regiment, and you will need more than a 
regiment to take care of affairs in the canal zone in the Isthmus, 
and if you want immunes, organize your regiment; do it under 
this bill or on any other measure thatis proper, and get the enlist- 
ments from the men who are immune, who live there, and do not 
float them in from Porto Rico. You can trust a man who lives 
in Panama just as well, if he is a Spaniard or the descendant of a 
Spaniard, as you can trust the descendant of the same blood in 
Porto Rico. In one place the Spaniard is as reliable as he is in 
the other. 

My own judgment is that whenever we organize for that special 
service or with a view to special service any particular corps of 
men we had better have a pretty strong guard of Americans sta- 
ticned around them to prevent them from doing what they did at 
the time of the establishment of the Republic of Panama—for a 
few dollars of bounty desert their colors and go off to the other 
side. I would not really, for the safety of that Isthmus, have any 
set of men enlisted either in Panama or Porto Rico. It will take 
the best men we have got to take care of affairs down there, and 
a good many of them. We have got to be providing so that they 
shall be prepared to go there. Orders were issued for the Third 
Regiment of United States to go down to Panama. and 
after a few days’ consideration they were recalled, what for nobody 
knows. Their places must be supplied by somebody. Somebody 
must go there to take care of our affairs. Wecan not leave them 
without military guard for one single moment, either against the 
local population or against Colombia. We have got to have the 

and have them there continuously and at once. 

Now, why the Third Regiment was not sent there I donot know, 
unless it was that they might fall victim to this plague, which the 
Senator from Wisconsin described so graphically when he said if 
our soldiers went there they might die like flies. 

If we have got to face that, Mr. President, let us do it like men, 
and let us do it at once. When we assume responsibility in view 
of the American ple and of such vast importance as that, do 
not let us shrink from it. Do not let us dodge around and try to 
organize a Porto Rican regiment to go down there and take the 
place of our own soldiers. Let us move up to the front and take 
charge of the subject like men ought to do, and build that canal, 
and while we are building it protect it with our Army. 

I arose only for the 2 of entering my protest, while I 
favor the amendment of the Senator from Virginia, against this 
new departure in American military policy which establishes in 
any of our insular ions an army of a peculiar character 
bawd upon enlistments of the people there. 

Let us have all parts of this country subject to the same mili- 
tary control, or if any of the Territories need a special military 
police guard, or whatever you may choose to call it, let it be organ- 
ized, sustained, supported, and commanded as is required to be 
done in respect to the militia under the Constitution of the United 
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States. We have got a militia; we have got laws to organize the 
militia as a State guard; we have got a Regular Army, and that 
is provision enough to cover the whole case. Now, to establish 
an army of Sepoys, beginning in Porto Rico, and after a while 
extending to the other islands and then after a while to the Ter- 
ritories and after a while to the negroes of the South, I object to. 
I know where it is going to land us; and I arose, Mr. President, 
although I am not in condition to speak, to enter my protest 
inst any such legislation. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I rise 8 to set the com- 
mittee right. I judge from the discussion which has taken place 
here that we have been challenged as to our motives; that we are 
no longer patriotic citizens seeking to legislate for the general 
benefit, but that we have all of a sudden been inspired with a 
very dangerous military tendency, and that we are here advocat- 
ing some pernicious measure from some peculiar hidden motive 
to accomplish some unjust and unlawful purpose. 

Mr. President, I think I may say that if we had considered only 
the keeping of the peace in Porto Rico the committee would not 
have advised an additional battalion there. The reason they 
asked the Senate to enlarge this regiment from two to three 
battalions was this: We knew, as the learned Senator from Ala- 
bama Mr. Morean] well said, that when we begin operation on 
the Isthmus of Panama we must have soldiers there. That isa 
concession which he makes and which every intelligent man 
understands. He says he would not leave the Isthmus for a day 
without trained soldiers there. So say the committee. 

The committee are in accord with the distinguished Senator 
from Alabama. We went a step farther, however, and said that 
if we are going to send soldiers down there to do what amounts 
to constabulary duty, we had better in the first place have some 
soldiers who understand the language of that country. Does my 
distinguished friend from Alabama see any advantage in that, 
the people of the Isthmus being Spanish? 

Mr. MORGAN. If my friend will allow me, I will say that I 
see a great disadvantage in it, because if they do not understand 
the language there will not be any conspiracy between our sol- 
diers and the parle: 

Mr. QUAR Well. I am not tinged with that all-pervad- 
ing jaundice of suspicion that leads me to doubt, in the first place, 
withont any evidence whatever, the justice of any class of pio; 
and when my friend intimates that there is anything in the hi 
tory of this Porto Rican regiment to sustain such a suspieion as 
he has thrown out here, I simply say I have never heard of such 
evidence and never before heard any such suggestion. 

Mr. MORGAN rose. 

Mr. QUARLES. On the other hand, if the Senator will pardon 
me a moment, the record of that provisional regiment in Porto 
Rico is all that could be asked of any troops in the uniform of the 
United States. They are well drilled; they are manly; they are 
strong; they are proud; and, so far as I know, their record is sec- 
ond to none. Now, if the Senator has any ground to intimate a 
suspicion against that force, it is the first time I have heard it in- 
timated from any source. 

Mr. MORGAN. They are not suspicions or intimations at all, 
but facts well known to the Senate that attended the construc- 
tion and birth of the Republic of Panama, when one regiment, 
or a large part of a regiment, of Spaniards deserted their fellows 
for pay and went over to the insurrection, and another was 
bought off and sent home on a ship. 

Mr. QUARLES. How can my distinguished friend reconcile 
that statement with the suggestion he made here a few minutes 
ago, that we should. go down there and take the very fellows 
whom he now describes and make a constabulary force out of 
them? That was the suggestion of the Senator made a moment 


since. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isaid if you were going to rely 5 5 the na- 
tive population for your constabulary force, you better go 
there and get those people and put white men in command of 
them. That is what I said. 

Mr. QUARLES. If the indictment which the Senator prefers 
against those natives be accurate, his suggestion is certainly of 
very little value. I have this to say: From all the information 
that this committee can gather, this Government has not under 
its flag to-day any organization more patriotic, any organization 
better drilled, any organization better qualified to go to Panama 
and discharge that duty than this Porto Rican regiment. 

There is another point. Isay that there is an advantage in hay- 
ing men there who understand the language of the country. That 
would seem to be self-evident. If you send down there the Third 
Regiment, they can not understand a word that anybody would 
say there; it would be all Greek to them; the whole thing would 
be a closed book. They are not familiar with the traditions or 


the habits of those people. Is there not a manifest advan in 
having a corps of troops sent down there who know all those 
things? It seemed so to the committee, 


Another thing, Mr. President. A t deal has been said about 
who are and who are not immune. e committee did not expect 
that this battalion of Porto Ricans could be sent to Panama with 
shovels and picks to excavate that soil and escape the fever that 
is said to be created from the upturning of that soil. These 
troops are to be sent down there for an entirely different purpose. 
They will be encamped on the highest ground. We have pro- 
vided for barracks wherein they will be sheltered. 

The committee thought—and I submit to the Senate whether 
it be not perfectly correct—that a tropical 1 a people inured 
to the heat of the climate and the sun, could maintain themselves 
in that latitude better than the Third Regiment, which has been 
encamped this winter in a zero climate. Is not that a sensible 


proposition? 
Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 


Mr. BACON, 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS inthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. we Certainly. : 

Mr. BACON. I ask the question not by way of argument. but 
for information. I understand the suggestion of the learned and 
honorable Senator is that the real purpose is to provide troops 
that can be sent to the Isthmus of Panama? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. This provision in the present bill is one amenda- 
tory of the act of 1901, as I understand? 

Mr. QUARLES. Yes. 8 
Mr. BACON. In which act authority is given to the President 
to organize this regiment? 

Mr. QUARLES. Les. 

Mr. BACON. Now, the point that I desire to call to the atten- 
tion of the Senator is—it may have been mentioned by others 
while I have been temporarily absent from the Chamber—that 
the original act authorized the organization of this regiment spe- 
cifically for service in Porto Rico. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ifthe Senator from Wisconsin will allow me, 
I will say that act was repealed a year ago. 

Mr. QUARLES. Les; that has been all fixed by legislation. 

Mr. BACON. That has been amended. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That has been amended so that these troops 
are subject to service anywhere. 

Mr. BACON. I only wanted that information. 

Mr. QUARLES. What I wanted to say chiefly was that this 
committee is not asking for this increase, unless their Aa be 
considered proper, that the two battalions, now wé drilled, 
should be taken and made some use of by the President. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL. As the law now stands these battalions could 
be sent to Panama if the President desired to send them there? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly; and, as I took occasion to say to 
the Senate the other ry kos the matter was up, we had the 
major of this regiment before the committee, and he stated that 
that regiment would be glad to go down there, that their feelin 
was that they wanted in some way to show their satisfaction — 
their pride in their country, and that if the country called upon 
them fee go there they would go with the most cordial feelings of 
gratitude. 

If it be not thought proper to send them down there, the com- 
mittee does not recommend this increase. It was simply that the 
President should have these two well-drilled battalions to send 
down there and that this other battalion that we provide for 
should remain in Porto Rico to take its place. That is all. 

When anybody stands here and says in the Senate that people 
from the Tropics are not better qualified to go down there and 
endure the heat of the sun than people from this northern lati- 
tude, I say it is nonsense. 

We are not talking about the kind of immunity of which the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] has spoken, for we do not 
propone to subject these men to any such test. If we send them 

own there, it is simply to establish a constabulary force, not to 
dig up the soil and get the feyer which originates from that 
source. 

Mr. President, this much I thought I would say, and while I 
am on my feet I merely want to add one other word. My dis- 
tinguished friend from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack], with his in- 
imitable sarcasm, speaks of one of these Porto Ricans strutting 
in auniform. That may seem very funny in the abstract, but, 
Mr. President. if we are going to civilize those people down there, 


the first thing we have got to do is to build up pride and self- 
he 


t in the individual. When a man stands up. feeling that 

some mission to perform in the world, as the distingaished 
Senator said. when he struts in his uniform, he is on the way to 
a higher grade of manhood, because you have established in nim 
por aes and that self-respect that lie at the foundation of 
c > 
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Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
gin yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. 

Mr. CARMACK. Do I understand the Senator to say that the 
first step to be taken in the development of manhood is to teach 
aman to strut? [Laughter.] 

Mr. QUARLES, I tried to obviate that expression, which my 
distinguished friend used with such skill. I did not say strut.” 
I used the Senator's expression. I say that when you have im- 
planted in the minds of those people a sense of pride and self- 
respect, you have laid the foundation for character and usefulness. 

Mr. President, the theory of the committee simply was that 
these two battalions were not too much to act in the place of a 
national guard. We are responsible, as has been said here, for 
the order of that island. It is quite an extensive island. There 
are a million people there. You can not get a million people of 
any kind under the sun who, left alone down there in thatisland, 
would not get up some kind of a disturbance. I grant that these 
people so far have indicated a most gentle temperament. I do 
not think they are a quarrelsome people; but human nature is the 
same the world over. If we should leave a million people on that 
island, situated as they are with reference to us and with regard 
to the responsibility that we owe to them to preserve peace with- 
out having some kind of a force there, we certainly would put 
ourselves in a position to be very much criticised. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, if we send them 
down to the Isthmus to guard the canal zone, they will not have 
iat Pat to do with preserving the peace in Porto Rico, will 

ey 

Mr. QUARLES. Perhaps I did not make myself understood 
and the fault may be mine, but I certainly tried to make the 
Senate understand that the theory of the committee was that 
when the two battalions were sent down—the two seasoned, 
trained battalions—to Panama, if the President should choose to 
send them there, we would still have this additional battalion 
left to keep the peace in the absence of any militia. With no 
regular troops there at all, except perhaps a ange battery of field 
artillery, we would leave that additional battalion there to keep 
the peace while the other two battalions were away. 

This much, Mr. President, I think it fair to say to explain the 
attitude of the committee as against the criticisms which have 
been made here, 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw the amendment I offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent to withdraw his proposed amendment. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is 
withdrawn. The question before the Senate is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PROCTOR. There is an amendment on page 10 which 
was passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
C00. SOANS beginning in line 17 
on page 10. 

zy KEAN. What is the amendment, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 10, after line 16, the committee pro- 

insert 


poses to 

ons PROCTOR. The amendment has been once read, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. KEAN. Is there a point of order pending against that 
amendment, Mr. President? 

3 PRESIDING OFFICER. No point of order has been 
made. 


Mr. KEAN. Then, I make the point of order on the amend- 
ment that it is general legislation. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator withhold his point of order 
for a moment? 

Mr. KEAN 


i . Certainly. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Ido not wish to make a speech on the amend- 
ment, but I may be allowed, perhaps, to tell a little story. 

the first Administration of President Cleveland a committee 


ods of the various Executive Dej 
e system in the War ey are 
status 


As all Senators know, there are two points to be established in 
reference to an application for a pension. One is the hospital rec- 


ord of the soldier—his medical record—and the other his service | tha 


record. The hospital records of the Army were kept on books, 


ledger size usually, but not quite ledger thickness, being 1 or 2 
inches thick. They were kept underall sorts of conditions; some, 
but a small minority of them, in regular hospitals, where they 
could be carefully kept; but the great majority of them in the 
field, in barns, in groves, and in places out of the line of fire. 
They were kept in pencil. There were great inaccuracies in the 
names so hastily put down. 

At the time of this investigation there was no way to settle the 
medical record of a soldier except to look through those books. 
It depended upon the man hi to state what hospital he was 
in, and then for the officers to examine the books of that hospital. 
In very many cases the man could not tell the name of the hos- 

ital. A severely wounded or very sick man could not remem- 

t—I know of several such instances—the hospital he had been 
in. If it was a widow's application, she would have very little 
knowledge of that fact. 

The report says there were 19,000—and my recollection is that 
there were 22,000—of those books. On the recommendation of 
the Senator from Mi i, the War Department called an officer 
3 Ainsworth he was then—to take charge of this 
work, to bring order out of confusion, and to put those hospital 
records into such condition that the proper information could be 
obtained from them. 

er 6 8 Ainsworth adopted the card-index system. That was 
in 1887 or 1888 perhaps. 

Mr. KEAN. The Senator does not mean to say that he invented 
that system? 

Mr. PROCTOR. He adopted it. I did not say he invented it. 
I think, however, he was the first to adopt it and apply it to Gov- 
ernment purposes in the city of Washington. It met with very 
great 8 I am able to say from 5 knowledge. 

The Senator from Missouri urged the incoming Secretary of 
War in Harrison’s Administration to apply the same principle to 
the service record. There were 400,000 muster rolls, as I remem- 
ber. They were made once in two months, six in a year, and ifa 
soldier had served four years his name should appear on twenty- 
four muster rolls. 

The muster rolls were on large sheets folded several times; and 
in order to get a soldier’s complete record it would be necessary 
to examine all those rolls. They had been unfolded and folded 
so many times and had become so worn by that process that it 
was impossible in the months of Apriland May, in 1889, of which 
I am speaking, to have the windows open in the roomsin the War 
Department used by the clerks who were examining these rolls, for 
the 8 that were worn out would blow away, and so the 
windows had to be kept closed. A large force of pasters was en- 
gaged to try to mend these rolls. 

e Senator from Missouri presented his ideas with his usual 
good sense and vigor. The Secretary of War 8 them, con- 
solidated fourteen divisions, and established the Record and 
Pension Division. 

At that time, in answering an application from the Pension 
Bureau, the War Department was over 40,000 cases behind, or 
three months in time. The Secretary urged with what mild force 
he could that it was in business houses to answer let- 
ters at least within three months. A good share of his corre- 
spondence at that time consisted of letters from Members of Con- 
gress, inclosing a blank circular from the Pension Bureau, which 
was sent by that Bureau to applicants and to Congressmen who 
applied for information as to the status of any claim. The cir- 
cular read something like this: ‘‘ Your application has been re- 
ceived and is awaiting evidence from the War Department.” 
The Secretary was besieged with letters reading: ‘‘ We had this 
notice two or three months ago; why do we not have an answer?” 

This consolidation was made and Captain Ainsworth was put 
in charge. Inside of three months, Mr. President—I think the 
order in question was issued in the month of September—but, at 
any rate, inside of three months, in 1889 the work of Captain 
Ainsworth’s office was all brought up to date, so that to every 
application received before 3 o’clock in the afternoon the answer 
went out that night, unless it was a rare case involving some ex- 
ceptional condition. Answers to letters received after 3 o’clock 
went out early the nextday. A line of special messengers was 
established between the War Department and the Pension Bureau, 
running every hour, in order to make prompt delivery. 

Even after the work was t up to date those circulars were 
sent out, and quite a number of them were received at the War 

ent. several cases, when the request for the status of 

im came to the Pension Office, that Bureau sent out these cir- 
culars to the person making the — sometimes a day or two 
before request was made of the War Department for the informa- 
tion. Several such requests were collected in the War Depart- 
ment, when the Pension Commissioner was called in and asked if 
t circular had not outlived its usefulness. He admitted that 

it had, and no more of them were sent. Since that time there has 
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been no complaint, and the work has been kept right up to date. 
Mr. President, that is far the best piece of tive work 


that I have had an opportunity to know of in Washington. 

I have heard the suggestion made that Captain Ainsworth was 
receiving very rapid advancement by legislation. It occurred to 
me to look at the Army Register in connection with the matter. 
From that I find that General Ainsworth came into the Army in 
1874 and was made a captain in 1879. So he has had thirty years’ 
service. At that time, 1879, Lieutenant-General Young, who has 
just retired, was a captain, and was not made a major until four 

earsago. General Chaffee, now Lieutenant-General, was a cap- 
in at that time, and was not made a major until nine years 
afterwards. Major-General MacArthur, the senior major-gen- 
eral, was a captain in 1879, of the same rank as General Ains- 
worth, and was not made a major until ten years later. General 
Bates, second in rank in the list of major-generals, was also a cap- 
tain in 1879, and was not made a major until several years later. 

Major-General Wood was not in the Army until seven years 
later than that. General Randall was a captain at that time and 
for twelve years after. General Kobbé wasalsoacaptain. Gen. 
Franklin Bell was a second lieutenant. General Baldwin was 
made a captain in that year. General Wint was also a captain, 
and Gen. Jesse M. Lee was made a captain in that year, 1879. 
General Carter was made a first lieutenant in that year. General 
Bliss was also a lieutenant until some years after that. General 
Sanger was only acaptain. General Moore and General Carr were 
captains, and General Barry was a second lieutenant. General 
Corbin was only a captain at that time. : 

I thought it not out of place to show that the promotion of Gen- 
eral Ainsworth had not been especially rapid, he having been 
thirty years in the service. Owing to his isolated position he has 
not been in the line of direct promotion, and therefore it is not 
strange that his advancement should come in the way it has. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I want to occupy just a few 
minutes in regard to this enone amendment. It is right. It 
is for the best interests of the public service, and it is for the best 
interests of our Government. It is a consolidation of the Office of 
the Adjutant-General and of the Record and Pension Division 
into one office. 

Why should this be done? Senators are aware of the fact that 
not long since a General Staff was established in the Army and 
that that General Staff has taken away from the Adjutant- 
General’s Office all the important business of that office, and 
to-day its duties are simply those of correspondence. 

I read now from the Secretary of War, as quoted here: 


ing all ee questions of importance, ine 1 
centration an 
im 
q 
Now, what is the Record and Pension Office? That Office has 
control of all the muster rolls of the volunteer forces of the United 
States, including all the Revolutionary rolls that can be found and 
those of the war of 1812, the Indian wars, the Mexican war, the 
war of the rebellion, or the civil war. 
Within the last year all the muster rolls of the Regular Army 
have been transferred to the Record and Pension Office, and so 


to-day it has charge of all the records and proceedings, and it is | pointed 


engaged in precisely the same kind of business that the Adjutant- 
General’s Office is. Why should they be kept separate? There is 
no benefit to anybody by keeping them separate. It is against 
the best interests of good executive administration that they 
should be kept separate. 

At the head of the Adjutant-General’s Office is a soldier, a gen- 
tleman of high character and standing. He has been in the Army 
all his life. He now has the rank of colonel. This consolidation 
will give him the rank of brigadier-general. At the head of the 
Record and Pension Office is General Ainsworth, with the rank of 
brigadier-general. This consolidation will give him the rank of 
major-general. 

Now, what is the effect of this? Does it give them any com- 
mand or any right to interfere with the strategic movements of 
the Army or of its organization? Not at all. they skip any- 
body? Not an officer of the Army is kept back one particle by 
this legislation. No one is prejudiced by it. Does it give them 
command? There is a mistake which is very frequently made; 


and I want to explain the difference between office and rank. 
We have in the Army officers. We have a Lieutenant-General, 
we haye major-generals, and we have brigadier-generals, and they 


his | lution. He was appointed Inspec 


are commissioned as Lientenant-General, asmajor-generals, and as 
brigadier-generals. We have had in the staff department officers 
of different rank; for instance, the Adjutant-General with the rank 
of brigadier-general. 

Now, this gives Colonel Hall the rank of brigadier-general. It 
gives General Ainsworth the rank of major-general. The differ- 
ence between military office and military rank is that it is a cus- 
tom to speak of the heads of the various staff departments of the 
Army as general officers, but such a custom is erroneous. The 
real general officers are those who are commissioned to be such, 
and their number, which is fixed by law, consists of one Lieuten- 
ant-General, six major-generals, and fifteen brigadier-generals. 

1 th DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. i 
3 Is not General Corbin, who has been Adjutant- 

neral— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will explain all that. 

Mr. DANIEL. With the rank of major-general—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will explain all that ina minute. I will 
cover the whole ground, I thi 

Mr. DANIEL. Is he not now the head of the Department of 
the East, at New ‘York? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill come to that if Senators will permit 
me. I am not ang to evade anything in the world. 

3 org ting otra ae a 
a brigadier-gene in the y 

Mr. COCKRELL. He has been there all his life, 

Mr. TELLER. And he is a West Pointer? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. With a fine record, too. 

Mr. CO He is one of my friends and constituents. 
He belongs to a distinguished family in Missouri. He is a son of 
Judge Hall, who was on the circuit court bench for a long time, 
and was at one time a Member of Congress, and an uncle of his 
was governor of Missouri during the civil war. 

What I meant to say was that if there was any 
necessity to use that officer to command somebody, he has the 
qualifications to do it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Their duty is chiefly of an administrative nature, and their mili- 
tary rank, no matter what it may be, gives them no right what- 
ever to exercise the command which it is the peculiar function of 
general officers to exercise. It is true that it is within the power 
of the President to assign the head of a staff department to the 
command of troopsin accordance with his military rank, but only 
four instances of such assignment are known in the whole history 
of the Army of the United States. È: 

Here are the four instances: 

Alexander Hamilton served as lieutenant-colonel and principal 
aid-de-camp to General Washington during the war of the Revo- 
5 tor-General of the Army, with 
the rank of major-general, July 19, 1798, and after the death of 
General Washington, December 14, 1799, he commanded the Army 
until June, 1800, still holding the office of Inspector-General. 

Zebulon Montgomery Pike entered the Army as second lieuten- 
ant of infantry, and was colonel of the Fifteenth Infantry in 1812. 
He was . Adjutant-General, with the rank of brigadier- 

eneral, March 12, 1813, and was killed in the attack on York, 

pper Geah April 27, 1813, while in command of a brigade, 
He been authorized by the President to command a brigade. 
He never performed the duties of Adjutant-General. 

Thomas S. Jessup was a line officer from May, 1808, to March, 
1818, when he was a lieutenant-colonel of infantry. He was ap- 
i r-General, with the rank of brigadier- 
general, May 8, 1818. On May 20, 1836, he was, by direction of 
the President, assigned, according to his brevet rank of major- 
general, to command United States troops and militia to suppress 
the hostilities of the Creek Indians in Georgia and Alabama. On 
December 8, 1836, he succeeded General Call in command of the 
army in Florida, serving in that pacity to May, 1838. He held 
the office of rtermaster-General during all this time. 

Henry C. Corbin served in the civil war from second lientenant 
to colonel of volunteers. He was appointed to the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Department from captain of infantry June 16, 1880; ap- 
poaa Adjutant-General, with the rank of brigadier-general, 

ebruary 25, 1898, and with rank of major-general June 6, 1900. 

He was, by direction of the President, assigned to the command 
of the Department of the East October 2, 1903, and to command 
the Atlantic Division December 22, 1903. 

In the whole history of the Army, from its organization in 1789 
to the present time, there have been found no other instances of 
the heads of administrative staff departments being assigned by 
me President to the command of troops. There is no danger in 

is case. 

I wish to say one more word. General Ainsworth has done a 
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work which has never been a Less by any executive officer of 
this Government from 1789 to date; and I challenge any 8 
son with his record. In 1886 he was taken from the Army, where 
he was commanding in Texas, or in Arizona, down on the west- 
ern border, where he had been, and put in charge of the Record 
and Pension Office in the War Department. t office at that 
time had control of all the hospital records—ovyer 20,000 books, 
big, little, and indifferent—kept in the field and the hospital. 
There were unanswered in office over 10,000 calls from the 
Pension Office for hospital records. Some of them were six 
months old; some of them were older, to my certain knowledge 

for I was hen to get the work up to the current business, an 

had a list of the calls made upon the Record and Pension 
Office of the Surgeon-General’s Office furnished me by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, It wasa di to any administration. 

Ainsworth took charge in December, 1886. Br the middle of 
March he had answered almost 10,000 calls with the same clerks 
who had been there and who were not allowed by law to do any 
other kind of business, and was answering within three days all 
calls made. He was working with the same men. On the 8d of 
March, 1887, a select committee of the Senate was appointed to 
investigate the methods of business and to causes of 
the delay in the transaction of business, Iwas made chairman 
of it, with the Senator from Illinois, the Senator from Connecticut, 
the Senator from Tennessee, Mr. Harris, and Senator Jones. We 
were the five members of the committee. We made the investi- 
gation, and that is how I became familiar with it. 

I went to the War Department. I spent days going over the 
muster rolls. There they were—some of them copied; some of 
them covered over with tracing paper. The heavy artillery rolls 
were as large as the tops of four of these desks, with hundreds of 
names on them. Every time the Pension Office called for the 
history of any one of those men all of the rolls of the whole com- 
pany had to be taken down and unfolded and the record taken 
and the rolls folded up and put back again. That was the proc- 
ess, until they were being absolutely worn out and destroyed so 
that you d not decipher them—four hundred and twenty-odd 
thousand of them. I appealed in every way I could to the 
there in charge to devise some means by which we could obtain 
access to the contents of the rolls without having to open them 
out—all of them—every time we wanted to have the record of a 


I examined them very carefully. I 


7 — 5 which you have ad in the Record and Pension 
ce be made applicable to muster rolls of the Army? He 
studied a while and said he thought it might be done. I then 
asked him if he would take the rolls of an entire company, if I 
would them from the Adjutant-General's Office, and tran- 
scribe their contents onto cards, so that we could know and see 
exactly what would be the result. He did it. It is in the report 
of we 28 committee. It is there shown just exactly what it 
wou á 

I then went to the War Department to get that system adopted 
there. I found Ws A diye objection to it. I then recommended 
to the Secretary of War that he appoint a select committee of his 
own officers to investigate and see whether it was not the best 
system. He appointed a committee of three. They made an in- 
vestigation and reported in favor of the card-index system. 

It was referred to the 5 had hoped that he would 
adopt it at once and ag i ashe on the contrary, he referred 
it to the then Adjutan’ eral, who made a strong report— 
just as strong as he could make—against it. ereit was. He 
refused to carry out a system which, to my mind, was as plain as 
A B C, and since has been demonstrated to be so. 

I do not know whether they remember it or not, but I was very 
much discouraged after I had spent two in trying to reform 
some of the methods so as to get the business up to current date. 
I went to the distinguished Rainier from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], who with me were a 
subcommittees on the deficiency bill, and asked them to allow me to 
pee a little legislation on the deficiency bill to compel the War 

partment to carryout this system. They agreed to it. It went 
through. The change of Administration came just as that bill 
became a law, and the Senator from Vermont . PROCTOR] be- 
came Secretary of War. I saw him, as a matter of course. 

My select committee had gone out of existence. Its term had 
expired. I did recommend the system, and I said to him, I do 
not know who may be able to carry out that m, but if 
7777... Tortha for DA kavtean iad 

e 0 > y responsible for its success an 
guarantee it.“ In due time he made the order. I did not know 
what he could do. But he consolidated be or ten divisions, in- 
cluding the Record and Pension division of the Surgeon-General's 
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Ainsworth had about 300 men under him. About four hundred 
odd were transferred with the muster rolls of the Army. That was 
done. In June, when an invoice of what was transferred from 
the Adjutant-General’s Office was taken, there were 40,000 cases 
undisposed of. On the 80th day of September following the June 
when Captain Ainsworth took there was not an item of 
unfinished business in the Adjutant-General’s Office, or that part 
of it which was transferred to General Ainsworth. All the ac- 


naar pr were disposed of and all the current work was being 
0 


ot only that, but during that time the law of June 27, 1890, 
was passed, when the Pension Office was deluged with applica- 
tions for msions and military records had to be obtained. The 
Pension Office sent to Ainsworth 10,000 calls for every day in one 
week—60,000 calls for military records in one week. All of them 
that were received before 12 o’clock were acted on that day; all 
the rest were acted on the next day. That is the record, and it 
shows for itself. 

Now, what has been the result? He has discharged from that 
office clerks whose salaries amounted to $532,000 a year. They 
have been discharged as unnecessary longer to be kept in the 
service, their services dispensed with for all time to come, an 
actual N for they are no longer needed. 

Now, he took the muster rolls of the Regular Army. In 
tember they were on the work begun twenty months before. 
other Words, they were twenty months behind. With the same 
clerks that they turned over to him then every one of those cases 
was dis of by the 10th of December. 

I say it is a system of business which he understands better than 
all of his clerks put together and which he has the power of mak- 
ing them observe and carry out, and he has done a work for which 
the salary of a major-general would be insignificant. If he had 
done the work for any great corporation that has been done for 
the Government, it would not hesitate to pay him $50,000 a year. 
Now, these are matters of record. He is nothing to me person- 
ally. He is a Vermont Yankee, I pose. He has been in the 
Army all his life. I do not suppose he has ever cast a vote in all 
his life. He went in the Army at a very early day and was kept 
out on the border. 

These are the men who are to be the beneficiaries of a little in- 
crease in their salaries by reason of this consolidation. Iam not, 
as a rule, in favor of increasing salaries, but when I find men who 
have done what these gentlemen have done, I do not begrudge 
them the increase. As a matter of course, General Ainsworth is 
not a man who would seek to go in command of the forces of the 
Army. He has been with the army on the frontier. He is not 
seeking that. That is not his ambition. He has done a work 
such as no other administrative officer has done. He has taken 
an interest in it. He has stayed there until 6 or 7 o'clock at 
night. He divided up his force, and he gets a mail in at 8 or 4 
o'clock in the evening. He has clerks who do not come to work 
until after 12 o'clock, and he stays with them and makes them 
2 out their time in that way. He keeps everything in perfect 
order. 

He has a record showing exactly the amount of work done by 
every clerk in the office eyer since he went there to take charge, 
He can give you Pii the amount of work every one has done, and 
they all work. ere is no idling there. They have to certify 
to exactly what they have done and make their own returns. 
2 1570 W a and do good work. I hope that the amendment 

a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxtys in the chair). The 
senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Kean] makes a point of 
order against this amendment reported by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. The Diese incumbent of the chair is here by 
courtesy, and therefore he will avail himself of Rule XX and sub- 
mit the question to the Senate for its decision. 

Mr. KEAN. I will withdraw the point of order if the Chair is 
going to do that. I am glad to know how major-generals are 
made—by shufiling cards, etc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey 
withdraws the point of order. The question is on agreeing to tho 
amendment ga by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On page 13, line 4, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 13, line 4, after the word dollars,“ 
it is proposed to insert: 

m 2 P; “ 
F 


increase th permanent military 
States.“ be, and the same is hereby, amended so that it shall read as follows: 
“SEC. 2. That the of consist of one Chief of eers 
with the rank of colonels, 18 lieutenant-colonels, 36 
majors, 40 captains, 40 first lientenants, and 38 second lieutenants. The en- 
listed force pro li the officers with the 
organized battalions thereof shall constitute a part of the line of the Army: 
t be a) as now by 
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law, and hereafter vacancies in the Co: 
above that of second lieutenant shal) 
seniority. from the Corps of Engineers. Any vacancies occurring 


of E 
filled 


in all other 
y promotion, 


rades 
ng to 

at any 
time in the grade of second lieutenant shall left for future ns 
from the corps of cadets at the United States Military Academy. 


Mr. PROCTOR. The Committee on Military Affairs yesterday 
reported a bill for the increase of the Engineer Corps. The reor- 
ganization act of February 2 increased all the corps somewhat, 
and Secretary Root aimed to incorporate in the provisions for 
the different corps, so far as he was able, something near a fair 

portion between the officers of the higher and lower grades. 
The staff corps always had the advan of the line in this re- 
spect. They have a larger proportion of officers of high rank. 

Without making a radical change, he adopted the system, as 
néar as he could bring it about, of a proportion between the 
colonels and the lientenant-colonels of one to one and a half, and 
between the lientenant-colonels and the majors of one and a half 
to three. That is. if there are two colonels he would have three 
lieutenant-colonels and six majors. 

Now, in reporting this bill yesterday morning the committee, 
as nearly as possible, conformed to that rule, which is a wise one 
and a fair one and a liberal one, and yet we gave in that report 
the Corps of Engineers some advantage. That report—I speak 
from memory. but I believe I am correct—provided for 1 brigadier- 
general, 10 colonels, 16 lieutenant-colonels, 32 majors, 43 captains, 
43 first lieutenants, and 43 second lieutenants. We thought the 
number of lieutenants of each grade should be the same as the 
number of captains, as it is generally, as it is in the line and in 
other staff corps. t 

Now, if the Senator will accept the provisions of that report, I 
will refrain from any opposition or point of order. Itis very true 
that the Engineer Corps should be increased. Theincrease which 
we p gives four or five more officers than the amendment 
of the Senator. but the cfficers are of the lower grades. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, the amendment which I 
have offered is the bill introduced on the 23d ultimo by my col- 
league [Mr. BatLey]. who is unavoidably absent from the Senate 
to-day. The amendment which has been by the com- 
mittee increases the number of engineer officers to a considerable 
extent: but. as indicated by the Senator in charge of the bill. the 
increase is largely in the lower grades, particularly first lieuten- 
ants and second lieutenants. 

My information is that the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee is not as satisfactory as the bill proposed by my colleague, 
for the simple reason that the second and first lieutenants in the 
Engineer Corps are usually officers just from West Point, thor- 
oughly equipped theoretically for the discharge of their duties, 
but lacking in the 3 knowledge that is necessary to carry 
on these great wor 

If the Senator from Vermont, however, speaking for the com- 
mittee. declines to the amendment proposed by my col- 
league and will insist upon that proposed by the committee, I, of 
course, will accept the amendment. But I wanted to make the 
explanation and to su t that the bill proposed by my col- 
league is the best under the circumstances, because what is neces- 
sary now is an increase in the number of engineer officers capa- 
ble. by learning, and experience also, to carry on the great works 
we have in hand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Texas to withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I accept the amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, ` 

Mr. ALLISON. We had better have the amendment of the 
committee read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that there 
is no amendment at the desk from the committee other than that 
which has been adopted. 

Mr. PROCTOR. The amendment is to strike out twelve“ 
before colonels and insert“ ten;“ before Lieutenant-colonels”’ 
to strike out eighteen ” and insert sixteen;“ before majors” 
to strike out “thirty-six” and insert “ thirty-two.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. As an accommodation to the Senator, I 
send up the amendment in print. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Texas sends to 
oe modified form of the amendment, which the Secretary 
will read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is a printed amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
amendments. 

The SECRETARY, Where the word“ twelve occurs before the 
word colonels“ strike out twelve“ and insert ten.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. Where the word eighteen occurs before 
the word “ lieutenant-colonels” strike out “eighteen ” and in- 
sert ‘‘ sixteen." 

The amendment was agreed to. 


TheSecreTaky, Before the word “majors ” strike out ‘‘ thirty- 
six and insert thirty-two.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. Before the word “captains” strike out 
“ forty ” and insert forty-three.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. Before the words first lieutenants ” strike 
out ** forty ’’ and insert ** forty-three.” 

The amendment was to. 

The Secretary. Before the words“ second lieutenants ” strike 
out `“ thirty-eight ” and insert ** forty-three.” 


The amenåment was to. 
ICER. The amendment is agreed to as 


The PRESIDING O 
amended. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the attention of the act- 
ing chairman of the committee for a moment. I have an amend- 
ment which I desire to offer. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Has this amendment been agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands, that 
it was agreed to as read. 

Mr. TELLER. I understood that it was agreed to. If in order, 
I should like to offer an amendment. f 

Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
amendment met the approval of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs as modified by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I have received a letter from the Secretary 
of War this afternoon, since we have been in session. in regard 
to some matters aa beween the military and civil govern- 
ments in the Philippine ds. Of course I have not an op- 
8 examine it, but I had a talk with him this morni 

which he proposed it, and I have no question but that it is a 
just and proper thing to do, 

I said to him that it occurred to me it should be considered by 
the Committee on the Philippines, but I have shown it to the 
chairman of that committee, and he thinks it should properly go 
on this bill, I therefore offer as an amendment the matter in 


parentheses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply rose to ask what became of the 
amendment. I understood that the Senator from Colorado rose 
to ask some question about the amendment I proposed. 

Mr. LODGE. It was to. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I rose to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
amendment as modified by the Senator from Texas was agreed to 
by the Senate. The Secretary will read the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Vermont. The Secretary is in doubt as to 
what point in the bill the amendment shall be inserted. 

Mr. LODGE. At the end of the bill. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 
following: 


The Secretary of War is authorized, if in his judgment the conclusion be 
FC „ the civil 


ea Islands and the Government of the United 
tes to be settled and ed, and to direct the transfer of the title of the 
following launches—the e er, Frankfort. And mio, Guy 
Howard, Ogden, Sultana, Troy, Iphia, Johnny, Q. M. D., Julia, Suerte, 
and Pittsburg to P government. and to direct be 
dro; the returns of the t. The order 
of the Secretary of War in this with accounts of the 


respect to the 
r’s, and the Signal Corps shall 


rdnance, the subsistence, the 
i t and settlement of such accounts. 


0! 
be taken asa balancing and final adjustmen 
i ustment and to avoid a deficit in the 


To facilitate such 
subsistence 2 for the current fiscal year, there is hereby appro- 
priated out of funds in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise ap- 


ted: For the ordnance purchase of arms, ammunition, 

an egni os AS for the t, of supplies, 

9144. A: whi ds shall be available to replace like ordnance stores 
and subsistence supplies for not exceeding two years.” 


Mr. CARMACK. I should like to hear some explanation or 
statement about the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. I will state that the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs in charge of the bill handed me the letter 
from the Secretary of War, together with the amendment which 
has just been read. That amendment belongs clearly on the appro- 
8 bill. I think it is very necessary and very proper in or- 

to settle the outstanding accounts between the civil and the 
military government. The military government turned over cer- 
tain launches, which are mentioned there, to the civil govern- 
ment, but they are still borne on the Quartermaster’s accounts, 
The civil government has taken them and carried them and kept 
them in repair ever since that time. 

In the subsistence department there is a charge against the 
civil government, and the civil government makes a charge 

the War Department for expenses involved in taking care 
of certain prisoners. The civil government has also expended 
money for the redemption of arms. This is done simply to enable 
them to balance the two accounts between the former military 
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government and the civil government now existing. It seems to 
me that it ought to be passed. It is really necessary to settle up 
the accounts; that is all. 

Mr, CARMACK. I would rather that the amendment should 
be printed and go over. 

Mr. LODGE. I take it the acting chairman of the committee 
does not wish to have the bill held up for the amendment. 

Mr, PROCTOR. I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, I am not going to press it. It was 
pean Peg ra It is not my amendment. I have nothing to 
do with it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that 
the Senator from Vermont withdraws the amendment? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ido not, unless the Senator from Tennessee 
insists apon its going over. I have a letter here from the Secre- 
tary of War going into a fuller explanation of it. I can have it 
read, if the Senator wishes, or I will withdraw the amendment, 
if the Senator desires. 

Mr. CARMACK. I shall have to insist upon the amendment 
going over. I have no desire to delay action on the bill, but I 
should like to have an opportunity to read the amendment and 
understand it better than I do now. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I will withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to hear the letter read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont 
withdraws the amendment. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the letter from the Secretary of 
War relative to the amendment be printed as a document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e letter will be printed as a 


document. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 
the acting chairman to an amendment. I have offered a similar 
amendment, and we have adopted it once or twice. The commit- 
tee have putin an amendment on page 15 which Ido not think quite 
fills the bill, and I wish to amend that amendment. I am hesi- 
tating between two opinions as to a part of it. There has been a 
large number of brigadier-generals made recently, and the Senate 
committee amendment on page 15, line 18, provides that— 

Field, line, and staff officers of the Army below the e of brigadier- 
general, with creditable records, who served during the civil war, shall, 
when retired, be retired with the rank and retired pay of the next higher 
grade; and the Secretary of War may assign, etc. 

That is the point. A large number of officers have suggested 
that it is not fair to provide that the rank shall be below the grade 
of brigadier-general, and so cut outa brigadier-general, Icansee 
where in some cases that would be exceedingly unfair. Lask the 
Senator in charge of the bill if he thinks it would jeopardize the 
amendment if I should insist upon changing it, and instead of 
saying below the grade of brigadier-general say below the 
grade of major-general?”’ 

Mr. PR OR. I am sure it would jeopardize the amend- 
ment. We had an amendment a little broader than this on one 
3 bill, and we were told in conference that it was ut- 
terly useless to consider it, and we dropped it out. The Senator 
will see that above the rank of colonel it is entirely in the discre- 
tion of the President to make a brigadier-general, who may be a 
colonel before he retires. 

Mr. TELLER. I know he can. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think the adoption of such an amendment 
to the amendment would be very unwise indeed. 

Mr. TELLER. I am not going to offer it. I wanted the opin- 
ion of the Senator on the subject. Iam going to offer something 


else. 

We have retired a large number who have been in the Army and 
have been promoted to a brigadier-generalship and then retired. 
There has been a great number of soldiers who were colonels re- 
tired. To-day a retired colonel called on me and told me that he 
had been forty-two years in the regular service of the United 
States, and he had been retired as a colonel by reason of his age. 
He seemed to think that he ought to have been promoted toa 
brigadiership, and judging from the service he told me of, it 
seemed to me that he ought to have been so retired. 

I wish to make the provision the committee have inserted here 
retroactive. I want it so that those who have already gone on 
the retired list may have this bounty, for that is what it is. I 
should like to have it read as follows: 

Picnic line, and staff officers of the Army below the grade of major- 

Leaving out brigadier-general— 
with creditable records, who served during the civil war, shall, when re- 
tired, be retired with the rank and retired pay of the next higher grade. 

I do not know how many that would include, but I should say 
not a ve + number. 

Mr. PENROSE, Ishould like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
whether there will be any objection to inserting in line 10. after 
the words civil war,“ the words in the Army or Navy?” 
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Mr. SCOTT. The Navy already has the benefit of the provision. 

Mr. TELLER. A Senator near me says the Navy has it. 

Mr. QUARLES. The Navy has it now. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will say to the Senator from Pennsylvania that 
this is the exact language that is used in the law which provides 
for the retiring of navy officers. 

Mr. PENROSE. I did not understand it, having just entered 
the Chamber. 

Mr. PROCTOR. It has applied to the Navy for many years, 
and on the nayal appropriation bill which has just passed the 
Senate it was made to apply to the Marine Corps. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to withhold my amendment fora 
moment. The Senator from Michigan R . ALGER], who has had 
more experience in these matters than I, who served not only as 
a general in the Army, but as Secretary of War, has a measure 
that he thinks will cover the case. I only want to say, having 
this sige in the Navy, why should we not have this rule in the 
Army 
Mr. SCOTT. And we haye it in the Marine Corps. 

Mr. TELLER, And we have it in the Marine Corps, says the 
Senator from West Virginia. I will withdraw my amendment 
for the moment; and if the Senator from Michigan offers his and 
it is accepted, that will be all that will be necessary. I under- 
stand that it is what he has proposed as a bill. 

I will wait while the conference is going on about it. Ihave 
no pride by any means in getting it in as my amendment. [A 

use.] The Senator from Michigan tells me it is suggested that 

is bill might injure the appropriation bill. I know that if it is 
postponed to be Dard as a separate bill, that will be the end of it. 
ese people have not got any great amount of political backing, 
and they will not get it in the shape of a bill. If we do not getit 
onthe appropriation bill, it will not go through at all. Now Iam 
going to offer my amendment. I move to strike out and insert 
after the word war,” in line 20 on page 15, who have hereto- 
fore been or may hereafter be retired.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
offers an amendment which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 15, line 20, after the word ‘‘ war,” 
insert Who have heretofore been or may hereafter be retired.” 

Mr. TELLER. t is it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr, President, we have once on an appropria- 
tion bill had the provision substantially as this would be with that 
amendment, It was impossible to get it accepted. I think the 
effect of the Senator’s amendment would be to kill this whole 
provision. If it is allowed to stand as it is, I think it will be a 
stepping-stone toward getting full justice for the officers who 
have been retired. I am just as earnestly in favor of it as the 
Senator. I have drawn and introduced two or three bills. We 
passed here in the Senate one separate bill. We also put the pro- 
51 — on an appropriation bill, but it failed to be agreed to in the 
other 5 

My feeling for the veterans of the civil war who retired with 
insufficient rank is certainly just as strong as the Senator's can 
be. That is all that need be said of it. I would do anything that 
would secure them equal recognition, and I shall always act in 
that way. But I am sure it would be very unwise to put it in 
255 pa It would be harmful to the purpose the Senator has 
a > 

Mr. SPOONER rose. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I yield to the Senator from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not thata very singular theory upon which 
the Senate is to legislate, that it wil, not put ona N that 
is just? If the Senator thinks it belongs in the Will and is neces- 
sary to make the bill right, why should it be withheld in contem- 
plation of a disagreement to it in some other place? If there 
should be a disagreement to it, I do not see howit would jeopard- 
ize the provision, because undoubtedly the whole bill will be 
thrown into conference, or nearly all of it. 

3 . Ithink the Senator from Vermont had better 
take the chances and try it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. From experience I am very sure it would be 
harmful. I think the provision as we have it might pass, and 
that it would be a help in getting further action. There is a bill 
before the committee that will no doubt be reported favorably, 
which covers the whole provision, and I do not see why it can not 
be sean during the present week or on almost any day. 

. TELLER. The provision I want to have inserted is in the 
interest of the men who have served this Government in the most 
arduous war of the age. 

The provision the Senator insists upon as so important that he 
thinks the provision ought not to be changed for fear he may 
jeopardize it beet grog! take in a few, but only a very few of 
tha “lass, It will take in some of the more modern soldiers, 
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some who did not go t h the civil war, and some who have 
rendered comparatively little service to the Government of the 
United States and the world compared with what these men ren- 
dered, who have now, after a 5 gone out of the service 
on a compensation that in these days of high prices does not give 
them a decent living. 

I have heard it said here that we are big enough to doanything 
we ought to do. Iazreetothat. J agree, Mr. dent, that if 
for any whim or for any reason we want a regiment down in 
Porto Rico, either for glory or for gain, we can have it there if we 
want it. 

I do not believe, Mr. President, that the American people will 
be gratified when they find that such an exhibition is made here, 


particularly when it comes to a question of promoting and paying | the 


a man who has given his life to the public service in the Army of 


not favored its adoption. I think it is a harmful amendment. 
Secretary Root was two years ago inclined to favor it, but he sub- 
resale i changed his mind. I should like to have the Secre- 
pi from Secretary Root’s Jast annual report what I have 


marked. 
5 pro tempore. The Secretary will read as re- 
quest 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Some criticism has been made upon the detail 1 as applied to the 
nance Department upon the ground that it has failed to secure the requi- 
site number of lieutenants for the ordnance service. I donot agree with that 
criticism. It is true that while the statute allows twenty-four first lieuten- 
ants to the Ordnance Department, we have but seven; but the reason for this 
is the deficiency of experienced officers in the Artillery Corps from which in 
main the material for the Ordnance Corps must be obtained. 
The Chief of Artillery, in 


the United States, who has performed all the duties of a soldier ear ae 


in an acceptable manner, and because age has overtaken him be- 
fore he got to be a brigadier-general, which he would have attained 
if he had not been retired on account of his age, he must remain 
a colonel or a captain or whatever may be his rank, and be jumped, 
as is su to me, by those without military experience or 
military training 

I do not know whether this amendment will į ize the bill 
or not,and I do not care. I know very well that the bill will not 
fail; and if this provision, which does justice to men now on the 
retired list, can not be put on it, I do not care whether the pro- 
vision for future retirements is retained or not. You can put 


that in some other day. I want it distinctly understood that it | the 


is a question whether men who have done their duty and have 
ee out of the service by reason of the statute as to age shall not 

ave the same benefit granted to them which you grant soldiers 
and marines, and which you propose to grant to men who are 
now not on the retired list, but who shall hereafter retire. I ask 
that there may be a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro terhpore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The Secretary. On 15, line 20. after the word “ war,” it 
is proposed to insert who have heretofore been or may hereafter 
be retired;“ so that, if so amended, it will read: 

at with V 8 civil aed who have 
feretofore been or may hereafter be retired, shall, when retired, be retired 
with the rank and retired pay of the next higher grade. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, Iam not going to y myself 
on record as opposing any measure for the benefit of these sol- 
diers; but I haye doubted in their interest the pey of putting 
the amendment on the bill, and I still doubt it, but I am not go- 
ing to oppose it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Colorado to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there needs to be another amend- 
ment, because some few of these officers have had the advantage 
of that grade. I have an amendment here, which reads as follows: 

But no officer shall be entitled to the benefits of this provision who re- 
ceived any advancement of grade at the time of retirement or with a view 
to retirement. 

Mr. PROCTOR. That is right. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that that would cover many 
cases, but it does cover some. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 16. at the end of the amendment, 
after the word grade, it is proposed to insert: 

But no officer shall be entitled to the benefits of this provision who re- 
ceived any advancement of grade at the time of retirement or with a view 
to retirement. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to offer an amendment, which I send 
to the desk, to be inserted after line 10 on page 13. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Wyoming will be stated. 

5 5 SECRETARY. On page 13, after line 10, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Details to fill vacancies in the O: 
the act of February 2, 190], may ba tate tron ike: arise at lavas trom the 
grade in which the vacancy exists. or from the grade below; and officers 
shall have the rank and pay of the grade to which detailed while serving 
therein: Provided, That no officer shall be so detailed except upon the rec- 
ommendation of a board of ‘ordnance officers: And provided further, That 
officers so detailed to vacancies in grades below that of lieutenant-colonel 
shall not. after a service of four years in the Ordnance Department, be again 
eligible for such detail until after they shall have served for at least one 
year out of that ent. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, this matter, though it did not 
come before the committee for consideration this year, has been 
before the committee in previous years, and the committee have 


Corps. There would have been no difficulty at 5 within the two 
the nos Corps by 

asufficient number could have been spared from 
lieutenants fitted for the ordnance service. 
The details have not been e because artillery officers should not go into 
the ordnance without a considerable amount revious artillery service, 
ra na a lag mal Yi Errieda daga vag Ape bendre, 
men . — 

tion and set readily be dealt with in the near future without aay change of 

e law. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it is true that in the past, as 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] has indicated, Secre- 
tary Root opposed the change, and stated very clearly that his 
reason for opposing it was to give the General Staff law a trial 
before proceeding to amend it. It has been given a trial, and it 
has been demonstrated that it is deficient in this one respect. 

It has been under consideration by the General Staff, and this 
proposed amendment recommended to the Lientenant-General. 
The Lieutenan has recommended it to the Secretary of 
War, and the Secretary of War has to-day recommended it to 
Congress. The Secretary of War has been absent, and hence the 
delay. 

In justice to the acting chairman of the committee, I should 
say that I have not had an opportunity to fully discuss this matter 
with him to-day, because of his being busily and constantly oc- 
cupied in charge of the bill. 

he matter went before the subcommittee on fortifications be- 
cause it was too late for consideration by the committee in charge 
of this bill, but the committee on fortifications believed that it 
ought to goin with these other matters pert ining to the staff 
which have just been adopted as a part of this bill now under 
consideration. 

In the meantime a bill had been presented to the Committee oa 
Military Affairs relating to the enlargement of the Corps of En- 
gineers, which. of course, was legislation, pure and simple. The 
committee was polled yesterday morning and the bill was re- 
ported and went to the Calendar. So far as I am concerned. my 
assent to it was on the ground and assurance that it should be 
treated as a separate measure and not be attached to this bill. 

That measure having now gone into this bill leav: sthis amend- 
ment where it can not be added to that one as a separate measure. 
So that now in justice it should be adopted asa part of he pend- 
ing measure. I have here a copy of the letter of the Secretary of 
War in respect to it. 

Mr. President, the amendment provides for no more officers. It 
has been found on trial that that corps can not be filled in the 
usual way. Unless you offer relief in this way, it is a simple 
matter of whether you will detail men to go there without passing 
an examination or not have a full corps. 

They are now short twenty-one members of the corps, two on 
staff duty and nineteen vacancies, because the junior officers do 
not care to take the necessary course of study to submit to an ex- 
amination and pass unless some inducement is offered. So we 
must either lower the standard or we must make a more liberal 
provision, if we will have an efficient Ordnance Corps. 

I send to the desk the letter of the Secretary of War, which I 
ask may be made of record. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to 
have it read? 

Mr. WARREN. I ask to have it read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be very glad to have that letter read, 
but teras it is read I wish to say a word respecting the amend- 
ment. 
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It is true, as stated by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WAR- 
REN], that this amendment was submitted to the subcommittee 
on fortifications, and reasons, which I think were very good, were 
presented for its adoption, although I did not examine the details 
of the amendment with very great care. But it was intimated to 
the committee and to me personally that the amendment relat- 
ing to the Engineer Corps, which is now a part of this bill, would 
be offered as an amendment to the bill, and it was stated that if 
that was offered as an amendment this provision relating to the 
A iar Corps, being very pressing, ought also to go upon the 


I stated to the officer who presented the matter that it was ut- 
terly impossible for the amendment in regard to the ineer 
Corps to be put upon this bill; that it was palpably and clearly 
general legislation; that a point of order would surely be made 
against it, and that, if such a point were made, the amendment 
would be ruled out. Ialso stated to the officer that it would be 
out of order on the fortifications A pe bill and could not 
be placed upon that bill. SoIthink I must have misled the officer, 
who had the view I have stated respecting this particular amend- 
ment; andI certainly must have been misled about it, for there 
seems to be much doubt as to whether the amendment ting 
the Engineer Corps is a proper amendment on this bil, an 
whether the question of receiving it should not have been sub- 
mitted to the Senate. I believe another amendment was sub- 
mitted to the Senate which was equally out of order. 

Now, I hope the Senator from Vermont who is in charge of 
this bill, having consented to place upon it a considerable amount 
of legislation which is not in order under any circumstances, will 
not now cut off this amendment relating to the Ordnance Corps, 
which is a reasonable and proper amendment. If its language is 
not just what it ought to be, I trust the Senator will give us the 
benefit of his experience and modify it, so that the Ordnance Corps 
may have in some measure, at least, what it is entitled to. 

There are nineteen vacancies, I am told, in the Ordnance Corps 
now, and under existing law the examinations are so rigid that it 
is impossible to get men from the particular corps who are eligi- 
ble to be transferred to the Ordnance Corps. Itisa highly scien- 
tific corps, and it is one that in the future will be of immense 
service to our country if its officers will pursue the studies which 
are n in the Army. 

I think that the document which the Senator from Vermont 
had read, instead of being an argument against this amendment 
discloses the fact that the whole Army ought to be admitted to 
competition as respects details and assignments to the Ordnance 
Corps, so that young men who, by any misfortune, may not haye 
got into the Artillery Corps, which I believe is now the only 
corps from which officers may be drawn for the Ordnance Corps, 
that these young men, whose intellects are alert and who haye a 
disposition to study the intricacies and complications of ordnance, 
may have the 5 a detail; then, if they show a 
capacity for this work, that they may have an opportunity for 
promotion in this corps. č 

I should not have spoken upon this subject were it not for the 
fact that I misled entirely those who are in favor of this measure 
by stating to them that I supposed it was impossible to put it 
upon this appropriation bill. 

Mr. PROCTO . Mr. President, in regard to the last sentence 
of the Senator from Iowa, there is no promotion in the Ordnance 
Corps to the men who are provided for by thisamendment. It 
is a mere detail. They are not promoted to the Ordnance Co 
at all; they take their promotion in the line of the Army, and 
Ordnance Corps is open to details from the whole Army. 

In regard to the letter of Secretary Root, I will say that, after 
several years of experience, three or four years ago he c 
his sit | in regard to this matter, and the closing sentence of 
what was read from him is that he thinks no further legislation 
is necessary. 

There is one very Vicious clause in this amendment, and I wish 
especially to call the attention of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL] to it. There have been several cases where detai 
were made and the officers were to receive pay of a higher grade. 
That was the old rule of the Ordnance Department before the re- 
organization of the Army. It was a rule to which there heads 
objection. We have in the case of the Porto Rican Provisional 
Regiment, provision for which was made to-day, provided espe- 
cially that the officers so detailed shall receive the pay of their 


grade only. Now, field officers are receiving the pay of a rapa to 


grade. Thatis all wrong. All the staff officers will be g 
prem dnui tory The provision is this—I will begin with 
e first part of the amendment: i 
Details to fill vacancies in the Ordnance Department, as contemplated by 
the act of February 2, 1901, may be made from the Army at large from the 
es in which the vacancy exists or from the below, and officers 
have the rank and pay of the grade to w. detailed while serving 


That is all right so far. Then they say—and this is the milk in 
the cocoanut—that the second lieutenants who are detailed to 
that corps shall get the pay of first lieutenants. That is a very 
vicious provision. If that can be stricken out, I will not raise the 
point of order on the amendment, although I think the whole of 
itis unwise and that it is a very improper provision. 

. WARREN. I trust the Senator will not raise the point of 
order. I hardly think he can persist in doing so after the legisla- 
tion of the afternoon, and especially so as he knows that the un- 
derstanding was that the Ordnance Corps could be taken care of 
along with the Engineer Corps, provision for which has now gone 
into the bill as an amendment. 

What the Senator from 5 to strike out is the 
= essence of the amendment. ter three years’ trial of the 
staff it has been found impossible to fill the detail under the terms 
of the present law. 

Second lieutenants do not wish to take the course of study to 
enable them to take this examination to go into this corps and to 
do this hard and trying work without some compensation therefor. 

It has been sufficiently tried. It has been found wanting; and 
there is no other way to handle this matter except to make pro- 
vision of this kind or to detail men for that service who can not 
pass the examination. 

Will you lower the standard or will you keep up the standard 
and pay the small difference between a second lieutenant’s 
and that of a first lieutenant or between a first lieutenant’s salary 
and that of a captain? 

So far as the late Secretary of War is concerned, I have heard 
nothing very formidable in what was read from his report. I 
have talked with the Secretary about this subject, and I am not 
going in too far when I say I believe that we should have had ex- 
actly the same kind of a report from him at this time as we now 
have from the present Secretary of War, Mr. Taft. 

He desired very properly that the staff law in all its provisions 
should be lived up to long enough to demonstrate fully whether 
it needed amendment or not. It has been demonstrated seem- 
ingly to the satisfaction of our acting chairman, the Senator from 
Vermont, that it is wrong or insufficient, so far as the Engineer 
Corps is concerned, and he has consented to an amendment which 
provides for that corps. 

Now, I ask that the same consent may be given, or that a vote 
of the body may be taken upon the amendment in regard to the 
Ordnance Corps. Perhaps it would be well to have read, and I 
will ask to haye read, the letter from the present Secretary of War. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
War DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 8, 190h. 
Hon, REDFIELD PRocTo: 


ED R, 
Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate. 


Sır: I have the honor to invite your attention to the following in regard 
to the Ordnance Department of the Army. 


Under the w la in that department are 
now filled by detail of line officers of the same grade (e t that - 
cies among the first lieutenants ma; m the grade of second lieu- 


tenant) who serve in the Ordnance ent for four years, and if below 
grade of lieutenant-colonel are not again eligible for such detail until 


the 
they shall have served for at least two years in the line. The law provides 
that the details made under such system of tion as the 


2 may from 33 prescribe, 5 
of the act of February 2, 1901, prescribing esse 
nt method of Jeeu in the Ordnance Depar th $ 


VACA! 
ent twenty-five vacancies in the f 
six officers been de 9 — 


romotion to a ca 

o officers di 3 

the ge of the act above mentioned second lieutenants of the 
eligible for transfer to the Ordnan 


was no difficul securing candidates capable of ya the examinatio: 
the numbers RA in ordinary times sufficient 5 — aau paito 
though in times of popar of rapid promotion in the line and of small op- 
i tion the rate 7 9 paca was 80 
Department to stand for consider - 
ä 
0 


‘ering inducements 
allowing detail only from the same grade; but as the 
from service in the Ordnance Department will cease after an officer passes 
the eye of second oor tara the measure of relief is but a partial one and 
has — 5 effect, bu ha secured 
In order to supply officers for the t needs of the Ordnance Depart- 
ther to lower the standard for admission 
ucemen 


t. 
2 can be increased, it is believed sufficiently, rmit- 
ting the detail of all officers to be VC 
exists or from the grade below, and by red ulsory in 
tween details from two years to one; and this 


the com: 


e - 
terval would involve 
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C1 number of officers in each of the grades, both 
in and out of the Department, would not thereby be increased. 
The reduction of the interval between details would provide for less inter- 
tion of service in the Ordnance Department, of which the duties are spe- 
and technical, but would still require officers se: in below 
that of lieutenant-colonel to spend 20 per cent of their time out of the Ord- 
believed to be sufficient to preserve the advan- 


na’ 
tages of 
therefore recommend that the following 


Department. 
| wage by the ect of February 2, 1901, may be made from the Army at largo; 
ee in which the vacancy exists or from the de below, and oti- 
cers 


therein: Provided, That no officer shall 
mendation of a board of ordnance officers and after at tion, 
which shall be open to competition: And provided further, That officers so 
— to vacancies in es 555 of lieu t-colonel shall not, 


a) of four years in the ce ent, beagain eligible for 
such detail AE after they shall have served for at least one year out of that 
n * 
Very respectfully, W.H. Tarr, 
Secretary of War. 


Mr. PROCTOR. In regard to what the Senator from Wyo- 
ming says about a misunderstanding as to the staff measures I 
wish to say that I never heard until to-day that there was any 
proposal to make an amendment in regard to the Ordnance Corps. 
General Crozier was before us and never alluded toit. We had 
a hearing and he was before us and we gave him everything he 
asked for. The Chief of Engineers was before us and stated just 
what he wanted in regard to that corps, and I was instructed by 
the committee to have a further conference with him. I there- 
fore was prepared to agree to the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Texas when he accepted the amendment I proposed, 
making it conform to the action of the committee. 

Now, to be consistent, Ican do nothing other than to insist 
that I shall raise the point of order unless this amendment can be 
made to d with all the ious action of the commit- 
tee—that is, to strike out the words I have referred to, giving the 
in pay. 

There is another provision in it which I think is very unwise. 
It puts the whole matter under the control of the Ordnance De- 
partment. It takes it ai À from the Secretary, where the re- 
sponsibility ought to rest. It restores the old provision which was 
in force before the reorganization. The power used to be with 
the Ordnance Department. It was claimed that it was a close 
corporation, and that the sons of favorite officers could always 
pass the examination. This measure restores that old vicious 
proposition in the proviso that no officer shall be so detailed ex- 
cept upon the recommendation of a board of ordnance officers. It 
takes it out of the Secretary’s hands entirely, which is an unwise 
measure surely. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iraise the point of order that this is newlegislation. 

Mr: WARREN. Will the Senator from West Virginia with- 
hold the point for a moment? 

Mr. SCOTT. I should be very glad indeed toaccommodate the 
Senator from Wyoming, but we have been four weeks on this bill 
in subcommittee, and I am very sure few of us on thesubcommittee 
would recognize it now. These measures are coming up that never 
were before the subcommittee and never have been considered, and 
I certainly think it is not the proper time or the proper place 

Mr. WARREN. That is what I wish to explain. 

Mr. SCOTT. To load down this bill with amendments without 
haying given them due consideration. The army officers were all 
given an opportunity to appear before us, as the chairman v 
truly says. We take the Porto Rican officers, who are detailed for 
that regiment, and we say they shall not have the pay of one grade 
higher. We take it from them. Now, if this amendment is 
adopted we put in the very thing that we have taken out in the 
Porto Rican case. I shall insist, as soon as the Senator from 
Wyoming says what he may care to say, upon the Chair ruling 
on my point of order. 

Mr. WARREN. What I have to sayis with to the 
point raised by the honorable acting chairman of the Military 
Committee the honorable Senator from West Virginia. I dare 
say, in fact I fully understand, that the reason why it was not 
before the Military Committee was, as I said before, that it did 
not early enough reach a point where it could be presented. backed 
with the proper credentials; thatis, with the approval of the staff, 
the Lieutenant-General, and the Secretary of War. The return 
of the Secretary of War was su t to the reporting of this 
bill by the regular committee. Ido not think that that alone 
ought to be alleged as a reason why it should not be considered 
upon its merits. 

Mr. President, I do not think I need to go into any argument 
to show the fairness or the unfairness of permitting this amend- 
ment to be voted on by the Senate. If it is wrong, the Senate will 
say so; if it is right. it will say so. We have proceeded along 
lines with this bill of submitting to the will of the Senate. 


XXXVIII—188 


There have been notices of points of order, but none have been 


really made. If offered, they have been withdrawn. One was 
withdrawn at a time when the presiding officer felt it his duty 
to submit it to the Senate for decision under the rule. Now, there 
may be some difference of opinion as to the range that the pre- 
siding officer may take. I have always understood that rules 
were for general government. 

I haye often heard the that the exception proves the 
rule,” although I do not think I know exactly what that adage 
means. But I do know that almost every rule must at rare in- 
tervals be suspended for the public good. I do know that if it 
had not been considered proper it would not be one of the stand- 
ing rules of the Senate. Therefore, I think it is a rule that may 
be resorted to perhaps oftener than is our custom in the Senate. 

We have had amendment upon amendment to this bill, which 
now have become part of the bill by adoption, that certainly were 
wider open to points of order than the ding amendment. I 
hope the point of order will not be made, but if made, that it will 
be submitted to the Senate to decide. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I understood the Senator from West Virginia 
to make the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator did not make the 
point of order. 

Mr. PROCTOR. He gave notice that he would do so. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam perfectly willing to allow it to go toa vote, 
I do not feel 8 to choke off the matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming. [Puttin 
the question.] The Chair will again submit the question, an 
ask all Senators to vote. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have the amendment read again, 
as I was not here when it was offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again read 
the amendment. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to make an inquiry of the mover of 
the amendment. I am not very well informed about this matter. 
Are there ents in our existing legislation for putting a dis- 
cretion, which is in the President in such a matter, in the power 
of a board of officers as to individuals to be selected for certain 
military service? 

Mr. PROCTOR. I think it is very unusual. It was the old 
provision which was wiped out by the reorganization act, and I 
think it would be very wrong to restore it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Vermont will not 
keep us here later this evening. Evidently we can not finish the 
bill to-night. An important provision is before the Senate. I 
think the Senator would better let the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ishould be very glad to close it up if there is 
nothing but this provision. To settle this quickly, I raise the 
point of order. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. WARREN. I rose, Mr. President, to say I would be glad 
to accept an amendment covering the point raised by my honor- 
able friend the Senator from Massachusetts, but I am very much 
in hopes the Senator from Vermont will not raise the point on it, 


ery | amended as he suggests. If the point of order is so raised 1 shall 


be glad to have the President pro tempore, if he will do so, sub- 
mit it to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the point is raised, the 
Chair will be obliged to sustain it. Does the Chair understand 
the Senator to raise the point of order? 

Mr. PROCTOR. Ido. 

Box PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I agree with the Senator from Maryland 

Mr. PROCTOR. Is there anything further? 

Mr. ALLISON, I think this amendment ought to be modified, 
so as to meet the views of the acting chairman of the committee, 
and I have no doubt it can be done by to-morrow. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask that the amendment which I offered 
and withdrew in regard to a settlement between the military and 
civil governments in the Philippines be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed at the re- 
quest of the Senator Vermont. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. KEAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 

tion of executive business. 


The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
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ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 53 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
March 9, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 8, 1904. 
POST MASTERS. 


OHIO. 
John A. Anderson to be ter at St. Marys, in the county 
of Auglaize and State of 


hio, in place of John L. Sullivan, re- 
moved. 


William A. Campbell to be postmaster at Lima, in the county 
of Allen and State of Ohio, in place of George Hall. Incumbent's 
commission expired January 24, 1903. 

Elmer A. Palmer to be postmaster at Napoleon, in the county 
of Henry and State of Ohio, in place of Tilghman C. Clewell. 
Incumbent's commission expired 9, 1902. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 8, 1904. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

George Elfers, of New York, to be a second assistant engineer 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, with the rank 
of third lieutenant. 

POSTMASTERS, 
LOUISIANA, 

Benjamin F. Ford to be postmaster at Natchitoches, in the par- 

ish of Natchitoches and State of Louisiana. 
MONTANA. 

Lawrence Hauck to be postmaster at Philipsburg, in the county 

of Granite and State of Montana. 
OHIO. 

John A. Anderson to be postmaster at St. Marys, Ohio, 

William A. Campbell to be postmaster at Lima, Ohio. 

Frederick T. Miles to be pn at Salem, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio. 

Elmer A. Palmer to be postmaster at Napoleon, Ohio. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Cyrus E. Hipple to be postmaster at Conshohocken, in the | 


county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 
Sylvester C. Stout to be postmaster at Glenside, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, March 8, 1904. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. On yesterday, upon the conference report on | 


the legislative, executive, and judicial ä bill, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] made the point of order that the 
conferees had exceeded their jurisdiction in substance as follows: 


That Senate amendment numbered 235 inserted these words: or | 


any other;*’ and again to the amendment numbered 236 the Senate 
inserted these words: by this or any other act.“ The House 
provision which the Senate amended is as follows: 

No part of any money appropriated by this act shall be available for paying 
expenses of horses and carriages or drivers therefor for the personal use of 
any officer provided for herein other than the President of the United States, 
the heads of Executive Departments, and the Secretary to the President. 

The conference report takes the matter in difference to which 
the Chair has referred, accepts the Senate amendments, and in- 
serts or official; so as to make it read for the personal or 
official use of any officer provided for by this or any other act 
other than the President of the United States, eto.“ It is ob- 
jected that the insertion of the words “ or official“ is aliunde to 


the matter that was in difference between the two Houses, and | co 


prevents, if enacted, the use of appropriations in this or any other 
appropriation bill for paying thee of horses and carriages, 
or drivers therefor, for the personal or official use of any officer, 
etc. It is evident from the reading of the amendments that the 
insertion of the words “‘ or official ” inserts that within the con- 
ference report that was not proposed by the House or by the 
Sena 


te. 
It is true that if the whole paragraph in the bill as it passed the 
House had been stricken out and a substitute therefor proposed 
by the Senate, or if the Senate had stricken out the paragraph 


without proposing a substitute, and the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate, then the conferees might have had 


jurisdiction touching the whole matter and might have 

upon any provision that would have been germane. But that is 
not this case. This provision in the conference report inserts leg- 
islation that never was before the House or before the Senate, and 
it was quite competent for the conferees, if they could do this, to 
have stricken out the whole ph and inserted anything that 
was germane. Theycould have stricken out these words, “ other 
than the President of the United States, the heads of Executive 
Departments, and the secretary to the President,” and while 


-there were but two words inserted, the provision, if enacted into 


law, would be far-reaching and would run along the line of the 
whole public service. 

As to the wisdom of such a provision, the Chair is not called 
upon to intimate any opinion. It is for the House and the Senate 
to determine upon the wisdom of it, and as the House and the 
Senate never have considered that proposition the Chair is of 
opinion that the conferees exceeded their power, and therefore 
sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist upon its disagreement to the amendments and ask for a 
further conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
that the House further insist upon its disagreement to all the 
Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 
Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, and Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

A CORRECTION, 


Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make 
a correction in the RECORD, with a statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, some four or five days ago I took 
occasion to make some remarks criticising the record of the Re- 
publican party, and, among other things, to animadvert somewhat 
on the conduct of General Davis in the Philippine Islands, charg- 
ing him, in substance, with having sold rice and provisions at 


| enormous profit to the hungry natives. I am in receipt of a letter 


from Gen. J. Franklin Bell showing that I was in error in my 


| statement, and I desire the letter to be read and inserted as a part 


of my remarks in the RECORD. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I could not hear what the gentle- 


| man from Kentucky said. What does he desire read? 


The SPEAKER, Unanimous consent has been accorded to the 
gentleman to make a statement, and this is a part of that state- 
ment. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GENERAL SERVICE AND STAFF COLLEGE, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMANDANT, 
Leavenworth, Kans., March 5, 190%. 

My DEAR MR. GILBERT: A friend of mine in Washington has just sent me 
a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing a speech you recently 
made in 8 For the good will and esteem exhibited therein for my- 
self Iam duly grateful; but your remarks—more complimentary to me than 
facts can j contain some errors which, uncorrected, might do injury 

So Pauling partecly ᷣ Guat yon IA Ao IT 
eeling perfectly sa you w not witt o injustice toany- 
one. I take the liberty of writing you this letter. mely doin} s 
The errors I refer to are found in the second and third paragra; 3 


| 2712 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I need not cite them, as they 


readily recognized by the following citation of facts: 

Inever had command of the land forces in the field in the Phili es. 
Asa subordinate to Generals Merritt, 9 Chaffee, and Davis, 
I had command of portions of said forces time to time. “The erals 


aboye named had command in turn and in the order named of the land forces 
command of 


-of the Philippines. Other subordinate officers, like myself, had 


Po aad each abate of Rang oe fall £0 107 108, bat tomy that Tid" the main 
suc 0 as m; sa; m 
fighting“ would be giving 5 ah pas 3 Need tee 
VVV sold 

ne: vis never rge o and never an 
rice or provisions to anyone, much less to starving natives, at 9 


profits. 
There was an officer of the Commissary Department by the name of Davis 
i in Manila bot he never sold any 


ntheticall: 
natives ay 


dent, and as your erroneous remarks ht bl 
or his , I shall — 3 
fuller statement of the ght in order to S beni are- 
quest that you correct your erroneous 5 as to General Davis. 


during the od they could not get such th 
Hng t peri y ge supplies themselves, owing to their 


ut a mili necessity and undertaken as i. e., as a War measure 
but dictates of humanity prevented my suddenly 8 e giving of 
use the necessity 


for assistance was then not less than it had been 

When_peace was proclaim 
had any basis of law, as mili 
therefore, justify no procedure 
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out to me by General Davis, who suggested a remedy, namely, to closeup the 
ess as a mili undertaking and turn its supervision over to the civil 
authorities, which was done. 

You can therefore see that instead of having charge of this business and 
conducting it he objected to having it done under his 1 tho 
military authorities in times of e, and caused me to have it turned over 
to — 5 authorities, where in time of peace he co it properly 

‘hough I never at any time actually sold rice or other provisi 
tives or handled any proceeds in m, lam the general officer who had 
immediate supervision of those who were engaged in such sale to natives in 
the territory of the Third Brigade from January 1 to December 1, 1902. I 
Fads paw? e plan, which received the approval of the commanding general 
in the Philippines and of the Secretary of War, and I issued the orders under 
which it was carried out. Therefore any discredit which attaches to the de- 
tails or methods enjoined by these orders belongs to me, and to me alone. 

These orders have been published by me and also in Senate documents, 
and full and complete reports have been made to the War rtment. 
Other than the question raised by General Davis, no one in the Philippine 
Islands and none of my military superiors excepting General Miles have ever 
raised any question as to the propriety of my action or conduct. On thecon- 

it met with the hearty approval of all of my immediate riors and of 
the Secretary of War, who announced that I would have been derelict in my 
duty had I done otherwise. I am willing that my acts should stand and be 
judged upon this official record. 

It seems hardly necessary for me to su my dear Mr. GILBERT, that a 
person who has been as fortunate asm ought not to be willing to receive 
credit at the expense of others, ially not at the expense of comradesand 
friends. General Davis has long n a friend and comrade to whom I feel 
under many obligations. I know of no one less deserving of such censure 
than he. So scrupulous and exacting has he always been in adhering closely 
to the letter of the law in the sdministration of public trusts and affairs that 
some persons who know him intimately feel that he leans in the direction of 
being overparticular and critical. He is one of the last men on earth who 
deserves to be thus unjustly accused. I don't want to profit at anyone's 

nse, and, least of all, at his. 
m the fact that my home is the same as yours any comrade might nat- 
urally assume that you obtained your erroneous information from me. 

I would therefore earnestly request that, in whatever way seems most 
appropriate, you do me the favor of correcting beget erroneous statement 
concerning General Davis in such manner that the correction may also ap- 
pear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Very truly and sincerely, yours, J. F. BELL, 
Brigadier-General, United States Army. 
Hon. st G. GILBERT, 


ember of Congress, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. GILBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I merely desire to add that 


I am glad of the opportunity to make the correction with as much 
publicity as the erroneous statement was made. [Applause.] 
BILLS ON THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration 
of bills on the Private Calendar, in pursuance of the special order 
entered on last Friday. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Illinois moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the 
consideration of the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House resolved it- 
self into Committée of the Whole House, with Mr. CRUMPACKER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House for the consideration of bills on the Private Calen- 
a under the special order, and the Clerk will report the first 


JOSEPH M. SIMMS. 


The Clerk read as follows: : 
An act (S. 38) for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain, United States Rev- 
£ ) enue-Cutter Service, retire: e 


Be it enacted, etc., That Capt. Joseph M. Simms, United States Revenue- 
Cutter Service (retired), — been promoted * for meritorious acts of pub- 
lic service and wounds received in the United States service, as appears upon 
the public records of the volunteer service of the Army and Navy and of the 
ri ean ie Service,” shall hereafter receive the re pay of his 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LAWRENCE]. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Chairman, thisis a bill providing that 
Capt. Joseph M. Simms, United States Revenue-Cutter Service, re- 
tired, having been promoted for meritorious acts of public service 
and wounds received in the United States service, as appears upon 
the public records of the volunteer service of the Army and Na 
and of the Revenue-Cutter Service, shall hereafter receive the full 
retired pay of his rank. 

At the second session of the Fifty-seventh Congress in 1902 
bill was passed promoting Joseph M. Simms to the rank of captain 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service, butit did not grant him the salary 
under the law which he would receive as captain on such retired 
list. It was felt that thereby an act of injustice wasdone. At 
the next session of Congress a bill was introduced, was consid- 
ered in the Senate, reported unanimously by the committee, and 
passed by the Senate. A report, in 8 of the matter, says: 

There seems to be a lack of in the action in this case. Mr, Simms 
served e the war of 


Cutter Service, 5 8 orders because of the 

e service of the United States. No good 
Treason should not receive the compensation of 
the grade TO EEIN Con prO in C It 
therefore reports the with a favorable recommendation. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man how the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
got jurisdiction of this matter? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Because Captain Simms wasin the Revenus- 
Cutter Service, and all matters relating to that Service go to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. CLARK. Isn't this in the nature of a pension? 

Mr. LAWRENCE. No; the bill 8 Lieutenant Simms 
to captain, and that promotion was based on gallant service in 
the war of the rebellion and faithful services afterwards. Tomy 
mind, giving him bagel a of a captain is not at all in the nature 
of a pension. Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word about Joseph M. 
Simms. He enlisted in 1861 in the volunteer service and served 
as a corporal in the District of Columbia Volunteers in defense 
of Washington three months and received an honorable discharge 
at the expiration of his term. In August, 1863, he was appointed 
acting master’s mate in the United States Navy. 

His service in the civil war was characterized by coolness, 
bravery, and efficiency. James Parker, late lieutenant-com- 
mander, United States Navy, under date of August 6, 1869, wrote 
to Lieutenant Simms, as follows: 

It affords me pleasure to state that during the period of your service as 
mate on board the U.S, frigate Minnesota (of which vessel I was the executive 
officer) your conductas an officer and a gentleman was everything that could 
be desired in either. You were always prompt and precise in the discharge 
of your duties and perfectly correct in conduct and morals. Your braver 
displayed in the various actions with Fort Fisher, both on shipboard an 
in the naval assault upon that fortress, your patience and fortitude while 
sufforing from the severe wound you received in the assault, won the admi- 
ration of all who observed or knew of either. It was my pleasure to recom- 
mend you for promotion, and at the close of the war, when the volunteer 
branch of the service was largely reduced, to recommend you for retention 
in the service. You have my warmest ee future welfare, and 
particularly for your success in your coming tion. 

Immediately after the close of the war Captain Simms entered 
the Revenue-Cutter Service, in which he has served for nearly 
thirty-six years. In 1872 he was promoted to second lientenant 
and in November, 1879, to first lieutenant, having to pass both a 
physical and professional examination. In March, 1893, Lieuten- 
ant Simms was examined for promotion to the grade of captain, 
but failed to pass a satisfactory physical examination, and the 
report says that the failure to pass that physical examination was 
due to his wounds and arduous service. 

Captain Simms, but for the wounds received in the civil war and 
his condition resulting therefrom, would have been a captain in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service for the past several years, and would 
have received the pay of that rank. He was qualified in every 
v except physically, and, as I said, his failure to pass the phys- 
ical examination was due to wounds received in war. A bill giv- 
ing him the salary of a captain upon the retired list has been 
twice by the Senate. It was reported in the last Congress in this 
House. It failed to pass simply because of the pressure of busi- 
ness at the close of the session and because of the filibuster which 
blocked business here during the last two or three weeks of the 
session. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce has 
again considered the matter, and the report is unanimous. In 
fact, I will say that all persons who have examined the matter, so 
far as I know, are agreed that this is simply an act of justice to 
a very deserving and gallant officer, and that the pending bill 
should be passed by Congress. I therefore ask that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think I ought to make a brief 
statement in respect to this bill, as I made the ppo Gentle- 
men of the House will remember very distinctly that I opposed 
with as much vigor as I could the passage of the bill to create a 
retired list in the Revenue-Cutter Service, giving retired pay. 
That bill, however, became a law, and under the terms of an act 
which had been enacted for the benefit of Captain Simms because 
he was laid up by reason of wounds received in the war he re- 
ceived no benefit from that act. A discrimination is made against 
him, and his is a peculiar case. The services which he rendered 
and the wounds which he received during the civil war make his 
case rather peculiar. For that reason the committee which has 
jurisdiction of the subject decided to recommend the passage of 
this bill, which in fact increases his pay $300 a year. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK. Is not this bill in the nature of a pension? 

Mr. MANN. It is not in the nature of a pension in one sense, 
and in another sense it is. This bill places Captain Simms upon the 
same terms that Congress, by Saw. tise already placed the other, 
or most of the other, Revenue-Cutter officers. e gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] and myself, with a minority of the House, 
stood as firmly as we could against the passage of that law, butit 
was passed. Now, this simply gives to Captain Simms the same 
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benefit of the law that Congress gives to other officers who are 


retired. 

Mr. CLARK. Iam not objecting to this man getting this re- 
ward or whatever it is, but it seems to me that this bill ought to 
have been referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is mistaken as to the jurisdiction 
of the bill. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
has jurisdiction of all bills relating to the Revenne-Cutter Service, 
and had jurisdiction in the same way of the bill creating a re- 
tired list in the Revenue-Cutter Service, and all of these bills are 
referred to that committee, because, I may say to the gentleman, 
this is not a pension. Captain Simms now draws retired cS oe He 
is now on what is known as the permanent waiting orders list 
of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. CLARK. Without interrupting the gentleman, I should 
like to read clause 7 of Rule XI: 

comm e- Saving Service, and t-houses, appropria- 
5 for Peng 8 a —— to the 8 Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

Now, I should like the gentleman to explain under what part of 
that paragraph a bill like this can be referred to that committee. 

Mr. MANN. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce always has referred to it, and such has been the case ever 
since the committee was created, bills relating to commerce be- 
tween the States or with foreign nations and bills which haye 
relation to aiding navigation. Now, the Revenue-Cutter Service 
has always been considered as a service in aid of navigation and 
commerce; and there being no rule requiring such bills to be re- 
ferred to any other committee, they have always been referred to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, bills to 
provide for new revenue cutters are so referred. 

. PAYNE. While I do not care to make any point on this 
bill, I wish to say that I do not think the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] is right in reference to the rule. This bill is prac- 
tically a bill for the relief of a private party; it is in the nature 
of a private bill; it does not relate to the general subject of inter- 
state and foreign commerce. Now, it used to be the practice to 
refer to the Committee on Ways and Means certain bills for pay- 
ment to private parties of claims connected with the revenue of 
the Government, but the later practice has been, during the last 
five or six years, for the Committee on Ways and Means to refuse 
to accept jurisdiction of any such bill and to ask its reference to 
the Committee on Claims. I think this is a bill which should 
properly have gone to the Committee on Claims; but I am notin- 
sisting on that point. 

r. MANN. This is a bill which could not possibly be consid- 
ered by the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. PAYNE. Why not? It is for the relief of a private > 

Mr. MANN. It is true it is entitled “A bill for the relief of 
Joseph M. Simms,” but it is not a claim against the Government, 
This gentleman is now on the permanent waiting-orders list of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill seems to be in the nature of a private 
claim for back pay. 

Mr. MANN. Not at all; it provides for no back pay; it simply 
provides that this man shall be given the same position on the 

Fip ihar ae ordera Ue 11 — he 1 had if he had 
n included in the gene ill passed gress. 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill gives him two-thirds of the retired pay, 
whatever it is, from the time he was put upon the retired list, 
does it not? 

Mr. MANN. I do not so understand it at all. The language 
of the bill is: 

Shall hereafter receive the full retired pay of his rank. 

Me. PAYNE. I did not catch that language when the bill was 
read. 

Mr, DALZELL. Is this a unanimous report? 

Mr. . Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am not disposed to make any point on the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the be laid aside 


e : 
to be reported favorably to the House? 
The question was decided in the affirmative. 


PAY IN CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—KOONCE V. GRADY. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4407) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to defray the expenses of contestant in 
the contest entitled ‘‘ Koonce against Grady.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

$ dhe is hereby, 
r 
sional district of the State of North Carolina, the sum of $1,000, as amount of 
expenses by as contestant for a seat in Fitty- third Con- 
gress in the contest entitled “ Koonce against Grady.“ 

Mr. GRAFF. The Committee on Claims adopted a resolution 
providing that all bills directed by them to be reported should be 
placed in the hands of the clerk of the committee, and that bills 


dealing with bonds and checks and bills of a formal character be 
Poe at the head of the nee W R emer 
e report was agreed upon e Committee on Claims, 
the gentleman who is interested in the bill—I suppose without be- 
ing advised of the action of the committee— this 1 In 
view of those facts I ask that in all fairness this bi ssed 
over without prejudice until the first sixteen bills reported by the 
committee are considered, 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina rose. 

Mr. GRAFF. I wish to say to the gentleman from North Car- 
olina that I anticipate no Li delay in Ee ae of the next 
sixteen bills, as they are bills of a fo character, against 
which there can be no reasonable opposition. I think the gen- 
tleman will facilitate the work of this committee by not objecting 
to the request that I make. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. As I understand, this is a 
rule that the committee has adopted. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes; thatisa 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Well, I shall raise no objec- 
tion if the committee has adopted such a rule. This is a bill 
which a previous Congress, and will take only a short 
time. I hope it will be reached to-day. 

Mr. GRAFF. I will say to the gentleman we will take up the 
bill at the conclusion of these other bills. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. With that assurance I am 
pee willing that the other bills shall be disposed of first. I 

mes that it wi Ps reached 4 ee is a bill that has 
pa a previous Congress, and not a ma of great importance. 
95 — CHATRMAN . Will the gentleman from IIlino E restate 
reques 
Mr. GRAFF. I ask unanimous consent that the bill just read 
be without prejudice until the first sixteen bills reported 
by the Committee on Claims shall have been acted upon. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, Twish to say 
that I will be compelled to be absent from the House a part of the 
day. Iam not insisting that the bill be considered now, but I 
would like very much to take it up and dispose of it, as it will 
only take a short time. 

. GRAFF. I think the gentleman will find that the bill will 
be reached. 3 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. AN right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from IIlinais asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill just read be passed without prejudice 
until the next sixteen bills rted by the Committee on Claims 
shall haye been considered. there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

SVEN J. JOHNSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2009) for the relief of the estate of Sven J. Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
the Treasury be, and he is h 


Secre! of ereby, 
authorized and directed to issue duplicates to the legal representative of 
0 


resentative shall first file in the Treasury a bond in the 

amount of said bonds and the interest that would 
accrue thereon to the date of their maturity, with and sufficient sure- 
ties, residents of the t bog States, 15 u 9 ‘Bog A ig cher 850 A 
T pag E Be E IT OOE TS * 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Grsson having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate. by 
Mr. PARKINSON, its ing clerk, announced that the Senate had 
pares. without amendment joint resolution and bill of the fol- 
owing titles: 

H. J. Res. 106. Joint resolution amending public resolution 
No. 8, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session, approved 3 23, 
1901, providing for the printing annually of the report on field op- 
erations of the Division of Soils, Department of Agriculture; and 

H. R. 8160. An act to authorize the construction of bridges 
across a portion of the Minnesota River in the State of Minnesota. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to concurrent resolution No. 21, to print and bind the pro- 
ceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of the statues of Charles 
Carroll of Carrollton and John Hanson, etc. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 4769. An act validating certain conveyances of the Northern 
5 Railroad Company and the Northern Pacific Railway 

mpany. 


33. 8 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following title in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 12220. An act making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had further in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 9480) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for 
other purposes, to by the House of Re resentatives, had 

to the further conference asked by the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Honses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
CULLOM, Mr. WARREN, and Mr. TELLER as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 
KIRBY THOMAS, 

The committee resumed its session. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill Œ. R. 
10058) for the relief of Kirby Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Postmaster-General 3 
thorized and directed to ae e on te Socant or EDT Thomas, 
at paee Wis., atra of seana VO potia funds deri — box 


8 — their equivalen in mo 4 


Mr. G GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, who will make a brief statement about the bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, on the night of October 20, 
1903, the post-office at Superior, Wis., was robbed, and 813,897. 36 
iħ postage stamps and money was stolen from the fice. 
Under the law the Postmaster-General is required to investigate 
all claims of postmasters for loss, and if there is no fault on the 
pn of the postmaster the Postmaster-General is authorized by | » 

to allow up to the sum of $10,000. The amount involved in 
this case being in excess of $10,000, the Postmaster-General was 
required to submit this claim to Congress. The report is very 
lengthy and includes a long and carefully prepared report on the 
part of the post-office inspectors; but after a very thorough in- 
vestigation on their and by the Postmaster-General the rec- 
ommendation is made that the postmaster be reimbursed. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Postmaster-General did allow to $10,000? 

Mr. JENKINS. I will say to the gentleman from New York 
that the Postmaster-General declined to act at all until wai the 
action of Congress. 

Mr. PAYNE. But he did recommend? 

Men TEN KINS. He recommends that favorable action be had 
on 

Mr. GRAFF. As I understand it, if the sum involved exceeds 
810,000 the Postmaster-General does not grant any relief? 

Mr. JENKINS. That is a correct statement. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. > 

JACOB SWIGERT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7535) for the relief of Jacob Swigert, late deputy collector, sev- 
enth Kentucky district. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


assistant treasurer of the United States at New York, in favor of Crane & 
Co., for the sum of CAA pana in payment for distinctive paper furnished 
the United States ote te 3 5 5 Was mailed by the 
Treasury De ent to said wise in transmission 
through zh the nited States mails; and 
Whereas the provisions of the act of Fe 
9646, Revised Statutes of the United States, au A528 ob United States dis- 
pe erm officers and acon to issue Senge of los ecks, apply only to 


drawn for $2,500 or less: Therefore, 
Be it enacted, etc., That Thomas J. Hobbs, bs, disbursing clerk of the Treas- 


be, and he is hereby, instructed to issue a duplicate of said 
under such tions in regard to its issue and roas as 
by of the Treasury for the issue of du- 
puea pore oe under the provisions of section 3646, Revised Statutes of the 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the preamble be 
stricken out, and that as amended the bill be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
the preamble be stricken out. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELIZABETH S. CUSHING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6937) for the relief of the heirs of Elizabeth Cushing. 
e bill was read, as follows: 
Be it e ete., That the 
d' directed 


16, 1835, amending section 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized an to issue d 45 to McHenry Robinson, 5 
of the estate of Elizabeth 8 lieu of United Sta States 4 
tered bonds, funded loan of 1907, No. es for 8 Nos. 0 
$100 each; No. 24270, for $500, inscribed in name of Cushing, aid 
to have been lost or destroyed: before the issue of 
said duplicates the said Melony Ro Spence tags as 8 shall exe- . 
cute or cause to be executed and deposited with the tary of the Treas- 
ury a bond of indemni' and cient subject to the 


with 
approval of said carrie With Soadition to indemnify an 
United States from any claim because of the lost or destroyed bonds. 
i F recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows: 
In line 5 insert the initial “ S." in claimant's name. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY KEATING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
10511) for the relief of the estate of Mary Keating. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and’ instructed to redeem, in favor of the trator of the es- 
tate of uor Keating troll, United States 4 per cent 8 


8 510 a = January m, 1871 
7, inscribed in the name of hte Cottroll, 


That the boyy said administrator first file in the 
sum in double the amount of said mi 
terest ea on the same, with two good and pacer ee 8 residents of the 


United States, to be a ved by the Secre the Treasury, with condi- 
tion to indemnif ve harmless the U. fod States from any claim be- 
cause of the lost tory Air oa 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 
In line 4, after the word “to,” strike out the words “redeem, in favor of" 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the lire ie and insert the words “ issue to. 
airected topay: out of ey 3 e Treasury not o ropria In line 5, after the word “Cottroll,” insert the words “duplicates in Heu 
the sum of wigert, late deputy collector, . district o 
Kentucky, soa! Da aye Peaks dl Lape paymant] payment i 3 full to said Jacob Swigert ‘Strike out in line 12 the words “with interest accrued.” 
on account of loss of entary stamps during In itne 16 strike out the words and un id to the date of their maturity.” 
month of January, 1899. on page 2, in aos 2 e . oe me 8 iue 
i i i on 9289 Insert the words would accrue thereon un 
i Pata ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom ee 8 
7 x The amendments were 


ARTEMUS E. GIBSON, 


The next buśiness on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7718) for the relief of the estate of Artemus E. Gibson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it e etc., That the Secretary veces Wren oa aal o ue 
authorized and directed to issue to the estate of Artemus E. 3 
duplicates in lieu of United States 4 per cent registered bonds of the 
funded loan of 1907, Nos. 110479 and 110450 for $100 each and 908% for $1,000, 
3 in name of said Artemus E. Gibson and all to have been lost or 

en Provided, 1752 ra 3 9 of tho estate of said Arte- 
Gibson shall first zya bond ina sum equal to the 
3 of the principal tee ea bonds and the inyore that would accrue 
thereon until the same shall become due or We, ith good and sufficient 
sureties, to be approved by oe | 1 by the ‘Treasury, conditioned to 
indemnify and save ess the tates from any claim because of 
said lost or destroyed bonds. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

THOMAS J. HOBBS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8256) directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost check drawn 
by Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk, in favor of Crane & Co., 
of Dalton, Mass. 

The bill was Pangea as follows: 


Whereas it a: t Thomas J. Hobbs, disb 


ppears tha cler 
partment, did, on the Sth day of July, 1908, issue a ch pe ets 


No. Poteet 355 


= 


agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a teror 
able recommendation. 
CYRUS D. HOTTENSTEIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8505) for the relief of the heirs of Cyrus D. Hottenstein, deceased, 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of be, and he is here’ 
authorized and aaye to pay to the heirsof 8 D. ottenstein, . 
the sum of $300, with interest due 3 in e e for the following- 
described United States bonds, w burned and de- 
stroyed by him: Three United Seen bonsai the dchorination pak beer each, 
being Nos. 80543, 161220, and 204496: Provided, That before the emption 
of said bonds the heirs of the said P. Hottenstein execute or 
cause to be executed, and deposit with the Secretary of the Treasury, a bond 
of 1 double the face value of the bonds, with good and sufficient 

7 — to the approval of said Secretary, to secure the United 
or damage in consequence of the 8 of said bonds. 


4 The amen ae recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows: 

In the title substitute the word “estate” for “heirs.” 

In line 7, after the word “States,” insert the word “coupon;” and after 
the word “bonds” insert the words “of the 4 per cent funded loan of 1907; 
and on page 2, first line, after the word “ bonds,” the words and the inter- 
est coupons for interest due between January 1, 1882, and the date of the ma- 
turity of the bonds.“ 


The amendments were agreed to, 


8 
Sta 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


FARMERS AND MECHANICS’ NATIONAL BANK, PHILADELPHIA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 255) 
for the relief of the Farmers and Mechanics’ National Bank, Phil- 
adelphia, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and r ee 


authorized and directed to issue to the Farmers and Mechanics’ National 
Bank, Aerie coe Pa., a duplicate in lieu of ny Paneg 

of the act of , 1200, series of 3900, No. k for OO issued by the 
assistant treasurer — the United Sta phu on Ban 18, 1908, 
By woes! to the order of the Farmers per Fe ational nk, Phila- 
sufficient sureties to be approved 


dition to indemnify and save harmless the 2 
cause of the lost certificate hereinbefore described 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHANN A, KILLIAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10688) for the relief of Johann A. Killian, 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 
authorized and directed to issue to Jo 

due July 1, A andi we my A lash andl stead of the oon 
to each of certain bond ted “District of lantia | ur 
stg ag ee eS 
ively. an Ww. said coupons have been or 
2 the filing of an RTS, paa, to be approved by the Secretary oi 
Trent as 3 by section United States Revised Statutes, 
and the regulations of the Department. 


s So amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OLLOWS: 

Line 4, strike out the word “issue” and insert reor 

Line 4. strike out the word “ duplicate” and in place thereof the 
words the amount of three.“ 

Line 6, strike out words commencing in the“ down to and including the 
word “coupons” in line 7. 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 


of the 


and heis hereby, 
A. Killian dup! 


cate interest Coe 


W. S. FELAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2591) for the relief of W. S. Feland, late deputy collector second 
Kentucky district. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it wooed et etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here- 
by, directed to pay to W. S. Feland, late de opaty collector of the second dis- 
bie of Keni . sum of hie ws 66 out o any money in the Treasury not 


9 appropria be Amont a due him for excessive 
his duties d the 
7877 1 5 e eS 2 A “i the discharge of u uring period from 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask about that 
bill. This bill seems to be a bill for excessive expenses. 
Mr. GRAFF. Here is a letter from the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue giving the facts in the case. The letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
Wi m, December 12, 1902. 
Sır: I have the honor to advise you, in further reply to letter from this 
office of the 10th instant, that it a z from further investigation in tie 
matter of the claim of late 2 lector W. S. Feland, second district of 
Kentucky, for excessive y incurred during the period 
from July 1, 1898, to March 16, 1899, that there Yin still a balance of $124.66 due 
e above-mentioned period i in addition to the $56.89 allowed as per 
Auditor's statement No. 40426, referred to in letter of the 10th instant. 
8 amount would have been paid but from an oversight. A claim was 
ot presented tothe Department until after the expiration of one year from 
the oke of the fiscal arny in which nans en teed ie ranya ain A 
action. easury Department debarred © one-year 
Payer aon provided in section 8148, Revised Statates of the United States. 
Mr. PAYNE. This letter, I understand, is from the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenne? 
Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir. nek 
Mr. PAYNE. Then I have no objection. 3 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY C. GILMORE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


6921) for the relief of the estate of Mary C. Gilmore. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


of — rien en 4 — 


1870. om 

20, 1871, No. qen Gl ned Inscribed the TNS Mary P. 

. . now — iter S. Glidden and William T. r., admin- 
tors de bonis non bt fen poets ot said Mary P. Gilmore, said 8 to 

be of like amount, to like in and to be marked in like manner as 


said ori bond, m their filing a bond, with sufficient sureties, in such 
B ̃ by the hectoary of f the Treasury, and 
to be a him, conditioned to save harmless and ind the 
8 gad 5 8 all * ep claims and demands which may be made under 


S700. 2 That this act shall. take effect when approved. 


i oe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
Ollows: 

In line 12 strike out all of the line after the word “ Gilmore.“ all of line 13, 
and in line 14 as far as a ai “upon,” leaving the word“ upon.“ and strik- 
ing out the word “their,” in the same line, inserting immediately before the 


word “with” these words: the said tors in the Treasury.” 

The committee amendments were to. 

The bill was laid aside to be repo: to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HEPPENSTALL FORGE AND KNIFE COMPANY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10925) directing the issue of a checkin lieu of a lost check drawn 
Tee the Heppmatall POr and Elta Cosupany, of PIRIS PS 
now the Hep orge an e pany, of Pitts a. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: ý 


* Whereas ita — D. N. — . , major of ordnance, United States 
1902, issue a check, No. 38017, u ‘Phe 
the 2 5 any 5 the su in favor of ig ts 


Rock Island 
„and after having 9 75 to the . s National 
of Pittsburg, for Tor deposit in said stolen, or destroyed in 

the course of transmission tomid bank through the nited States mails; and 

the sind aa name and "title of said Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Machine 

8 since been changed to Hep; Forge and Knife Company; 


8 the provisions of the act of February 16, 1885. ee section 
$646, Revised Statutes of the United States, au thorizing United States dis- 

bursing officers and agents to issue duplicates of ks, apply only to 
checks drawn for $2,5W) or less: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That said D. M. ‘Taylor, Pag eee of ordnance, United 
prices ayes be, and pea is hereby, to issue a duplicate of said 


pea com- 


check, under such ons 155 Pegard to its issue and payment as 

3 been prescribed Dy the Sp nee of the Trensury for the tons of du- 
ore — under the provisions Revised Statutes of the 
ni es. 


Mr. GRAFF. I notice, Mr. Chairman, the body of the bill re- 
fers to the number of the check in the preamble, I think that it 
would be better to amend the bill so that the check could be 
identified in the body of the bill and would not need the pream- 
ble to make the legislation intelligible. I therefore ove to 
amend the bill by striking out, in line 5, the word“ said ” and in- 
serting after the word check the following: No. 38017, upon 
the assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago in favor 


| of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Machine Company, for the 


sum of $3,048.50.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 5 strike ont the word said:“ and after the word “ check" insert 
“No. 38017, ans the assistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago in 
B80 the Pi ttsburg Shear, Knife and Machine Company, for the sum of 

a CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

uestion was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
RAFF. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
N 

The motion was agreed to 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

BANK OF NORTH WILKESBORO, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7190) for the relief of the bank of North Wilkesboro. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it ted, etc., That th f $100 is here’ ropria t 
maneyi in the ‘Treasury not other wise pacts — i ated forthe rest ot the Ban 
of North Wee at North Wilkesboro, tate of North Carolina, for reg- 
istered letter containi ing z $100, addressed to Treasurer of the United State. 
— anton Division, ington, D.C., araon was burned in railroad wreck 
near Charlottesville, Va., about March 22, 102 

The committee amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 3 strike out the words “one hundred“ and insert ninety.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

COLUMBIA BREWING COMPANY, SHENANDOAH, PA. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3393) for the relief of the Columbia Brewing Company, of Shen- 
andoah, Pa. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


or beer stam, it, by 
payment of said sum of out ok, any money in the Tr 
wise appropriated or by d company duplicate beer stam: 
to sai ven by said company, as 


amount in accordance wits the the order 
Secretary of the Treasury may determine in 
; aoe amendment l by the committee was read, as 
Ollows: 
Strike out all after the word “appropriated,” in line 12. 
The committee amendment was agreed to, 


1904. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES T. KILBRETH ET AL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11928) for the relief of James T. Kilbreth, George R. Bidwell, 
and Nevada N. Stranahan, as collectors of customs for the district 
and port of New York. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


successivel 
of New York durin, 


nited States customs bureau at the post-office building in the city of New 
York and of the collection of duties on received through the 3 
such losses having occurred without default or negligence of the said 
collectors of customs; and further, that in aid of the purpose hereof the 
roper accounting officers be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed 
5 credit the said sum of $8,821.44 in the settlement of the accounts of the said 
Nevada N. Stranahan, collector of customs for said district and port, the said 
officer having charged himself in said accounts with the entire amount. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, that completes the passage of the 
first sixteen bills. 
The CHAIRMAN. It does. The Clerk will now report the bill 
that was laid aside without prejudice. 


FRANK D. KOONCE, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4407) oyige nny the Secretary of the Treasury to defray the ex- 
penses of contestants in the contest entitled “ Koonce against Grady.” 


Be it pe etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to to Frank D. Koonce, of the Third Congres- 


sional district of the State of North Carolina, the sum of $1,000, as amount of 
expenses incurred by him as contestant for a seat in the Fifty-third Congress 
in the contest entitled “Koonce against Grady.“ 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I had forgotten about this bill, 
but it sounds like an old friend. 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I fully ex- 
lained the bill at the last Congress to the gentleman from New 
ork [Mr. 8 This man was a contestant in the Fifty- 
third Congress. He made a motion before the Committee on 
Elections to extend the time for the taking of testimony, and from 
time to time the committee delayed action and the Congress ex- 
pired withont any action upon his motion, and no expenses of con- 
test were allowed him. Thecontesteereceived his expenses. The 
bill was originally for nineteen hundred and some odd dollars. 
The committee cut that amount down, however, to $1,000. 

Mr. PAYNE. How much did the contestee get? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I think the contestee re- 
ceived the full amount of $2,000. That is my recollection, I will 
say to the gentleman from New York. Now, if it is fair that one 
Bide should receive the expenses, it is fair that the other side should. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is the gentleman able to say that the contestee 
received as much as this bill calls for, $1,000? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, My understanding is the 
contestee was pe $2,000. The committee thought that this claim 
of contestant, however, should be cut to $1,000, because, I think, 
they regarded the counsel fees as somewhat excessive. 

Mr. PAYNE. Did they actually take the testimony? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. There was some documen- 
tary testimony taken. ’ 

| Mr. PAYNE. How much does this bill provide for? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Onethousand dollars. The 
bill in the last Congress was $1,900, but the committee cut it down 
to $1,000. Let me read a brief statement from the report for the 


farther evidence in his case during th Congress, to which he 
claimed to have been elected, did not further posene contest, nor did 


fore, the passage of the bill. 


Now, a bill for a similar amount, $1,000, I will 8 to the gen- 
3 8 New York, passed the last Congress, but failed in 

e Senate. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Certainly. 

Mr.BURKETT. This contest, as I read the report here hastily, 
was brought in December of the year of the election, 1892. Hear- 
ings were begun to take evidence. Testimony was taken in Jan- 
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nary and February, and then the house of the contestant is al- 
leged to haye burned, and the statement is made here that because 
his house burned and there were destroyed some copies of some 
documentary evidence—which were probably copies of the procla- 
mation for an election, or something of that sort, probably not 
very much of it—he was deterred from completing his election 
case. Now, what is the record, so far as the Committee on Elec- 
tions is concerned, with reference to this matter? Is there any 
record of it? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I think there is. 

Mr. BURKETT. Where is it? Has the gentleman seen it? 
Has he read it, so as to know what it shows? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. There was some testimony 
taken, I know. I think I have seen it. I know there was some 
testimony taken, and the Clerk gave notice of the opening of that 
tastimony. That is my recollection. 

Mr. BURKETT. This report shows that whatever testimon: 
he took was sent in here, and the Clerk opened whatever testi- 
mony there wa:. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Yes; that is right. 

Mr. BURKETT. But for anything that this shows the con- 
testant abandoned his case. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. No; he did not abandon it. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me ask this question: What is the 
amount of this, and what proportion of this is for attorney's fees 
and what proportion expenses? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Let me reply to the gentle- 
man’s first question. He did not abandon his contest. The evi- 
dence that was burned —— 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, he never got ready for trial. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The evidence that was 
burned was not only certain dccumentary evidence, as I under- 
stand, but also the names of witnesses and other data which he 
had collected to carry on the contest. His house burned, and he 
made a motion before the committee to extend the time for the 
taking of further testimony. The committee failed to act upon 
that motion. and the Congress expired before action was taken. 
That is all there is of it. : 

Mr. BURKETT. But he had about two years in which to get 
some action by Congress. The facts are that he never prosecuted 
his case with any diligence, so far as this shows, and what I am 
trying to get at is whether or not there is any record to show that 
he did prosecute his case with any diligence. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Yes. I read from the re- 
port: 

Your committee find that in the Fifty-fifth Congress a bill was introduced 
by Mr. Fowler, representing the Third North Carolina district, to pay Mr. 

oonce the expenses of his contest, which he claimed to be Kade b. This 
bill was referred to the Comm: on Claims, but was not acted upon. 

In the Fifty-sixth Congress a similar bill for the same amount was intro- 
duced by Mr. Tuomas, Representative of the Third North Carolina distri 
and again referred to your committee. In this Congress Mr. Koonce dorotei 
in person before the committee and was given a hearing. but the matter was 
not acted upon definitely because of the precedence of other matters, render- 
ing it impossible to make a report upon the claim. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Burkert] that Mr. Koonce filed with the com- 
mittee a lot of itemized statements of receipts concerning the 
money that he had paid out. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. There was filed before the 
committee a complete itemized statement of his expenses. He 
appeared in person before the committee, and bills were intro- 
duced to pay this claim in the Fifty-fifth, Fifty-sixth, Fifty- 
seventh, and Fifty-eighth Congresses, showing that he has, up to 
this time, exercised due diligence. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will ask the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. 
GRarFF] the total amount of the items of this $1,000 that goes to 
pas tor the taking of evidence? 

r. GRAFF. I can not now tell the gentleman what the items 
are, because I am not in possession of them. 

Mr. BURKETT. Is this to pay for the evidence that was taken, 
which was burned. or some other evidence? 

Mr. GRAFF. This is to pay for the total amount of his claim, 
as shown by his receipts and bills. The amount was something 
over $1,900, but the committee exercised its judgment about the 
amount that should be paid for attorney’s fees and other expenses 
and reduced the amount to $1,000, notwithstanding the proof 
showed, according to his testimony, that he paid out almost twice 
that amount. 

Mr. BURKETT. What I am trying to get at is, how much of 
the evidence had he taken? What do these receipts show? He 
makes a statement that his evidence was burned up. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. And the committee certainly would not rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill withont knowing whether he 
actually did have a fire, and whether he had actually taken evi- 
dence, what proportion it was,and whether or not it was evidence 
that he could not duplicate, 
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Mr. GRAFF. The question before the committee was not as 
to the amount of evidence that this man had taken excepting as 
it might bear upon the question of what his actual expenses were. 

Mr. BURKETT. The question for this Committee of the Whole 
is this: Has this contestant exercised proper diligence, or does he 
base this claim on the fact that he was deprived of proper oppor- 
tunity for prosecuting his case to a termination? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, the Congress before which his contest 
was had, and which presumably was familiar with the circum- 
stances of the contest, evidently did not consider his claim of very 
much merit, or he would certainly have been allowed the same 
allowance for attorney’s fees that was given to other contestants. 

Mr. GRAFF. The succeeding Congress, which must have con- 
tained a number of the same Members that were in the Congress 
in which the contest arose, passed upon this claim. 

Mr. BURKETT. If that Con did what this Congress has 
done, and adopted the report of the previous Congress, perhaps the 
matter did not receive very much consideration. 

Now, it seems to me we ought to know whether this man sim- 
ly filed a contest which he never prosecuted, and then came in 
‘or reimbursement of attorney’s fees, or did he take any evidence? 

Is he really out any money for expenses of prosecuting the con- 
test? 

Mr. GRAFF. The evidence is that he employed an attorney 
and did take evidence; also that his house burned down. The 
question whether he ultimately succeeded in his contest has noth- 
ngas all to do with his right to reimbursement of attorney’s fees. 

. BURKETT. No; that does not make any difference. 

Mr. GRAFF. In that view of the matter it does not make any 
difference whether the House decided in his favor or against him 
so far as the question of his right to reimbursement is concerned. 
The question is whether he did incur these Even if the 
fact was that he abandoned his case before contest was com- 
pea and a decision reached, that would not debar him from re- 

bursement for attorney's fees which he reasonably incurred up 
to the time that the contest was abandoned. But in point of fact, 
no such abandonment is proved. 

Mr. BURKETT. If there was a mere filing of the papers in 
the contest and then an abandonment of the contest, he would not 
be entitled to reimbursement, 

Mr. GRAFF. Oh,no; but it might be developed in the course 
of a contest that the contestant could not su y go on and 

te his case, but still he might go ahead up to a certain 
point and employ counsel. 

Mr. BURKETT. What is the report as to the action of the 
House in the matter? I do not have it here. At the time that 
these fees were allowed to other contestants, what was the action 
of the House with reference to this man’s fees? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. In the other cases the con- 
testants filed their accounts for expenses, and reimbursement 
was made in the sundry civil bill. But in this case the contest- 
ant had asked an extension of time for the taking of testimony, and 
in consequence of that delay he obtained no allowance from that 
Congress; so that the only course left to him to secure reimburse- 
ment was to go to the Committee on Claims and ask to be allowed 
a reasonable sum for the expenses of his contest. 

Mr. BURKETT. That is exactly the point I am trying to get 
at. It appears, then, that he comes here to get something that 
the law does not give him. Now, the law makes provision as to 
the allowance of expenses in election contests. 

But this man is entirely outside of the pale of the law when he 
comes here asking us to give him something in the nature of an 

uitable allowance. Under these circumstances the question is, 

hat is he equitably entitled to? Did he prosecute the case in a 
fair and legitimate way, or did he abandon it? What are the 
showings with reference to these matters of facts? It seems to 
me that on these points Congress onght to know something. 
When he comes here asking us to make an allowance on the ground 
of equity, we ought to know whether he has properly performed 
his part. 


is report simply duplicates the report made in the last Con- 

I donot know but that the report of the last Congress was 

also a duplication of a previous report. Is there now or has there 

ever been any evidence that he ever did make this contest in good 

faith or that his house ever was burned—that he ever did pay out 

a cent of expenses for taking testimony? In fact, did he ever con- 
dnet a bona fide contest? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. The merits of this case have 
been shown by affidavits on file; and this claim does not come 
here as a matter of equity, but asa matter of legal right. 

Mr. DALZELL. t me suggest to the gentleman that if this 
man had not abandoned his contest the Elections Committee, in 
due course of law, would have certified to the SRS 
Committee a reasonable allowance for expenses, an t com- 
mittee would have reported the item to the House. 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Let me say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that this man, while his contest was 
poen was waiting for the Elections Committee to pass upon 

is motion for an extension of time in which to take testimony. 
The Congress expired before that matter was determined. 

As the gentleman well knows, a contestant sometimes overlooks 
the fact that a provision for reimbursement for contest expenses 
must be inserted in the sundry civil bill, In this case the con- 
testant was all the time awaiting to have his application for ex- 
tension of time passed upon by the Elections Committee. There 
was no abandonment of the contest. I will say further that in 
every Congress since, except the Fifty-fouth, he has had intro- 
duced a bill for reimbursement. 

Mr. BURKETT. Why was not this contestant entitled to have 
his expense account considered and, if just, inserted in the ey 
or at the same time the expenses of the contestee were al- 
ow 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. He was. 

Mr. BURKETT. What was he waiting for? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. He was waiting to have his 
pouas passed upon for an extension of the time to take evi- 

lence. 

Mr. BURKETT. Why did not the contestee wait, too? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Simply because the contes- 
tee knew that the commiteee had practically decided the matter 
in his favor, and he was here in person—the sitting Member 
familiar with the course of proceeding in these cases, and he had 
his item inserted in the bill. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now. what is the nature of the evidence, I 
will ask the gentleman, that has been filed? I see in the report 
a statement that some evidence was filed. How much of that is 
there; does the gentleman know? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I do not know. I can not 
say ponina what it was that was filed. There was some docu- 
mentary evidence. The clerk gave notice of the opening of tes- 
timony. 

Mr. BURKETT. There may not have been any here. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. If there had not been any 
here the clerk would not have acted. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the gentleman from North Carolina will 
permit me, I will state to him that the Committee on Elections 
never passes upon the contestant’s or the contestee’s accounts un- 
til the matter has been settled before that committee, so that 
inasmuch as this case was pending until the last day of Congress 
the Committee on Elections never had an opportunity to pass 
upon the accounts or recommended payment, so that it could go 
on the sundry civil bill, and therefore it had to go before the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. That is an accurate state- 
ment of the reason why it goes to the Committee on Claims. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
mendation. 

DAVID TWEED. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2193) for the relief of David Tweed. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and to pay to David Tweed, of Miners Delight, . 
County, State of Wyoming, the sum of . — as compensation for injuries 
regzived while g mga soldier of the Uni States y, who wascarry- 
ing important fone es, on ox about the 4th day of January, 1875, from Fort 
Brown (now Fort Washakie), Wyo., to Fort Stambaugh, Wyo. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 6, strike out “five thousand” and insert “three thousand five hun- 


Mr. GRAFF. I yield to the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, in the winter of 1876, after 
the Custer massacre and the Indian wars on the frontier that fol- 
lowed that massacre, the Sioux gathered in large numbers in 
central and northern Wyoming. For the protection of the miners 
and settlers in that region two posts had been established—Fort 
Washakie (then Fort Brown) and Fort Stambangh. Fort Brown 
was on the plains and Fort Stambaugh on the summit of the 
Rocky Mountains, at an altitude of about 10,000 feet. In Jan 
of that year, during a severe storm, a cavalryman was ordere 
from Fort Brown to Fort Stambaugh to carry dispatches. When 
he reached the foot of the mountains he found it impossible to 
make his way from there to Fort Stambaugh, owing to the char- 
acter of the trail and the very fierce storm raging. 

He stopped at a settler's house and persuaded David Tweed, 
then a boy 14 years of age, to guide him to Fort Stambaugh, 
The mercury was about 57 degrees below zero. A terrible storm 
mas taeog. The boy had hesitated about going, but the soldier 
that the dispatches were of such importance that it would 
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be necessary for him to go through to the fort, and to attempt to 
go withont a guide meant almost certain death. So this t 
youngster finally agreed to guide him to Fort Stambaugh. Before 
their arrival there the storm increased, they lost their way, and 
became badly frozen, but finally reached the fort with the dis- 
patches. The boy's feet were so badly frozen it became necessary 
to amputate them, and he pra $500 ora little more for the opera- 
tion to the surgeon at the fort. Since that time, for twenty-seven 
years. he has lived in that region, getting on as best he could, 
crippled as he is. 

Mr. GRAFF. Is the claimant a man of means? 

Mr. MONDELL. The claimant has but little means. He has 
a small farm at the foot of the mountain. It is very difficult for 
him to support himself, and he has been at all times since this 
injury in straitened circumstances. The bill has been reported 
a number of times, and has not passed because, haying been re- 

rted late in the session, it has never been reached on the Calen- 

ar. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BURKETT. What is the amount in this bill? 

Mr. MONDELL. Three thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. BURKETT. It is reduced from $5,000. 

Mr. MONDELL. It has been reduced from $5,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the amendment rec- 
ommended by the committee be agreed to? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ALEXANDER S. ROSENTHAL, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9457) for the relief of Alexander S. Rosenthal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
d ted to pay, out of pay mney in the not other- 
I. late consul of the United States 


him in g 
; i $ d 
tae port oe — aly, to the United States during the 
Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman. I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill was laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 


DARWIN S. HALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9981) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That Darwin S. Hall be, and he is hereby, relieved from 
the obligation to refund the sum of $111, being the difference claimed to be due 
from him in his account as commissioner, wa Commission in Minne- 
sota, and special disbursing agent from October 10, 1807, to July 31, 1900. 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. Mr. Chairman, I move that Senate bill 721 
be substituted for this bill, as the two are identical and cover the 
same subject. The Senate bill has been passed in the Senate and 
it is on this Calendar. It has been reported favorably by the 
Committee on Claims of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota moves that 
the bill S. 721 be substituted for the bill H. R. 9981, the two 
5 the same. If there be no objection, it will be so 

ordered. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask for some 
sae e of this bill. 

. GRAFF. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. 
Lip, or can the gentleman from Minnesota, Mr. VOLSTEAD, 
make an explanation of the measure? 

Mr. VOLSTEAD. IthinkIcan. Mr. Chairman, this is merely 
for the settlement of an account. Mr. Hall was commissioner in 
charge of the allotment of certain Indian land. While acting as 
such he found it necessary to make a trip from Minnesota to 
Washington. This trip was made solely in the performance of 
his duties as an officer, and the time spent was charged by him in 
his bill. When he came to settle his account this item was al- 
lowed, but some time afterwards he was notified that the item for 
the time spent while here should not be allowed, and that as such 
this $111 should be charged to him. The matter has been ex- 
plained to the Secretary of the Interior, and the has 
recommended that this bill be passed. It does not really for 
the appropriation of any money or the payment of any sum out 
of the Treasury. It simply adjusts or allows this account. It 
seems to me it is perfectly just. Every dollar that is charged for 
was earned. All the time that he did spend and did charge for 
was time spent in the service of the Government in carrying out 
his duties as an officer. It seems to me under the circumstances 
that it is a proper charge and should be allowed, and I ask that 
the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 


01 usual about the relief 
Mr. BART 


The motion was to; and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, House bill 9981 will be 
laid aside with the recommendation that it do lie on the table. 

JAMES L. ANDERSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4637) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay James L. Anderson the sum of $798.28. 


e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That 3 of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
autho: and directed to pay, out of the of the United Stace 
from any money not oth a to James L. Anderson the sum 
of $798.28, being com for on April 20, 1900, of his personal effects, 
baggage, and commissaries while c station, under orders, from Bac- 
layon to Jagna Bohol, Philippine as captain, Forty-fourth Infantry, 
United States Volunteers. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear some- 
thing about this bill. It seems to be to pay an officer something 
for having lost his baggage in transporting it from one point to 
another. Is it the rule for the Government to be held responsible 
unless the Government carelessly or negligently lost it? 

Mr. GRAFF, This bill seeks to reimburse this officer for the 
loss on the ground that the personal belongings which are reim- 
bursed for are found by the Department, on investigation made 
under the order of that Department, to be necessary for the per- 
formance of his official duty at that e for the purpose of 
reimbursing for baggage which would be unnecessary in connec- 
tion with the performance of his duty and presence there as an 
officer. There has been relief made in Congress in these cases 
many times before, and, in expectation of that, it is the custom of 
the Department to have an inventory made of the property and 
ascertain what property is necessarily included in a proper equip- 
ment of the officer for the proper performance of his duty. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The property belonged to the officer, did it? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes; it was a part of hisnecessary equipmentin 
the performance of his duty at that point. There is nothing un- 
ted in this case. 

85 as it furniture, arms, clothing, or what 
was it? 


Mr. GRAFF. There is a long itemized statement in the report 
showing what it consisted of, some four pages, which gives the 
items in detail even down to a pair of socks. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then it was clothing? 

Mr. GRAFF. Clothing and personal property necessary in con- 
nection with his duty. 

Mr. BARTLETT. How were they lost and in what way did 
the United States become responsible in law, equity, or con- 
science to reimburse this man, and how was the Government re- 
sponsible for it? The mere fact that they were lost would not 
make the United States incur any liability to pay for them? 

Mr. GRAFF. Oh, no; the Government is not compelled to 
make the allowance. There is no existing law that deals with 
that question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The Government is not an insurer of the 
baggage of its anny officers when transporting them? 

Mr. GRAFF. Notatall; but the officer was compelled to be 
there in the performance of his duty. He was there under the 
orders of the Government. He was compelled to be at a particu- 
lar Fey under orders of the Government, and it was necessary 
for him to have this property there in pursuance of the orders of 
the Government. 

Mr. BARTLETT. How did he lose them, how were they de- 
stroyed, in what way, so as to make the Government liable, even 
in good conscience? 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to know what the property con- 
sisted of to amount to $798? 

Mr. GRAFF. I understand the Government would be respon- 
sible if it had been in time of war, but the fact that it was not in 
time of war renders it a case where there is no existing law ap- 


plying to it. : 
Ro BARTLETT. I have not yet been informed how the loss 

Mr. GRAFF. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It was lost by the loss of a transport 
which was passing from one point in the Philippine Islands to 
another, under orders of the War Department. It was lost with- 
out any fault on the part of the officer, and his equipment con- 
sisted, as is shown by the schedule or inventory, of what he had a 
right to have possession of. Of course some of it was entirely 

, and some of it was equipment to which, as an officer, 
wasentitled. Nevertheless, he was in that section of the world 
under orders, and had not yet been able to return home after the 
discharge of his duty, but by the loss of the boat on which his 
effects were being ed he suffered this loss. 

Mr. BARTLETT. as it a Government transport? 

A Mr. OVERSTREET. Ido not recall, but my recollection is that 
it was. 
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Mr. GRAFF. Iwill read an affidavit of Conrad C. Brown, of 
the Forty-fourth Infantry, relating the circumstances: 
CITY or JAN, Island of Bohol, P. L, ss: 


Personally a 


peared before me, the undersign 
C. Brown. 


the company ordered Q. M. Sergt. Albert 5 to 
take Privates Fred Kelly, Delma C. Bryan, and an ose’ on board the sai ing 
banca Nuestra Señora del Remedio as a guard and proceed to Jagna, Boho 

The boat was loaded with the company property, ordnance, one months“ 
rations for the detachment, and the men’s and officers’ effects We 
left Baclayon about 4.50 p. m. April 17, 1900, and sailed about 4 leagues the 
first night. The morning of April 18 we stopped for water about a half 


e east of the pueblo of Loay. We set sail again about 5 p. m. and sailed 
a strong d until 11.30 p. m., when the wind en y died out, and 
we anchored until mornin; 


g. 
es again the next morning, April 19, and had sailed only a short 
ae behing ead —— of . 3 Sails 3 yo put in 3 sade re- 
pairs, go xed, and sta: again about 5 p. m. against a contrary 
wind. I went on watch at 2 o’clocka.m. At that time I could see that the 
wind was blowing very hard and the waves getting higher. At that time, as 
near as I could judge, the wind was from the south and the boat was 5 
southeast. At 3 o'clock the wind was blowing much harder than ever, an 
the waves were higher than the boat, which was pitching badly, and the 
crew apparently decided to change their course to run before the wind, but at 
this time the anchor was dro or fell overboard, and they became very 
much excited and, I think, htened. Thinking there was going to be 
trouble, I decided toawaken Sergeant Tirey, but had hardly done so when 
the sail was torn loose, and the boat at once turned over. After a fierce strug- 
le we all managed to scramble upon the bottom of the boat. After it got 
ylight the native crew tried to make a raft out of the outrigger, which 
they cut loose from one side of the boat, but the waves were so rough they 
did not succeed. 

We remained on the wreck until 10 a. m., when we were 2 natives 
from the island of Pamilacan, which was 3 or 4 miles distant. We stayed 
there two hours and then started for Tagbilaran, Bohol, in a native boat 
which Sergeant Tirey had hired. We landed on Panglao Island, opposite the 
west coast of Bohol, about sundown, and walked into Tagbilaran, reporting 
to the commanding officer. 

Further deponent saith not. 

C. Brown, 


CONRAD 
Private, Company C, Forty-fourth Infantry, U. S. Volunteers, 
Sworn and subscribed to before me this l5th day of October, 1900, at Jagna, 


Bohol, P. I. 
. 
0 ‘antry, U. S. unteers. 
bh mary Court Officer. 


A true copy. 

FREDERICK S. YOUNG, 
First Lieutenant, Forty-fourth Infantry, U. S. Volunteers, Adjutant. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iwas mistaken, Mr. Chairman, when I 
left the impression that he was not at that time an officer. That 
refreshes my recollection. He was in his line of duty, was still 
an officer, and was changing from one point to another. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I can see readily the justice of a claim where 
an officer would be charged up with supplies for equipment for 
which he would have to answer to the Government when they 
were lost through no fault of his, or destroyed accidentally by 
fire or by the elements; that he ought not to be required to pay 
the Government and not be reimbursed for them; but this looks 
to be a stretch of the rule of equity and good conscience, to make 
the Government liable for the officer's uniform and private prop- 
erty which were being transported, and lost by no fault of the 
Government. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
there bas not been allowed very many times for the loss of prop- 
erty in the South growing out of the civil war, damages where 
the schedule of items or the inventory of the property would 
cover quite as oat personal e of ag ot as this item? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I don’t know; but that is entirely ae a 
different theory. The occasion to which the gentleman alludes 
is where they were loyal citizens of the United States. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. But this man was an officer of the Goy- 
ernment, 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that; but this has no analogy 
to the loss of provisions and supplies furnished to the Federal 
Army by loyal citizens during the war. I have no disposition to 
resist the proper payment to this officer for property that he held 
as an officer of the Government, such as commissary supplies, of 
which he had charge and for which a deduction would be made 
from his salary, because he had to account to the Government 
for them. 

I think it is fair in a loss like that, as, for instance, if a post- 
master should have his till robbed by a burglar and then be com- 
pelled to pay the Government, the Government could afford to 
reimburse him; but as for having this officer paid by the Govern- 
ment for the loss of his private property because of an unavoid- 
able accident, the cause of which was the elements, and for which 
the Government is not responsible, it looks to me like stretching 
the rule too far. 

Mr. GRAFF. The Quartermaster-General says that if— 

tion for the relief of such claimants is n 3 en 


this office that a general law similar to the a 
than a special act in each case. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Bad precedents make mighty bad law. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Chairman, if I understand that, it is an 
argument against the bill rather than forit. It says that if such 
legislation as this is contemplated, then we ought to have a gen- 
eral law. As I glance over this list it strikes me as a pretty large 
list for a soldier to have over there in the Philippines. However, 
I do not * the amount, but here is the question that pre- 
sents itself, and I think the Quartermaster-General is right: We 
porte by law, as I understand it now, that where a man loses 

is supplies and equipments, such as these, in war, he is recom- 
pe for them. Am I right in respect to that? 

Mr. GRAFF. No. 

Mr. BURKETT, I understood the gentleman to so state a mo- 
ment x 

Mr. GRAFF. No; it is in times of peace. 

Mr. BURKETT. Then I have got it backward. 

Mr. GRAFF. The gentleman has it reversed. He is right 
with the exception of that correction. 

Mr. BURKETT. Then in times of war they are not recom- 
ponor I will simply ask the gentleman what the law is on the 
pro on? 

r. GRAFF. I understand it to be the law that if this had 
been a time of peace he would haye been recompensed under ex- 
isting law. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If it had been in time of peace, then the 
law would have warranted the Quartermaster-General in making 
the payment. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

i a But being in time of war that law is sus- 
„Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Therefore it requires Congressional ac- 
tion. 

Mr. BURKETT. Then it is just the other way around from 
my statement. 

r. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. Itseems tome thata thing of this kind is 
more liable to occur in time of war than in time of peace. This 
can not be the only case where a man has lost his equipment in 
war. Why should this case be singled out and a special act passed 
for him? you do not do as the quartermaster recommends, 
make it a general law. Iam not so certain that it would not be 
a good law which would provide that if a man goes into war and 
loses all his equipments he should be recompensed, inasmuch as 
he is ordered to p of danger. Why pass a special bill for this 
case when it will not cover the case of anybody else? 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, the answer to that would be, be- 
cause this is the case before us. We have no authority to report 
a general law on the subject. 

Ar. BURKETT. But so Ione Sor Congress does not pass a gen- 
eral law to take care of all of them, why should we come in and 
pick out this special case and take care of a man here and a man 
there? There were some others on that boat, were there not? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 5 

Mr. BURKETT. And some others lost their property? 

Mr. GRAFF. Les. 

Mr. BURKETT. Are there bills for their relief also? 

Mr. GRAFF. I think not. At least they are not pending. I 
understand he was the ranking officer, whose equipments were 
on the boats. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The equipments were chargeable to him? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. Does this bill contemplate that he will pay 
the others for what they had? 

Mr. GRAFF. The supplies were chargeable to him, 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is what I meant. 

Mr. BURKETT. This bill is not to pay him for any general 
supplies? 

. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. BURKETT. The bill is only to pay him for his own pri- 
vate property. 

Here, on page 13 of the report, I find a list of certain property, 
stated to have belonged to Second Lieut. Fred. L. Gengler pri- 
vately. Has a bill been filed for him? 

Mr. GRAFF. I think not. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, I do not know why we should passa 
bill for the relief of one officer and not for another having equal 


claim. 

Mr. MADDOX. There are thousands of others with just as 
good claims as this man. 

Mr. BURKETT. I do not doubt it. 

Mr. GRAFF. I want to correct my answer to the gentleman. 
That list on 18 is not a list of the personal effects of Second 
Lieut. Fred. L. Gengler; but is a statement of articles purchased 
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by Captain Anderson—commissary stores—which are covered by 


this bill. That list is entitled 

mmissary ht of Second Lieut. Fred L. Gengler, Forty- 
toi ne ; United 8 and actin commissary of sub- 
sistence, First Battalion, by Capt. James L. Anderson, Forty-fourth 4 
United States Volunteers, from March 21 to April 15, 1900, inclusive. 

This list of purchases was made out for the guidance of the 
War Department. > 

Mr. BURKETT. Is that included in the amount on the bill? 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURKETT. What is the amount on the bill? 

Several Mempers. Seven hundred and ninety-eight dollars. 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, it seems to me here is a bill which for 
some reason or other, either for the sake of the precedent or other- 
wise, is picked out for action of the House, when, so far as we can 
understand, it does not differ from thousands of other cases. If 
we are to pass this one bill, it simply means that we are going to 
open up a flood gate for such clai Iam not certain but that 
a general law on this subject would be proper. I am not certain 
but that an officer who in time of war, while acting on orders, 

loses his property should be recompensed. I am certain that if 
he should be recompensed in time of peace that he should be in 
time of war; but I do not believe it is proper for Congress to take 
up and pa special bills to pay certain claims of this kind while 
leaving hundreds of thousands of others unpaid. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, all the bills submitted to 
this House by the Committee on Claims are based upon reasons 
such as the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BURKETT] has just 
given as reasons for not passing this bill; in other wo 
in the form of individual claims, which do not come within the 
general law authorizing the payment by officers of the Govern- 
ment. Take, for instance, the case of a lost check, a check paya- 
ble by the Government. There is a law authorizing the payment 
of such checks where they do not exceed $2,500. t there are 
mally cases where checks exceed that amount and where 


occasio; 
the parties must come to Congress for relief. It might be said 
that that law on the subject of reimbursement of lost checks 
ought to be changed. I am not controverting any such conten- 
tion. It might possibly be better that the law should be changed, 
but 3 the law in its present form is on the statute 
boo 


There are claims pending before the Committee on War Claims 
of this House for various amounts to reimburse losses incurred 
during the civil war by southern people who were loyal to the 
Government. It might be claimed that there should bea general 
law authorizing payments in such cases. I am not controverting 
any such contention. Nevertheless under the existing law such 

ies must come here with their individual claims and ask re- 
ief at the hands of Congress. 

The claimant in the present case was an officer of the Govern- 
ment, a commissary officer, having in his possession supplies for 
which he had personally paid—not paid for by the Government, 

use in that case he of course would not be entitled to recom- 
pense. But in addition to these articles which were charged up 
to him and which he paid for there was certain private property 
in his possession and which he had a right to. For such payments 
under existing law authority would rest in the Government to 
make payment upon propa showing; but during war that par- 
ticular law is suspended, and therefore he is compelled to come to 
Congress for personal relief. 

He was not only an officer of the Government, but he was under 
orders from his superior officer to make this particular change of 
location. He e it in the peer wey te could in that country 
by means of a boat, which, like my friend from Georgia, I am 
unable either to oa by name or to define. But, neverthe- 
less, he adopted the best method that was possible at the time and 
under the conditions then existing. That boat, by reason of the 
elements, was capsized and his property was lost. Under the law 
he has no other course to pursue for relief than the method he has 
adopted. He makes his statement and inventories by item of 
porey which he has lost. There has been no contest, either at 

Department or in the committee, of the claims, either as to 
the facts concerning the items of his property or as to their value. 

The whole difficulty at the ent has been that the con- 
dition of war at the time of the loss suspended the only law which 
would enable them to make payment. They, I understand, admit 
all the facts, and the only recourse is to ask Congress for this re- 
lief, and that relief consists in the payment of the amount of 
money which merely equals, and no more, the particular items of 
property which he at the time had the right and was entitled to 

. Now, my friend from Nebraska says he is inclined to 

k that a general law would be wise to cover this condition. 

The difficulty is, the general law does not exist, and this man must 
come by a special act to get relief. f 

Mr. BARTLETT. I see that they say it was in time of war 
that this loss was sustained, 


Mr. OVERSTREET. It was the Philippine war. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Well? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. And so construed by the Department; 
and the statute was nded. 

Mr. BARTLETT. e gentleman has looked over this bill? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I can not recollect it; I do not remember 
it. This gentleman lives in my district. He is a gentleman of 
good reputation. There is no question about the facts. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have no question about the facts. The 
only question is whether the Government ought to pay for the loss 
of personal effects of an officer in time of war. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The poins is just this. If the statute 
which authorizes the payment by the Department in time of peace 
were in force there would be no question as tothe payment by the 
Department; but the statute being suspended by an act of hos- 
tilities, which the Department assumes to be a state of war, 
forces the man to come to Congress for relief. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I stated to the gentleman that I did not see 
any injustice. On the contrary, I see great propriety and justice 
in paying this officer for the commissary supplies, and as he calls 


it—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. All the supplies he paid for; whatever 
he had been required to pay for ont of his salary that had been 
given to him for the purpose of using for this detachment. 

Mr. BURKETT. Does the gentleman think that an officer in 
the time of war should be running around, or that every officer 
ought to be carrying about $800 worth of personal property, con- 
taining a lot of slippers and patent-leather shoes and things of that 


„they are | kind? 


Mr. BARTLETT. Have you examined this list, containing 
such articles as one bottle of shampoo; one bottle of bay rum, 
imported; bottle of witch hazel; bottle of Rubifoam, and a great 
many canes of various kinds? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The pontons will understand that 
these supplies will be found in the possession of other commissary 
officers; and he purchased only upon requisition. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand that. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. For it is a fact—and I understand it to 
be so recognized by the Department—that these supplies were 
properly in his possession, and had been actually paid for by him 
out of his s , except for his purely personal effects there, and 
there ought to be no question about allowing it. : 

DOX. ill the gentleman yield to me now? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 
0 a aes Have you read the affidavit of Thomas E. 

* ie! 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Ido not remember. It has been some 
weeks since I looked over the evidence. 

Mr. MADDOX. I think you ought to read it, and I think the 
House ought to hear it read, and a number of other affidavits, 
because it appears that the lockers of all the privates went over- 
board at the same time. Now, is there any claim for them here? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not know. The 1 will ap- 
preciate this, that if there is any man entitled to just as much 
relief he has not asked it. The fact that he has not asked it in 
this bill would not be a proper argument against the bill. 

Mr. MADDOX. My idea is that under the law he is not en- 
titled to it; and if entitled to it under the law, then certainly these 
privates who lost their property too are entitled to the same relief. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iam e that. But Captain 
Anderson should not be prevented from recovering the amount 
because of the loss of other people's a, a 

Mr. MADDOX. I understand that. en you have that affi. 
dayit read in connection with Captain Anderson’s loss, it shows 
the inconsistency, and illustrates the fact that a man who can 
have the power and political influence to introduce a bill to recover 
for his private property can get it, while almost the whole of the 
other troops lost everything they had, too, and nobody is speak- 
ing for them, and they do not recover. 

. OVERSTREET. The gentleman will understand that Cap- 
tain Anderson, being a resident of my city, called my attention to 
the fact, and I introduced the bill. It did not take any political 
influence to do that. I hardly think the gentleman will assume 
that all bills introduced in Congress are for a political purpose. 

Mr. MADDOX. I did not mean to say that. - What I do say is 
that he had influence to call your attention to it, and that you in- 
troduced the bill. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I was sufficiently approachable that he 
could gene to see the justice of the claim and introduce a bill. 

5 ; DOX. Now, whois going to take care of the privates 
generally: 

Mr. OVERSTREET. If they lived in my district I would en- 
deavor to protect their interests. 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh, but they may live in yours and mine. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDOX. They live throughout all over the country. 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. Perhaps. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, that is not according to law 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh, it is directly according to law. 

Mr. MADDOX. Oh, no. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. He has the right to ask for the recom- 
pense of his individual loss; otherwise he would have no status, 
either before the De ent or before Congress. 

Mr. MADDOX. ere is another thing about this. It sa 
that the! letter from the War Department reporting not adversely 
on the claim.” That is a little singular language in this sang 
‘$ 3 not adversely.” Well. what did he report? 

. OVERSTREET. It is given in the letter, is it not? 

Mr. MADDOX. I think not. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I think thatis a letter of the Quarter- 
master-General that was read by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. MADDOX (reading)— 

Letter from the War Department reporting not adversely to the claim. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Oh, the situation is just this, briefly, like 
ag 5 other 85 8 claim 

5 Now, let me read this affidavit for the infor- 
mation of of tho gentlemen around here. 
REET. How long is it? I have no objection to 
your reading it 
Mr. MADDOX (reading) 3 a —5 
before me, the 0 omas 
ee e nts 
says: 


I to load, ‘the stores out to the as we no 
3 30 which 
Q. M. Sergt. Albert Tirey informed me was one mon ns for the de- 
tac t, which had been issued to him and loaded on the boat at Tagbilaran, 


rations, paak supplies, 
pak eg and Ga Captain Anderson's personal effects in about t the order sens 
but had to stop work at 10 9 on account of the high wind 


No ow, another affidavit over here is that this soldier did not ac- 
company the boat, but marched with the private soldiers, and 
over here we have the affidavit of another soldier who tells how 
the boat was capsized and everything lost, so you see that carried 
15 it the entire company’s property, and there is nobody claim- 

g pay caret a Captain Anderson, while every private soldier lost 


I. O TREET. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not question- 
ing the possibility of loss o! coe by other individuals at this 


same accident, but neverth it means that Captain Anderson 
was a at eran he 1 making purchases of supplies under di- 
rection of his su He was in a distant clime, where it was 


entirely proper that the he chould purchase supplies for a considerable 
period Ai time. These supplies were in his ion, both under 
8 of law and under authority of his superiors. He had 
paid for them, he was ccs ahr them under orders, and in 
order to facilitate the transportati 5 dispatched part of 
the e 2 water while he ile he and 
tri the boat and the property was lost. 
Now. 1 40 1 Ta nat ow the possibility of the loss of property bel 
ing to other individuals. There may be a great many individ- - 
in the country entitled to 5 claims, but if gentlemen 
vote down this bill, refusing to make this payment, that will not 
help the other men, as this man is before House, properly so, 


asking for compensation of loss of property he bought for the 
Government an for himself. 

Mr. BARTLE Right there may I call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to one thing? 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I know you state that, and I was under 
that impression myself. Of duis $798 there is an item which I 

suppose was embraced in the amount,“ memorandums, notes, 
letters, and valuable papers, $200.” Of the $798 carried by this 
1 now, 7 is for 1 notes, letters, and valuable 


e 
Pi OVERSTREET. Itis It is not my understanding that that 
item is carried in the g Lah atom in the bill, because, if you 
will observe. the items in the schedule exceed in amount the 
allowance which the bill carries. That is my understanding. 
Mr. BARTLETT. The bill carries $798.28, and this item is—— 
Mr. OVERSTREET. But there is another schedule over there. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Eighty-eight dollars and ninety-five cents. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. The chairman of the committee isina 
ition to tell the gentleman what, if any, items are 
fader ttan Iam. 
EE BARTLETT.. The gentleman is mistaken in that, because 
this report shows that $35.95 95 is added to this in order to make 
$798.28, 


en made an overland | be 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Then I did not know it. 

Mr. e So that the 8200, according to the report of 
the committee, pu together both schedules of lost . 
and 8200 for los of va ore uable papers, forms a part of the $798 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I only.know this, that whatever the 

property was its value has not been questioned by the Depart- 
ment, and the entire account would haye been paid but for the 
fact that this law authorizing such payments was s nded at 
that time, and, like any other personal claim, is obli to come 


to ‘Congress, 
RKETT. The gentleman would not insist, would he, 
that we should pay $200 for memorandum and valuable papers? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I would be glad to ask the chairman of 
the committee to answer the gentleman from Georgia concerning 
this item, and ask him to state if every item in the inventory was 
allowed in the appropriation. The ising: from Georgia calls 
attention to the item of ‘memorandum, notes, letters, and valu- 
able papers, $200.” I have stated to him that I did not know what 
the committee did about that. I do know that the man ought to 
have payment for his loss. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That may be true, but it does not seem to 
me that he should be entitled to $200 for memorandum and notes 
and letters. 

Mr. GRAFF. The total amount of the bill is $798.28. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. But the gentleman from Georgia wants 
to know whether or not included in that is the item of $200 for 


2 fered 2 7775 memorandum, and valuable papers. 


F. I do not think it is, because subtracting the 


8200 from the total of the list found in the report under the head 


Prop. | of Capt. James L. Anderson’s personal property would leave 


$597.78; adding to that the total of 888.95 
eer B But you have added d that in to make up the 


97.78. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman is right. 


Mr. GRAFF. Ithink the amount of thet bill ought to be re- 


duced “OVERS out the 8200. 
RSTREET. I think so, too. I ask unanimous con- 

sent, Mr. Chairman, to deduct $200 from what the a 3 
calls for. I move to amend, Mr. Chairman, by striking out the 

word seven.“ in line 6 of the bill, pepy iaman ye the word five.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “seven and insert the word 
five; so that it will read: ye. 78.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN F. WESTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2696) 
authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
John F. Weston the sum of 8241.60, etc. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it spiny etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here 
authorized and directed t to pay, out of the Treasury of the United States. from — 
to . — 70 eston the poao $241.60, 

mn. 


subsistence United 


pe bill was ordered to be laid aside witha favorable recom- 
mendation. 


er orders, 
5 PER felona, Mon ee 3 and co: 


N. S. PALMER, JR., & CO. 


The next business on the Private orara Ne threes (8. 334) 
for the relief of N. S. Palmer, jr., & Co. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of became poy and heishereby, 
directed to pa N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co., £ $63,620.59, out of any 
money in the treasury not ot not otherwise appropriated, in full of claim for 
and losses rred in the construction 


of the sonar cruiser 
aes pene Dns OA Ree enaA to be paid by the Secretary of 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, this is a large claim, and I 
think we ought to have an explanation of it. 

Mr. e . Chairman, I will say that last session of 
Congress we reported the bill and it through the House, 
which Ey orovided that the claim should be referred to the Secretary 
of the Navy for adjudication, and su ent to the passage of that 
bill the Secretary of the Navy reported the actual amount of dam- 
ages and recommended the passage of the act. Now I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas . BEALL]. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. the gentleman from New York 
desire further explanation? 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like an explanation. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Chairman, the statement of the 
chairman of the committee is correct. At the last session of the 
Congress the House passed a bill directing that the Secretary of 
the Navy audit this claim and report to Congress the amount that 
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was justly due. The bill went to the Senate. In the meanwhile 
the committee on the Senate side had requested certain informa- 
tion from the Navy ent, and this information was sup- 
plied, and so, instead of passing the bill as it came from the House 
asking for auditing the claim, the Senate 

direct appropriation. The bill came b to the House, was re- 
ferred to the committee just about the close of the season, and 
5 no further action was had in the House upon the 


This firm of Palmer & Co. in 1889 contracted with the United of the vessel af 


States Government to furnish the machinery and ap 

forthe battle ship Maine. Under that contract they were given 
two years and six months for the completion of this machinery, 
which would have carried them to October, 1891, and it was fur- 
ther stipulated that the erection should be completed within one 
year after that time, or by October 3, 1892. 

The Government itself was having constructed the hull of this 
boat. At the timethis company was required to have the machin- 
ery completed, the Government had not completed its part of the 
contract, and while this company had the machinery and every- 
thing required by their contract ready for installation, it was im- 
possible for them to complete their contract because of the delay 
upon the part of the Government. 

Instead of the boat being completed by October 3, 1892, as a 
matter of fact, because of this continued delay on the part of the 
Government, due in part to its inability to procure the necessary 
ermor for the boat, it was not completed until 18 1895. and during 
these three years this company was subjected to a very consider - 
able expense by reason of this delay. This matter was referred, at 
the 1 a 3 Senate, to the Secretary of the Navy for infor- 
mation. 2 of the Navy referred the matter to one 
of the Sica of the Navy Department, the Bureau of Engineer- 
ing, I believe it was, and that Bureau made a report. That Bureau 
recommended the payment of the amount that is specified in this 
bill. In fact, it recommended the payment of an additional 
amount giving whatever sum might have been paid for insurance, 
but no such item is embraced within this bill. The Secretary of 
the Navy says this: 


The bureaus, oint report, find that the claimants are justly entitled 
pat or te — — 620.59 


* 


his letter, the Secretary of me “concurs in views of the bureaus, 
and ves the statement made by of the amount to which said com- 
pany is entitled.” 


In other words, this claim has been submitted to the Navy De- 

1 5 and has received the approval of the Secretary of the 

Navy soat approral boing pate Spc she. reps made by carinii 
bureaus of that Department for the amount that is incorporated 


in the bill. 

mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What Secretary of the Navy 
made that report, may I ask? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. W. H. Moody, Secretary of the 
Navy. TUE OA thr salty rad resented first to the Depart- 
ment for something like $96,000, I but under this auditing 


ment to orm 1 e eee 
Mr. G F. Mr. Chairman. I will say to the gentleman from 
AONA Chah T HNE Dee eee tis sistas of Ue oes the case is satisfac- 
F York [Mr. PERKINS 

Mr. PAY Mr. i if I may be allowed, I would 
like to say that the principal item in this bill is for the sum of 
$43,750 out of a total of $63,620.59, under what is called item 5: 

É dees a ia 8 „ 
ative otto tessa ol prsta yr arenga in- 


office foremen, and superin- 
ee of pti and the claimants are fustly entitled to recover for such 


pert of thes Ox ate ae cS eae 3 i fp a during the delay caused by 


Now, as I understand it, this machinery was actually made and 
delivered on board of this this vessel, tied up oat the dock, waiting for 
a long time—several years—for armor plate: I think it was two 
years and one month. The machinery was there on the dock. 
One item of loss claimed is the interest on deferred payments, 
which I think is a very proper item. 

Then there is the item of insurance; but there is no definite in- 
formation before the Secretary of the Navy as to whether the 
property perty was insured or not, and that, therefore, is not included. 

think if they actually paid it out it would have been a proper 
item, but why it is necessary for the Government to pa 7 5 per 
cent of the contract price for the delay caused while nite thle saa 
chinery was on board the vessel at the dock in order to make 
for the extra tendents and foremen and draftsmen an 
experts, etc., which this firm had in its office, doing their busi- 
ness, I am not able to see. Let us examine the method of arriv- 
ing at that sum. I do not think the Bureau is justified in arriving 


a bill making the been 


of Claims. 


ent the amount of $63,620.50 was arcived af Bin 


at any such conclusion. I think that ought to be tried in court, 
6 
expense.—It may be assumed for 


of the character described above which would have 


trial, erefore the 
was from October 3, 1%, to tiat date, or two yearsand one mouth 


ee e ee 


Nace E ag 
ie sal be added any cost for tnsarance incurred from October 8 


10 00 Noren bar l. 184 that for the trial trip. 
Now, I confess that while a boy I used to bea deal of a 
mathematician, but that equation stumps me. y conclude - 


that they are entitled to $43,750, about two-thirds of the total 
sum—$63,620.59—to which would be added any cost for insurance 
incurred from October, 1892, to October, 1894. It seems to me 
that this is the most Proper case in the world to go to the Court. 
of Claims, and that avy Department and these bureaus did 
not have all the facts before them from which they could make 
an accurate statement of what ought to be done. I can not get 
hension why they should multiply 73,500 
divided by 34, which equals $43,750, and 
therefore they should have an appropri- 
ation of that $43,750 plus the interest and plus the time for the 
care of the when it was on board of the vessel tied up 
at the dock—a proper allowance—and plus the insurance, if this 
firm thought best to bring in evidence of insurance. 

If they were this fractional business—this com d- 
fraction equation business—into the matter, which wor out 
$43,500, Lould see how they could forego the little item of in- 


surance for and a half; but what process these gen- 
tlemen use in arri at this conclusion and what facts they have 
to justify it I am unable to find in the report. 

Mr. BURLESON, e aa ent See Ses 
allowed in the case of the 

Mr. PAYNE. Tam net alluding particular ly to the exact na- 
ture of the claim for damages in case. These parties when 


they took their checks took the precaution to have their t 

in such a form that they should not be uded from coming 

Congress for compensation. They gave the Government 

notice. I might not o 5 allowance in this 

case if the facts were all before us; but we have not here the facts 

x Fema ie which we can arrive at the amount properly to be 
owed. 

This seems to me an extremely good case to go to the Court of 
Claims, and I see no reason why it should not. The Secretary of 
5) ͤ S gnc cage ce ee Washi Coari 

e says: 


Undoubtedly the best method of settling the amounts due the contractors 
pa trae ogy VVV 
de as recommend. 


calculation as was adopted in ‘he e 

Mr. PAYNE. Supposing that to be so, will te gentleman in- 
form this House how it is that this machinery karg been re- 
moved from the shops of these gentlemen and placed on board 
the United States vessel or on the dock and waiting there for this 
extension of time—why they should receive any damages for ex- 
penses in running their shop, which, presumably, was occupied at 
the time upon other business, because these men did not need a big 
shop in which to doa el, business amounting to $73,000 for 
the Government? Why should they be allowed anything on that 
account? And why is this the proper amount to be allowed? I 
am not satisfied as to that. Let the case go to the Court of 
Claims. If these gentlemen can establish their claim there, I will 
cheerfully vote to pay it; but I agree with the Bureau that this 
is a very proper case to go to that court, and notwithstanding the 
Seay which has occurred I say it ought to go there. 

Mr. of Texas. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this 
report from the Secretary of the Navy demonstrates that he 
arrives at this amount by specific calculation. Now, I do not 
know that it would y aid the gentleman from New York 
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if the Secretary of the Navy had gone into details and run out 
all the additions and subtractions and multiplications and divi- 
sions—all the items that he took into consideration in arriving at 
this amount. He is the head of a great Department of our Gov- 


ernment haying charge of matters of this kind. He is supposed 
to have full knowledge relating to them. He was a Mem of 
this House for many years, serving on the Committee on Appro- 
riations. He is in every way q to pass judgment on this 
ind of a case; and he presents to this Congress a statement that 
this is a fair and reasonable award to this company for the dam- 
ages suffered. Now, how can any Member of this House be in a 
position to pass upon this question more reasonably, from a better 
position, in a better way, than the Secretary of the Navy? 

The gentleman from New York says, Send the case to the 
Court of Claims.” vp aes it were sent there; the court in de- 
termining the amount due would in all Jo depend upon 
the estimate of the Navy Department. That is the best evidence 
that they would be able to secure—the best basis upon which they 
could render a judgment—the estimate of men who are specially 
skilled in such matters. 

And, after all, when the Court of Claims had upon the 
question, haying consumed twoor three years in doing so, thereby 
keeping these people out of what they are justly entitled to for 
that length of time, the case would come back here in just the 
same shape exactly in which we have it now, with an award 
based upon the estimate of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The Secretary of the Navy indorses the statement that be- 
cause of the length of time and other considerations ” the better 
way would be for Congress simply to act upon the proposition. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman kindly inform me why these 
gentlemen, haying sampa this machinery and put it on board 
the vessel, tied at the dock at the time, made delivery as far as 
they could, having removed it from their shops, and having re- 
ceived damages from the deferred payments and damages in the 
nature of superintendence of the machinery while it was in the 
vessel while it was in the dock, all of which would be proper, 
why should they go further and receive any sum for maintaining 
their shop where this machinery was originally built and where, 
presumably (and there is no evidence here to the contrary), it 
was necessary to maintain their shop to build the machinery for 
other customers than the Government of the United States? 
Why should they receive any damages, and especially $43,000? 
What is there in the report to show it? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Now, the gentleman from New York is 
incorrect when he says this amount is allowed simply for the care 
and supervision of their shops. I do not think there is anything 
in the report to show that $43,000 is allowed for care of the shops. 

Mr. PAYNE. Read item 5. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. It represents general expenses,” and 
under the peculiar facts of this case you can not estimate in a defi- 
nite, certain kind of way this expense; you must approximate it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will not the gentleman read item 5, on page 3? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. What part of it? 

Mr. PAYNE. Toward the bottom. The figure 5in parentheses. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas (reading) 

w 
. See by the 5 
l office force of clerks and en, ex foremen, andsuperintend- 
ents of labor, and the claimants poe acs entitled to recover for such part of 
this force as it was necessary to tain during the period of delay caused 
by the Government. 

There is no pretense that this item of $43,000 refers to expenses 
for the whole of this clerical and other force. 


Mr. PAYNE. Why not? 
a 5 BEALL of Texas. Only that part of it caused by this 
elay. 


Mr. PAYNE. It does not appear what the total expenses there 
were or what was charged to this contract or to show whether 
they were for the maintenance of this force and during the period 
of the delay. The machinery was delivered. The Government 
had it, and it had been on board the Government vessel for two 
years and a month. Now, then, as to the necessity of keeping up 
this extra force during that two years, if it appeared it had been 
kept up in this case, I am satisfied they must haye had it for other 
business, and for the Government voluntarily to come in here and 
pay them an indefinite or a definite amount on an indefinite cal- 

tion for the maintenance of this force—and it did not even 
appear that it cost them anything extra to maintain such force— 
it certainly does ap there was no necessity to maintain the 
force after the machinery had been delivered on board the Gov- 
ernment vessel for which they should charge $43,000. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Is the gentleman willing to assume that 
the Secretary of the Navy will recommend $43,000 for this pur- 

without there being some evidence before him showing that 
Siig wa a reasonable estimate of the expenditure? The Secretary 
ef the Navy had certainly the necessary data before him from 
which to d ine what would be reasonable. 


but it may be assumed for the purposes of this case 


Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman”? is willing to say of the Secre- 
taryof the Navy that there is no man having a higher regard for him 
asa personal friend or as aman than has the gentleman from New 
York.” But when the Secretary of the Navy is acting upon a re- 
port originating in his Bureau of Construction in the Navy De- 
partment he may have indorsed this in that way, and his attention 
might not have —— called to this. If it had, I do not think he 
would have indorsed such a recommendation. 

Mr. BURLESON. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, the 
Secretary of the Navy, considering the very objection urged by 
the gentleman from New York, uses this language: 


But as snch a long time has any at already since the contractors were 
justly entitled to . ureaus are of the opinion that a definite 
recommendation should be made to enable the Department and Congress to 
act without the delay and expense to both parties to the case which would 
be further incurred by reference to the court. 


Mr. PAYNE. That is not the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BURLESON. The Secretary of the Navy sets that forth 
in his report, and approves it. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; it is the Bureau that recommends what the 
gentleman says. 

9 15 F The Secretary of the Navy sets it forth in 
is report. 

Mr. PAYNE. He afterwards approves that. The Bureau pro- 

this, and the Secretary approves this as the basis proposed, 
and the Secretary sends this gentleman with his claim for damages 
to Congress. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman permit me, is it not a 
fact that this case is on all fours with the battle ship Texas? 

Mr. PAYNE, Iwill say to the gentleman there are so many 
of these cases, and not being interested in any particular one—— 

Mr. BURLESON. Iam not interested, either. 

Mr. PAYNE (continuing). Ican not remember now the case 
of the Texas. I only take these cases as they come up, one ata 
time, and very likely the case of the Teras may have been the 
same and onall fours, and may not have attracted the attention of 
the ‘‘ gentleman from New York,” as this case seems to have at- 
tracted it, and this possibly may not have attracted the attention 
of the Secretary of the Navy when he came to examineit. No 
gentleman here seems to be able to furnish the committee the ba- 
sis upon which this large claim of $43,000 was allowed, two-thirds 
of this entire claim, and therefore I suggest these gentlemen may 
possibly recover it all if we send this case to the Court of Claims. 

Why, we have established a court to adjust all these matters, 
and let these gentlemen come in with the insurance, if they have 
any, and perhaps there will be a bigger claim against the United 
States, and it may be just, and let it be passed upon by the Court 
of Claims. Then we can ar appropriate the money; we will 
have to do it, and it will go in the appropriation bill, and they will 
not be delayed a great while in getting this interest, and if they be 
entitled to $43,000, as 2 here from this statement, they may 
be able to show it to the Court of Claims, Let them go there. 
Why not? What objection can there be to it? 

. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the 

rt of the Secretary of the Navy shows that they are justly en- 
titled toit now without waiting an indefinite length of time which 
will be required to go through the Court of Claims. Now, so far 
as I am concerned, I have no interest in it directly or indirectly. 
It does not relate to anyone in my section of the country. As I 
understand it to-day, this company is located in the city of New 
York, but if from the United States is justly due them the sum of 
$63,000, as the Secretary of the Navy says it is due them, it onght 
to be paid, and it ought to be paid now. Now, Mr. Chairman, I 
move that the bill be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the House for just one 
minute about this. This position is exceedingly simple. I do not 
know anything about the position in the Texas and I do not care. 
There is not aman in this House who does not know that there 
can be no claim bill however bad for which somebody can not 
find some precedent. The question is whether this bill is right, 
Now. the report is signed by the Secretary of the Navy, for whom 
we all have the greatest respect; but there is not a man in the 
House who does not know that these reports are prepared by the 
the head of some bureau, who certainly is not the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, and to him we have no right to 
transfer our responsibilities. The gentleman from Texas says 
there is evidence of this claim. The trouble is on the face of this 
report. On the face of this report it is stated that there is not 
one whit of legal evidence. this claim goes to the Court of 
Claims it is not, as my friend from Texas suggests, to be passed 
upon by estimates of bureau chiefs, but by evidence of the claim- 
ants as to what expenses they were put to by the delay of the 
Government. 

Now, the report shows what? Do they give any evidence? Not 
one word. Section 5 says it may be assumed,’ not it is 1 

e 
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general expenses would have been increased 10 per cent.” Now, 
as my friend from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has said, that is cer- 
tainly a most violentassumption. Why the expenses of the main 
office should be increased 10 per cent because some goods which 
they had delivered had not yet been paid for no lawyer can say. 
They might be entitled to interestif they were not paid promptly, 
but when they come to the assumption that the expenses of the 
business were increased 10 per cent there is no one word of legal 
evidence upon which it rests. Now, it seems to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that when the report itself says they assume an item of 
$48,000 and ask you to pay it because some chief of bureau sees fit 
to make that assumption without evidence, we ought to send it, 
as the gentleman from New York suggests, to the Court of Claims, 
where this claim can be proved as every claim should be proved, 
not by assumption, but by legal evidence. Thatis what we ought 
to have before we vote to pay out the Government’s money. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order to offer a 
resolution sending this claim to the Court of Claims? I ask this 
because < 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the motion 
I made a moment ago. 

Mr. PAYNE. Your motion does not cut off an amendment, my 


friend. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion the resolution would 
not be in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I move to amend the bill by striking out 
all after the enacting clause and inserting: 

That the claim of N. F. Palmer, jr., & Co. be referred to the Court of 
Claims in pursuance of the provision of anact entitled “An act to provide for 
the breme of suits against the Government of the United States,” approved 
March 3, 1887; and the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance 
with the provisions of such act and report to the House of Representatives 
in accordance therewith. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, Imake the point of order 
that this amendment is the same as the substitute and that the 
gentleman can not do indirectly what he can not do directly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 


G. sno bar 5 ee ‘A bill for the raiet SS 1 0 F. ee — 7 
— e e 7 
red to the Court of Claims, n eee of thè pr akma of an ant =a 
titled ‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits aga the Government of 
the United States,’ approved March g. 18575 and the said court shall proceed 
with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to 
the House of Representatives in accordance therewith.” 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Now, Mr. Chairman, I renew the point 
of order that that is substantially the substitute offered by the 

entleman from New York a moment ago and that he can not do 

. what he can not do directly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. PAYNE. No, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to be heard on 
the point of order. Iam offering an amendment in good faith 
and trying to get the case to the Court of Claims. I observe that 
in the last Congress a bill was introduced and through the 
House, 1 think, referring it to the Court of ims. It went to 
the Senate, and they struck out all after the enacting clause and 
made a direct appropriation. This bill proposes to make a direct 
appropriation, and I ask that it be sent to the Court of Claims. 

r. BEALL of Texas. The bill passed by the House, Mr. Chair- 
man, did not refer this case to the Court of Claims, but it simply 
referred it to the Department for auditing, and by the time it 
reached the Senate the report from the De ent had reached 
there, and consequently they passed the bill making a direct ap- 
propriation. 

. GRAFF. The House bill provided that the claim should 
be referred to the Secretary of the Navy, for him to audit and re- 
port his conclusions to Congress. That report has been made 
without such legislation, and it seems, therefore, unnecessary to 
pass any such bill. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I insist on the point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this amendment is the same as the substitute, and is 
not germane to the matter contained in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from New York provides for sending the whole matter to 
the Court of Claims for adjudication. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the point of order against the amendment is well taken. 
The Chair bases his judgment upon a decision made by the gen- 


tleman from New York [Mr. Payan) [laughter] in the second 
session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, where a bill was pending re- 


ferring a claim to the Court of Claims and an amendment was 
offered providing for the payment of the claim outright, and the 
ntleman from New York.as Chairman of the Committee of the 
hole, held that the amendment was not germane and sustained 
the point of order. Upon that precedent the Chair sustains the 
point of order, - 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I concur with the ruling of the 


Chair. [Laughter.] Now I move an amendment which will be 
in order, and that is to strike out the words “‘ sixty-three thousand 
six hundred and twenty dollars and fifty-nine cents’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof 820,000.“ I reduce the amount by $43,620.59. I 
thought I would not quibble about a few cents in the matter. 
The amount added for that unwarranted expense is $43,750, and I 
have simply taken out $48,720. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike ont in line 5 the words -three thousand six hundred and 
twenty" and insert the words twenty thousand.” 

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I care to 
say say sting in support of this bill, but, being a member of the 
committee, I do feel that in justice to the committee I ought to 
be heard for a moment, t reason can there be assigned 
why this item of $43,000 should be stricken out of this bill? The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] moved that it be 
stricken out without any evidence at all to sustain his motion. 
There isn’t as much evidence here as the Secretary of the Navy 
had before him for the purpose of determining the amount that 
should be allowed for this item. Without any evidence what- 
ever the gentleman moves to strike out this amount. 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
what evidence there is that it should be in? 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, The report of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mr. MILLER. I want to suggest that every Member of the 
House has the highest confidence in the Secretary of the Navy, 
and when I meet a problem of mathematics that I am not able to 
master, I am willing to refer it to some one in whom I have con- 
fidence and who is able to solve it. This went to the Secretary of 
the Navy for his determination, and he referred it to the bureaus 
of his Department, that are full of men competent to pass upon 
every N in reference to the construction of naval vessels. 
They all know the amount of cost necessary in order that vessels 
may be constructed in accordance with the contracts with the 
Government, and the Secretary of the Navy receives a report 
from the chiefs of the bureaus, and he not only concurs with the 
men who have passed upon this question, but in addition he sa 
that in this case, in effect, that a great act of injustice will 
done if this case is sent to the Court of Claims. Why? Because 
for years these people have been kept out of the money justly due 
them and wholly on account of the fault of the Government, and 
the officers of the Government in the Navy Department admit 
that in their report. Here is another case, a case of the Texas, on 
all fours with the case before us. The Navy Department reported 
to the House exactly as they rt in this case, with the same 
information before them, with the same arithmetical calculation 
as to the amount that ought to be allowed by reason of the in- 
creased force necessary to keep in the shop these men for the final 
carrying out of their contract with the Government. 

It will not do to say that these people were not put to any un- 
necessary expense. Let us see whether they were or not. I call 
attention to the fact that this boat was not completed. It is true 
that by October 3, 1892, at the time it should have been completed 
as dee erp by the contract, they had completed and erected on 
board of the vessel the main engines, boilers, and auxiliaries, but 
they did not have the hydraulic machinery in place which was 
1 upon that vessel. ey had to keep 
that in their navy-yard. They had to have it guarded and pro- 
tected. They had to keep the entire force in the office n 
to complete their contract. There is no evidence here to show 
that they were building other vessels at that time, none whatever, 
= are we 3 ae they 3 banding other eee order 

t we may keep these from getting pay for the vessel 
that had been e 

Mr. PERKINS. Is it not a pretty fair guess that they were 
building other vessels, when they were in that business? 

Mr. MILLER. The gentleman asks me to guess. I guess it 
was a pretty good guess for the Secretary of the Navy to say that 
the evidence before him showed that these people were entitled to 
$43,750, the loss that they sustained through the conduct of the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. PERKINS. As a lawyer the gentleman does not think 
that ree fixed by guessing, does he? 

Mr. MILLER. Asa lawyer I do not think that damages are 
fixed by guessing, but by evidence. What was the evidence that 
fixed the loss sustained by the contractors for the Texas and that 
was adopted by the Members of this House, and I expect by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PERKINS], as well as the gentle- 
man from Kansas? I say that we ought to treat these people the 
same as we treated them. Why send this case to the Court of 
Claims and pay the people that sustained the loss by reason of 
the construction of the Texas? Five or six years have passed 
away and this money is justly due these people. Why send it to 
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the Court of Claims and let it bein that court fora period of 
years and compel them to pay out large sums of money for attor- 
ney fees? s 

. PAYNE. Has the gentleman forgotten that the Chair 
ruled out that amendment? 

Mr. MILLER. That amendment seems to have been ruled out, 
but I am now speaking on the question of passing on this bill 
now and reporting if to the House with a fayorable recom- 
mendation. I simply say that when the recommendation made 


ernment was notat fault. The contractor for the armor plate was 
at fault. He has never been required to pay anything to the 
T Wa uve cast oom eae rP Ea toe le ET 
e have paid some in the or very s 

of thing; we shall have to pay them in the future. Hence Congress 
should guard carefully these contracts should guard 5 
against these attempts to bring upon the Treasury of the Uni 

States claims for damages should sift all such claims carefully, 
and before paying them should be absolutely convinced that they - 


by the Secretary of the Navy is clearly and conclusively sup- | are 


ported by all that is said in this case in reference to the construc- 
tion of this vessel and the loss sustained by these people we 


ought to report the claim to the House with a favorable recom-' 


mendation. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
that the Chair has ruled ont the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE] providing that this bill should be 
sent to the Court of Claims. These people certainly have a right 
somewhere; and if they haveno opportunity of going to the Court 
of Claims, then Congress ought to settle that right. We have 
some responsibilities to perform in this House, and this is not 
among the agreeable ones. Day after day we listen to complaints 
made that Congress declines to act and mete out justice as be- 
tween the Government and people interested - such justice as they 
might get in courts of justice. There is money owing to these 

ple. We determined that fact in the Committee on Claims. 
We did the best we could do for both the Government and the 
claimants and sent the bill to the highest authority. That was 
the Secretary of the Navy. He made a report, which we haye 
here. 

We all remember the Secretary when he was a Member of this 
House. and it is a pleasure to remember him as he was here, al- 
ways observing the greatest care to see that square, even justice 
was done in every case; and while perhaps there may be other 
men employed in high official positions for whose opinions we 
have not the same respect as we have for the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, because we do not know them as we know 
him, the mere fact that we know that he is a prudent, careful 
man induced us to approve his report when it reached us. There 
should be some tribunal somewhere, at some time in the near 
future, to which these people may appeal; and if this bill, by sub- 
sequent legislation, is sent to the Court of Claims, the court must 
take the only evidence that we had, and that is the evidence that 
is shown in this report—the evidence furnished by the Navy De- 

ent. Isubmit to the committee that, inasmuch as under 
the ruling of the Chair the case can not be sent to the Court of 
Claims, we 10 fe to accept the evidence submitted and recom- 
mend this bill favorably. v 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
the last word. It is not a pleasant thing to stand here in the 
House of Representatives and oppose claims brought here by in- 
dividual Members representing their constituents. They havea 
right to bring them in, and they havea right to be heard. We 
ought to accord to these claimants full hearings and ample satis- 
faction against the United States for all that may be due them. 
There is no question about that. But, Mr, Chairman, there is 
another side of the story. We re t not only the claimants, 
but we t the le of the United States, who have no 
other hearing in this House than that which is given to their rep- 


resentatives here assembled. They have a right to have the Treas- | act. 


ury of the United States protected. 

Weare engaged in a great work. Weare building a great navy. 
It is a navy that will cost hundreds of millions of dollars, even if 
the original contracts made by the Navy Department under the 
authority of Congress are carried, and no extra expense is paid 
for delay. But it is inevitable that there should be delay in the 
construction of every vessel that we build. Either the man who 
furnishes the machinery is behind time, or the man who builds 
the hull is behind time, or the man who furnishes the armor plate 
is behind time. True, we put intothe contracts a stipulation that 
any one of these contractors, if he gets behind, shall reimburse 
the United States for the damages incurred on account of his fail- 
ure to carry out his contract. Goh 

But everybody knows that this damage claim is never enforced 
against those contractors; and it is never enforced because Con- 
gress does not require that it shall be. But, on the other hand, 
if one of these men is behind time it delays the delivery of other 
work for these vessels, as in this case. The delay here was on 
the part of those whose contract was to furnish the armor plate. 
The hull was built; the machinery was ready. The ery 
was delivered on board the vessel, so far as it could be done, and 
when it could not be delivered on board the vessel it was deliv- 
ered on the dock, as I understand, within the time prescribed by 
the contract. But the contract provided for a test; and the Goy- 
ernment could not get a test until the armor plate had been placed 
on the vessel and the vessel made ready to go to sea. So the Gov- 


r. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman explain 
how this committee could have done better than it has done? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the committee ought to send all these 
people to the Court of Claims.. Let the Government and the 
claimant appear there and present their evidence, and let the 
Court of Claims decide. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What other evidence could be 
presented there than we have here? 

Mr. PAYNE. What is the evidence here? This Bureau says 
That it believes 10 per cent would be a fair estimate for these ex- 
traordinary experts, etc., that were required on account of this 
machinery. The bureau therefore concludes that 10 per cent for 
three and a half years would be right, and then, by some inexpli- 
cable process of reasoning, they say that if the time be extended 
the percentage must be increased in proportion to the time of 
such extension. Hence they bring here this proposition in math- 
ematics—this compound fraction in equations. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if 10 per cent would be $7,850 for one 
year, then for two years it would be $14,700, and for the extra 
month it would be one-twelfth of $7,350—about 8600. We can 
understand that sort of figuring. That reaches down to our in- 
tellects. And these gentlemen of high scientific attainments 
ought to be able to figure out the matter so that common men— 
common mathematicians like you and I—might understand how 
they reach their results. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
r. BURLESON, I move to close all debate on the section 
and all pending amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PAYNE, it 
was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The ana is now upon laying the bill 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The question having been put, 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes a to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I guess we had better have a division. 

The question carey | again taken, there were—ayes 88, noes 8. 

So the bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


JOHN H. M’LAUGHLIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
199) for the relief of John H. McLaughlin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
it enact: te., That the Secre of the Treasury 
is, Arected abe to John H. MeLaug of Fort Randall B. Dok ter 22. 
ices as custod of the abandoned Fort Randall Mili tion, in 


South Dakota, the sum of $1,000, for f -four and two-thirds months, be- 
28, 1898, and 


ginning October ceang July 19, 1897. 
Sxo. 2. That the sum of $1,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropria to carry out the p ms of this 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out the words “one thousand” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ five hundred.” i 

Also, in line 11, section 2, strike out the words “one thousand” and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “fiye hundred.” 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I think we had better have these 


bills explained as we go along. 
Mr. GRAFF. Pb to the gentleman from South Dakota. 
Mr. BURKE. Chairman, as the bill itself says, it is to pay 


one John H. McLaughlin for a period of about four years as cus- 
todian of the buildings on the old abandoned Fort Randall Mili- 
tary Reservation, S. Dak. 

Mr. McLaughlin wasappointed custodian by the War Department 
during the time that that Department had jurisdiction and con- 
trol of the reservation. He was paid for his service at the rate of 
$60 per month. After about a year the reservation was transferred 
to the Interior Department, and Mr. McLaughlin continued to act 
as custodian fora period of forty-two months. That he took good 
care of the property is admitted; that he protected the buildings 
there from being destroyed by fire or being removed by those who 
were desirous of stealing them is a fact, and he never has had any 


compensation. The bill originally provided to pay him $60 a 
month, the same as he had received from the War ment, 
The committee in the Fifty-sixth Congress reported it, reducing the 


amount from $2,600 to $1,000, and the last Congress adopted that 
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report, and this Congress has cut it to $500. The claimant is 79 
years of age, and [sincerely hope that this pittance will be granted 
to him at this time. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
before he takes his seat. 

Mr. BURKE. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I see a letter here in the report of the com- 
mittee from the Secretary of the Interior, in which he recom- 
mends that the bill be not passed, and it is stated in this corre- 
spondence that this man was notified shortly after the fort was 
transferred from the War Department to the Interior Department 
that he was not the custodian. The Secretary says that he seems 
to have resided on the reservation because he got his rent free. 
I notice a number of letters here in which the Department tells 
him over and over again that he is not the custodian of the prop- 
erty. Now, what service did he render to the Government that 
the Government should pay him $2,500? 

Mr. BURKE, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the gentleman’s 
inquiry I will say that he did serve from October, 1893, to March, 
1804, supposing that he was the custodian, that he had no notifi- 
cation whatever that he was not until March, 1894, and then a 
letter was written to him in which it was stated that no custodian 
had been appointed. Now, that he did continue to act as custo- 
dian will appear by the correspondence with the Department, and 
that he was recognized as custodian, and there never was any ar- 
rangement made with him Whatever by which he was to remain 
there and simply have the use of the buildings for his services, 
as the Secretary suggests. It is a conclusion without anything 
whatever to support it. And I would call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to that part of a letter of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, toward the latter part of it, in which he says: 

The fact that Mr. McLaughlin remained on the reservation and that he 
assumed charge of such reservation and the property thereon was known to 
this Office, and such fact was ized etter May 22, 1896, tosaid Mr. 
MeLaughlin, in which he was advised that certain private parties who claimed 
the furniture, organ, and bell in the chapel were “au to assume pos- 
session of the same.” 

Now, I will state for the benefit of the gentleman that these 
buildings would have been destroyed and the Government would 
never have received one cent for them if it had not been for the 
wake JOHNSON. T soo that the entire pr TO 

r. I see that the entire property was di 0 
by the Government for $5,011, and yet this claimant wanted 
$2.600 for taking care of it. 

Mr. BURKE. Yes, sir. That was at the rate that he had been 
paid. Now, the committee have seen fit to cut that claim to $500, 
and I certainly hope the gentleman is not going to say that this 
old man is not entitled to some compensation for his faithful 
service. 

Mr. PAYNE. Why did not they adopt the plan of the bureau 
of the Navy Department, and add to it in adverse ratio, instead 
of cutting it down? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I want to say to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that I sympathize with those who have claims against the 
Government. I know how hard and stumvy a road they have to 
travel; but it did look to me from the letter of the Secretary of 
the Interior that this claim was a little weak in its foundation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


EDWARD J. FARRELL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
10516) for the relief of Edward J. Farrell. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LIND. Is that bill in order under the special order of the 
day. a bill reported from the Committee on Public Lands? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion it is. It is a private 
claim, not a war claim. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to execute, acknowl „and deliver, in the name of the 
United States of America, to Edward J. Farrell, a deed of quitclaim and re- 
lease eae au releasing to said Edward J. Farrell, his heirs and 
assigns, all the right, title, and interest of the United States of America in 
and to the following-deseribed land, under water, in the city of New York 
and State of New York, namely: Beginning ata pointin the northerly line 
of the Croton Aqueduct appropriation, where the same is intersected by the 
easterly side of lands taken by the United States Government for the im- 
provement of the Harlem River, and ranning thence northerly along said 
easterly side of said lands taken by the United States Government for the 
improvement ot ths Harlem River 107.87 feet to the lands of the estate of Wil- 
liam B. Ogden: thence westerly along the lands formerly of the estate of 
William B. Ogden 15.45 feet to the pier and bulkhead line established by the 
United States Government in 18&; thence southerly along said last-mentioned 
line 103.43 feet to the lands formerly of the Croton Aqueduct appropriation; 
thence easterly along said lands 9.59 feat to the point or place of beginning. 
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- amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 
$ — — the word beginning,“ in line 18, on page 2, amend by adding the 
W 2 
“2 “Provided, That the said Edward J. Farrell shall show, by proof satisfac- 
tory to the Secretary of War, that he is the owner of the abutting shore,” 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. GouLpEn], who is not in his seat 
to-day, and therefore, having made the report, I will explain it 
briefly. It involves the one twenty-eight-thousandth part of an 

ere of land under water in the Hudson River. This land with 
other land was acquired without cost to the Government in order 
to make certain improvements by the United States. Subse- 
quently the method of improvement was changed so as to elimi- 
nate this particular little tract of land, and General Mackenzie, 
the Chief of Engineers of the War Department, reports that— 

This twenty-eight-thousaudth of an acre, which is the land covered in 
tho bill under consideration, is of no value to the United States, but is of 
some value to the owner of the abutting shore, for the re that he can 
not build a dock or wharf out to the channel line without crossing this small 
area. Asa matter of equity, therefore, it would seem that it should be re- 
stored to him. 

So the committee think the bill should be amended so as to re- 
quire him to show that he is the owner of the abutting shore, and 
if that is shown that a quitclaim should be made to him. That 
is all involved in it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let me ask the gentleman, does the United 
States get anything for this? 

Mr. LACEY. The United States did not give anything for it 
and will not get anything for it. It is a little tract now that in- 
terferes with the owner of the abutting shore. It was thought 
important to the United States at one time, as it was thought im- 
provements would cover it, but a change of plan has been mado 
so as to eliminate this little piece of land. 

Mr. PAYNE. Do I understand my friend to state that if he 
had anything given to him in the shape of real estate and he con- 
cluded afterwards he did not want all of it and somebody else 
did 1 able to pay for it that he would give it to them for 
nothing 

Mr. LACEY. No; but if a man gave me something he had 
and it turned out that I did not need or use all of it and he needed 
it for use I would give it back. 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it to the same party? 

Mr. LACEY. To the same party, or rather to the grantees to 
the same party; it goes with the shore. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

KATE R. SHARRETTS AND EDWARD A. SHARRETTS, ADMINISTRATORS 
OF GEORGE E. W. SHARRETTS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6984) for the relief of Kate R. Sharrettsand Edward A. Sharretts, 
administrators of George E. W. Sharretts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted. etc., That the Secretary of Treasury be, A 
authorized and directed to pay. out pe foes 192 in the 3 9 
wise appropriated, to Kate R. Sharretts and Edward A. Sharretts, adminis- 
trators of George E. W. Sharretts, the sum of $15,000, in full compensation for 
his time and services in the tion of his salary tables by the Goy- 
ernment, and in lieu of all ro: T or values of such tables, of which he is tho 
inventor and author, as appears by the finding of the Court of Claims, filed 
February 2, 1885. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 7 strike out “fifteen thousand” and insert in lieu thereof “three 
thousand.“ 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, there do not seem to be any new 
reasons advanced Why this claim should be allowed. Is there a 
compound fraction in this? 

Mr. GRAF F. No; there is no fraction. This claim has been 
pending before Congress and before the Court of Claims for a 


number of years, and the facts are that Sharretts, deceased, 


claimed that while he was an official of the Government, during 
hours when he was not in the employ of the Government. he tab- 
ulated a system of tables for the purpose of estimating the sala- 
ries at various rates per annum quickly. These tables were sub- 
sequently improved by him, and were adopted by the Government 
and are used by the Government at the present time. Senator 
Hoar at one time reported in favor of this same service in the 
sum of some $10,000. The evidence before the Court of Claims 
shows that Sharretts himself employed at his own expense and 
paid out of his own pocket some several hundred dollars to an 
assistant for the purpose of assisting him in completing that work. 

The Court of Claims found as a matter fact that the work itself 
was done out of hours and therefore could not be considered as a 
part of his official duties to the Government. The tables have 
been utilized rightalong since they were gotten up by him. They 
are used in every Department of the Government, and this man 
has been out of his money—the product of his mind and work— 
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through all these years, and the Committee on Claims. feeling that 
the right of recovery was clear, as established in the Court of 
Claims, thinking that it was not a species of work that required 
great genius, but still that it was a work that was valuable to the 
Government, and that he ought to haye compensation commen- 
surate with its importance and with the work which it took to 
complete it, therefore recommended the cutting the claim down 
from $15,000 to $3,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What did the Court of Claims find? 

Mr. GRAFF. The Court of Claims found $1,000 or $1,200; it 
was some time ago 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I think it was $1,800. 

Mr. GRAFF. And based that finding upon the fact of the 
actual amount of time employed by him im getting up this table 
at the rate of compensation that he was receiving from the Goy- 
ernment in the performance of his duty as an officer. In other 
words, they measured the compensation in the performance of this 
work done out of office hours at the same rate that he was re- 


ceiving in salary as a clerk in that Department of the Govern- | ti 


ment, 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Court of Claims found as a matter of 
fact that the tables were worth $20,000, but as a matter of law 
the Government did not do anything about it. 

Mr. GRAFF. My remembrance is—I have not the report of 
the Court of Claims with me—but, as I remember, they reported 
in favor of a compensation in the sum of either a thousand or 
twelve hundred dollars. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does not the man who got up the tables say 
himself that he got them up to 1 sacred and lighten his own 
labors when he was an officer of the ry? 

Mr. GRAFF. I are that may have been his purpose in get- 
ting up the tables—that it was for the purpose of lightening his 
own labors—but that would not lessen the value of the work to 
the Government. He performed this work out of hours. That has 
been clearly established, and there is no question of the liability 
of the Government for services performed out of hours when it 
is accepted by the Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Did not the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
had the tables printed in book form, pay this man $500 for the 
manuscript? 

Mr. GRAFF. I do not know that he did. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The man says so himself. 

Mr. GRAFF. I know that the committee went into this sub- 

ect very thoroughly. We have had at least three or four thorough 
earings upon the subject since I have been a member of the com- 


mittee, 
Mr. PAYNE. Has the gentleman ever seen the book? ` 
Mr. GRAFF. I have. 
Mr. PAYNE. How extensive a book is it? 
Mr. GRAFF. It is on the same order as an interest book. 


Mr. PAYNE. It contains salaries all the way from one day up 
to sixteen days at different rates? 

Mr. GRAFF. It is quite an extensive book. It is composed of 
a number of pages, tables, and estimates for various times at vari- 
ous salaries. 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly from $600 up to $2,000, a table vary- 
ing from one to two hundred dollars between the tables, and that 
would make a dozen pages, one salary to a page; and then it runs 
from one day up to sixteen days, which is the period for which the 
men are paid, 

Mr. GRAFF. I do not think I could make it plain to the gen- 
tleman from New York. because the 8 from New York 
admitted a little while ago that he did not know anything about 
compound fractions. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken about that. I 
said I didn’t know anything about the method of proving facts by 
compound fractions which were assumed. ButIcould get upsuc 
a table as this is; I am competent for that perfectly, and I don’t 
see why anybody else could not. I do not see why anybody, at an 
expense of $500 worth of time, could not take all the salaries paid 
by the Government and get up tab? -s for them. 

Mr. GRAFF. It is in use now by the Government 

Mr. PAYNE. Ves; and if the Secretary of the Treasury, when 
he got the manuscript, paid $500 for it, I can not see why we 
should now pay this man an additional $3,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I would like to call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to the statement at the bottom of page 3 of 
the report: 


The Secre of the ordered the work prin made it the au- 
thority for Ats payments of salaries, and awarded but $500 for its use. 
After its publication I was surprised and 


disappointed to learn that the Sec- 
had misunderstood the terms of the agreement and refused to allow 


me to dispose of the work to other ents, 
It seems that he was going to sell it to the other Departments. 


The fact is that when the Secretary ordered the tables printed, he | 


paid him $500 for the manuscript. 


Mr. GRAFF. That is a reasonable conclusion on his part. 


The sum paid was insignificant, and that the tables were of value is shown 
by the fact that the services of an official commanding a high salary, amount- 
ing, during the performance of his sora 5 to much more than were se- 
cured for the purpose of making the few alterations required, When, in 
addition to this, it is known that I paid to Mr. R. II. Andrews $50 for 


eta and for the relinquishment on his part of all interest in 
e — 

Mr. PAYNE. Did Andrews help get up the book? 5 

Mr. GRAFF. I suppose he helped perform some of the me- 
chanical labor. 
2 PAYNE. He afterwards transferred his interest in the 

7 

Mr. GRAFF. No; Sharretts paid him $250 for the service 

which he rendered to him. 


Mr. PAYNE. And took his interest in the book? 
Mr. GRAFF. Well, yes. 
Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman just read it. 
_Mr. GRAFF, Yes; I did not understand the gentleman’s ques- 


on. 
Mr. PAYNE. Is there anything to show whether Andrews was 
a partner in this concern? 

a GRAFF. No; and Ido not suppose it makes any difference, 
either. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was trying to get at the value of the services. 
If Andrews was willing to sell his half for $250 afterwards, then 
$500 would seem to be the value of the work. 

Mr. GRAFF, But he did not suppose that every Department 
of this Government was going to have the right to use these 
tables when he simply gave the Secretary of the Treasury the 
manuscript to use in one Department. ' 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know why he should not have supposed 
it; he had no copyright or anything of that kind. 

Mr. GRAFF. The Government all the time has recognized 
that it was his labor that produced the work. 

Mr. PAYNE. He did this work in order to lighten his own 
work in the Department. 

Mr. GRAFF. I don't know whether he did or not. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has he credited the Government anything for 
lightening his labor in the Department? 

Mr. GRAFF. It did not lighten his labors. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Whatis the man’s condition now? 

Mr. GRAFF. The manis dead. I did not know the gentle- 
man. I know some of his sons. I know one of them who lives 
in Maryland, and I know something about the history of the case, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the enacting 
clause of this bill. I think that that would be the best thing to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York to strike out the enacting clause. 

The question was taken, and the motion was dis d to. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on agreeing to the 
amendments recommended by the committee. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is, Shall the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation. 


LELIA G. CAYCE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11178) for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Casey. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to Miss Lelia G. Casey the sum of $179.78, oat 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated the same being 
the amount of duty collected by mistake from the said Lelia G. Casey at the 

port of San Francisco, March 23, 1908. A 


The committee amendments were read, as follows: 

In the title change the word Casey to “Cayce.” 
ae 859 8 strike out the word “Casey and insert in lieu thereof the 

Ta jimo 7 change the word “gatya "pelt, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like the gentleman from 
IIlinois pn GRAFF] to give us some information about this bill, 

Mr. GRAFF. I think I can satisfy the gentleman by reading 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, which will enlighten 
him. That letter is as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, February 9, 1904. 
Sin: I haye the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference, of bill 
H. R. 11178, for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Nase © on PF 
The records of the Department show that Miss Lelia G. Cayce arrived at 
the port of San Francisco from abroad on May 23, 1903; that she had with her 
certain articles which were not declared and which were seized for violation 
of sections 2802 and of the Revised Statutes. The 5 became 
satisfied, after a careful examination of the matter, that Miss Cayce did not 
intend to defraud the revenue, and the collector on October 5, 1908, 
to release the without further payment, and at the same time in- 


1904. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


3011 


formed him that as the penalty, or treble the value provided in section 2302, 
ante, had been paid and covered into the Treasury it could not be refunded. 
The ent, therefore, ves no objection to a favorable considera- 
resented in her behalf. NOs 

0 


tion of the measure 2 

Permit me to invite your attention to three errors in namely: 
“Casey” should be “Cayce,” the word “duty” should be ty,” and 
the date should be May 23d,” instead of “ March 23d." 

v. L. M. SHAW, Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill simply refunds her the extra duty. 

Mr. GRAFF. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I think that is a very proper measure. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 


ments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is, Shall the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation? 

The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation, 


HEIRS OF JOHN A. DOLAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2010) for the relief of the heirs of John A. Dolan. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be iffenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to the heirs or legal representatives of John 
Dolan, iate corporal, Company C, Thirty-seventh ent United States 
Volunteer Infantry, out of any in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

ted, thesum of $269.76, the amount which would have been due said 

‘or pay, commutation of rations, and clothing in the above service from the 

. by the Philippine insurgents to the date of his death in 
ir 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some ex- 
planation of this bill. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL]. 

Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to take 
any of the time of this committee which might be devoted to the 
favorable consideration of other bills on this Calendar. This bill 
is a type of aclass of measures that consume much of the time 
of this House which ought to be devoted to legislation of another 
kind. This is due to the present condition of the general law. 
Such a claim as this ought to be adjusted and paid by the proper 
Executive Department of the Government. The beneficiaries in 
this bill are the heirs of John A. Dolan. John A. Dolan was a 
brave and faithful soldier in the United States Army from my 
district. In 1900 he was with his regiment in the Philippines. 
His time of enlistment expired in January of that year. He re- 
enlisted for service in the Philippine insurrection. 

On the 29th of January, 1900, while with his regiment, he was 
engaged in a skirmish, and at the close of the skirmish Corpl. 
John A. Dolan was reported missing. He was carried as missing 
on the ranks of his 1 for some time and finally recorded 
as dead. The amount due the soldier was paid to his father, his 
legal representative, up to the 29th of January, 1900. Subsequent 
investigations that were made by the War Department discovered 
the fact that this soldier did not die on the 20th of January, 1900, 
but was carried into captivity, and languished and died from dis- 
ease while in captivity in October, 1900. These facts were dis- 
covered nearly a year thereafter. His body was identified and 
returned for burial in his native land. e father thereupon 
communicated with the Treasury Department, requesting that 
the amount of compensation and commutation due to the boy 
from January 29 to the date of his death be paid to him. The 
matter came before the Comptroller of the He decided 
that, it having once been determined that the boy died on the 
29th of January, 1900, he could not reverse this ruling. even to 
conform with the facts ascertained and reported by the War De- 
1 On account of this technicality the 1 heirs of this 

eceased soldier had to come before Congress for the collection of 
this little claim of $269, as audited by the Acting i ag 
General, the payment of which is recommended by the War De- 
rtment. 
Perhe CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 


The question was taken, and the bill was ordered to be laid aside | 


with a favorable recommendation. 
G. H. DEAREN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
11337) for the relief of G. H. Dearen. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Beit 5 etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to G. H. Dearen, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise a sacar the sum of $247.50, payment of 
meals, lodgi and horse feed furnished to C. A. 5 while a storekeeper- 

uger in the Internal-Revenue Service of the Uni States in the fifth in- 
AANO district of Kentucky. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have some ex- 
planation of this bill, 


Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I think I can give 
the information that the gentleman desires. 


Mr. GRAFF. I yield to the 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. . Chairman, this bill provides for 
the payment of $247.50 to G. H. Dearen, of Taylor County, Ky., 
on an account made with him by a man named Kaye, who was en- 
gaged in the Internal-Revenue Service in the fifth district of Ken- 
tucky. It is for board and lodging for himself and board for his 
horse, furnished to C. A. Kaye, a . While he 
stayed with Dearen. Kaye made out and certified the claim to 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue for reimbursement, and at 
the same time made out a number of other claims. He collected 
about $3,600 from the Treasury of the United States upon claims, 
some of which he justly owed, and when he received the money he 
failed to pay it over to the several es to whom it was due. 
The Government found out about his defalcation and was about 
to prosecute him when, by reason of a compromise, he and his 
friends paid the whole sum to the Treasurer of the United States 
instead of paying this claimant and other claimants. The col- 
lector of internal revenue for the fifth Kentucky district recom- 
mended that $3,600 or thereabouts be accepted as a compromise 
and that the whole of this sum be paid to the Treasury of the 
United States, less the $247.50,which he recommended to be paid 
to this man G. H. Dearen. But through some oversight on the 
of the Federal officials the whole sum was paid into the 
. There is a full statement from the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue explaining the facts just as I have stated them. 
I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to, 
JULIUS A, KAISER. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 10891) for the relief of 
Julius A. Kaiser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here 
authorized and required to pay to Julius A. Kaiser the sum of $3,758.45, —.— 
the amount disallowed the accounting officers for difference between 


ntleman from Kentucky, 


active-duty pay of a second assistant e eer and retired pay of a first assist- 
ant engineer from October 13, 1868, to July 8, 1878, while on active list of 
officers of the Navy. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, Mr. Chairman—— 
Cries of “ Vote!” Vote!“ 

. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Well, Mr. Chairman, if gen- 
tlemen want to vote, I move that the bill be laid aside witha 
favorable recommendation. 

Mr. PAYNE. This bill is certainly venerable by reason of its 
age. I notice that the claim, or supposed claim. accrued seme 
years ago. Now, I should like to hear a statement from the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania or to hear the report read; I am not 
particular which. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I shall be glad to answer any 
aces te by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let the report be read. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in 1868 Julius 
Kaiser held the rank of second assistant engineer in the United 
States Navy, and as such was stationed somewhere in the East, 
in the neighborhood-of China or Japan. According to the records 
of the Navy Department he was at that time entitled to promo- 
tion to the grade of first assistant engineer. But contrary to the 
rules and customs of the Department he was kept in the East for 
more than five years without the Department giving him the 
chance to take his examination for promotion. In 1873 he was 
ordered home. On the return voyage, during a storm, while he 
was in the performance of his duty, he was wn upon the en- 
gines of the ship and was badly crippled, so that when he arrived 
in the United States he presented a sorry, dilapidated appearance. 
When he was ordered before the doctors to be examined for pro- 
motion they immediately said, and properly said. You can not 
be promoted, because you have a practically helpless arm.“ 

or years Kaiser made an attempt to obtain from Congress the 
redress which he considered was his right. There was no power 
in the Department to give him the poeu which he would 
hare had in 1868, and therefore the whole subject was referred to 
ngress. 

Without undertaking to designate each of the Congresses in 
which a bill for his relief was passed through one House or the 
other, I will say that gentlemen interested in this subject will, by 
looking at the hay find that in several Congresses a bill was 
passed at one end of the Capitol or the other for the relief of this 
crippled man, the object being to place him on the retired list, 
where he would have goneif he had been examined and promoted, 
as he was entitled, before this accident happened. Thus the claim 
of this worthy man with a splendid record was recognized by one 
House or the other at different times. It was not until last year 
that the bill for his relief passed both Houses and was signed by 
the President, 
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Tonce made an effort to secure recognition in this House for the 
passage of the bill by unanimous consent. Mr. BAILEY of Texas, 
now Senator BAILEY, objected, though he afterwards said to me 
that he did not know the facts of the case and suggested that I 
make another effort to be recognized. 

When Mr. Kaiser was promoted by act of Congress to the grade 
of first assistant engineer, it was discovered that the bill, which 
had been drawn by an admiral of the Navy, provided for his re- 
tirement as of 1868; consequently he was placed on the retired 
list as of that date. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That was the bill passed last year? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAFF. That was five years before he returned home? 

Mr, BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

Under the circumstances the accounting officers properly said: 
“This man can not receive pay from two sources; he can not be 
on two lists; he has been paid for five years on the active list; 
this bill places him on the retired list, and we have nothing todo 
but to deduct from his pay as a first assistant engineer on the re- 
tired list the money which we have overpaid him as an active offi- 
cer in the Navy just what Congress did not intend should be 
done. 

Consequently this bill was introduced to make right what really 
appears to be a wrong. Kaiser earned his money and the money 
was paid him. It is now being deducted from his pay by the De- 
partment officials, because they have no authority to do otherwise. 
This subject was referred to the Auditor of the Navy Depart- 
ment, and a letter was written to General BINGHAM, who was in- 
terested in this claim because of his knowledge of Mr. Kaiser, 
being General BixGHAm’s constituent; and without reading the 
letter all the way through, the Auditor of the Navy Department 
says: 

As requested Dae BINGHAM, I beg to inclose a draft of a clause which 
will, if enacted into law, avoid all embarrassmentin the matter. The papers 
referred by you are herewith ret 

fona of “Vote!” 

_I moye that the bill be laid aside witha favorable recommenda- 


tion. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


AMERICAN REGISTER FOR THE STEAMER BEAUMONT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4570) to provide an American register for the steamer Beaumont. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Na 
1 77 directed to cause the foreign - built steamer owned by a citizen 
of the United States, to be registered as a vessel of the United States, under 
the name of Beaumont, whenever it shall be shown to the Commissioner of 
Navigation that the salvage and the repairs made in a United States shipyard 
have amounted to three times the price paid for the wreck to her foreign 
owners, exclusive of salvage. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


tion is hereby author- 


Strike out all after the word “ Navigation,” in lines 7 and 8, and insert the gen 


following in lieu thereof: “that the re made in the United States, to- 
gether with the sal have amounted to three times the price paid for the 
wreck (exclusive of salvage) to her foreign owners.” 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the 
gentleman from Michigan to allow this bill to go over until the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] is present. He has 
been called away from the city and can not possibly be here to- 
day. As the gentleman knows, the minority of the Committee 
on Merchant Saris and Fisheries has submitted quite an elab- 
orate report of fourteen pages on this subject, covering the gen- 
eral proposition. The gentleman from Maine the report, 
and those of us who are here are not conversant with the full 
details of it, and for that reason I would ask the gentleman to 
allow the bill to go over until Mr. LITTLEFIELD can be here. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I wish to say, in answer to the gentleman 
from Minnesota, that I personally notified the gentleman from 
Maine that I was going to take this bill up to-day or at the first 
opportunity. He was here last 8 a very late hour 
when the House adjourned—and knew that it was coming up to- 
day. The gentleman from Minnesota is here, and if this bill goes 
over it can only be considered on claims day, which will carry it 
over until next month. I am very anxious ae this bill through 
the House if ible, if I can get a favorable vote here, so that 
it can be ac on by the Senate; and I decline, in fact, to have 
the matter go over until another day. If the gentleman from 
Minnesota wishes to control the time for the ition, and rep- 
resent the minority in the argument upon the bill E am quite 

illi ; 


g. 

I do not care to make many remarks, except to state to the 
House what the bill is for, and then I will yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota or any other person who wishes to oppose the 
measure, 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I simply desire to reserve time 
to discuss this bill on behalf of the minority. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I wish to state, Mr. Chairman, that this bill 
was introduced at the last session of Congress, passed this House 
by an almost unanimous yote, went to the Senate, and received a 
favorable report from the Committee on Commerce of the Senate, 
but too late in the session to receive consideration in the Senate, 
it being the last week of the session. Therefore the bill failed. 

The bill has been before the House ever since the beginning of 
the December session and was put on the Calendar here two weeks 
ago. It provides for granting an American register to a foreign- 
built steamship, Letme say for the benefit of gentlemen present 
that according to the law if that boat had been wrecked within 
American waters there would have been no need of special legis- 
lation. The law provides that vessels wrecked within American 
territory and repaired in American shipyards.so that when the 
boat is ready for service again three-fourths of her cost has been 
repairs in American shipyards on the rescued boat from her 
wrecked condition, are entitled to register under the law. 

It so happened that this boat was wrecked just outside of Amer- 
ican waters, in the waters of Nova Scotia. She was a brand-new 
steel steamer, only afloat for about ten months before she was 
wrecked. She was abandoned to the underwriters and pronounced 
a hopeless wreck by the Nova Scotia and Canadian wreckers; but 
an American wrecker, from the State of Michigan, went to inspect 
the boat, and after a time he contracted with the underwriters to 
rescue the boat. He was to deliver her safe in the port of Halifax 
for the consideration of $50,000, or one-half that the wreck would 
sell for at public auction. The boat was rescued by one of the 
greatest feats of salvaging ever performed in rescuing a boat, 
blasting out channels in solid rock some 400 feet to float her, and 
she was delivered safe in port at Halifax. Then Mr. Reed, the 
wrecker, discovered there was a flaw in his contract which did 
not compel the owners of the wreck to sell her promptly and pay 
him 


They were not ready nor willing to sell her promptly. Mr. Reid 
was a poor man, and therefore needed the money. He sent for 
the present owner of that ship, a neighbor, to come to his relief 
and help him financially. Mr. Gilchrist went to Halifax, went to 
the underwriters, and insisted that they settle with this man Reid, 
They declined to settle until they got pog and ready. However, 
they were forced by Mr. Gilchrist, the present owner, to settle 
with Mr. Reid. Mr. Gilchrist purci the boat from the un- 
derwriters for the sum of $50,000, assuming the charge of the 
wrecker, $51,000: paid Mr. Reid the $51,000 paid him for deliver- 
ing the boat to Philadelphia at Cramp & Sons’ shipyard. There 
she has been repaired, so that to-day the account stands on Mr. 
Gilchrist’s book. including the $50,000 paid to the underwriters 
for the wreck, the sam of $203,000. Mr. Gilchrist states, how- 
ever. that there is yet to be spent some $34,000 to complete the 
repairs on this boat. 

r. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the 
tleman how much did this boat cost originally? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I really do not know. I will say that I had 
a letter from a gentleman the other day from San Frrancisco—a 
steamboat man—telling me he could buya duplicate boat in Eng- 
land for $130,000. She was built in England. When she was 
abandoned by her owners, let me say for the benefit of gentlemen 
present, she lost her English registry; especially when she was 
transferred to an American citizen she lost her English registry. 
She is to-day a vessel without a flag. In order to get that boat 
back under the English flag the present owner, an American 
citizen, must transfer her to an English citizen, and to retain the 
ownership by some string in an underhand way must be held in 
the way of a trustee or mortgage; but mind you, gentlemen, if 
she is transferred toan English citizen and again given the English 
flag, the sailors and licensed officers—everybody aboard that ship 
must be employed under the English flag. No American citizen 
can be employed. 

If you give this boat American registry to-day licensed officers 
must be American citizens; consequently every man on board 
that ship must receive American wages and therefore must be an 
American citizen, because no licensed officer, it is a well-settled 
fact, will sail with foreigners unless the foreigner gets the same 
pay that is paid to American sailors under the American flag; 
therefore it will be absolutely necessary that all employses on 
board of the ship, if you give her the American registry, will be 
American citizens. Otherwise you shut out any erican citi- 
zen from employment on board of that ship, notwithstanding the 
fact that the ownership of it is in an American citizen. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], I may say, who 
has led the opposition to this boat, sets up the claim that it is a 
menace to the American shipbuilding interests of this country 
and the shipowners of this country. I wantto say this, that in the 
opposition that came before the Committee on Merchant Marine 
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and Fisheries there came one George S. Dearborn, president of the 
American-Hawaiian Steamship Company, likewise representa- 
tives of Arthur Sewall & Co., of Bath, Me. I have here affidavits 
and certified copies of records that Arthur Sewall & Co. and 
George S. Dearborn in 1889 purchased a steel bark in the Bay of 
San Francisco, repaired her in an American shipyard in San 
Francisco, and asked and obtained an American for that 
boat on the 4th of February, 1890. They paid $55,000 for the wreck. 

I have the affidavit of the gentleman who superintended the 
repairs of that boat that the repairs cost but $37,000. Arthur 
Sewall & Co. and Mr. Dearborn are here protesting against an 
American registry for this ship, when they have one to-day in 
their company for which they obtained an American registry, 
and the bill went through this House without any report on 
it. If there had been a report showing that there had been 
only $37,000 spent in repairs, whereby the wreck cost $55,000, 
could you get it through this House to-day, gentlemen? If so, 
what merit is there in this bill when this gentleman paid $50,000 
for the wreck, and has spent $153,000 in rescuing her and repairing 
her in American shipyards, and has yet to spend from thirty-five 
to sixty thousand dollars to complete her repairs, owing to the 
kind of repairs yet to be completed. Iwill add here the majority 
report on this bill. i 

. Chairman, I reserye the balance of my time. 


The Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, to whom was re- 
ferred them bill EEREN rat to 8 aa american register for the British 
stea. ip Mira, ve to report as follows: 

The evidence filed with the committee shows that the present name of this 
vessel is Mira, this being her British name. The pen bill provides, in 
granting authority for this steamer's registry as a vessel of the United States, 
that her name be changed to Beaumont. 

‘A similar bill was favorably reported from this committee at the last ses- 
sion and was passed by the House and favorably reported to the Senate, but 
was not reached on the Calendar, owing to the lateness of the session. 

The Mira was wrecked while on a vo; from Boston bound to Lewis- 
burg, Cape Breton Island, Canada, inFe „100. Shestruck on the rocks 
and afterwards went high and dry on Chebogue Point, Nova Scotia, where 
she remained until August of the same year, six mo when she was re- 
leased by a most remarkable feat of tiog At hen gs salvors, who blasted 
away solid rock, built canals, and finall the vessel into deep water. 
The Canadian wrecking companies pronounced the salving of her im- 


ble. 

This ship was a steamship of English build and had only beenafioat about ten 
months, and was rated Al and belonged to an lish og mee The owner 
is a citizen ot the United States and a resident of Chicago, iN. He purchased 
her from her foreign owners for the sum i ge and also assumed the 
salvage cha: which amounted to $51,000. The wreck was towed to a 
9 se th N . eee to the 3 a toe 

erw e expense o g the v z 
sent an expense to the United tates owner of over $100,000. This is exclusive 


ple 
further expenditure of more than $34,000 additional before the vessel is fin- 
ish pair items will exceed the nec- 
essary three uired by the general law 
(sec. Jise, R. S.) governing cases where the wreck occurs in United States 
waters, which leaves the case outside of the provisions of that law only in 
wage expend 8 de tem irs, such 
0 ures, whic u porary re as 
the bottom of a vessel to enable her to be moved to a Enited States Patching 
where the work of restoration can be Hag ee have always been recognized 
by tho Treasury Department as a repair item, on the authority of decisions 
1 back to 183 —one Legs after section 4196 was 
33 Attorney-General Crittenden, in the course of an opinion on 


ions Au- 


23, 1888; m. 25, 

896), and the uniform practice of the act page poses including this item of 
4 8 — given it the ght 
Congress has followed the law on are ject as in 


mmittee recognized 
repairs in the following cases which became laws: Steamer Enterprise, 
House Report No. 2734, Fifty-sixth Congress, second session; barkentine 


the extensive re on this 
for several months, and the bill is therefore framed so as to permit the ap- 


the granting of a particular 
rare this year enrolled among the opposition. Your committee are 
; builders on this question 
is influenced largely by their pecuniary interest ina case. a 
eneral rule, shipyards having on hand the 5 one of these 
Sor that Parco ar case. The re yards are practically a unitin in- 
dorsing the e of bills of this description. 
Some of the coastwise interests oppose these cases, but Fer ea that 
their only substantial Fk ear of opposition was a marked tion to 
their coastwise business. 
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on in this connection. Section 4136, Revised Statutes, was 
enacted in 1852, and provides that whenever a foreign vessel which has 
wrecked ‘in United States waters is purchased by a citizen of the United 
States and . by such citizen in a shipyard of the United States to an 
extent that of her total cost three-fourths thereof is represented in repairs, 
she shall be admitted to United States registry. 

Never since the enactment of this act (sec. 4196, R. S.) has Congress refused 
to follow the spirit of this law in a meritorious case. Hence where it has 
been shown that one of our citizens a wrecked vessel and re- 


mils limit, Congress has passed a 
ment as to the place of wreck, kno 
terests haye received the same benef 
nearer our shores. In connection the fo) ing extract from the 
Attorney-General’s opinion of September 29, 1891, written by Hon. William 
H. Taft (then Solicitor-General and now Secretary of War) defining the in- 
tention of section 4126, is in point: 

“The plain intention of section 4136 was to give to wrecked vessels which 
5 rebuilt in the United States the same privilege that vessels 
would have if wholly built within the United States. Its ultima: was 
to aid American react A and it was evidently considered i aap Ae 
that the rebuilding of three-fourths of a vessel was to be encouraged as well 
as the building of a vessel entire.” 

Some of the nents of these bills would make it appear that the vessels 
of this class tted by special acts constitute a large percentage of our 
merchant marine. In the past five years Congress has removed the jurisdic- 
tional bar in the following cases only: 


St Enterprise 3 
eamer pre. 

Steamer Esther ..............-. — 479 

Sm AAA sven adsancencveeke — 388¹ 

C E AE a SA R ET EESTE E T --- 1,08 
F ote sind cogennbemnsns chvasencab y a OO AAA 

Total gei ö a Dpat taitea 5,556 

In addition to these an act was passed providing for for the bark 


Homeward Bound, but she was excluded from the coastwise trade, so that 
this case has no bearing on the present on. 

Can it be honestly KAS that this 5,556 tons admitted in five years (only 
See eect which represented steam vessels) was any menace toour merchant 
ee 


The cases now discussed must not be confused with vessels admitted at 
the request of the War and Navy Departments for the Government's use as 
transports, eto, nor with the vessels admitted by reason of our annexation 
75 Co has passed ty-s f these special 

o past twenty years seventy-seven of these 
acts removing the jurisdictional bar before mentioned. This total embraces 
sailing vessels, ete., as wellassteamers. This would average less than 
four cases a session. the natural order of things the vessels admitted dur- 
ing the early part of this period of twenty years have either been lost or have 
succumbed to the ordinary wear and tear incident to vessels in service. 

Twenty years is the average life of a metal vessel. Hence the vessels ad- 
mitted by special acts more than twenty years ago may be assumed to be 


established by: the committee extending back for years 

3 ong back H. R. 4570 with the following amendments in the 

I. to better express its provisions: 

trike out all after the word“ Navigation,” in lines 7 and 8, and insert the 

following in lieu thereof: thatthe repairs made in the United States, together 

with the salvage, have amounted to three times the price paid for the wreck 

89 Seivane ) to 2 — forei, eee 8 ( 
Te y Congress to grant American 

owned by an American citizen) leaves her withouta flag. Therecord owner- 

shipofa t sailing the E must be an En; citizen. Therefore 

the owner of the steamship Myra (Mr. Gilchrist) must transfer her own 

to some En citizen before she could again enter into the forei 

under the lish flag, and such transfer means that all labor em: by 

this American capital must and will be foreign labor; whereas ven an 

American registry, by law, all licensed officers must be American citizens, 

and means American wages for her entire crew. 

The opponents of this bill, in most i offer only selfish reasons, 
which has been shown by the fact that some of them now own foreign-built 
vessels which ao * tor and got American l 

The ship Keni now owned by Arthur Sewall & Co., of Poth Me 
was purchased by that firm, or some members of the firm, a wreck. is 
of foreign build. The price paid for the wreck by Mr. Sewall in 1889 was 
8 at the port of San Francisco, as shown by the affidavit by Mr. I. E. 
Mayerja February 1, 1 which states that he (Thayer) was present 


at the timeof the at public auction and then and there entered into 
an nt with the purchaser to superintend the repairs on this , 
and that such rs amounted to, in round numbers, $37,000. Her owner 


or owners app) for and got American 5 on February 4, 1899. The 
firm of Arthur Sewall & Co. now own this ship. (See h before com- 
mittee of Senate on Senate bill No. 2259, January 26, 1904, p. 97.) 

A certified copy of the records of the customs office at New York shows that 
on November 20, 1890, George S. Dearborn (now 3 of the American- 
Hawaiian S. p Company) owns a flve-eighths interest in the Kenil- 
worth. His company is also among the list of protestants against giving 
3 registry to the steamship Myra. Are such parties consistent 

r reason? 

With the amendment, as above mentioned, your committee report back 
the bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, it is with great 
regret that I feel 5 to oppose the bill so ably advocated 
by my friend from Michigan [Mr. ForpNEY]. We have stood 
together at times in the past, and I very much dislike to differ 
with him now. Ihave not investigated the particular facts of 
the various cases, I was not on the subcommittee which heard 


: 
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the testimony on these bills, and I was not present when the final 
vote was taken on them, so that I do not pretend to be conversant 
with all the facts and details of this bill. But I was apposed dur- 
ing the last Congress and am opposed now to the general principle 


of somien a foreign vessels to an American registry. Since 
1817 it has been the policy of this Government through all Ad- 
ministrations, Republican and Democratic, to confine the coast- 
wise trade of this country to American vessels built in this coun- 
try by our own people, owned by American capital, built and 
sailed under the American flag. 

Now, this is a departure from that rule, and there never was a 
time in the history of our country since that law was passed when 
it was more unsafe and impolitic to do that than now. At the 
present time our shipbuilding interest isin a condition of sorry 
decadence. For nearly two years there has not been one single 
order for new foreign tonnage placed with American shipyards. 
The only business that there is in American shipyards to-day is 
the building of coastwise vessels, and there are not very many of 
them. Thousands of shipwrights are out of employment because 
the vessels are not being built, and this bill proposes to take the 
bread out of the mouths of these men by putting a vessel built 
in foreign lands to take the place of one built in this country. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH rose. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Ina few moments I will yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan. As I said, I oppose it because 
it is injuring the shipbuilding interests of this country. 

Now, I believe that one of the best possible methods of our 
national defense, one that contributes as much to our national 
welfare and our commercial and maritime welfare, is the mainte- 
nance of the shipyards of this country. Away back in 1793 the 
patron god of the Democracy, Thomas Jefferson, while Secretary 
of State, made an elaborate report in which he took the position 
that it was necessary for the national defense that we build up 
our national merchant marine, and that we maintain shipyards 
in this country capable of turning out vessels under the American 
flag and artisans capable of doing the work in building these 
vessels. 

I believe that Jefferson stated a truth that should be heeded 
now. I believe that it should be one of the things that this House 
should do, to enact some legislation that would tend to the up- 
building of the shipyards and the upbuilding of the merchant 
marine of this country. 

I have been a member of the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine for two Congresses, with some of the gentlemen on that side 
of the Chamber. While a member of the committee I voted 
against the last ship-subsidy bill that passed the Senate. I yot<d 
against it because I believed it did not tend to build up the mer- 
chant marine of the country, because it would not be efficient in 
sustaining the shipyards of the country commensurate with its 
cost. I do not believe, as a rule, in the principle of subsidies, I 
believe it should only be a last resort, and yet I find that some 
gentlemen who stood with me then and voted against the subsidy 
are ready to vote for this bill, which puts more than $100,000 into 
the pockets of the owner of this vessel. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH rose. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. If you want to do anything for 
the coastwise trade to increase our merchant marine, why not 
put a premium on the enterprise of such men as Mr. Gilchrist. 
who in the last three years has built and floated 100 vessels at 
his own expense? | 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I am very glad to encourage 
that kind of a patriotic American citizen, and it is for the reason 
that I believe in encouraging that class of citizens that I opposed 
the passage of this bill. I believe this vessel should be built in 
American yards, by American workmen, and should fly the Amer- 
ican flag. I will tell you why. 

This vessel, according to the report, has cost practically $200,000. 
The letter from Cramp, who is rebuilding this ship, says it will cost 
875.000 in his yards. It cost $100,000 previously to buy the ship, 
salve it, and put it into the Cramps’ yard. It will cost about 
$30,000 or $40,000 more to refit it, Suppose it does, that it is re- 
built at a cost of $215,000. You have a vessel of 3,700 tons that 
would cost $400,000 if built by American workmen. For that 
reason I am opposed to taking the bread, to the extent of more 
than $100.000, ont of the mouths of the American workmen by 
the passage of bills like these. 

Mr. MCMORRAN. Where does the gentleman get the author- 
ity for his statement that it would cost $400,000 to build such a 
ship as this? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I take it from the testimony be- 
fore the committee. 

Mr. McMORRAN. It is well known that vessels of that size 
and capacity are being built every year in the interior yards at a 
cost of from two hundred and twenty-five to two hundred and 
fifty thousand dollars. 


Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Iam taking the testimony that 
was given before the committee. As I said before, I was not 
there when the testimony was taken. 

s eic ALDEN SMITH. Mr. Cramp said he never exam- 
ined it. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. On page 73 of the hearings I 
find the testimony of Mr. Samuel M. Knox, secretary and treas- 
urer of the New York Shipbuilding Company, one of the largest 
yards in the United States, at Camden, in the State of New Jer- 
sey. He states that a vessel of that kind would cost $400,000. 
In another place in the hearings—I have not the page—it was 
stated that a vessel like this could be duplicated on the Lakes for 
$280,000. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is immaterial for the purposes 
of this argument whether it costs $280,000 or $400,000. It does 
not make any difference the amount it costs less than the original 
cost of a similar new vessel in American yards. We legislate 
something into the pockets of this man by paring this bill. We 
legislate something out of the mouths of American workmen 
when we this bill. I am not in favor of any kind of a bill 
that legislates something into the pockets of anybody directly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsinand Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I do. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Iunderstand the gentleman from 
Minnesota to just say that if we pass this bill we legislate some- 
thing out of the pockets of American workmen. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes; I so said. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That presupposes, does it not, 
that a $400,000 ship would have been built? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. It presupposes this 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Just a moment, and then the 
gentleman can answer both questions together. As I understand 
the proposition of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORDNEY 
it is this, that this man Gilchrist has given about $150,000, an 
possibly 8200. 000, to American workmen already. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes; and a ship like this would 
give three times as much to American workmen. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, There is not anything to show 
that another ship would have been built in the place of this ship 
and that the American workingman would have built it. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. This time is mine, Mr. Chair- 
man, and the gentleman, if he has a speech to make, must make 
it in his own time. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Willthe gentleman permita ques- 
tion right there? > 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. First let me answer that. Not 
too many at once. As to that, Mr. Chairman, for nearly a hun- 
dred years it has been the law of this country that the coastwise 
trade of this country should be confined to American vessels. 
Now, if we wish to change the law and admit foreign vessels to 
do coastwise business, let us do it and give everybody a chance. 
As long as the law stands as it does, any foreign-built vessel that 
comes in here displaces an equal amount of American tonnage 
capable of doing the same work. That can not be controverted 
by anybody. It is true that there are thousands of tons of Amer- 
ican tonnage to-day laid up in the harbors of New York, Brook- 
lyn, and San Francisco. 

It is probably true that thousands of tons of American tonnage, 
costing $100 a ton, are laid up because they can not compete with 
the cheaper-built foreign tonnage, just like this applicant for your 
bounty. Iam opposed to foreign-built ships. e can not com- 
pete with the cheaper-built foreign ships such as this is with ves- 
sels built entirely in this country. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Now, willthe gentleman permita 
question? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. This ship in February, 1902, was 
an English ship, wrecked in the open sea off the coast of Nova 
Scotia. She was raised by an American who now owns her. He 
can not get a registry under the British law and you will not give 
him one under the American law. What willhe do with hisship? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. As I said, Mr. Chairman, I 
greatly regret the condition of affairs. 

. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Would you have him sink it in 
the sea? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I tly regret this condition. 
No one regrets it more than I, and if this were the only one, if it 
did not constitute a precedent, I might not object. but I find that 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries has reported 
out five different bills identical with this, aggregating 13,571 tons, 
which will cost in purchasing and repairing about $350,000. To 
build those same vessels in American yards would cost a million 
and a quarter of dollars. 

Now, I am opposed to giving those five foreign-built vessels 
American registers, and thus giving $700,000 of profits to the men 
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who ha to buy and speculate in those ships, and taking prac- 
tically rane amount away from American labor and capital. 
If we are to go into that sort of business, I am ready to vote in 
favor of a free-ship law. à 

Mr. THAYER. As I understand, the gentleman is opposed 
more directly to this bill because it infringes upon the A sesso 
upon which we have been going since 1852, of keeping the coast- 
wise trade for ourselves. 3 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 1817, not 1852. 

Mr. THAYER, I understood since 1852. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. No, sir; 1817. 

Mr.THAYER. Has it not been the policy since that time, and 
I think I am correct as to it being 1852, to admit to registration 
these vessels when wrecked in American waters, when the i 
amount to a given proportion of the value of the vessel—I be- 
lieve three-quarters of the value - to be admitted to register here? 
Now, if this vessel had gone down a few miles nearer the Ameri- 
can shore, would we not, following the gentleman's statement of 
the principle which he says has prevailed since 1817, would we 
not have been obliged to admit her to registration? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I am very glad to give the gen- 
tleman the information he seeks. 

In 1817 an act was passed providing that all the coastwise trade 
of the United States should be confined to American vessels. In 
1852, as the gentleman states, there was an act passed providing 
that foreign-built vessels wrecked inAmerican waters, when rebuilt 
here, the ae equaling three-fourths of the total cost of the 
vessel, should be entitled to American registry. Now, I approve 
that kind of legislation because it isa general law. It gives every- 
body an equal chance. Every man knows that he has exactly the 
same rights as every other man. But now I want to inform the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. THAYER] that this bill does 
not come within that act in two iculars. 

First, it was not wrecked in erican waters; second, three- 
fourths of the total cost was not paid in American shipyards upon 
the vessel. 

Mr. THAYER. According to the gentleman’s own estimate 
far more than the original value was paid, if you take the esti- 
mate of the men who did the repairs. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. No; the sanma is entirely 
mistaken, The very language of the bill shows that this vessel 
could not come within the scope of the law, because it provides 
that the repairs, together with the salvage, shall amount to three- 
fourths of the original value. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I know the gentleman does not 
want to misstate the facts. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly not, 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The Commissioner of Navigation 
says that this vessel does come within the provisions of the stat- 
ute, except for the fact that it was wrecked outside the 3-mile 


limit. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Ithink the gentlemanis entirely 
mistaken. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Iam quoting from the report. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I did not happen to be present 
when the testimony was taken; but I am yet able toread, and the 
testimony as printed shows clearly that the value of this vessel 
was, as the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORDNEY] stated. 
$230,000 or $240,000. So that there has been paid in the way of 

irs less than $100,000 for work donein American shipyards— 
y about one-half instead of three-fourths of the required pro- 
rtion. 
12 DUNWELL. As IJ understand, the gentleman has stated 
that all these five vessels together have cost but $570,000, and that 
that fact alone places in the pockets of the men who purchased 
them three-quarters of a million, 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. About that. 

Mr. DUNWELL. I should like to ask the gentleman whether 
he does not believe that these vessels, taking into account the 
salvage and the repairs, are equal in value to new ships? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. DUNWELL. Then how is it possible for the difference 
between the cost of new ships and of these ships to go into the 
pockets of the men who purchase them? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I contend that these ships can 
do the work of ships which would cost a million and a quarter of 
dollars, because there is a smaller investment in these ships, a 
smaller interest account, and they can do the work cheaper. For 
that reason I maintain that as long as these 13,000 tons of foreign 
vessels fiy the American flag in our coastwise trade 13,000 tons of 
a vessels will not be built, and for that reason I object to the 


Mr. DUNWELL. Could they have been built if these ships 
had not been purchased? 

Mr. STE S of Minnesota. I do not know. Iwillstate this, 
however, that if these vessels are admitted, then there are now 


and will be 13,000 tons of American-built vessels lying idle at the 
docks rotting, because they can not compete with the cheaper, 
foreign-built ships, and as long as these are idle no new ships 
will be projected or built, employing our labor or our capital. I 
do maintain that, and the gentleman can not controvert it. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNEY. The gentleman stated that the bill included 
salvage. Will you not also state what Attorney-General Critten- 
den, in his opinion, states—that every dollar spent in rescuing a 
ship that was in a wrecked condition until placed upon the water 
for service is rightfully rescue and repair? 

Mr. STEVENS of Mi I do not know, and I do not care 
about that; but if the gentleman thinks it necessary to amend 


the bill to include N in the total expense, so that it might, 
the 


appear to come within statutory general rule, he certainly did 
natoy entirely on that opinion or any except to get his ship ad- 


mitted. 

But that is not the point atall. My opposition is to special leg- 
islation changing the law as it has stood for nearly a century on 
the statute books, during all Administrations—Republican and 
Democratic Administrations. I am opposed to giving these men 
by special act more than half a million of dollars. I do not know 
how much. The testimony shows. I have not read it carefully; 
but it is to the owners of these 13,000 tons foreign-bnilt vessels 
more than half a million of dollars. I am op to that. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Would not the gentleman be bet- 
ter pleased to see this vessel on the rocks of Nova Scotia? 

r. STEVENS of Minnesota. I would rather see some vessel 
constructed in American shipyards and see that amount spent 
among American workmen. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Every dollar of repairs was spent 
in an American shipyard. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. In building ships of the same 
tonnage, which would cost three times as much, would give em- 
ployment to three times as many men, provide three times as 
many wages, encourage our capital, and provide for the national 
defense, and that is the Republican way of doing business. Iam 
1 to this kind of private subsidy to anybody. [Cries of 
Vote!“ ] I yield to the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Heu- 


PHREY]. 

Mr. liuMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
care to take but a few minutes. The matter has been well cov- 
ered by the gentleman who has just spoken; but I wish to call 
attention to one or two points brought out by questions asked. 
The question has been asked, I think, by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin and some other gentlemen, whether or not, if this ves- 
sel was not admitted, an American vessel would be constructed 
that would take its place. I wish to answer that by calling par- 
ticular attention to the evidence brought out in the testimony in 
regard to this very vessel. It was brought up by the gentleman 
who has this bill in charge. It developed in the testimony that 
some gentleman from the Pacific coast had an idea that if this 
vessel had an American register that he would buy it, but that 
not being true, that he then had a vessel constructed in an Ameri- 
can yard by American labor instead, practically the same kind of 
a vessel, costing $350.000. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt 
him, I will say that there is nothing in the record, I assure the gen- 
tleman, to show that that remark was made. I had not made that 
remark tohim. I did not state that he built a ship at an American 
shipyard simply because he could not buy this. ' 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That I did not intend to 


say. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Nor it does not appear that he is paying $350,- 
000 for a ship building, Ithinkthere is nothing on record or was 
presented that shows what he is paying and what size ship he was 


building. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. All Ihave to say to that is 
that I have the evidence presented before the committee. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will state 
that it is not in the evidence. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The evidence was that a 
vessel of this kind would cost $350,000 or $400,000. ` 

Mr. FORDNEY. That comes from the men who are opposing 
the bill. The gentleman who is building that boat that you refer 
to wrote me a few days ago, and I haye his letter at my office, in 
which he said that he could get a boat builtin England of 6,000 
tons at $130,000. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Suppose that is true; then 
a new boat would only cost about one- fourth more. There would 
still be one-fourth lost to American shipbuilding yards and to 
American labor. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
another question? 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Let me say that Mr. Gilchrist, the owner of 
this vessel, has in the last three years built twenty-four new steel 
ships, of an aggregate of 156,000 tons. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Thatis true; but when Mr. 
Gilchrist went to get this boat he knew that he was taking his 
chances, and he knew that he could not get an American register 
SC ALDEN SAME! Wis te not sowing pretty goed 

A A as he not showi re 
American pluck in doing it? [Applause.] 85 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will tell you what he was 
doing: aa 3 speculating upon what could be done in the way 
of a specia 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I will tell you what he was doing. 
He was giving encouragement to genius. He was helping a 
man who thought he could blast away the rock upon which that 
ship was thrown by the storm, and then encouraged him with his 
money in undertaking the task. [Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. But when the gentleman 
was doing that he was taking the opportunity of making money 
at the expense of the legitimate shipbuilding interests of this 
country. That was the opportunity that he took, and he was 
mopy speculating. He knew well when he wanted to buy that 
ship that he had no Ln under the law to an American register. 
He was simply taking his chances. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Is not evidence on file and presented to that 
committee that Mr. Gilchrist went over to help his neighbor, who 
was financially embarrassed, and that he had no intention of buy- 
ing the boat, simply bought in this boat to relieve his neighbor, 
and wanted to dispose of it, and offered to sell it, and the best bid 
he could get for it or received is $150,000, notwithstanding that 
he has $203,000 invested? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That was his testimony, 
but another man said he called his attention to it as a good in- 
vestment. Now, it is not necessary to take up any time in argu- 
ing as to what was the testimony —— 

r. WM. ALDEN SMITH. ins the gentleman criticise Mr. 
Gilchrist for his enterprise? [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I have only 
a few more remarks to make. I just want to call the attention of 
this House to a little incident that occurred here a short time ago 
when I asked that the Pacific coast shipbuilding industry have 
the advantage of 4 per cent, and it was opposed here upon the 
floor upon the theory that it was granting a special 1 to a 
certain class upon the Pacific coast to give that advantage of 4 
percent. Now, I am looking forward with pleasurable anticipa- 
tion to see how these same gentlemen are going to give an ad- 
vantage to these particular men of 50 per centin each oneof these 
cases. It shows that you are giving special privileges not open to 
a general class, but giving ial privileges to these men who 
speculate in these wrecks an advantage of 50 per cent; in other 
words, you are going to put into competition in the coastwise trade 
of this country tonnage amounting to $1,200,000 which only cost 
DON, That is what you are going todo. [Cries of Vote!“ 
i. ote”? 

Mr. METCALF, Idesiretoask the gentleman a question. You 
make the statement here that in each one of these five cases the 
owners of these ships are N an advantage of 50 per cent? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Taking them as a whole; 
that may not be true of each individual case. 

Mr. METCALF. In the case of the ship Pyrenees, which is now 
in the harbor of San Francisco Bay, she has cost 95 per cent of 
her original cost. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Imade that statement tak- 
ing the five together that is, taking them all together there isan 
advantage of 50 per cent. [Cries of! Vote!“ 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move thatall debate on this 
bill be closed and a favorable recommendation made. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, is that motion in order? I am 
in sympathy with closing the debate, but you can not close gen- 
eral debate that way in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Well, say close the debate in ten minutes. 
[Cries of ‘* Close now!!“ 

Mr. PAYNE. I am making the point of order against the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I move that de- 
bate be closed upon this bill and amendment. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill and 
amendment be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, Then I withdraw my motion. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


EUGENE PATENAUDE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
4573) for the relief of Eugene Patenaude. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be. r: 
authorized and directed to Pa to Eugene Patenaude, of Colchester, Chittex: 
den County, Vt., the sum o $1,000, in full for injuries sustained by him by 
Il, at anid Colchester, by w strep Gallet Brod by ae ULKE aA member a 
Eleventh Regiment United States Cavalry while at target practice. ‘ 
4 ma amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

ollows: 

In line 5, after th “of “ * 
cts ye aa e word of,” strike out the words "one thousand” and 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, this case involves 
the following facts: The cavalry fort of Ethan Allen, which is 
located near Burlington, has a target-practice ground near the 
Winooski River. At that point they have mannikins set up, and 
members of the cavalry troop ride around and practice target fire. 
At the time referred toin this rt Mr. Patenaude was engaged 
as a farm laborer on a farm on the opposite side of the Winooski 
River. During the target practice, which was conducted by the 
officer in charge, one of the members of the troop, whose name is 
not known, took poor aim and fired his revolver across the river. 
The bullet struck Mr. Patenaude and gave him a very severe 
wound. If Iremember rightly the bullet passed through his lung. 
He was immediately removed by the United States authorities to 
the hospital at the fort and was cared for for some six weeks. 

Before that time he was able to earn his living as a farm la- 
borer. He has been able to do very little since, and he is now 
practically disabled, and this bill provides for the payment to him 
of the small sum of $500. He will have to be supported very 
largely during the remainder of his life by charity, as he has no 
means and has had no means for years except the money he could 
earn by manual labor. I move, therefore, that the bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bills to the House. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from 
Illinois to withdraw that motion for the present. There is a very 
small bill on the Calendar that is intended to refund out of the 
Treasury money that it was conceded was improperly taken from 
one of our citizens. It isa small amount, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury concedes that the money was 13 exacted by 
the authorities without warrant of law, and the money is now in 
the Treasury and ought to be repaid. I ask the gentleman, in 

view of these circumstances, to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman. in view of the late hour I do not 
see how I can withdraw the motion. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I desire to be heard, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debatable. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. T call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman is too late. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CRUMPACKER, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration various bills on the Private Calendar, and had di- 
rected him to report the bill (H. R. 9981) for the relief of Darwin 
S. Hall with the recommendation that it lie on the table; that it 
had directed him to report sundry other bills. some with and some 
without amendment, with the recommendation that the amend- 
ments be agreed to, and that the bills do pass. 

DARWIN S. HALL. 

The bill (H. R. 9981) for the relief of Darwin S. Hall, reported 
by the Committee of the Whole, was considered, and the recom- 
mendation of the committee that it lie on the table was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS. 

The following House bills with amendments, reported by the 
Committee of the Whole House, were severally considered, the 
amendments agreed to, the bills ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; were accordingly engrossed and read a third time, 
and s 

2 7258 A bill directing the issue of a check in lieu of a lost 
check drawn by Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk, in favor of 
Crane & Co., of Dalton, Mass.; 

H. R. 6937. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Elizabeth Cush- 
ing (title amended); 

H. R. 10511. A bill for the relief of the estate of Mary Keating; 

H. R. 8505. A bill for the relief of the heirs of Cyrus D. Hot- 
tenstein, deceased (title amended); 

H. R. 10688. A bill for the relief of Johann A. Killian; 
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H. R. 6921. A bill for the relief of the estate of Mary P. Gil- 


more; 
H. R. 10925. A bill directing the issue of a check in lieu of a 
lost check drawn in favor of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Ma- 


a e Pa now the Heppenstall Forge and Knife Company, 
0 ur 
g R. 7190 A bin for the relief of the Bank of North Wilkes- 


H. R. 3393. A bill 5 5 the relief of the Columbia Brewing Com- 
pany, of Shenandoah, Pa. 

H. R. 2193. A bill for the relief of David Tweed; 

rap R. 4637. A bill authorizing and directing the Secretary of 

e Treasury to pay James L. Anderson the sum of 5798.28 
tite amended) ; 
199. A bill for the relief of John H. McLaughlin; 

H. R. 10516. A bill for the relief of Edward J. Farrell; 

H. R. 6984. A bill for the relief of Kate R. 8 and Ed- 
ward A, Sharretts, administrators of George E. W. Sharretts; 

H. R. 11178. A bill for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Casey (title 
amended); and 

H. R. 4573. A bill for the relief of Eugene Patenaude. 

The following House bills without amendment, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole House, were severally considered, 
eave and read a third time, were read the third 
time, an 

H. R. 2009. A bill for the relief of estate of Sven J. J ohnson; 

H. R. 10058. A bill for the reliaf of Kirby Thomas; , 

H. R. 7535, A bill for the relief of Jacob Swigert, late deputy 
collector seventh Kentucky district; 

Gen 7718. A bill for the relief of the estate of Artemus E. 

1 

H. R. 2591. A bill for the zonet of W. S. Feland, late deputy 
collector second Kentucky distri 

H. R. 11928. A bill for the relief ‘of James T. Kilbreth, George 
R. Bidwell, and Nevada N. Stranahan, as collectors of ‘customs 
for the district and port of New York; 

H. R. 4407. A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
sic the her ser of contestant in the contest entitled Koonce 

st G 5 
ae 9457. we bill for the relief of Alexander S. Rosenthal; 

H. R. 2010. A bill for the relief of the heirs of John A. Dolan; 

H. R. 11837. A bill for the relief of G. H. Dearen; and 

H. R. 10891. A bill for the relief of Julius A. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House without amendment, were severally considered, 
were ordered to be read a third time, were read the third time, 


and passed: 

8. 833. An act for the relief of Joseph M. Simms, captain, United 
States Revenue-Cutter Service (retired); 

S. 255. An act for the relief of the Farmers and Mechanics’ 
National Bank, Philadelphia, Pa. 

S. 721. An act for the relief of Tain S. Hall; 

S. 2696. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay John F. Weston the sum of $241.60, etc.; and 

S. 334. An act for the relief of N. F. Palmer. jr., & Co. 

During the consideration of the foregoing bills, when the bill 
(H. R. 4570) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Beaumont was reached, the following took place: 

4 STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas 

s on the final passage of this bill. 

The oP PEAKER. By unanimous consent, the bill will be with- 
Sass for the present. The eae will ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota, with a view to of the other bills, if there is 
objection to haying the bill laid aa e until the other bills are dis- 


posed of? 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Ihaveno W Mr. Speaker. 

At the conclusion of the passage of the b 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the last bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Toe bill (H. R. 4570) to provide an American register for the steamer Beau- 
mon 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the previous question be ordered on the final passage of the bill 
and amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent that the previous question be ordered on the bill 
and amendments to its passage. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were considered, and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
was read the time. 

Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I suggest that we let this go 
over until to-morrow morning until after the reading of the Jour- 
= the previous question having been ordered. 

FORD NEY Mr Mr. Speaker, I do not think the gentleman 
fon “Minnesota will make the point of no quorum if the yeas 


and nays are ordered. Butif we can have the right of way to- 
morrow. I have no objection to ae it go over. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas 
and 3 on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, pending that, I ask unanimons 
consent that the RECORD may show that a motion has been made 
to reconsider the votes by which the various bills have been 
passed and that that motion do lie upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it isso ordered. [Aftera 
pae. ! The Chair hears no objection. The gentleman from 

innesota [Mr. Stevens] demands the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were refused, 


only five gentlemen rising. 
s Tho SPEAKER, The question now is on the passage of the 


Piho question was taken; and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. FORDNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. GIBSON submitted the following. reports and statements 
from committees of conference, to be printed in the RECORD un- 
der the rule. 

The reports and statements are as follows: 

WILLIAM W. JACKSON. 

The committee of conference on ee ee 8 of the mare Houses on 

amendment of the House — the bill Sn inara 


of pension to William W. Jac 2 having met. 5 7 8 er- 
eure bevel have agreed torecommend do recommend to A eS 
as fo 

That € tins Ronia raoe AoA its disagreement to the amendment of the 


House and agree to the same, 


C. A. SULLOWAY, 
Managers 2 the part of the House. 


P. J. Mi 
N. B. he aes 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Statement in the case of S. 1543, ae at Bay an increase of pension to William 


This bill originally passed the Senate at $30 r month, but was amended 
X The result of the is that the Sen- 


ate recede and House amendment, and Ep aap ag recommen 
that the bill pass at $24 per month, as it was amen: by the House. 
Henry R. GIBSON, 
ER W. 
A. SULLOWAY: 
Managers 8 the part of the House. 
3 1. LONG. 
The committes of conference votes of the two Houses 


on the amendment of the one tate bill (S. in 0 ting an increase of 
pe Bes Jane I. 8 paving met, after 5 = tee eee neve 
recommend an recommen eir respective Houses as fo 
lows: That the House recede. 
HENRY R. GIBSON, 
ROBERT W. Miens, 


LLOW. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
P. J. McCumper, 


N. B. Scorr, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Statement in the case of S. 8274, ee an increase of pension to Jane I. 


This bill passed the Senate at 30 per month, but was amended in the storna 
to $40 per month. The result of the conference is that the House receds from 
its amendment, and your conferees recommend that the bill pass at $50 per 
month, the same as it originally passed the Senate. 

HENRY R. GIBSON, 

Ronknr W. MIERS, 

C. A. SULLOWAY. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 1909. An act to authorize the conveyance to the town of 
Winthrop, Mass., for perpetual use as a public road, of a certain 
tract of land; and 

H. R. 10136. An act authorizing bail in criminal cases upon ap- 
peal in the courts of Indian Territory. 

j ae R announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
ollowing 

S. 2323. An act relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian 
Reservation; and 

S. 3317. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands, 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’ s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as indicated below 

S. 4769. An act validating certain conveyances of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Northern Pacific Railway 
Company—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
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S8. 556. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Stall—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 883. An act granting a pension to Ephraim L. Herriott—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 3919. An act granting a pension to Florence E. Foster—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 3825. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna H, Ly- 
man—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 3810. An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia B. 
Mullan—to the Committee on Pensions, 
S. 3651. An act granting an increase of pension to Mildred S. 
Ogden—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 3149. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Bowring—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 623. An act for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry 
Opeman Bassett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
rted that this day they had presented to the President of the 
nited States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 7559. An act granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; 
8771. An act granting a pension to Walter F. Horner; 
7712. An act granting a pension to Emma Crosier; 

7248. An act granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke; 
880. An act granting a pension to Caroline S. Winn; 
9835. An act granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 
4540. An act granting a pension to Amanda Skinner; 
9061. An act granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell; 
9127. An act granting a pension to Moses Schuman; 
10741. An act granting a pension to Mary Tate; 

9791. An act granting a pension to Abram Claypool; 

. An act granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; 

. An act granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon; 

. An act granting a pension to Annie Dorfner; 

. An act granting a pension to Georgia A. White- 


. An act granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin; 
An act granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch; 

. An act granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin; 

An act granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman; 
. An act granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster; 

. An act granting a pension to Henry Austin; 

5030. An act granting a pension to William H. Mount; 
11845. An act granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie; 
8922. An act granting a pension to Martha E. Nolen; 
7868. An act granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood; 
4750. An act granting a pension to William J. Jackson; 
4392. An act granting a pension to Abbie E. Webster; 
4624. An act granting a pension to Isabella Phelps; 

5749. An act granting a pension to James B. Combs; 

R. 10968. An act granting a pension to Marceline P. Hamil- 
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R. 9921. An act granting a pension to Virginia Boyd; and 
R. 8343. An act granting a pension to Annie P. Erving, for- 
rly Cilla Zerbe. 

SALE AND LEASING OF INDIAN LANDS, 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr.S er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House joint resolution 118, authorizing 


B 


the Secretary of the Interior to use $5,000 of the amount appro- 
iated by the act a ved February 18, 1904 (Public No. 22). 
a work and labor connected with the sale and leasing of 


Creek lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, Which Iwill send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to use the sum of $5,000 of the amount a riated “for the pur- 
of placing allottees in unrestricted possession of their allotments, 
Boche bs the act entitled “An act 3 ropriations to supply ur- 
jns deficlencies in the appro 2 for the cal year rg une Y 
„an aft ay ears, and for other purposes,” approv ‘ebruary 
1904 (Public No. 2) 3 in the payment for Gerte work and labor connec 
with the sale and leasing of Brtek lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands in 
the Indian Territory. 


Mr. CURTIS, Mr. Speaker, the passage of this resolution is re- 
quested by the honorable Secretary of the Interior, and the fol- 
lowing letter from him gives full information in regard to the 
mape: ARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, February 2h, 1904- 


o Civilized 
ve 
Tribes: For the 5 of placing allottees in unrestricted possession of their 
allotments, $15,000." 

Deficiency estimates contained in Document No. 260, House of Representa- 


tives, -ei 


‘hth second session (p. 29), has the following item: 
Removal of th 


truders, Five Civilized Tribes: For the of removing 

intruders and placing tteesin unrestricted ees 

under the act of May 27, 1902 (32 Stat., 259, sec. J), $15,000.” 
The footnote attention to letter marked “No. 2 in A o" 


rsp dated 
eficiency estimate for the Indian 


In making up said e it is not stated that 41 portion thereof 
easing of Creek 

tions. 
m of the chairman 
of your committee to said omission and to request that the item be amended 


80 as 
intruders, Placing allottees in unrestricted 
i sale of Creek lands and 


leasing of Cherokee lands. 
A copy of said letter of December 31, 1903, is inclosed herewith. 
In order to carry out the provisions of law and the 


tions of the De- 
partment, which have been proved by experience to be for the best interests 


of the Indians, it will be absolutely necessary that funds be a riated to 
ante Ge Department to make the sales and losses as exroditiously 


possible, 
Ihave the honor, therefore, to transmit herewith draft of a joint resolu- 
WS: 


tion which reads as follo 
Joint resolution auth the Secretary of the Interior to use so much of 
the act a ed February 18, 1904 (Public 


the amount appropriated 
„as cg for clerical work and labor connected with 


No. 22 may be 
the ba and lensing of Oreck lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands in 
Indian Territory. E 


“ Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby. 


authorized to use so much as may be of the amount a inated 
ttees in . possession of there allot- 


‘for the of allo 

ments, $15,000, b e act entitled An act making a riations to suppl 

wae deficien in the appropriations for the eset vont ending June 3, 

1904, and for por years, and for other 9 approved Feb 18. 1001 

(Publio No. in the payment for ele work and labor conn with 

the sale and leasing of lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands in the 
desired, and I 


Indian Terri Be! 

If said resolution be enacted it will accomplish the purpose 
earnestly recommend its immediate passage in order that the sale and leas- 
ing of Creek lands and the leasing of Cherokee lands may not be suspended 
for want of ability to use the funds already appropria in the item above 


referred to. 
Respectfully, E. A. HITCHCOCK, Secretary. 


The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the House joint resolution which the Clerk has just re- 
ported? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The question 
5 m the engrossment and third reading of the House joint reso- 
ution. 

The question was taken; and the resolution ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Curtis, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


By unanimous consent, reference of House Document 572 was 
changed from the Committee on Appropriations to the Committee 
on Claims. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
MARTIN, indefinitely, on account of important business, 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr, Payne (at 5 o’clock and 4 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: : 

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10424) to provide for the construction of a bridge and approaches 
thereto across the Missouri River ator near Council Blufis, Iowa, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
8 5 i) which said bill and report were referred to the House 

endar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2382) providing for 
the resurvey of certain townships in Routt and Rio Blanco 
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counties, in the State of Colorado, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No, 1529); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 569) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Jesse B. Nurse, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1423); which said bill 
and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2971) granting a 
pension to Amelia Walsh, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1424); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2960) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jacob Horning, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1425); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2952) ting an 
increase of pension to William J. P. Buck, re the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1426); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2946) 
granting an increase of pension to Joshua Day, re the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1427); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2938) granting an 
increase of pension to James L, Ackley, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1428); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He , from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2937) granting an increase of pension to Julius 
Bodenstab, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1429); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2894) granting a pension 
to Clara G. Garretson, oe ada the same without amendment, 
accompanied hy a report (No. . Which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2872) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Schemerhorn, rted the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1431); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2871) granting an 
increase of pension to Justin M. Cooper, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1432); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2857) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Onne H. Ropka, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1433); Which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2690) granting an increase of pension to 
James Garry, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No. 1434); which said bill and report were re- 
Forred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2661) granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Klingler, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1435); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

r. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2655) 
granting an increase of pension to Isaac Zellers, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1436); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2348) granting an increase 
of pension to Hamilton S. Gillespie, reported the same without 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1437); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2320) granting an 


increase of pension toSamuel H. Legrow, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1438); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2058) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob A. Roof, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1439); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He , from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2029) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter P. Dobozy, reported the same without. amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1440); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1899) granting an 
increase of pension to Thompson Warren, reported the same with- 
out amendment, 9 by a report (No. 1441); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLO WAL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1764) granting an 
increase of pension to John Shehan, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1442); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1667) grant- 
ing a pecao to Stalnaker Marteney, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1443); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1436) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas P. Wentworth, rted the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1444); which 
said bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1423) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel F. Murry, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1445); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1894) 
granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. Webster, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1446); 
which said bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1388) granting an 
increase of pension to Orson H. Sawtelle, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1447); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

i ERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 827) granting an 
increase of pension to Elias S. Gibson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1448); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. IUEL W. 8 , from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 783) 
granting an increase of pension to William McGee, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1449); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 454) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Rinaldo M. Griswold, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1450); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 450) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Sutherland, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a repa (No. 1451); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 447) granting an increase of pension to David 
H. George, egy the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1452); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr.SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 358) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Phebe A. Ford, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1453); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 836) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Lechleidner, reported the same 
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without amendment, yin aay by a report (No. 1454); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 305) granting an 
increase of pension to John R. Evans, ep the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1455); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He ec from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 140) granting an increase of pension to Dan- 
iel B. Bailey, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1456); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SNOOK., from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | dar 


was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4849) granting an increase 
of pension to Laura Ann Seaton, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1457); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4371) granting a pen- 
sion to Alison Clifton, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1458); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
hill of the Senate (S. 4454) granting an increase of pension to 
John Seiler, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1459); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4455) granting an increase of pension to 
Ansel J. Busby, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a Se (No. 1460); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4317) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah L. Augur, rted the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1461); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMU EL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4254) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William H. Co ood, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1462); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4237) granting a pen- 
sion to Hannah Small Wiggin, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1463); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3979) granting an 
increase of pension to Sterling L. Parker, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1464); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3978) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Howard, the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1465); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3977) granting an increase of pension to Lu- 
ther S. Baker, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1466); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3946) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Bright, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1467); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3936) granting an increase 
of pension to Sylvania S. Cheney, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1468); which said bill 
aud report were referred to the Private Calender. 

Mr, FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3896) granting anin- 
crease of pension to Richard F, Nugent, ed the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1469); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senata (S. 3878) granting an increase 
of pension to George Coffee, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1470); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3833) granting an 
increase of pension to George T. Edwards, reported the same with- 
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out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1471); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3827) granting an 


increase of pension to Norman B. Davenport. reported the same 
without amendment, ä by a report (No. 1472); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S, 3774) 
granting an increase of pension to John C. Felton, rted the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1473); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3771) granting an 
increase of pension to Virginia C. Spencer, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1474); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3727) granting an 
increase of pension to Eli Headley, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1475); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3544) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Phillips, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1476); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3535) granting an 
increase of pension to John Walton, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1477); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3523) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. Butz, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1478); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to - 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3519) granting a 
pension to Ruby A. Sirdivant, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a rt (No. 1479); which said bill and 
ropo were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3500) granting an 
increase of pension to Orrin L. Mann, 1 the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1480); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3499) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel E. Lookingbill, reported the same without amendment. ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1481); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3491) granting anin- 
crease of pension to Andrew J. Howe, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 1482); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3457) granting an 
increase of pension to Marcellus M. Parker, re the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1483); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 535 an 
increase of pension to Joseph B. Crawford, re the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1484); Which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. S W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3377) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John M. Tyree, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1485); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3201) granting an 
increase of pension to James I. Shafer, repo: same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1486); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4329) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Nesmith, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1487); which said bill and 
re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11939) granting an increase of pension to 
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C. C. Fisher, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1488); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12202) granting 


an increase of pension to John Baug , reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1489); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11711) granting 
an increase of pension to Jerome J. Hinds, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1490); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11692) granting 
a pension to Mary J. Neely, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1491); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11562) grantin 
an increase of pension to Lucretia Davis, reported the same wit 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1492); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10997) granting 
a pension to Mary McGill, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1493); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10988) granting 
an increase of pension to August Graf, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1494); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10932) granting a pension to Eliza Wool- 
ard, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 1495); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ivate Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10839) 
granting an increase of pension to John Conrad Di er, re- 
_ ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 

1496); which said bill and report were referred tothe Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to Katherine 
M. Laurence, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1497); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 10626) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Conant, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1498); which said bill and report were referred tothe 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10045) grant- 
ing an increase of pension George Sluyter, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1499); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9929) 
granting an increase of pension to Frederick K. Bryan, reported 
the same with amendment, 5 by a report (No. 1500); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | da 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9905) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter Sullivan. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 1501); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9812) to increase 
the pension of Henry N. McLane, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1502): which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

r. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9697) granting 
an increase of pension to Reuben Nightingale, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1503); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9504) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Angustus Johns, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1504); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6425) granting 
a pension to Daniel Walker, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1505); which said bill and report 

were referred to the Private Calendar. ‘ 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 5681) 8 
an increase of pension to Philip H. Whyrich, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1506); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5261) granting 
a pension to Julia M. Oakley, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a DOA (No. 1507); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4949) granting an 
increase of pension to George Bixler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1508); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4892) une a 
pension to Elias Veatch, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1509); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4565) 
granting a pension to Carrie Keefer, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1510); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4120) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Guss, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1511); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8713) granting 
an increase of pension to Elam Allen, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1512); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. Mone Be trege an 
increase of pension to Alexander M. Ballon, repo the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1513); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7474) granting an increase 
of pension to Fannie C. Morey, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1514); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6976) granting 
an increase of pension to Jane Wheeler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1515); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LUCKING, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6966) granting 
an increase of pension to Roxana S. Ker, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1516); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6940) granting 
an increase of pension to Susannah O. Wardrop, 71 aah the 
same with amendment, accompanied a report (No. 1517); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
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Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3171) granting 
an increase of pension to G. N. Crawford, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1518); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1267) 
granting an increase of pension to D. Miller Gordon, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1519); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 744) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Carr, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1520); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 620) granting a 
pension to George D. Boyd. reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1521); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18283) granting 
an increase of pension to William York, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1522); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SNOOK, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | Ala 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13263) granting a pen- 
sion to Caroline E. Pratt, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1523); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18280) granting 
a pension to Amos T. Richardson, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a Ay sole (No. 1524); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12544) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Hayford, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a Dy Sak (No, 1525); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 885) granting a 
a pension to Sarah A. Gillham, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1526); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10558) referring 
the claim of Hannah §. Crane and others to the Court of Claims, 
5 the same without amendment, accompanied by a 3 8 
(No, 1527); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5892) to provide an American register for the steamer Brooklyn, 
pies the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1530); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
ree re referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8088) granting a — to Mary Ellen Clark— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 13546) ganting an increase of pension to Joel J. 
Addison—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of 155 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 13624) 
authorizing a pou building at Fayetteville, N. C.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13625) to establish a fish-hatching and fish sta- 
tion in the State of North Carolina—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 13626) to amend an act ap- 
proved August 13, 1894, entitled “An act for the protection of 
persons furnishing materials and labor for the construction of 
public works! —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIELS: A bill (H. R. 18627) for legalizing the diver- 
sion and appropriation of water from the Colorado River for irri- 
gation p to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H. R. 13628) to amend section 
2 of an act approved June 15, 1880, relating to public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 13629) to prove for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Lead. in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RHEA: A bill (H. R. 13630) for the erection of a public 
building at Bowling Green, Ky.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13631) to provide for the entry 
of agricultural lands within forest reserves—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13632) to provide for the disposal of timber 
on public lands chiefly valuable for timber, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 13683) to regulate the disposal of public 
lands released and excluded from public forest reservations, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 13634) to provide 
for a United States reform school, near Camden, Wilcox County, 
., and for other purposes to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 13635) to authorize 
the construction of a custom-house at Nogales, Ariz.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A resolution (H. Res, 244) authorizing and 
directing the Committee on Appropriations to provide in the gen- 
eral deficiency . bill for the payment of certain sums 
of money to P. L. Coultry for services rendered to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
pe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 13636) granting a pension to 
George S. Noland—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13637) for the relief of 
Fred Blank, of Waxahachie, Tex.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 13638) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13639) to extend the term of 
patent No. 359590—to the Committee on Patents, 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 18640) nting an increase 
of pension to Eugene Hepp—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18641) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome P. Bates—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 13642) to confirm to the 
heirs of Lucretia Williams the title to one square league of land in 
the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Private Land 


Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13648) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Welsh—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 18644) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Boynton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18645) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Brawner—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 13646) to correct the 
military record of Simon W. Larkin—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 13647) for the relief of 
ES Gen. Thomas M. Anderson, United States Army, retired— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 18648) granting a pension 
to Charlotte 5. Dunning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 13649) granting a pension to 
Jane D. Goss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13650) 

ting an increase of pension to William J. Caldwell—to the 
Jommittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 13651) 
Amelia Strain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 18652) for the relief of the heirs 
of Alfred R. Buffin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 13653) for the relief of C. L. 
Lynch, of the Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 18654) granting an increase 
8 pension to Thomas H. Soward—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 13655) granting an increase 
of poa to Hannah Hill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13656) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary W. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 18657) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis F. Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 13658) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 13659) granting an increase of 
pension to Jacob Keplinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. POWERS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13660) to au- 


ting a pension to 
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thorize the President of the United States to appoint John Gib- 
bon captain and quartermaster in the Army—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13661) granting a pension to Edith F. Mor- 
rison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A bill (H. R. 13662) for the relief of A. T. 
Hayden—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13663) for the relief of the estate of William 
Kelley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18664) for the relief of F. L. Hall—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13665) for the relief of Thomas Drake—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13666) for the relief of Nancy Gates—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R. 13667) granting an increase of pension to 
Curtis A. Brashear—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13668) granting an increase of pension to 
A. R. Shacklett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 13669) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Wyse—to the Committee on Pensions. - 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 13670) for the relief of John 
W. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following poruon and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of citizens of New York, N. Y., 
against passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Memorial of Eben Watkins, of the Atlanta 
Federation of Trades, relative to increasing the Pe mead of the 
Naval Gun Factory—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the La Grange Board of Trade, relative to 
improving the channel through outer bar of Brunswick, Ga.—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of pastor and board of stewards of the First 
Methodist Church South, of Lagrange, Ga., in favor of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Georgia Industrial Association, relative 
to the Gompers-Mitchell anti-injunction bill and sundry other 
bills—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 18517, for the 
relief of James H. Ambler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Elmer Jones and 24 others, of 
Pittsburg, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Philadelphia Board of Trade, relative to 
American merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, against passage of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BYRD: Memorial of the Mississippi Choctaws, praying 
for an extension of time within which their right to remove to 
the Choctaw country may be permitted—to the Commiittee on 
Indian Affairs. 0 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of H. L. Whitfield, F. M. Henry, 
and others, of Jackson, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLARK (by request): Petition of residents of Hermann, 
Mo., against passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Point Marion, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn- 
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolution of Watertown 
(Wis.) Council, No. 247, Order of United Commercial Travelers, 
in favor of bill H. R. 4489—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Wisconsin State Board of Agriculture, in 
favor of bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of Leavenworth Circle, No. 8, 
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service- 
pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Rey. F. C. Hill and others, of Brown County, 
Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the J 5 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of A. J. Bartlett and 12 other voters, 
Harry C. Scott and 38 other voters, S. N. McLane and 29 other 
voters, and F. M. A. Lawson and 32 other voters, all of Elkins, 
W. Va., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DIXON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11972, to au- 
thorize the Ox Bow Power Company, of South Dakota, to con- 


struct a dam across the Missouri River—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, ppa to accompany bill H. R. 11990, for the payment to 
Henry B. Davis of balance due him for surveying public lands 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Fifteen petitions representing 491 voters 
of West Virginia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Robert W. Koon and 104 others, of West Vir- 
ginia, in favor of bill H. R. 13368, to pension army teamsters—to 
Be oases on Pensions. 192 0 ae Age 

o, papers to accompany bi corre i record o 
Levi Burdine—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to John E. Fries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany bill granting a pension to Abner G. 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution of the Illinois Farmers’ Institute, 
in favor of an appropriation for farmers’ institute work—to the 

tu 


Committee on 1 re. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of the Edwards Prohibition Al- 
liance, the Rhode Island Temperance League, and Herbert E. 
Sherman and 6 others, of Providence, R. I., in favor of the Hep- 
burn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the Rhode Island Poultry Association: 
West Kingston Grang, No. 10; Cumberland Grange, No. 2, and 
Portsmouth Grange, No, 29, Patrons of Husbandry, in favor of 
bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Rocky Hill Grange, No. 27; Nonquit Grange, 
No. 31; Davisville Grange, No. 8; Washington County Pomona 
Grange, No. 2; Hope Valley Grange, No. 7; Kickemint Grange, 
No. 24, and Roger Williams Grange, No. 19, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, and Newport (R. I.) Horticultural Society, in favor of 
bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Border Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, No. 
8, in favor of bill H. R. 8678—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of John A. Logan Circle, No. 1, Ladies of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, Providence, R. I., in favor of a 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Olneyville Business Men’s Association, in 
favor of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Lime Rock (R. I.) Grange, No. 22, and 
Aquidneck Grange, No. 30, Patrons of Husbandry, and the Rhode 
Island Horticultural Society, in favor of bill H. R. 8678—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: Paper to accompany bill to pension Jane 
D, Goss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of B. S. Leavenworth and 20 others, of Howard 
County, Mo., in favor of good-roads bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

y Mr. HEDGE: Petition of E. H. Albright and 46 others, of 
Danville, Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: Petition of W. R. Owens and 
46 others, of Parker, Ind., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Papers to accompany claim of Benjamin F, 
Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Mary Bailey—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Francis M. Pearce—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany claim of Catharine C. Cox—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolution of Wilson Post, No. 17, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Maine, in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Garfield Circle, No. 22, Ladies of 
the Grand Army of the Republic, of Emporia, Kans., in favor of 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing a pension to Martha J. Humberd—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Marion A. Carlile—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRELL: Two petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, 
against ee of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of George T. Meeker and 73 
others, of Hollister, Cal.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Papers to Laing ender granting increase 
of pension to Mary W. Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of patrons of rural free delivery of 


Geneva, N. Y., in favor of increasing of rural mail car- 
riers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petition of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa., against 
ors of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 


ciary. 

Also, petition of the National League of Commission Merchants 
of the United States, in favor of a bill defining the power of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Joseph Bogen- 
scheretz and others, of Fort Wayne Union, No. 44, I. S. L. L., of 
Fort Wayne, Ind., relative toa reduction of internal-revenue tax- 
ation on whisky to 70 cents a gallon—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SMALL: Petitions of Thomas E. Peden and 28 others, 
of Azden, N. C., and A. Ward and 40 others, of Bethel, N. C., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petition of J. J. Martin and 35 others, 
of Cisco, Tex.,in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of John W. Hoskinson and others, of 
rural route No. 1, Montpelier, Ohio, favoring an increase of salary 
for rural carriers and the parcels-post bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the selectmen of the town of 
Southington, Conn., favoring the passage of a good-roads bill— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Elm City Lodge, No. 61, Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders, of New Haven, Conn., 
for the establishment of a commission to upbuild the merchant 
marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 


eries, 

Also, resolutions of citizens of Middletown, Conn., protesting 
against the passage of bill (H. R. 7033) relative to further regula- 
tions of power boats—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Mr. STERLING: Petition of the Presbyterian Church of 
Cooksville, III., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the Trades and Labor Assem- 
bly and Building Trades Council, of Aurora, III., to reestablish a 
separate and nonpartisan Department of Labor—to the Commit- 
tee on Labor. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 9, 1904. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 5 pro- 


ceedings, when, on request of Mr. FAIRBANKS, and by unanimous 
consent. the further reading was dispensed with. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Journal 


will stand approved. The Chair hears none. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law, in lieu of former 
findings withdrawn, filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in 


the French spoliation claims set out in the findings by the court | 


relating to the vessel schooner Hope, Ephraim Hutchins or Abel 
Nutt, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the as- 
sistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions 
of fact and of law and the opinion of the court filed under the act 
of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relating to the vessel ship Tom, John Bailey, 
master: which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: : y 

A bill (S. 1487) creating an additional land office in the State of 
North Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 4387) to authorize the Chicago, St. Louis and New 
Orleans Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Ten- 
nessee River near Gilbertsville, Ky. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 


lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 199) for the relief of John H. McLaughlin; 

A bill (H. R. 2009) for the relief of the estate of Sven J. John- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. 2010) for the relief of the heirs of John A. Dolan; 

A bill (H. R. 2193) for the relief of David Tweed; 

A bill (H. R. 2591) for the relief of W, S. Feland, late deputy 
collector, second Kentucky district; 

A bill (H. R. 3256) directing the issue of a check in lieu of a 
lost check drawn by Thomas J. Hobbs, disbursing clerk, in favor 
of Crane & Co., of Dalton, Mass.; 

A bill (H. R. 3393) for the relief of the Columbian Brewing 
Company, of Shenandoah, Pa.; P 

A bill (H. R. 4407) anthorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
defray 55 A aes of contestant in the contest entitled Koonce 

y; ” 

A bill (H. R. 4570) to provide an American register for the 
steamer Beaumont; 

A bill (H. R. 4573) for the relief of Engene Patenande; 


A bill (H. R. 4637) authorizing and directing the Secretary of’ 


the Treasury to pay to James L. Anderson the sum of $598.28; 
A bill (H. R: 6921) for the relief of the estate of Mary P. Gil- 


more; 
A bill (H. R. 6937) for the relief of the estate of Elizabeth S. 
1 87 a 
A bill (H. R. 6984) for the relief of Kate R. Sharretts and Ed - 
ward A. Sharretts, administrators of George E. W. Sharretts: 
$ A bill (H. R. 7190) for the relief of the Bank of North Wilkes- 
oro; 
A bill (H. R. 7535) for the relief of Jacob Swigert, late deputy 
collector, seventh Kentucky district; 
Bis bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of the estate of Artemus E. 
ibson; 
A bill (H. R. 8505) for the relief of the estate of Cyrus D. Hot- 
tenstein, deceased; i 


H. R. 10516) for the relief of Edward J. Farrell; 

H. R. 10688) for the relief of Johann A. Killian; 

H. R. 10891) for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser; 

bill (H. R. 10925) directing the issue of a check in lieu of a 
lost check drawn in favor of the Pittsburg Shear, Knife and Ma- 
chine Company, now the Heppenstall Forge and Knife Company, 
of Pittsburg, Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 11178) for the relief of Miss Lelia G. Cayce; 

A bill (H. R. 11337) for the relief of G. H. Dearen; 

A bill (H. R. 11928) for the relief of James T. Kilbreth, George 
R. Bidwell, and Nevada N. Stranahan, as collectors of customs 
for the district and port of New York; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to use $5,000 of the amount appropriated by the act 
approved February 18, 1904 (Public No. 22), for clerical work and 
labor connected with the sale and leasing of Creek lands and the 
leasing of Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cedar- 
ville, Colfax, Houston, Foosland, Sullivan, and Loami: of the 
congregation of the United Brethren Church of Bureau County, 
and of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Edgar, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the congregation of 
the First Congregational Church of Nashua, N. H., praying for 
the enactment of is, reas to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committes 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of George C. Hale, of Boscawen, 
N. H., and a petition of sundry citizens of Concord, N. H.. pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to increase the salary of rural 
free-delivery mail carriers; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Local Post No, 625, Depart- 
ment of Pennsylvania, Grand Army of the Republic, of Home- 
stead, Pa., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Philadelphia Maritime Ex- 
change, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be 
made for the completion of the easterly shore arm breakwater at 
Point Judith, R. I.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 


